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77G Crown Lands Bill. [ASSEMBLY.] Questions. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEJ.VLBLY. 
JVed,7esdu~'', 24 1'-,'eptember, 1884. 

Qnef:'tlons.- .:\lotion fol' ~\<ljonrmnent.-- Que£.~tion of 
< Jr,ler.-.. X a tiye Bircls 11rotet'1 ion Bill.-- Petit ion of 
Lt'Onicta~ Kolctla:-~ awl 'l'll(nnas }'lecton.-Crmvn 
La11U~ Bill-- eunllni11t'l'.---j_tljonrmHcllt. 

The Sl'Ec\KE It took the chai1· at hnlf-!""t 
3 o'clock. 

(/FESTIOC\S. 
)h·. 1' AL)lEH asketl the Attorney-General-
1. "·ltetlu-•r. in YinY of t.lte inercase of povnlation in 

RnrkP di:;:triet antl :.\ornlalJtou. and the inerea::;etl 
faciliti(':-1 of stcan1 commnnkation lwtwcPn BrisLm1e 
anLl :\ol'm:n1tou. lte iutcmh:> to t""tablbh a tli:otrict conrt 
at :'\01'lll<tJJ1on:--

2. And if he has arriYed aL sn('h determination. vdtc·n 
will it be earried into dfcet ~ 

The ATTORXJ<:Y-GE:\ERAL (Hon. ,\, 
Rutleclg·e) l'cplied-

The Go...-erimwllt rcco,:.)11sc the ncees~it\· for tllc 
c~tablis1lll1Cllt of n lli~trkt eonrt at :1\orminJton. mHl 
}mrpo~c making snrh nrrangerne11t:-; as will nc:ulit or 
tbdr intention to estnbli~h a dis.tril't eomt tlJ('l'(' lJci: ;.!," 

cnrried into eO'c<·t early next year. 
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Mr. STEVEXS '"kerl the Colonial Sccretary­
·whcthcr the UoYermnent inteml to appoint any­

one a~ a~~rman intl~rpretct· in Beenleigh iu phwe of 
3-'lr. 'l'llor..-.borue, re~ignecl ~ 

The COLOXIAL SJWRETAHY (Hon. 8. ·w. 
Griflith) replied-

The qups;tion or the best mode of proYi<ling interpreters 
for the German population of the Bcenleig-h clisttiet i-" at 
pre.:<ent umler the eonsidera.tion of the G-overnment. 

1\WTIOX FOll ADJOL'RXMEXT. 
:}.fr. BAILEY said: :\[r. Speaker, -I shall 

conclude with the lhmal motion f<>l' the adjourn­
ment of the Honhe. I wish to call the attention 
of hon. n1ernl)ers to what I consider rather a 
curious fm1lt in the practice of this House. It is 
customary when a Bill hits pitssed its second 
reading and gone through connnittee to consider 
its third reading as a formal matter; but when 
the third readiug is made " not formal" the Bill, 
I snbulit, again becmne:-; a Rnbject for di;;;cusRion. 
To illustrate what [ mean I shall have to refer 
to a recent debate, and I hope I shalluot lJe out 
of order in "' doing, because I shall say as little 
as po>,sible on the subject-nmtter of tlmt debate. 
On the ltith instant the Local Authorities 
By-laws Bill stood on the paper for its third 
reading antl was read out by ~Ton, sir, frmn the 
chair. I pronounced it ''not formal," thereby 
indicating that it was to be reopened for di:-;cnssion 
again on smue point or other. I think the ]JOint 
on which it was to he again discussed had Leen 
pretty well indicated in the previous debate. It 
WitS certainly on record that several members of 
thn House misunderstood the Timber Hegubtim1s 
which affected a certain class of men wl1o would 
be seriously atiected under the provisions of 
this Bill. Having declared the third reading 
of the Bill ''not formal," when it came to be 
discussed I founrl therG was no such Bill in the 
possession of hem. members. I asked that the 
Bill shouhl be distributed to hem. members, and 
a Bill-lmt not the Bill we p~"'ed iu committee­
was circulated amongst hon. members. I my­
self h't<l to go to the Clerk to get the manuscript 
cnpy of the amendment paSNed in committee" I 
think there was plenty of time-five da) "-in 
which to hm·e furnished hem. members with a 
copy of the Bill containing that amendment. 
The arnenchnent 'nts a n1ost sel'ions one, and 
it gave an enonnous power to local authori­
ties to impose a tax which wmt!d be serimudy 
ernbarrassing to a large class in the connuunity. 
Still, when the third reading of the Bill c;tme 
on, not one hon. member had a copy of the 
Bill with that amewlmeut 11ppended to it. I 
only bring this under the notice of the House 
because I thiuk that in the future, when the 
third reading of a Bill is objected to as a formal 
matter, hon. members should have an oppor­
tnnity of seeing the real Dill they are about to 
pass, and not as brought in in the first in>tance, 
without amendmeut. l beg to move the adjourn­
ment of the House. 

The PitEl\IJER (Hon. S. \V. Griffith) said: 
Mr. Speaker,-It is so unnsnal in this House for 
the third t·eading of it Bill to he taken otherwise 
than as a ''formal " motion, that I do not 
wonder copies of the Bill were not circulated to 
hon. members. I certainly think it wonld be a 
convenient rule that the third reading of a Bill 
being declared " not formal" should of itself be 
considered a sufficient indication of a desire 
that it should be circulated amongst hon. mem­
bers in the form in w hi eh it passed throu~·h 
committee. I understand that there are alwm·s 
two or three copies in the House, but n'ot 
sufficient to go round to every hon. member. 
I think it is desirable that, when it is known that 
Bills at their third reading will be opposed, they 
should be circulated to hon, members the day 
before in the form in which they left committee, 

The HoN. Sm T. ::'.'felL WHAITH said : 1\Ir. 
Speaker,-The remark of the Premier rloes uot 
a]Jply in the JH'esent case itt all, Lecause the hon. 
member for \Vide Bay called "uot formal" and 
the Bill came on immediately. 

Mr. BAILEY : Ko; five days afterwards. 
The HoN. Sm T. MciLWHAITH: :1\ot only 

in a case where a motion for the third reading 
of a Bill is made " not formal," but, I think, 
in every case, before a Bill passes its thil'd 
rearl.ing it ought to be in IJrint, and be in a posi­
tion to be distributed to hem. members if neces­
sm-y. I had thought that was always the case, 
and this is the first case in which I have found it 
was not w. At the third reading of a Bill hon. 
members should be able tu get it copy of it 
en1bodying all the an1enclrnenis carried in cnn1-
mittee. 

:\Ir. SCOTT said : I think the practice has 
been, when important alterations have been made 
in a Bill, even when it is going through connllit­
tee, to have the Dill reprinted for the convenience 
of hem. members. I think it is only right ancl 
proper, when in1portant alterationF:. are 1nade, 
that hon. m em hers should have an oppmtunity 
of seeing them in the Bill before going on with it 
further. 

The SPRAKER srtid : I may state for the 
inforn1ation of hon. n1en1berR that, on Jnaldng 
inquiries, I find that it has not been the practice 
to ha Ye a Bill reprinted fm the third reading ; 
hut if the House now expresses its opinion that 
it is desirable for the third reading, whether 
objection is nmde or not, ancl more particularly 
\Yhen the alterations are important, then care 
will be taken that copies of the Bill are di.;tri­
butecltohon. member". l7ptothe present time, as 
I say, it has not been the pm tice. 

The HoN. Sm T. 1\:IciL\VllATTH: l'\ot 
"\V here hnportant an1endn1ent;., have been tnade? 

The SPEAKEH: The practice has been 
as sta,ted hy the hem. member for Leichhardt. 
\Vhen important amendments have been nmdc 
in committee, they have been printed. 

'l'he HoN. 8m T. MclLWRAITH: Exactly. 
The SP:EAKEH : I find tlutt it has not been 

the J!l'actice to issue copies of a Bill for the thir<l 
reading; bnt, if it is the wish of the House, citre 
will be taken that it shall he done in the fnture. 

i\[r. BE".\.TTIE said: I take this opportunity 
to bring a matter under the notice of the IL)use 
which I think deserves some consideration. I 
think it is my duty to bring it before the GoY­
ermuent. The matter is this : Lately, officers 
have been appoil1ted in the various rlepartment,; 
of the Government in connection with different 
works in the country ; and in the exercise of 
their duty-I do not know whether it is their 
patronage-they h,we adopted a course which 
I think is very objectionable. 'iVhat I mean 
if-l that when in,:.;pectors or over.":ieerR of wod~:-:., 
or e\·en RUlJerintendents of \vnrks, are required, 
these newly appointed officers hom the south 
send to i\' ew South \\' itles and Victoriit for 
men. N' ow I think that is a very undesir­
ahle thing to do, because I know there are 
plenty of men in this colony who are qualified 
for these positions-competent and caJ>able 
men. I think it is unfair that these newly 
appointed offiPers under the Government should 
Stmd to those colonies for men when we 
have here persons of talent-individuals who 
are quite capable of carrying out these works. 
There is no donbt that it might be a con­
venience for the new officers to have men 
with whom they haYe been associated in the 
other colonieH; but I think when they came 
here, and were employed by thP Go':en:­
ment of Queensland to expend money JU(h­
ciously for the taxpayer, they ought to have 
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left their olrl loves behind, and taken some 
of the material tl,at is placed at their dispo"al 
here to superintend works. I hope the informa­
tion I have received on the subject is not cor­
rect. T have hem·d a g-reat many complaints 
,,bout it; but I hope, for the sake of tlmse !lien 
whon1 we have in the colony, that the ru1nour...; I 
lmve he:1rd are not correct. l take this oppm·­
tnnity of bringing the n1atter under the notice of 
the Government becau,e, if there is any fonnda­
tion for the statements, then I think the eourso 
taken by the new officers i~ n. very \\Tong one. 

:\fr . .JORDAX saitl: There is aJH>ther !l<atter 
which I should like to bring under the notice of 
the Government and the House. It i> an 
1

' application for Indian coolies,)) and, a.~ pub­
lished in this morning's paper, purports to be a 
copy of a petition to Lord Derby :-

"The follm,·ing copy of a }Wtition alldre-~~cd 1Jy a 
nmnlwr of Qnr-ensland planters to I.or(l Df'rhy \Y .. s ye:o;-
1d'da..' handed tons for pn1Jlieation. ·we obtained it as 
the r. :5nlt of inquiri -'S made, heean~e it h:ttl hecn 
report·.~d that ('OJHmm<icntions had been cxdmngetl 
between Lord Derhy and :.\Ir. Garrid;: on the subject." 
That petition is signed by certain gentlemen, 
two of whose nan1eR are given~nan1ely, .J. !::-i. 
Davidsnn and R .. T. .T effray. It is, as I say, 
addtTssc"d to Lord Derby, and asks that coolies 
shoul.l he sent into the colonv from India with­
oat being Rnhject to auy · regnln.tions. The 
para~raJ,h tn which I wish to draw particular 
attention is this :-

"At the samP time it ha~ hcen ascertained, by inqniry 
fromtlle propn tlcpartrnf·nt in the t·oloJ y, that it the 
IncUa11 Government 1vill eonsent to tlk engagement of 
thpir ~nhjects for prixatc t'lllployment in qu,·cn:--lancl 
there is no lcgi;-;lative o1J~tat'le in the colony to their 
comit .~. ancl, moreoYer. that the Colouia.l f1t.JH•l'l1li18nt 
will not intervose any dltncnltiP~." 
If I <lid not know something of the subject, I 
should suppose from that thrtt the GoYermnent 
of Qneensland rtre williug that the sugar-pbnters 
Rhould be enabled to 1uake private arrangernents 
for the introduction of coolies fur the cultivation 
of their plantations in this colony; am! that. the 
Uovernn1ent would not interpo~e any cl.ifficnltics 
in the way, but would rather encourngR the 
inntligration of Indian coolies under ordinary 
regulations. Of course, this astonished me, and 
I think it will astonish other hon. member"; and 
I have therefore brought the matter under the 
notice of the House and tbe Government. 

The PRE:\HER said: I ask the permission of 
the Home to speak again on the motion in orclcr to 
refer to the matter brought forward by the hon. 
member for South Brisbane. I observed this 
petition this morning, and tbe statement in it to 
which the hon. member referred. I was not 
aware, until [saw it in the Cou1'ier, that there 
was a copy of the petition to be procured in the 
colony, although I became aware on :Monday of 
sorne action belng ta-ken iu London on the subject. 
'l'he statement that--

" It ha~ been asccrtainorl, lJy inquiry from the proper 
departm("nt in the colouy, that if the Indt<tn Goverl!­
ment will C'Onseut to the Pngagemont of their subjects 
for 11rivate mnJJloymellt in Qw·en ... JaJJd there is uo 
legislative obstacle ill t.11e colony to their f'Oming, and, 
moreover, that the Colonial Goverument will not inter­
pose any difficulties"-

is not, it will be observed, accompanied by anY 
statement as to the time when those inquiries 
were made from the proper department. I pre­
sume that the Colonittl Secretary's Office is the 
department from which inquiries should be made. 
It is quite trne that no legislative ohstade exists 
at the present time, because there has always heen 
sufficient legislative obstacle in India. Tbat is <nte 
reason. As to the statement that it has been 
ascertained that the Colonial Government will 
not interpose any difficulty, I have only this to 
say : that if it refers to the period that has 
elapsed since the present Government came into 

office it is entirely and absolutely untrue. 
Nothing of that kind could have been as­
certained from l'lny department since the 
present Government came into otnce. V{hat 
is intended to be conveyed, I do not know ; 
but if it is intended to convey that that is the 
attitade of the present Government, then l say 
it is distinctly and entirely untrue. Now, 
sir, I will take this opportunity of saying 
vvhat the Government have done. lt came to 
their knowle<lge on l\1onclay that negotiations of 
this kind were on foot, and yesterday morning I 
telegraphed to Mr. Garrick informing him that 1. 
understood negotiations were being carried on in 
London for introducing coolies without regu­
latious into Queensland, and asker! him to 
communicate with the Colonial Office request­
ing that nothing might be clone in this 
matter until this Govemment had an oppor­
tunity of dealing· with the application. To­
day I received a reply from him informing 
me that an application of the kind had been 
made to the Colonial Office, and had been for­
warded to the India Office ; but that he had 
received a verbal assurance from the Colonial 
Office that they regarded the concurrence of the 
Colnnittl Government to any proposition of that 
kind as ab;;olutely essential. I think hon. mem 
bers may rest perfectly assut·ed that no concur­
rence of that kind will be gi \·en so long as the 
present Gcve1·nnlellt is in office. 

The Hox. Sm T. MciLWRAITH said: Mr. 
Spt':"ker,-:\'o doubt I shall receive the consent 
of the House to the few remarks I intend to 
make. \Vhen I was in London I was waited 
upon by one of the gentlemen who signed this 
petiti<•rt, Mr. H. .J. J·effray, wbo told me that it wa' 
the intenticm of se1-eral gentlemen in London to 
present a petition to the Govf.rnment, the tenor 
of which would be something like that which was 
published in the paper to-day. He told me also 
that his representatives in Queensland-Mr. R. 
,J . .T effray is the principal partner, I belie Ye, in 
the firm of \Villiam Sloane and Company-had 
received from the Premier, J\Ir. Griffith, an 
as,;uran0e that the Gcn·ernment would IJUt no 
obstacle in the way if the Indian Government 
and the English Government consented to allow 
Indian coolies to come out under the Masters 
and Servants Act. I was very much astonished 
at this--

The PREMIER : I ;;hould think so. 

The Ho:-~. Sm T. :\IciLWRAITH: And I 
asked him before he took any action to satisfy 
himself that the matter was in that position ; at 
the SlLme time expressing my disbelief. I could 
scarcelv believe that a man would turn round so 
soon after election and make a nullity of all his 
previous political actions. :Mr. ,J effray said, "I 
lmd better telegmph and find out," and he did 
telegmph, and told me afterwards that he found it 
was absolutely true that Mr. Griflith had informed 
his representative that there was no existing legis­
lative obstacle, and that the Government would 
put no obstacle in the way whatever, provider! 
the Indian Government allowed these coolies 
tn come out without regulations. There is no 
reference whatever in this petition to any con­
sent obtained frum the previous Government, 
because such consent was never asked from the 
previous Government. 

The PRE:YIIER : Or from the present 
Government. 

The Ho~. Sm T. MciL WRAITH: The hon. 
the Premier must understand that I am not saying 
he gave such consen',; I am telling the House 
wh~ttook place between myself and :Ylr. J effrayin 
:England. I doubted if he had been correctly 
infOl'med, and he cabled out and received a 
reply stating that ::\Ir. Griffith the Premier of 
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Queensland, had RJtid that there was no legisla­
tive obstacle, and that ce!'tainly no oujection 
would be raised by the Government. 

The PREMIER: I ask permiRSion to repeat 
that no such infornmtion was giYen by me. 

.:\Ir. BLACK said : I think, sir, that a.c I have 
been connected in some way with the article that 
appeaeed in the Cour1.'u• thi:;; n1orning, I 1nay as 
well state to this House the real Lwt, of the 
case. ::\ly attention was directed last evening to 
a short paragraph in the Te/er;?·aph to this 
effect:- · 

"Xews of a VOlT neat stratr~gem has just heen J1ashefl 
per cable from London to Queensland. lt is to the 
effect that vigorous attempts have been made on hf~half 
of the sugar-planters from ):l:wkay t.o inducn tlte Indian 
Government to ag-ree to the introflnction of Indian 
coolie~S 1nto Queensland to work on sugar plantations 
without bdng under the ban of any rJgulations made by 
the (-lneensland Government. 'rlwse are vc·ry strai!lht­
fonvard, upright, <tnd honourable tactics for memllers 
of a eanscientious Opposition to Jllll'~'<ne. The proba.hilit,· 
is that. the Hon. J. _P. GarricJ;;: will make himself ac­
quainted with the desires of the sngar-t·hmters and 
th ir solicitude to lighten the lJurdens of the present 
Government, but in the Jong run the ~ugar-plantrrs of 
Jlackay will discover that neither Earl Kilnberlt·y, as 
head of the Indian Government, nor the majority of 
Queenslander.s, will rountcnanec a eondition of things 
which prompted the writing of 'Encle Tom's Cabin."' 
I thought that was mther a sensational para­
graph, and it was quite evident to me that the 
hon. the Colonial Secretary or his department 
was not in possession of the facts of the case­
that, :ts this article implies, :t telegram had been 
received from home intimating that something of 
the SOJ't was going on, but that the GO\·ernment 
were not in a position to define exactly what it 
was ; otherwise they would have bee it aule to 
supply more ample information to their news­
paper organ, the Televmph. I was in possession 
of a copy of the actual application that had been 
made in London to Earl Derby, and having been 
questioned last night as to whether there was 
any truth in this statement, I ex[Jressed my per­
fect willingness to hand it oYer for publication. 
This article states that the sugar-planters of 
Jl.1ackay have been doing this. Now, the sugar­
planter~ of Jl.fackay have done nothing of the 
sort, although I am quite prepared to say that 
the lllOI'ement has very likely the sympathy, not 
only of the sugar-planters of Mackay, but of 
the whole of (lueensland. This movement was 
originated by certain gentlemen in England who 
are interested in the sugar industry, and one of 
them sent out to me a copy of the memo­
rial that is published in this morning's paper. 
Now, sir, when the Coolie Act was repealed l1y 
the present Government last se,sion, I pointed 
out that by that repeal the Government had 
virtually removed the only safeguard to the 
introduction of coolie labour into Queensland. 
That Act provided that without the sanction of 
the Government and both Houses of Parliament 
no coolies could be introduced, but when the 
Act was repealed it became quite possible for 
any private individuals to introduce coolies 
without being hampered by any regulations, if 
they could possibly inHuence the Indian 
Government ; for the only restrktions which 
at present exist to the introduction of 
coolie labour are imposed by the Indian 
G-overnrnent and not by our Govertnnent. 
The Indian Coolie Ernigration HegulCLtions pro­
vide expressly that nn coolies shall be allowed to 
emig1·ate unless the cnnutry to which they are 
going to emigrate is in accord with the Indian 
Government;. but they except domestic servants 
and they also excevt coolies employed on board 
ships. There is nothing- at this moment to pre­
vent any person in Queensland or in the Austra­
lian colonies going over to India and brine:!ng 
down as many domestic servants as he likes. The 
Indian Government, so long as they are assured 

that the coolies are to be used only for domestic 
purposes, \Vill not intPrpo~e any difficulty in 
the way ; and I think that _I need hardly 
tell this Hou'e that there ts no law on 
the Statnte-book which prevents British sub­
jects coming from India to Queensland. They 
might haYe done it before they repealed 
the Coolie Act la;;t session ; hut, as the lmv 
of the country at preseut stan<ls, coolies, if in­
tended for domestic servants or to be etnployecl 
on board ship, can come freely into the colony. 
The position the planters hold is this : The GoY· 
ernn1ent, for cert::dn politiut.l reasons, rnay nt)t 
be prepare(l to pass regulatio.ns allowing the 
introdnction of coolies into flueensbwl, but 
if the Indian Gover11ment consider then1 as 
British subjects, coming to a British Ct)lony, \vho 
will receive the same protection that the law 
affords to our own British subjects ; if they are 
content that those laws are employed for ti1e 
vrotection and regulation of the coolie~ corning 
here, there is no reason whatever why the Indian 
Government should nnt relax their regula­
tions ; and I may point out now that the only 
thing which preventA coolies corning here is 
the action of the Indian Government, and 
not of our Government. I think a matter 
of this sort, w hi eh is very likely to be of 
considemble interest in certain part,; of the 
colony, should receive 1nost rtlnple discussion 
and fair exphtnation, and that i,; the explanation 
wbich I have very much pleasure in giving the 
House now ; and should I receive any further 
information as to the progres.'S of these negotia~ 
tions with the Home Government l shall be 
most ha[Jpy to lay it before the House when the 
vroper tin1e cmnes. 

The 1II:'\ISTER FOR WORKS (Hon. \V. 
Miles) said: I must refer to a remark which fell 
from the hon. member for Fortitude Valley. 
The hon. gentleman must be aware that son1e 
short time ago ap[Jlications were ilwited from 
competent persons to fill the office of Colonial 
Architect, and Mr. Clarke, who was one of the 
applicants, got the ap[Jointment; ,;,nd a very good 
officer he is. Some time afterwards-in fact, 
during last session-the House voted a considerable 
sum of money for the erection of bridges in the 
North-one over the Pioneer Ri1·er at :\1ackay, 
another over the Endeavour River, and another 
over the Annan River. I applied to the Harbours 
and Rivers Department to ascertain if they could 
provide a gentleman of sufficient ability for the 
purpose of designing and constructing those 
bridges, and they were unable to recornmeml 
anyone. I then applied to Mr. I\allard, to see 
if he had an officer in his department who would 
be ~apahle of c"rrying out those works. You 
must remember, Mr. Speaker, that bridge after 
bridge has been erected over some of those 
northern rivers and !Jeen swe]Jt away by floods, 
and I therefore came to the conclusion that if 
such a large expenditure was to be made it 
should be made under the supervision of a man who 
understoo<l the subject well. 1\Tr. Ballard told me 
tlmt he had not an officer in his department 
competent to undertake the work, unless he di<l it 
himself. I knew that :Mr. Ballard had other 
work to do th"n to design bridges, and I there­
fore applied to the Railway Department if they 
could su[Jply anyone, and they recommended 
me to employ some professional men by the name 
of Brown and David; and their proposition was 
that all the expenses should be paid of taking 
leYels, etc., and they wanted 5 per cent or 10 per 
cent. commission upon the construction of the 
work, which was out of the question. I then 
communicated with the Colonial Secretary of 
New South \Vales. and asked him if he could 
recommend a g·entleman suitable to undertake 
the work. The New South \V ales Government 
recommended 1\Ir, DanielR, who was second ill 
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charge of the department there. That gentle­
lna11, who \V~Ls Inost strongly reconnnended, waR 
appointed, and arrived here a )-)hort titue ago 
and proceeded to IVIackay to inspect the river, 
nnd will shortly have the designs prepared. :.\h. 
Daniels applied fur n draftsman and a clerk who, 
he said, had been under him for a considerable 
time in New South \V ales, and I snnctioned the 
appoinhnents. Xext time I an1 in want of any­
one to construct bridges, I will apply to the hem. 
member for Fortitude Valley. I am sure he 
would be quite preparefl to undertake the YYork. 

Mr. 1\fOREHEAD: He would have done it 
too. 

The MINISTEH FOR WOUKS : Seeing· the 
results of the badly designed and constr:Ucted 
works over those rivers previously, I thought 
it as well that there should be a competent 
engineer employed to undertake the work. I am 
very sorry if anything I have done should ha Ye 
given the hon. member for Fortitude Valley any 
trouble. It seems a most extraordinary 'thing 
that the hon. gentleman shonld know more 
than anybody in the Harbours and llivers 
Department, or the \Vorks Department, 
or the Hailway Department. He is always 
finding fault. If the hon. gentleman had 
recomme!ldcd any ofticer snitable for the 
nndertaking I sl;ould have been very glad 
to have taken his advice. He has a verv 
good opinion of himself, and if there is ·a 
vacancy again I shall apply to him to fill it. 
I firmly believe in employing men in the colony, 
if I mm get suitable ones. It is 1111 old fact 
that there are a great many people about who 
have come to the conclusion that the Uovern­
ment employment is a paradise. They will 
spare no pains or trnuble~they will apply to any 
hon. member of the House~to try to get them 
into the (}overnment Service; and .vhen they get 
there they are perfectly useless. As far as lies 
in my power, I shall employ com11etent perwn,; 
in the colony ; but I will take care to get rid '" 
soon as possible of anyone who is unfit for his 
\Vork. 

The Ho~. J. l\L l\IAOROSSAK said: After 
the extrenwl~- sarcastic speech of the :Vlinister 
for \Vorks, the hon. member for }'ortitude 
Valley ought to feel very small. From my ex­
perience, when in office, of that hon. member~ 
anrlmy. experience was longer than that of the 
1\linister for \Vorks~I always found him to be a 
very practkal man ; and in this particular case 
he very likely has reason to find fault with the 
Minister for vVorks. The hon. gentleman says 
he could not find men, either in the Knrth or the 
Sonth, con1petent to rnake a bridge ; and he al~:~o 
stated that the bridge.s o; et· the rivers in the 
North h:we been swept away time after tillle. 
\Vill he tell us where thosu bridges were placed? 

The MI~!STER FOR WOHKS: There was 
one over the Pioneer llin•r, and another over 
thP: F~ndeavour Hiver. 

The Hox . • T. M. MAOROSSAN : The bridge 
over the Pioneer }liver was not H\vept away ; it 
was only damaged at the enrls~a thing to which 
any bridge in any !Jart of the colony is liable, 
no matter by whom designer!. The En<leavour 
Bridge was swept away, and also a bridt,e in the 
South--the Miva Bridge. The only real bridge 
in the K orth is one which 2\lr. Ballard, the 
Engineer for Rail ways in that part of the 
colony, thought fit to turn into a railway 
bridge~ I refer to the Burdekin Bridge ; and 
the individual who designed it must have 
heen a very competent bridge-builder indeed. 
That is the only bridge in the Korth that is 
worth calling a bridge ; the uthers ar.e simply 
little structures over cr~eks. 'fhe J<:ndeavour 
River is nothing more than a creek at the place 
where thA bridge alluded to by the Minister for 

\Yorks was built. There is another bridge in the 
Central district, designe<l by a bridge-lmildm· in 
the Goverrnnent Service, \vhich has been turned 
into a railway bridge, and has stood the test of 
rai!wtty wmk for many years-the bridge over 
the Dawson Hiver. I am at a loss to know why 
the Minister for \Vorks sent to New Ro11th 
\Vales to find an ordinary bridge-builder, and 
accepted a man on the recommendation of the 
Kew South \Vales Uovernment. Did he think 
they were going to send their hest man up 
here ? Without wishing to say a word against 
the gentleman who has been appointed, whom I 
have n8Yf?l' seen, and whose nmne I do not know 
~I only know what I would have done had'" 
similar application been made to me, am! I am 
quite certain the Kew South \Vales Government 
would act in the same way. In making a 
recommendation they would see that their owll 
interests rlid not suffer. As to the statement of 
the l\iinister for \Vorks, that he could not find a 
hridge-bnilder in the North, T know he co11l<lif 
he had chosen. He would have found 1\lr. 
1\[acdonald, a brother of l\1r. l'. E. Macdonald, 
formerly a member of the J'fouse; but for 
1 •olitical reasons, perhaps, he did not feel inclined 
to employ him. 

The MIKISTER FOR WOHKS : The hon. 
member does not know what he is talking about. 

The HoN .• T.JVI. MACRORSAN: It is strange 
if I do not, after having had four :md a-half years' 
experience of Mr. lYiacdonalcl, whom I found une 
of the most competent officers in the service. If 
it is true that }fr. Ballard could not find the 
hnn. gentleman a, bridge-builder, all I can ~ay is 
that 1 am extremely sony for :i\11'. Ballard's 
staff, which must be a very inferior one indeed if 
it does not posses.Yl a ruan capallle of building a. 
bridge over the Ende!tvour, the :Pioneer, the 
Annan, or Hoss's Creek. Either Mr. Ballard is 
served with extremely inferior men, or else, like 
the Kew South \Vales Government, he was not 
inclined to have his best men taken from him to 
build bridges. Even if the Minister for \Yorks 
found it necessary to seml tu New ~outh \Vales 
for a bridge-builder, why should he send there 
alw for a staff of clerks and aKsistants? 3urely wc 
have enough men in Queensland competent for 
that sort of work, and to send abroad fur them is 
extremely unfair to the taxpayers of the colony. 
\V e ought to employ our own people first, and 
not send abroad until it is ascertained that 
there are no local tnen c01npetent enongh. A:-; 
long as the hon. gentleman carries on the public 
works of the colony in that .';tyle~asking outBide 
f.j-overnn1entH to send hirn a good n1an-he will 
finrl that the work will not be done. I again 
a;;sert thn,t the hon. geutleman could have found 
competent bridge-lmilders in ~ueensland, though 
for political reasons he would not appoint them 
-first and foremost of whom is l'vlr. ~lacclonald, 
of the Korth. 

Mr. 'I'. OAMPBELL said: I ""'"t take the 
liberty of correcting the hon. member for 
Townsville in one or two particulars. \Vith 
regard to his statement that the Endeavour 
River is little mote than a creek where the 
Lridge \Yas built, 1 can say from 1ny own 
knowledge that it is a great deal more than a 
creek, althou~th the structure over it could hardly 
be called a bridge. It was so flimsy, indeed, 
that with the very first. flood-water away it went. 
Ettrly this year I mentioned the matter to the 
Minbter for \V orb, and nrged him to erect the 
new bridge as speedily as possible, pointing out 
that the settlers on the other side of the river 
were entirely cut off from communication with 
Cooktown. The hon. g·entleman dealt very fairly 
with me. He said it was not possible at the 
time to obtain a competent man to put up a 
bridge that would stand the pressure of flood-
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wotter there, and that, instead of wasting the 
r-mblic ruoney in erecting another structure like 
the one deotroyed, it would be Letter to wait 
until a competent briclge-bnilder was found. The 
hon. member for Townsville • is aloo solllewhat 
mistaken when he says that the l\1inister for 
"\Vorks was actuated Ly political reason8 in not 
giving the appointment to Mr. Macdonald. I 
happen to know that l\lr. l\Iacdonald is by no 
means a political supporter of the party to which 
the hon. member for Townsville belongs-quite 
the coutmry-and it is hardly likely that the 
l'ilinister for \York; could harbour any political 
n.nhnoHity against hin1. I fa.il to ~ee, therefore, 
how that accusation can hold water. As to the 
hem. meml>er for :Fortitude Yalley, he deserves 
the thanks of the House and the country for 
ln·inging thi,; matter forward --although the 
:Minister for vVorks dicl not exactlv catch the 
point raised, whieh W'1oi, that he shcn!ld not h'tve 
gone to the :-;nntheru colonieH for the bridge­
builder\• a:-;t\h.;tant:-;. l hold thf' t'<tllle opinion, 
That g;entlmnan Pnght to ha, Ye etap]oyed ( luoen~~ 
land 1natedal in~tead of hrintdug- up hi.-; forwer 
entpln;p::s 1 to the detriruent of the JJ!eehnnie:-; 
in the colony. l.n Uw :'\orth, particularly, 
there i~ abundant liHtterial for hridge~1naking 
-there are plenty of men who can uo the 
:-;ubordinc.tte work, when directed by soUJellllC 

who under~tands the matter thoroughly. I 
<Juite agree with the hon. member for Fortitude 
Valley that it is a wrong principle to aclopt 
altogether; and I think that hon. member 
cleserves the thanks of the country for having 
brought the matter torward. I del not say that 
the Minister for "\Vorks is in the slightest way to 
blame in the matter. Possibly it may have been 
a matter of neglect. But the hon. member for 
Fortitude V alley has brought uo accusation against 
the ~Minister for \Vorks; and I do not see why he 
should be singled out in the matter. 'rhe hon. 
member referred to some member of the Govern­
ment; I do not know whether it is the Minister 
for "\Vorks or not; but if anything 1f the kind 
referrecl to has been carried on I think it has 
been more a nmtter of neglect than of inten­
tional doing. [ understand that the instructions 
given with regard to the bridges in the Korth 
are, to proceed first with the briclg·e over the 
Pioneer, then that over the Endeavcmr, and 
afterwards that over the Annan. I repeat that 
the hon. member for :Fortitude V alley has done 
good work by drawing the attention of the 
House and the country to the irregularity that 
ha::; occurred, bec:.1nRe I a1n certain it i:-; an 
irregularity; and if it has been done it should 
not be repeated. 

Mr. ANNEAR said: Twn gentlemen have 
recently been Lrought to this colony, one by the 
late Ministry, .Mr. Ularke from Melbourne; and 
the other by the pre"ent :Minister for Works, 
from Sydney, Mr. Daniels. I am confident that 
Jlilr. Clarke i6 an acquisition to this colony, 
and I am alsc. confident that Mr. Daniels will 
prove himself tne same. At the same time I 
fully unclerst&.nd the remarks made by the 
hon. member for :Fortitude Valley. What he 
object~ to, l\[r. Speaker, is that when we can 
find competent men in the colony capable 
of performing the duties of clerk of works, 
or of staff to either of those gentlemen 
who have cume from Victorilt and K ew 
South \Vales; those men should be em­
ployed, and we bhould not go out of the 
colony for o!hers. I am aware that the 
additions to the Government Printing Office 
have been cmn.,nenced within the last few weeks, 
anrl wha,t do we sec, sjr? 8coreH of con1petent 
nwn, dtizeuH of Bl'ishane- c:tnd the ~ame nuty 
he Heen in .?\fa.ryborough ~1.nd l{oekh~ttnpton~~ 
walldng about with nothing to do; while others 
-:re lJrought up frnrp s~-~ney and j\le!boume )or 

that work. T;te men here are not considered goocl 
enough ! I maintain that this is an injustice to the 
tradesmen of tnis colony. "\Vhen competent men 
cannot be obtained here then it will be time 
enough to send ebewhere for them. I think 
the Mini"ter for \Vorks has acted quite right 
in the intere,ts of the people of the colony in 
sending to :if ew South \Vales for a bridge 
eng-ineer. \Vhan Mr. Balla.rd said he had not 
a ~mtn, he nteant that he had not a man 
he could spare -that he had sufficient work for 
the staff he has employed. I have seen bridge­
builders in the colony before. The hon. member 
fur Cook seenu to confuse '"bridge-builder and 
a bridge-cle~dgr~or. They are two very different 
things altog·etl1er ; I a1n Hnre he knows that. 
vVe have a bridge at JYfaryborough, sir, which 
cost £31,000 ; and I could pick up many men in 
(~ueeu Htreet, who do not C<.:tll then1:-;elves bridge 
eng·ineerH a.t al1, \Vho could tnnke a far bettel' 
strncture tlmu it is. It will have to be t>tken 
clown ancl rebuilt befen·e very hmg; aml the 
man whn built that was supposecl to be a great 
bridge engineer. r kuow ~muething about Jfr. 
P.tnieb and .:\1 r. Cl;1rke, whose work l ban~ .,een 
in the cnlony; and J. ant sut·e lH>th tlwse gentle-
111811 willpron_ an a:equisitiou to the uolm1y. 

The Ho:>. Sm T. l\fdLWRAITH: Who wcto 
the engineer of the .Maryborough Dl'idge '? 

Mr .• \.NNEAR: l\Ir. Byerley was the de­
signer of the bridg·e. I believe he designed 
it as it was built, from day to day. We 
want 1nen ,,;ho can design and construct 
bridges, and l am sure that ::VIr. Daniels will 
Le able to design the three bridges mentioned 
by the Minister fm \V orks properly, and in such 
a way that contractors can see what is required 
and send in proper estimates. iVIr. Daniels is 
a very competent man, which I maintain .Mr. 
Byerley '""s not. I think the i\Iinioter for 
\"forks deserves the thanks of the country for 
what he has done in respect to that appointment, 
but I hope the other matters referred to will 
not occur again. I may say that a great 

- nnn1ber of tru.deRnlen have \Vaited upon rne 
since I came to Brisbane-knowing I am a me­
chnnic rnyt5elf-with regard to getting work; 
and I think a great injustice has been clone in 
sending to the other colonies for men to form 
the staff of tne gentlemen referred to, when 
competent and suitable men are to be found in 
the colony. 

c\Ir. "YIOREHEAD said: I must say that I 
feel rather sorry for the iVIinister for vVorks, as 
he seems to be getting it, so to speak, all round. 
He got it very properly, in the first instance, 
from the hon. member for Fortitude V alley, 
who I think has not done with him vet. Then the 
hon. member for Cook, iVlr. Carnpbell, tried to 
square matters with both. He told the hon. 
member for Fortitude Valley that he was a very 
excellent and able man; that he quite shared his 
views up to a certain point. Then he told the 
::\Iinister for \Vorks chat he was really a magnifi­
cent man; and then he wound up by telling the 
hon. member for TownsYille that he was very 
ignorant of the wants of the North. So far Ds 
regards his two first statements, possibly 
they may be right ; but as to the thircl 
I am sure that it w.ll not be accepted by 
the House or by the public outside. But I dare­
Slty the hon. member for Townsville does not 
rPquire any sy111pathy from me or anybody else. 
I daresay he will survive the statements of the 
hon. member for Cook, who knows so much 
about the Xorth. He knows a great deal ! 
He says he crossed the bridge referred to 
thme times-that he w''" there three times 
nltogctber. l snppooe he might have been there 
several other times, in pieces. At any rate 
he was there three time,; alto<;ether, a.ncl klluW~ 
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all about it. The hon. member quite adopts my 
vie\VH with r0ganl to hnporting labour fron1 
another colony that can be obtained in this, and 
I only regret that he does not follow me also 
with regard to the Immigration question. If he 
would only apply the same arguments that he 
does to the introduction of skilled htbour from 
the other colonies to the intmdnction of labour 
from other countries-dealing with the British 
hle.s first before going abroad-he and I would 
be very tuuch 1nore in uni8on than \Ve are at 
present. At any rate he is following in 111y 
steps, and in time may complete the cycle, and 
fall into the ranks of those who are thoroughly 
in earnest on that matter, which I am sorry to 
say some hon. members on the other side of the 
House are not. I quite agree with what has 
fttllen horn hon. gentlemen opposite, who have 
protested against the introduction of labour 
from another colony when we can find cornpe· 
tent men here to do the work. I think, sir, 
the sneers cast by the Minister for IN orks, with 
regard to the ability and energy possessed by the 
hon. member for Fortitude Valley, beneath the 
contempt of that hon. member. I consider that 
hon. member quite as con1petent, or a great denl 
more cmnpeter.t, from his special knowledge, than 
the Minister for \Vorks, to discharge the duties 
of that office. That hon. gentleman has made 
the construction of public works a special study. 
It may be that they are on a small scale, but 
still he htts done so, and it is ttdmitted on all 
hand; that he has done really good work in the 
division in which I lh·e. I think, therefore, that 
it ill became the Minister for \Vorks to sneer as, 
he did even at an opponent; ttnd still more so to 
sneer a.t ttn hon. member who has always ,;up­
parted him, and whose objections are such as I 
am sure will commend themselves to the 
majority of members of this House. I am 
certain that if the House were divided to-nit.:ht 
on the question l'aised by the hon. member 
for Fortitude VnJley- tlittt while we ha,·e 
within the colony men competent to fill Govern­
llleut appoint1nents or to do Goverument work, 
we should n"t go outside for them-·the vote 
would be in favour of that hon. member. It has 
been ttdrnittcd that the Minister for ·works made 
a gn':lt blunder in the first instance in this 
matter; hut he h"s blundered still further in 
getting the staff of this gentleman from ttnother 
colony. He went further and further into the 
mire; and I hop~ that, if he is uot too old to 
learn, thi,; will be tt h'"''m to him-that while we 
have in our micbt men capable of doing Govern­
ment work, those men should be employed, 
instead of going to other colonies to get ;nen. 
As regards the remarks made by the hon. mem· 
ber for 1\laryborough-Mr. Annear-in reference 
to Mr. Byerley, I think they were perfectly un­
cttlled for, perfectly unjust, and not ba.~ed on fact. 

Mr. FEHGL::SON said: I quite agree with the 
remarks that fell from the hon. member for Forti­
tude Vttlley. The course adopted by the Govem­
ment btely is not confined to the britlge-building 
branch, tts I know it is adopted in the building 
brauch. I know several competent persons who 
applied, not very long ago, for the ap}Jointlnent 
of foremttn of works. The answers they received 
were to the effect that there was no such officer 
requirecl in the department; but only a \reek or 
t\vo afterwards an appointluent was rnn,de, either 
from New South \Vales or Victoria, of a foreman 
of works, or, at all events, of smne officer within 
the branch of that department. I do not know 
whether more than one such appointment has 
been made, bnt I am certain one has been 
made. There were a great many applicants for 
the appointment I have referred to. I think the 
course taken by the department is very wrong 
to mttny of the taxrmyers in the colony, who 
cousidel' that they have a prior rie;ht to 

an tt]Jpointment of this kind, if there is 
nothing known ttgttinst them to prevent their 
appointment. There is not the slightest doubt 
tlmt they are cmu]Jetent-qnite as competent aH 

any who lmve been appointed from the other 
colonies. And it is not altogether just that the 
old servants of the colony should not be con­
sidered when these appointments are made ; 
they are neglected very often. There are 
several old servttnts, who h'we been very faithful 
to their duties, and who have always carried out 
their Wt>rks without the slightest fttult being 
found, and who have proved themselves to be 
con1petent rnen in every rnanner, \vho have been 
overlooked. X ew appointments have been 
actually made over their heads, ttml the new 
officer, httve been lJttid a higher salary; yet 
at the same time I know that the old officittl has 
had to go, on several occasions, to correct and 
put straight the work of the new officer when it 
lmd got out of order. It showed that the newly 
ttppointed officer was not so competent as the 
ol<l servant, who had worked well for fifteen or 
sixteen ye,us. I know seveml cttses of thi,, kind 
which luwe occurred in the Railwtt~' llepttrt­
ment. Naturally the Colonittl Architect pre­
ferred the men he had been used to, ttnd in 
whom he ha<l confidence; but at the same time 
we know that there are quite as good men in the 
colony, or in the town of 13risbane even. I believe 
myself that equally good men can be found in 
Brisbane as are obtain>Lble iu the southern 
colonies. At the laRt l:'xhibition in :Melbourne, 
several exhibitR which httd been sent down from 
Queensland took the leading· prizes in the build­
ing line itself, thus showing that Queensland stood 
very high in that line at that exhibition. I 
belieYe tha.t it is a great 1ni..;take to go out of 
the colony for our officers, becauRe as a rule we 
do not 11;et the best men by following this course; 
we only get the refuse. Any hettd of a depart­
ment in Victoria or New South \Vales would 
only send their third-class men awtty ; they keep 
the best men for themselves, ttml if they are 
applied to for anyone of the clttss they send 
their third or fourth class men. I quite agree 
with what was said hy the hon. member for 
Fortitude Valley, ttnd I hope it will have s"me 
effect on the works carried out by the \Vorks 
Depttrtment. 

Me BEATTIE: Mr. Speaker--
Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member has 

alrettdy spoken. 
l\Ir. BEATTIE : I ask permission of the 

House to say a few words in reference to the 
remarks of the }[inister for \Vorks. I think it 
is only fair to myself that I should make some 
sort of explanation. The Minister for \Yorks 
spoke evidently without having heard what I 
said. He r;tarted with the idea that I had con­
demned the appointment of the Colonial Architect 
and the Bridge Engineer; I simply referred to 
officers who have been appointed. l'viy compbint 
was that those gentleruen, after receiving their 
ttppointments, were allowed to make the appoint­
ments of their subordinate officers from the other 
colonies. But the :Minister for \Yorks went a 
grettt deal further; he wanted to lead the House 
to believe that I wtts in the habit of going to 
the \Vorks Office and to other departments for 
the purpose of recommending people for· appoint­
ments. I ask the hon. member for Townsville 
if I e\·er went to his office when he was a 
Minister and recommended r·eople for appoint­
meuts, or if I ever went to the office of Sir Thomas 
J\Ici!wraithforsuch a purpose? They never smv 
me in their offices. Only on one occasion have I 
S]JlJken to the hon. gentleman, and it was turecotn· 
mend a man, who was alrettdy in the Government 
employ, for another appointment. He wa,s a 
r.11m in whom I had every couf.dence, otherwio6 
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I would not have recommended him. vVhibt 
I have the honour of being a member of 
this House I will enter my protest against any 
me:<sure which is a waste of the taxp:1yers' 
money. If I think I can suggest a better plan 
to save the money of the taxp;;yers, I will clo so 
without any fear of the hon. Mini,;ter for \V orks. 
I can tell him that, ancl, what is more, that with 
reference to my experience I flatter myself 
that he was not very far wrong. He was not 
very far wrong; and I think I know a little more 
than he doe'S of the practical working of a good 
many departments. And I know many things 
occurring in his department tlmt I do not approve 
of ; but. I am not going to spmck to the House 
about them. This is a public matter, and I think 
the taxpayer has a perfect right to complain of 
men being brought here from the other colonies 
to fill up appointments, when we have plenty of 
competent men in this colony to take the position 
of foreman of works or inspector of works. I 
think that practice is objectionable, and I hope 
this discussion will have the effect of preventing 
any similar appointments beinc: made in the 
future. As to the competency of :VIr. Clarke 
or Mr. Daniels, I never for one moment called 
it into account; and I do not see there was 
any necessity to bring any rnan 1

S ll<'L11le into this 
discussion. I did not do so ; I did not speak of 
a single individual in an offensive 1nanner; but 
the Minister for vVorks did. He referred to 
some firm of BrmYn and David. A request was 
made by the vVorks Office to that firm. I may 
say that Mr. Brown has made a speciality of 
bridge-building. 

An HoXOUILU3LE l'vlE~llllllt : vV as he in the 
Railway liepartment ·~ 

Mr. BEATTIE: I am inftJrmed that Mr. 
Brown was trained in England as a bridge and 
drainn,ge eng-ineer. A letter was sent to his firrn 
asking on what terms they would prepare plans 
and specifications, and see to the construction 
of the bridges over the Pioneer, the Arman, 
and other rivers. I think they sent in the usual 
IJrofessinnal connnisfdon, which is, a:-; the ~J.inh;­
ter for \Vorks has said, 5 or 10 per cent. 

An Hm\OURABLE MElllllER: Oh ! 

:Mr. BEATTIE : Well, 5 per cent. I believe 
they offered to do the work at 2~ per cent., their 
expenses being paid for going up to exarninP the 
sites nnd take the levels. Their terms were 
not accepted, and that ended the matter ; 
Lut I do not see why their names should 
lmve been dragged into 'the discussion. If the 
Government did not want to employ them 
they should say nothing- about it; and I do not 
see that the )1inister for \Vorks is justified in 
holding- up these men as having made some ex­
orbitant clnim upon the Government for super­
intending work, or for offeri.ng- to carry out work 
that the Government wanted clone. IV e know 
very well, and I may tell the )Iinister for 
Works, that in England bridg-e-building is a 
speciality. K o Goverm>~ent offic:er constructs 
bridges in England; the work is clone by private 
professional men, whose ordinary practice is to 
give plans and specifications for the construction 
of some bridge; and if their plans and ,;pecifica­
tions are approved of they have the superinten­
dence of the work Precisely in the same 
manner, Br<nvn and Da.vid, as professional rnen, 
sent in their offer to make plans and specifica­
tions for the construction of these bridges, and 
the Government would not agree to their 
proposal. I think this firm acted ver)' reason­
ably indeed if they offered to make plans 
and superintend work at 2& per cent. 
Of course I do not know that I am actuallv 
correct in '><tying- it was 2& per cent. It woul(.l 
h:tve been a much more pleasing duty if, instead 
of m<>king an attack upon me for bringing thio 

matter Lefore hi,; notice, the l\Iinistcr for V\' orks 
had simply replied to it in the manner in which 
it was put. I did not attack those gentlemen 
\vho hctve been appointerl as l,rofe~:-;ional advisers 
to the Government; but I sin1ply "'id I thought it 
was unfair on the part of those g-entlmnen, having 
received tho.;_.e appointn1ents, to go to the other 
colonies for their s·1bordinates and men they 
w>tnte:l as supervisors over the work they had 
in hand. That is all I said, and I hope for the 
future, when an hon. rnen1ber bring~ a n1atter 
before the House, the hon. g-entlreman will reply 
to it in language uwre becmuing a l\Iini~ter of 
the Crown. The hon. member thought he was 
gi\'ing nw, or tried togive1ne, aca8tigation, hut I 
tell hinr I con,iderit a gre8,t compliment from him 
to think I had sufficient knowledge to give some 
information, "hich some of tire gentlemen in the 
other departments would never have taken in 
the offen;;ive manner in which he took it. 

:VIr. l'viACDONALD-P ATEB.SOK said: l'IIr. 
Speaker,-To use a colloquial phrase, I am pre­
pared to back the hon. member for Fortitude 
V alley le,-el with the Minister for vYork' iu 
that or any· capacity in reg-ard to the adminis­
tration of the vVnrks Det,artrnent of the colony. 
I believe that opinion is founded on common 
sense, ancl I respectfully submit that opinion to 
the House, and specially address it to the 
hon. the Minister for vVorb himsPlf. It is 
non,;ense for him to think that he should 
become a despot in his department, and 
use his own opinion without regard to the 
opinions of different mernhers on both sides 
of the House, who are representing the people of 
the colony. I am Yery pleased im!eed Hmt the 
hon. member fl'r Fortitmle Valley luts broug-ht 
this matter up. It enables me to say that the 
E,;timate' that will be placed before the House 
will require the closest scrutiny. I find that 
"new churns "-an<l when I say '~new clnuw; ~' I 
refer to men who have been here even for three 
ye-ars a~ against n1en who have been here 
twenty-five ye:crs-have been shoved ahead in 
the matter of Halary and promotion as against 
those who hrwe had a great deal more experience. 
How is this brought about ? Is it by ear­
wig-ging, or by the heads of the departments? I 
know, at any rate, that gross injustice has been 
done to a number of Civil sen'ants in the vVnrks 
Department. I think any gentleman occupying 
the position of ::\1inister for \Vorks should have 
a close knowledge-an intimate knowledge-not 
only of the chiefs and lieutenants of his depart­
ment, but of the officers under them, and should 
be able to discern who really are the deserving 
ones, in the interests of the colony. The 
men who should ha Ye the loaves and fishes are 
the men who ha Ye borne the heat and burden 
of the day in the time gone by, and not the men 
who h:we jumped up within the last five or 
seven years. Yet these latter men are the men 
upon whom have been lavished the extra £i50 or 
£100 a year ; and older men in the service-and 
errnally' deserving, if not mol·e so-have been 
entirely forgotten and omitted. The hon. Minister 
for vVorks truly expre,secl his opinion-I believe 
he expreSHed his true opinion when he said that 
some men regard the Civil Service as a paradise. 
The hon. gentleman thinks himself it is a para­
dise ; but I believe it is not a paradise for a 
good nutn. I kno\v ll1ftllY hon. n1en1bers on 
both sides of the House agree with me that it is 
the very ·worst place poR-~ible for a good rnan. 
The good working bee of the hi \'8 is the 111an 

who is ignored, but the drone, provided he has 
always a civil word, and is able to present him­
self attractively Lefore the head of the depart­
rnent for the ti1ne lJeing, i:-5 the nutn upon wbou1 
is htvished all the sweets of office. I hope that 
hefore long we shall begin ~o inquire about the 
chidb of the departments and !eam what their 
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aLilities are, all(! upon wlmt experience their 
po~itiont~ ttre founded, and npon what the very 
high Halarie.s ~tttnched to those po~itimu; are 
founded abo. \Ve require a very searching in­
veotigation of the \Vorks Department. vVe were 
promised, year after year~and eopecially by the 
Minister for \VorkH, who said that, when 
he had the portfolio of \Vorks, thing,; would 
be sweetened~things would be put right, 
and there would be no compbint. What 
clo we find? He has hac! the portfolio for 
Hmue tirnB, n.nd rnnwurs are beginning tn be 
heard ; and I say they are not without some 
justification. \Ve expected a thorough reLmn. 
\Vhere is the reforw; h the reform to take 
place by having £50 or £100 added to the 
salaries of special officers? It must take phce 
in a different way altogether. There must be a 
cmuvlete readju:-:;tnient thronghont the service, 
,cud one that will :mtisfy the country. The 
thing hns 11ot been taken iu hand, and there baN i 
been plenty of time for it. \Vith these ol"ct·va­
tiun.,, and indicating, '" I intended to du, that 
upon thio side of the Honse, at any mtu, there 
will be a close scrntiny nf these favomed incli­
viducth.;, in the cmH..:i(leration of the E:-:timatl';-;, T 
wi11 Hit <lnwn, promising that the,'-ie llla.tterH will 
have my best attention. 

Question put and negati vctl. 

QUESTIO~ OF ORDER. 

J\Ir. BAILEY said: Mr. Speaker,--1 rise to a 
point of order. I wish to have vonr ruling 
a:; to whether the proceedings of the House on 
the third rending of the Local Authorities By­
laws Bill are vitiated by the following facts:­
That, on the 17th September, in committee on 
the Local Authorities By-laws Bill, with twenty­
three n1mnberH present, an amenrhnent on clause 
2 was passed by a majority of Hi to /. That on 
the following day the third reading· of the Bill 
was declared '"not formal," an(l, therefore, to 
be discussed again. That, on the 23rd September, 
with forty-one members present, the third read­
ing was pasr;ed by a majority of 22 to 10, but 
the amended Bill was not in the posseosion 
of members. In place of the real Bill, as 
muended, being in the hands of membero, the 
original unamended Bill only was exhil1ited. I 
ask your ruiing as to whether such facts as these 
have not vitiated the proceedings of the House 
on the third reading of the Bill? 

The SPEAKEU: The Bill which pas>es its 
third reading here before it is sent to the Legis­
lative C:onncil with the Legislative Assembly's 
message is compared, by the Chairman of Com­
mittees, with the Bill which passes through 
committee, an<l is certified by him to be correct 
before the third reading takes place. So that no 
rni~take whatever ha.s occurred in this cnse, aud 
the Bill which passed its third reading is the Bill 
as it left committee. 

KATIV:i'~ BIRDS PROTECTIOX BILL. 
The SPEAKER announced the receipt of a 

lneHsage from the LegislatiYe Council stating 
that the Council did not insist upon their amend­
ment in this Bill, to which the Legi,;lative 
Assembly had disagreed. 

PETITION O:F LEONIDAS KOLEDAS 
AND THOMAS FLEETON. 

-:\fr. ISAMBEllT, without notice, asked the 
:Minister for Lands when the paper,; for which 
he h:1d moved in connection with the case of 
Leonidao Koledas R.nd Thomas Fleeton would 
he produce<!? He hac! postponed the matter for 
the production of the papers, and he shoulLllike 
to )mow when they would be l're•,ented. 

The 1\HKISTJ<~H FOR LAXDS (Hon. C. B. 
I>utton) S<Lid it would t,tke two or three day><, at 
leccst, to prepare the papet·s. They were very 
volntttinouo and had all to lJe copied. He would, 
however, endeavour to prodnce thern a::; soon at; 
possible. 

ClWWX LA:'\DS BILL~CO~L\liTTEE. 

On the motion of the MTiHSTER l<OR 
LAXIJ8, the 8peaker left the chair, and the 
House rec;oh·ecl itself into a Committee> of the 
\Vhole to consider thio Bill. 
Question~Tlmt the new clause staml clause r; 

of the l3ill~put. 
l\Ir. :.\ic\VHAXKELL said it was an' uujuc;t 

cl.1n~e, applying shn1Jly to a ~tction or cla~R, 
and he hoped the lwn. gentleman in charge of 
the Bill would tctke into conc;idemtion an exten­
sion of the period to pastoral leosees outside the 
r:;cheJule. A Yery lar;..;·e proportion of the rnnH 
of the colonv were not inclncled iu the schedule, 
nntl the holden1 pf thoc.,e l'lllli'i would in nutny 
caoes be prednrleLl !Jy the clml8e from availin~ 
the1ns~:-~h·e~ of the pridlege of pre-ernptinn. I le 
thought they shoL!ld hn allowed sufficient time 
for the con'ltt·nction of t-:illeh ituproveiuentR at'i 
would entitle them to umke >tpplic>ttion for the 
purchase of the land. 

The J\IIKI8TER J<'Olt LAXIJH said he did 
not feel >tt all disposed to accept any such proposi­
tion. The holders of runs outside the schedule 
areas, unlesil they elected to come under the new 
Act, were not debarred from tllltking application 
to exercise their pre-emptive right within six 
mouth,; from the paeoing of the Act. He cer­
tainly could not consent to any extension of the 
time heyond tlmt; the whole object of the clause 
"'"s to allow them to secure by pre-emption such 
irnp1·oven1ents a::; had been 1nade now or UlJ to 
the time of the passing of the Bill. 

:\Ir. ?>IcWHA~'XELL said the !ton. the 
J\linister for Lands appe:tred to have misunder­
sto()(l his question. In the Gregory district there 
"'.rere a. great 1uany runs which had not been 
taken up for a sufficiently long time to allow of 
the construction of the impmvements in the 
manner specified by the clause, upon the 
bloek selected under the pre-empti ve right. 
From the difficulties those settlers had to 
contend with in getting np supplies, it would 
he utterly im prlRoilJle for them to complete 
their improvements by the time the Act pa,sed, 
and so they would be altogether cut off from pre­
emption. ·He thought it would be only fair to 
extend the time either till the expiration of the 
lease or until the runs were brought within the 
sclwdule. As the clause now stood, it simply 
benefited the settlers who were within easy 
reach of railway communication or of the 
seaports, imd shut out those in the far 
\V est who had not completed their im­
provements, either from want of sufficient 
time, or because they understood that they 
could exercise their right at any time before 
the expiration of their lease. The Bill would 
deprive them of their right at a d:ty's notice, and 
the putting up of improvem~ents in the western 
districts, as the hon. member well knew, was a 
matter of years. He thought, therefore, the 
lwn. member might modify the clause so as. to 
allow those settlers some chance of erectmg 
improvements, and give them equal justice in 
comparison with those inside the settled districts. 

The :.\IIXISTETI J<'OR LAXDS s:ticl that uf 
cour~e the hon. n1err1ber's object \Vas to in­
definitely extend and continue the right of pre­
mnptlon~ and that wn,s 'vhat the Bill \VH,Ij 

intmH1ed to re:-~trict, No far as wa.s }Hl~''iiblc, 
consistently with anything like justice to thm;e 
who l!ad e.;;pemled !Jtuney un itnpl'ovementc. I! 
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they luLd been led to put I'[L]uahle improvements 
on their lnnrl in the expect"tion of being nllowed 
to purchase 2,560 [Lcres "t 10s. "n acre, then the 
clause would allow them to purchase it ; bnt if 
they hadnotany im]•rovcme.nts on their leaseholds 
they had to be content to come under the new 
com!ition of things, whcrehy they would get 
conlpGlhation for their irnproYmncmt~ when their 
runs were reRun1ed, or at the terrniua.tiou of 
their lease. Tf they constrnctcrl v:tln:c!Jic irn­
prorernent~ nee,PR:-iary for the \vm·kiug· of the 
runs, anc_l did not exhaust thCln dnring the cur­
reney of their tenure, the ( ~overnt11ent, on re­
smllption, wonld pay them the full vnluc. 

::\[r. l\Ic\VEL\NKELL said that, notwith­
;-;tmtding the hon. rumnber'~ explanation, he 
conltl still see that rL grent amount of injnsticc 
wonl(l he done to out.:-;i(le settler:-5 in cmnpa.ri:-;on 
with those inside the schetlnle. The runs in 
the settler! districts were mostly within easy 
reach of cmnrnnnic;j,tion, and in n1any c·t:-;e8 

were I:-tr~,cely improved, and under the c!ttuso 
the holders would be able to aYail them­
se! vcs of pre-emption; but those farther west, 
who !me! not been in a position to make improve­
mentH, wonld have taken away frmn the1n a 
right which was a very valuable one f and the 
hon. the :;v[inistcr for Lands ought to considm· 
whether they should not get oome valuable 
compensation. The hon. member lmd said th:ct 
they would get compens:ction for the impruYe­
ments ; but in the settled districts thev would 
get their vre~ernptives to secure their iiuprove­
rnents, and also get con1pensation for improve­
ments outside the pre-emptions. 

The MINISTER FOI-t LAKDS : Xo. 
~Ir. ::\Ic\VHAN::"iELL said there was nothing 

in the Bill to prevent it, so that the settlers in 
the Ltr West were suffering in a double manner. 
He hoped the hon. gentleman would see some 
way of rectifying that before the :cdoption of the 
clause by the Committee. 

Mr. SCOTT Haid there was a good deal in wh:ct 
lutcl fallen fron1 the rnernber for Gregory in regard 
to the matter. 'The outside sr]nattet·s were p!:tced 
in :t curious position ; they had only lately taken 
up their runs, and the Government had aclmow­
ledged that they had a moral pre-emptive right if 
not a legal right; in fact, they were placed in the 
same position as condition:cl selectors. They 
had certain conditions imposed that they might 
oLtain the pre-emptive right, and it was not 
hir that those who had not had time to 
fulfil those conditions that the Government 
insisted upon should be deprived ,]together of 
that right. It was not fair that the squ:ctters 
who had ortly t>Lken np their runs within the 
last three or four years should 1Je practically 
debarred by political differences from the right 
that others 'had. The time should be extended­
a cert:cin number of years should be allowed from 
the time a run was taken up-to fulfil those con­
ditions, and if the Minister for Lands could see 
his way to make some specified time for the con­
ditions to be fulfilled it would be a great im­
provement. 

Mr. PAL:IYIJ"R said he was <jnite certain that 
without some extension of time that new clause 
would be very little Letter than the old one. He 
considered that an extension of time was the 
principal part of the whole question. Hon. 
members would not or did not understand the con­
ditions which obtained at present in the western 
country; how impo~sible it had been for improve­
ments to be muried on within the last eighteen 
months, or would be for the next two ye?rs. 1J nless 
the clause was extended he considererl the whole 
clause would be just so much waste and of no re,d 
use whatever. He had no doubt tlmt the spirit of 
the origjnal j_ct wa) that.) in according tho~e 
pre-empti.:,n it wa,, intended for iluprovements 
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made upon them ; and it was only within the 
power of the Governor in Council, or the Premier 
for the time being, to withhold any pre-emptions 
of which he had not sufficient evidence that they 
had uond .tirl" impro\'ernents. He considered 
that great injw:;tice \Vas being done through 
their having conceded a certain right and t!].en 
withholding it from a large class who had 
not had the means to avail themselves of 
the conditions of the Act nnder which they 
took up country, and on the strength of which 
the ::ire;cter part of quecnsland h:td been settled. 
He thought that a ::\linister for Lamls who had 
]>hteed the pastontl temtnts in the far \V est in 
snch a h:ccl case as he had done, by cmnpelling 
them to come "·ithin that ocheclnle, was re:clly 
bre<eking the conditions nndcr which the country 
was held. Xo pastoral tenant would have any 
f:tith in anv Act nnder which he would hold his 
lalH! in fl1ture. He would have no faith in any 
Act nncler which he held land under the Crown, 
if the conditions cou](l be done away with by any 
J\Iinister for Lands who came into office with any 
ideas in his he:cd which were not practicable or 
to the point. 

The l\1INISTJ~RFOHLANDS said he wished 
the hon. member for Leichhardt and the hon. 
member for Durke to understand that he, 
as well as the whole of the Government, re­
garded leaseholders as men who were l'e:tdy to 
occupy or did occupy Crown lands on a le:cse­
hold for grazing rights. It seemed that the con­
tention of those gentlemen w:cs that the lease­
holder had a different object in view. He was 
not satisfied with the lease he had, and the 
many conveniences that he received by the ex­
ten,;ion of railroads and other expenditure of 
pnblic money ; he also wanted in the far future 
-he did not say how long-but he wanted a 
time when he could secure a large freehold. 
That was wlmt he wanted, in addition to 
the many :cclvantages he at present received. 
And he must 11clmit that they were advantages. 
They had h11d dmwbacks, but they bad also 
ha.d tul va,nt~tges. To 1nen who had gone ont 
into the country, the idea of exercising their 
pre-emptive right had never entered their heads. 
It had never been an element in their calcula­
tions :et all. He had been an outside man on 
each station that he had formed, and he had 
nm'er heard a nmn yet who refened to the day 
when he could look to the privilege of exercising 
his pre-emptive right at all. It was never done 
until land got very valu:cble, and close settlement 
came as it cUrl on the Downs, and at Clerrnont, 
and Springsure, and, within the last three or 
four years, on the Barcoo. As soon as they saw 
settlement approaching they set to work to 
enclose the township by a cordon of pre-emptions, 
or eLse by securing as much as they could of the 
different nms. The object of the Bill was to 
limit the time under which pre-emptions 
conic! be taken up. He did not intend to recede 
from tlmt position one inch. He desired to see 
the squatter limited to what he \vas in reality­
" leaseholder-and with a more fixed tenure than 
he had nt present. That was a concession that 
he would get for the removal of that supposed 
privilege. It was nothing but that, and it was 
passed at a time when there were only half-a­
dozen squatters in the country in a position to 
exercise thttt right-at all events, outside the 
Downs. rrhe sooner it \Vas recognised, at all 
events by hon. gentlemen on the opposite side, 
that the Government did not intend to recede 
from that position one inch, the better. 

l\Ir. ~IOREHEAD said it was very gratifying 
that the Go1·ernment had at last arrived at a 
po,.ition that they were not going tn recede from. 
That pocition appeared to ha1·e l1een arrived at 
by twn amendments--one moved by a member on 
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his side of the Committee, and in the other case 
moved by the hon. member for Stanley, and 
suggested by the Government. He might 
point out to the hon. Minister for Lands that 
he did not know, nor did he care, who his 
friends might have been who took up coun­
try without having regard to the pre-emptive 
rig'bt. He knew hundreds who had taken up 
country, and who had bought country, and who 
had regard to the rights that existed and did 
exist at present under the Act of 18G9. The 
hon. gentleman's contention was simply that he 
knew some person who did not care for those 
rights. That was not what the Committee had 
to deal with; they had to deal with those who 
did regard those rights, and had taken up 
country having regard to the existence of those 
rights. The hon. member's argument was 
nothing at all. Last night, and again to-night, 
he. had pointed out that at the time the Act 
was passed the improvemsnts were very small. 
The Parliament of the day was well aware of 
that, and granted the pre-emptive right of 2,560 
acres for permanent improvements with that 
knowledge. To that right those men held, and 
very properly held. Last night the Premier 
made the following statement, and he (Mr. 
Morehead) wished to know if it was a correct 
interpretation of the Bill. The hon. gentleman 
was reported to have said :--

u If a man had a lease rnnning till the ycnr 1890, he 
would be entitled, under the Bill, to an extension of 
fifteen years for one-half of his run and compensation 
for his improvements." 

The PREMH~R said he was speaking at the 
time in answer to a question put by the hon. 
member for Mackay, who pointed out what he 
conceived to be the unfortunate position of a 
man whose lease would run out in 1890. He 
(the Premier), in answer to that, said that if a 
man had a lease that ran out in 1890 he was 
entitled under the present Bill to get the lease 
of half his run renewed for fifteen years with 
compensation for the improvements taken from 
him; and that if he did not take advantage of 
those terms he would not deserve much com­
miseration. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said the only interpre­
tation he could put upon the words \vas that any 
leaseholder who held a lease terminable in 1890 
was entitled to a fifteen years' lease for half his 
run and compensation for his improvements. 
That was certainly what the hon. gentleman 
said. 

The PREMIER said the contention of the 
hon. member for Mackay was that the lease­
holder would be deprived of any compensation 
for his improvements if his lease ran out in 1890 
and he (the Premier) pointed out that such ~ 
man would have the right to exchange his lease 
which would run out in 1890 for the terms given 
in the Bill, under which he wonld get a renewed 
lease for half his run and compensation for his 
improvements. The point raised by the hon. 
member for Balonne was not under considera-
tion. · 

Mr. MOREHEAD said he did not wish to use 
nnparliamentary language, but the hon. gentle­
man did not say anything of the kind. The 
statement reported in Hansn1·d was quite correct 
and. he (Mr. Morehead) immediately followed by 
saymg-

,, The hon. gentleman seemed to forget that in the 
yenr 1890 a man had a right to a renewal for fourteen 
years under the Act of 1809." 

However, he would now deal with another phase 
of the question before the Committee. Hon. 
members had never yet been asked to consider 
the financial effect that would be produced by 
the destr~tcti?n of th~ pre-emptive right, and 
the substJtutwn f'Jl' Jt of the proposed corn-

pensation given by the Bill. Under the 
Bill, it was proposed to reserve one-half the 
squatter's run, giving him a lease for fifteen 
years for the remainder on terms to be fixed by 
the board. The other half of the run was to be 
thrown open for selection in areas up to 20,000 
acres at a minimum rental of 1~d. an acre 
for thirty yearo. He would ask the Committee 
to look at the que~tion from a purely financial 
point of view. Which was the better plan-to 
allow the squatter to exercise his pre-emptive 
right by purchasing the land at 10s. an acre, 
or to lease it at 1~d. an acre for thirty 
years ? Any child with a knowledge of figures 
would see at a glance which was the better 
plan. Taking one year with another, money could 
not be borrowed at anything less than 71, per 
cent., but, assuming for the sake of argument that 
it could he borrowed at 5 per cent. by selling 
land at 10s. per acre, the State would receive 6d. 
per acre for ever. On the other hand, it was 
proposed by the scheme of the Government to 
lock up the country for thirty years, in areas of 
20,000 acres, at a rental of 1!ld. per acre. 

The MINISTER Ji'OR LANDS : No. 

Mr. MOTIEHEAD said he was willing to 
ta.ke the average rental for the entire period at 
3d. an acre. \Vhat would be the result? Some 
of the B<juatters would be quite willing to employ 
themselves and their friends in getting hold of 
the whole of the resumed halves of the runs for 
a period of thirty years, at a less cost to them­
selves than if they had purchased it at 10s. 
per acre. There was no doubt that that 
would be the catle. Under the pretence 
of advocating the leasing system, the hon. 
gentleman was advocating a project which 
would lead to the locking up of the lands for a 
period of from thirty to fifty years, and, instead 
of developing the colony, was laying the founda­
tion for the greatest land syndicates that ever 
existed in the world. Hon. members might 
laugh, but when they got the agricultural tenant 
and the grazing tenant, holding on a somewhat 
similar tenure-one a little longer than the 
other-with the same interests at heart, the same 
desire to continue to hold the country-instead 
of there being two advertle and competing bodies 
of men, as at present-the pastoral tenant and 
the selector-there would be one solid body 
possessing such an immense voting power that 
they would make that land inaccessible to 
the public for ever, or until a revolution 
took place. Financially, it was a grostl error 
to let those lands even at an average of 3d. 
an acre, instead of parting with them at 
10s. per acre, which, at only .~ per cent., 
would be Gd. per acre to th€ State for ever. 
And they had, in addition to that, to consider­
and it was an element also of great consideration 
-that compensation would have to be given at 
the end of the tenure to the outgoing tenant. 
He maintained that sufficient stress had not 
been laid on that point. He thought further that 
sufficient information had nut been given to the 
Committee as to the fiscal aspect of the whole 
Bill. He held, as he h:1d said before, that it 
would be a great deal better to alienate the whole 
of the land at 10,;. an acre, or even to give it 
away, leaving it a taxable commodity, than to 
lock it up in the way proposed under the Bill. 
The hon. the Minister for Lands could not 
traverse the figures he had used or the conten­
tion he had set forth-that financially, irrespec­
tive of its other aspects, it was a very much 
worse mode of dealing with the lands than if 
they were sold under pre-emptive right. And if 
the proposed amendment were pa,ssed his argu­
ments woultl apply with double force, because 
if the squatters had to pay practically £1 <tn 
acre for their pre-emptivef-, so much "tronger 
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would be the arguments he had adduced in 
CIJUiparing that mode of dealing with the lands 
with that propooed by the ::\1inister for Lamk 

.VIr. NORTON said when the Minister for 
Lands \vas speaking a few n1inutes ago he spoke 
of what was termed the pre-emptive right as 
" a supposed privilege"; but he (.Mr. ::'-1 orton) 
did not think the Government looked upon 
it rnerely as "a supposed privilege," when 
they introduced a measure to abolish it, be­
Ci1\Jse they did not usually pass legislation 
to abolish supposed privileges. They all knew 
nry well tlmt the lYiinister for Lands, when 
moving the second reading of the Bill, did not 
rega.rd it as "a :-;uppo.sed privilege." He then 
spoke of it a,:s "a right," and also as "a lJOwer ''; 
and, if it was merely a privilege, he would not 
be likely to apply the word "power "-which 
implied something a great deal stronger than a 
"privilege" or "Rnpposed privilege "-to it. It 
implied a right-a distinct legal right; and there 
W<<R not the slighto.,t doubt that the legal right 
existed. The hon. the Minister for Lands had 
sto,ted that when he was in the outside districts 
he never heard a pastoral lessee speak of his 
intention to make use of the pre-emptive right 
at ttny time ; but it did not follow from that, 
that under :-;orne circu1nstances sorne lessees 
might not wish to use it. Although those 
lessees might not have desired to use it then. 
was it not possible that circumstances might 
lmve arisen since to induce them to use it? Even 
if they never intended to use it, possibly the 
persons to whom they sold mig·ht wish to use it; 
and why should they be prevented from doing 
so? If it was a right, it was a right from first 
t< • last, as long as the lease existed ; and in 
accepting the amendment the Government had 
tteknowledged that it was whttt they called "a 
moral right." But he did not see in this case 
the difference between a moral and a legal right. 
If it was a rnoral right it was a legal right. He 
would point out tlmt, whereas the (~overnment 
nmintained that it was never intended to give a 
right, the hon. the Speaker of the House, the 
ot},er night, in speaking after a member of the 
Clovernment, cleclttred that at the timo it 
was proposed the country was up in arms 
ttt the idea of the right being ghen. He 
did not spr,nk of it n1erely as "a privilege," but 
aH "a right," which was being actually given, 
and which was condemned because it had had 
such an injurious effect upon the country up 
to that time. So that they had in evidence the 
statement of an hem. member well acc:tuainted 
with the whole circumstance:; of the case, that 
both inside and outside the House it was re­
garded as a legal right that might have a had 
effect upon the country. The JYiinioter for Lttncls 
had said it was a fact that lessees did not usually 
avail themselves of the use of the pre·emptive 
right until they thought settlement was likely to 
take place, or that the land was likely to have 
additional value; and he (Mr. Norton) had said 
that all along·. He did not mind saying that he 
believed i~ to be a bad thing for the country 
that the r1ght should be given at all; but, the 
right being there, it could not be taken away. 
He did not know whether the Minister for 
Lands had ever taken a long lease of a 
house with a purcha"ing clause in it. Sometimes 
a house was leased for eight or ten years, and the 
tenant had the right of purchase at ttny time 
clnring that term. He did not elect to purchase 
at the beginning· of the term, hut waited to see 
whether the property would rise in value. If it 
did, then before his lease expired he elected to 
purchase. Tt was not likely tlutt he was 
g·ning to purchase when he did 11ot know 
what valne the property might lm;·e; <tnd 
it wao not likely in any ca'e that he 
would pay the purchase money as long as 

he had only to pay the rent, which was low in 
comparison with the purchase money. The 
re,ult was that if he found it beneficial to him­
self to rurchttse he waited until the latest elate 
at which he httd the option of purchase, and 
then notified his landlord that he intended to 
do so. The pastoral lessees were in exactly 
the same position. The country was let to 
them on the condition that they might purchase 
certain portions of it during the currency of 
the lease. At the time the Act under which 
they held was passed, the land had no value 
whatever. It was not supposed-as stttted by 
the Minister for Lands in moving the second 
rettding of the Bill-that the lessees would avail 
themselves of the privilege thus given. Hon. 
members ha,c\ in the Act of 1868 an inclictttion 
of the small value that was then attached to 
Crown lands in the interior. Thttt Act was 
pttssed a year before the one to which they 
were now referring-the Act of 181i9-and at 
that time anyone could take up a selection 
of unoccupied country, and all he was required 
to do vms to ptty 5s. an acre, and he had ten years 
to pay the whole of the money. Not only had 
he the privileg·e of taking up a lease of country, 
hut he might buy the whole of his selection, no 
matter what the area was-whether it was 10,000 
acres or 10,000 miles-because there was no limit 
to the arett that might be selected in the unsettled 
districts-on the same terms-5s. an acre, payable 
in instalments extending over ten years. Was 
not that an indication of the small value attached 
to lands in the interior at that time? But 
when the Act of 1869 was passed they raised 
the price to 10s. an acre, limited the area, 
and insisted upon a cash payment of the 
whole sum whenever the htnd was selected. 
Hon. members would argue on the other side 
that the intention of granting a pre-emptive 
right was to enable lessees to secure their 
improYements. So far he agreed with them; 
but, whether the design was a mistake or not, 
the fmmers of the Bill in the definition clause, 
which defined what improvements were, distinctly 
did it in such a way that if any building were 
placed on the run, if only of the value of £5, 
the lessee must secnre his block of country. 
That definition might not have been intended, 
but still the Act provided that to secure 
his 2,f>GO acres he must take that amount; it 
must not be smaller or greater. The Act also 
defined the improvements which were to be 
secured, as follows :-Permanent buildings, reser· 
voirs, wells, dams, and fences. Perhaps some 
hon. members might say that a slab hut was not 
a permanent improvement, but he would point 
out that fencing was included among permanent 
improvements, and the Act itself defined the life 
of a fence to be fourteen years. That was the time 
laid clown in another part of the Act; therefore, 
they. might assume from that that any building 
which had been erected fourteen years might 
be considered as a permanent building, in 
the same way that a fence was considered 
a permanent improvement. Taking the defini­
tion clause in conjunction with the 54th clause, 
he said that any lessee who chose to put up a 
hut, or stockyard, or paddock, or well, or any 
of those improvements which were mentioned in 
the definition clause, whatever their vttlue might 
be, had a right to secure his improvements. 
\Vhether the intention of the Legislature at the 
time was to compel him to tttke up improvement,; 
of a certain value or not, he did not know. It 
did not say so; and therefore the only legal 
definition that conld he given was, that if any 
illlprovements were put on land the lessee had tt 
right to tttke out <t pre·eJu ptive lease to secure 
them. Though the mere gidng of that right 
"''"' "' wroug thin;; for the country, he held itwa:; 
:< wronii thing for the Legislature, after havinil 
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given the pastoral lessees such right, to say that 
they should not have it. Xo man of honour in 
private life who had mttde a mistake in <•mitting 
a condition out of an agreement would fail to 
fulfil hi• ttgreement. 

lVIr. JOi~DAl\ said he could not allow the op­
~JOrtnnity to paiiis without expres::;ing hiH Yiews on 
'',;;!he (jnestion before the Committee. He would 
&~ willingly be a party to any wrong-doing, 
and if he believed the pastomllessee had a right 
conferred h)· lttw to those pre-emptives, he 
should he the la,;t person in the world to 
eon~ent to that right being invaded by the 
Legishtture. It had lJeen m:dntaincd very 
strongly -especially by the hon. member for 
]•'as,;ifem~that in repealing the 5,lth dau.,e of 
the Act of 1Sfi0 the Cmmuittee woulcl he guilty 
of an a.c~t of 1'81 mdiation. Tha.t hon. nwnllJer ruain­
tained that when tlmt elause was passed which 
said it should be lawful for the Governor in 
Council to allow the exercise ofthepre-emptiou~ 
now called a pre-mnptive right-itwa,:-:;iTnJJeratiYe, 
and was made an absolute necessity when applica­
tion was made for the exercise of pre-emptiun that 
the Governor in Council wcts compelled to allow 
that pre-emption. But it had been explained to his 
satbfaction very clearly by the Premier, in his 
reference to the Acts Shortening ~"et, that the 
expression, "it shall be lawful for the Governor 
in Council,'' wttH pern!issive, and only 1)er1nissive. 
'l'he Governor in Council had power to accede to 
the re(juest, or power to deny it altogether. He 
was fully satisfied on that point. There were 
not n1any hon. 1nen1bers no'v in the Hou~e who 
were parties to the prrssing of the Act of lSG!J. 
The hon. member for Port Uurtis lmd again· 
alluded to the words used by the Minister of 
Lands (the Hon. James 'l'aylur) when he lutd 
that Bill in charge in 18li!J. The hon. member 
said that l\Ir. Tay lor had alluded to it more 
than once as a right ; but they u1n8t not fonset 
that the Premier of the colony, at that time, wa:; 
an astute htwyer and an out-and-uut LilJeral. 
He could not suppose for a moment, remember­
ing all the circumstances of the case, that l\Ir. 
Lilley~now Sir Charles Lilley~was so bst 
asleep as to permit the hun. member, l\Ir. J mnes 
'l'aylor, to fmme thttt clause. The Premier 
had pointed out distinctly that pte-emptive 
right had really existe<l in the Act of 1868. 
Pre-emption existed in the Act of lt>09, but 
it waB not a. rit;ht-it was simvl:v penuiHsive. 
HiH hn pression wn::;, front hi~ relneJubrance of the 
circumst~tnces of the case, that they regarded the 
clau,;e si m ply as permissive ~ as at tn·esen t 
explained by the Premier. It would be found 
in Hansa1·d, he believed, that he objected to 
the clause, because he believed it would be 
abused. l\ evertheless, he regttrded it, and he 
thought it \Vas regarded genern11y in the Rouse, 
a~ per1nisf:;ive only. X ow it wa.~ claimed by hon. 
gentlemen opposite that it was an absolute 
right, and that under it the Crown lessee 
could chtirn a right to purchase at 10s. an acre 
four S(juare miles out of every block of twenty­
five miles which he rented from the Government, 
at an average of !ls. ld. per square mile. If a 
man owned six blocks of twenty-five s(juaremiles 
each he could purchase something like lii, 000 
acres, and he would be able, by an expenditure of 
between £7,000 and £8,000, to get poesession ,,f 
nti,OOO acres of bnd, becm1se he might exercise 
the pre-emptive right, as it was called, in various 
parts of the country, and in such a way as to com­
mand the whole of the wttter. He coul<l take up all 
the water frontages ; he could take out the eyes 
of the land am! select the very be,;t of it, and 
in effect would get [JO.ss<:ssi•m of the whole (Jii,OOO 
:teres of bnd at an expenditure of ahont £7,000 . 
.. Although that \\'ttH a con,lition ( iovenunent whjch 
jmsse<l that "\et, mtd there wem Lwo ll>mt in iL 
who might Le e.t!led rel'reaellLt~Li\ e mun ac 

Crown lessees~l\Ir. Arthur Hoclgson and Mr. 
J ames Taylor~still those two gentlemen were 
no match for Sir Charles Lilley; and to 
think that Sir Charles Lilley ever intended 
it to be what it was claimed to be now~ 
an absolute right by which they were to give 
ttway the land in such a way as to give entire 
command of m ill ions of acres to a few country 
gentlemen~was to say what none of them could 
conceive for a moment. If Sir Charles Lilley 
and the members of the House at that time, 
inclnding himself, had united to do such an ttct 
as that~to hand over the colony to a few country 
gentlemen~then he :mid they did" wrongful act, 
and united together t<> despoil the people of their 
vatrimony mHl their inheritance. If they did such 
an act of npoliation tts that he would go the 
length of ,nying that all the powers of the Con­
stitution should lJC brought into operation to 
repeal that Act and redress the wrong inflicted 
uvon the colony. But no such wrong was in~ 
fl.icted, because, as he said, the clause was intended 
and understood to be simply permissive. Even 
though it was intended to be permissive, they 
knew it had been greatly abused ; and hon. 
gentlemen oppoaite now held that not only could 
the pa:;toral le:;see get possession of the land in 
thttt way, but after he httd taken np his pre­
emptive he could claim cornpem;ation for im­
provements as well. He thought that should be 
remedied, and the Bill in its original form went 
a short and a right way to 'vork in ren1edying it. 
It appeared also that gentlemen had clttimed the 
right of pre-emption, irrespective altogether of 
whether they made improvements upon their 
rnw; or not, and hon. gentlen1en Ollposite now said 
that the pastomlles.,ee had the right to pre-empt 
whether he made improvements or not. Although 
that should be remedied it should not be 
violently nemedied, and he thought the new 
clause mmhled them to proceed with caution and 
in a spirit of fairness 'md justice to all parties 
concerned. He would illustrate what he meant 
in this "'ay: JYJan~v years ago, under the sanc­
tiiJn of British law, men went to the coast of 
Africa and there procnred shiploads of black 
men aml conveyed them to the British posses­
sions in the \V est Indies. They sold them, 
worked them, and used them as slaves~mere 
chattel' without any rights~ yet under the sanc­
tion of British law their masters had the right of 
possession over them and the right of property 
in them. The British Government awoke at 
hmgth to a realb:ttiun of the fact that they had 
given a right which they had no right to confer, 
mHl their action was in violation of the right 
which every tnau pm;s.es~ed of hiR own freedon1, 
if he did not forfeit it by crime ; and they set 
about repealing that frightful wrong. They said 
to the planters-" You tnust give up those rnen 
although you bought them under the sanction of 
British In,\\·. \V e require you to give up pos­
session of them, but we will not require you to 
do so without reasonable compen,ation." And 
it cost the British Government twenty millions 
of mnney to do that act of justice, and repeal 
their unjust law. That was what they were now 
trying to do in this Bill in its amended form, ffJr 
the squatters ; because those men got wrongful 
possession of the land under the sanction of their 
lttws they were to get compensation. He thought 
the case ·parallel. If they gave an absolute right 
to take land w hi eh did not belong to them but to 
the people, they had a right to give those men, to 
whmn the right was given, con1pensation for 
taking the land from them. It was now sought 
to redreSR that evil, and he thought every just 
claim would be met. If the gentlemen seeking 
the rig·ht had nwde iulpl'OVPlHents, e:q>ecting to 
l)e rei1ulllln:.etl l'y being a1lo\\·ed to pnrchaRe the 
land cct 10s. an acre, he thought it was a fair 
Lhing fur the Cru11·n Lo e.;erdoe iL at· if it were 
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in fact, a right so far as they were C<mcernP'l. 
He thought those amendments were a fair and 
reasonable compromise, and wonlcl meet every 
jn't claim, and for that reason he gave them his 
support. 

Mr. STEVE"l'\S said that, with ref:'"'d to 
subsection (IJ) in the proposed new clause, he 
thoug·ht that the sum mentioned there, £1,280, 
as requit·ed to be expended on irnproven1ent~, 
wnR very nnwh 1nore tha,n 1net the requirentents 
of the case. In the 34th clan,e of the Pastoral 
Leases Act of 1SG!l, it \\"a:< stated tlmt a les.,ee 
had the power of pnrchasing land at 10s. an 
acre to protect certain improvements. That 
was actual pre-emption. But tl'e clause said 
nothing about the value of the improvements. It 
(Jirl not state that the improvements ·should 
amonnt to 10s. an acre on the whole pre-emption 
amounting to £1,280. He coulcl understand that 
the reason for framing the clause in the way in 
which it Wcl,S clone was that it would be a bsurrl font 
Inan to spend 1nore 1nnney over ilnprovmnents 
than was actually necessary. ];'or instance a 
lessee might sink a well at a cost of £200 or £300, 
or perhaps £1,000; yet its value to him might be 
many thousands of nonncl,;. \Vas it not mani­
festly absurd that the lessee, in order to ha\·P 
the right of pre-emption and protect that im­
provement to the value of £200 or £300 should 
have to make fanciful improvements to~ further 
sum of £900 or whatever amount might he re­
quired? The 54th clause was made to pwtect 
improvements whatever the value might be­
£200, or £300, or £1,000. \Vith a view, therefore, 
of testing the feeling of the Committee on sub­
section (b), he would move, as an amendment 
that the words "twelve hundred and eig·hty" b~ 
struck out, for the purpose of int-lerting "six 
hundred and forty." 

The MINISTER FOR LAXDS said the 
interpretation he put on the 54th clause, makino· 
it lawful for the Government to rrrant a pre~ 
emption, was that they should ha:e the power 
of determining whether or not the improvements 
on the part sought to be taken up were of a 
sufficiently valuable character to justify them in 
granting the right to pre-en1pt. No'v it was 
simply a difference of opinion whether the 
amonnt should be £100 or £30-which sum 
had been mentioned - or £640 or £1 280. 
The opinion of the Government w~s that a 'sum 
of £1,280 should be expended in improvements 
before the right was granted to take up 2,5GO 
acres. If he thought £G40 sufficient he shonld 
be r[nite willing to accept the amendment, but 
he thong-ht £1,2SO was quite little enough, and 
so he could not consent to the amendment. 

The Ho~ .• J. M. JVIACIWSSAN said he did 
not think it was any use to aro-ue the pre­
emptire right qnestion any fnrth"er after the 
speech they had had from the hon. member for 
South Brisbane. That hon. member profes~ed 
to snhr;rdinate his party feelings to a sentiment 
of JustiCe, but, from the frame of mind he had 
displayed in making his speech, it was evidently 
hopeless to attempt to argue any further with 
hon. gentlemen on the other sirle. Hi" (Hon. J. 
:\I. lVIacrossan's) view was that the clause should 
be allowed to go. It was no use attempting to 
a1nend it, because an1ending it would n1ake it no 
better. The difference between the amount 
proposed by the Government and that proposed 
by the hon. n1ernher fo:r Logan \Vas so slight, 
and would n,ffect so few people, that it was 
scarcely worth while to say anything about it. 
But he would like to say something with regard 
to what had fallen from the hem. member for 
South Brisbane. Thnt gentleman had stated 
t~at the clanse was alw~tys considered permis­
Sive, and he had stated tLlRo that when the Bill 
was under discussi11n in 1SG9 he pointed ont that 

it would be liable to abuse. The hon. gentleman had 
certainly done so, but he did not point out how 
it wonlrl be abused. 'l'he fact was, he said he 
eh cl not believe the clause would be of any use at 
all to the out.Ritle ·"luatters. He would give the 
hon. gentlmnan~s own words, RO tha,t there could 
be no mi"take. He (Hon. J.JH. Maerossan) might 
tell hon. members that so far as he coulcl ascertain 
there was nn divi:-;ion on the second reading of 
the Bill, and not tt single member objected to the 
passing of the fdth clause. The only member 
who drew attention to it was the hon. member 
for Blackall, and in reply to him it waN 
stated thnt it was a power to pre-empt 2,:ili0 
acre~. rrhere was not a .single merrtber in the 
House who objected to that, not even the "astute 
gentleman,'' ns the hon. member had Qalled him, 
who was Premier at the time. What the hon. 
rnernher said then waR-

" This provision \Vas li<tble to be g1'8atly abu..-cd, aml 
he did not think tha,t b\' allowing these s4uatters to 
buy, sa\'. 2,;)60 acres, at llls. an ac:re, making them vay 
ccLsh down, any good would be done to them." 

The hon. member's objection at that time was 
not in the interest of the country, but in the 
interests of the squattero. He gave his reason 
:ts follows :-

"He mn~t say it did not look at all liberal, for 
squatters in the central distrids could get the land for 
the same monPy, and have ten years to pay it." 
That was the hon. gentleman who stood 
up now and Raid he had given 'varr1iug that 
the provision would be liable to abuse. Now 
he said that the clause was intended to be 
permissive and not peremptory. For fourteen 
year" the clause had been administered as a 
peremptory one, except that the Government 
could prevent a man from pre-empting a piece of 
land containiug the only available water for 
seveml miles round, or too close to a township, 
or so situated in nny w:ty that its selection woulrl 
be prejudicial to the public interest. The 
Minister for Lands at that time, in reply­
ing to the hon. member for Blackall, said 
it was a positive right to pre-empt so 
rna,ny acres ; and he said so in very strong la.n · 
guage-in fact he could not have Rpoken n1ore 
strongly; HO that the '~astute gentleman" who 
was Premier at the time (Sir Charles Lilley) 
rmmt either have deceived his colleague am! 
allowed him to deceive the House, or else 
he must himself have believed it was a rig-ht. 
Now, which side of the dilemma would the hnn. 
gentleman take? \Vonld ho say that Sir Chnrles 
I,illey was guilty of an act of deceit and 
baseness such as that-that he not only de­
ceived his colleague in making him believe 
that it was a positive right, when it was only a 
permissive one that could be withdrawn at 
the option of the Government, but allowed 
hiru to deceive the House also --or would 
he admit that :Sir Chm·les Lilley looked 
upon the rio-ht as an absolute one? He 
(Hon. J. M. '11acrnssan) did not believe that 
rleceit was an es,ential part of Sir Charles 
Lillev's character, and he was sure he 
woul(l not stoop to anything of the kind. 
The hem. member for South Brisbane was 
evidently very much mistaken, and he (Hon .• T. 
JVL Macrossan) could not conceive how he had 
been able to bring- himself round to that way of 
thinking after seeing the Act administered in 
an absolute way for the five years before f'ir 
Charles Lilley's retirement from politics, and e\'er 
since that np till the end of last yea.r. 'While 
giving the hon. member for South Brisbane full 
credit for good intentions, it was evidently quite 
useless to atten1pt to argue with hon. gentlernen 
on that side. For his own part he would prefer 
the total abolition of the Mth clause to accepting 
the proposed clause even with the amendment 
hy the hon. member for Logan. He \Vnnld 
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like to throw the whole respnnsil,ility on the Go,·. 
ernuwnt, without the Committee accepting any 
Rhare of it by dividing on the subject. Let the Gov­
ernment take it on their own shoulders and do what 
they liked, and let them stand by it afterwards. 
That was the position that he intended to occupy 
on the clause as it stood. He should not vote on 
it, as he believed it was not worth voting on; he 
would let the Government take the responsi­
bility; and he advised the hon. member fur 
Logan to do the same thing, because he wa.s 
certainly doing no good by attempting to improve 
the clause, any further than that he gave half-a­
dozen more men the opportunity of pre-empting ; 
and there should be no pre-emption allowed unless 
it was allowed to all. 

Mr. JORDAN said he should be sorry that 
any hon. gentleman should suppose that he 
had said anything that really meant that 
Sir Charles Lilley had used any decep­
tion in the matter. His contention was that 
the Premier had shown them that the Mth 
clause, according to the Acts Shortening Act, 
which was an interpreting Act, really was a 
permissive act, and he said that his impression 
was, from what he remembered of that debate, 
that such it was the intention of the House it 
should be. He did not say that Sir Charles 
Lilley had used any deception in the matter. 

Mr. STEVENSON said he had no doubt that 
Sir Charles Lilley meant by that clause what it 
had been nnclerstood to mean by every succeed­
ing Ministry. The right had always been recog­
nised; an cl if it were not recognised as a rig:!:t, why 
did not the Ministry of which the hon. l:'remier 
was a member, before the late Ministry came 
into office, repudiate it then? Why did he not 
say so instead of doing everything he could to 
get people to take up land at 10s. per acre, and 
increasing the power in the two Acts that he 
brought in himself? The hon. Minister for Lands 
had tried to make the people believe that he was 
making a concession to the sq natters in lieu of 
the pre-emptive right. He wanted to know, on 
the second re-.ding of the Bill, where the conces­
sion was to those who did not elect to come 
under the Bill at all-to those who were outside 
the schedule, or those within it who did not 
come under the Bill? There was nothing in the 
Bill at all to show that the squatters were to 
get anything in lieu of those rights, and the hon. 
gentleman knew perfectly well that they did not 
get anything, and that it was only taking away 
a right-simply repudiation. He should like to 
know why hon. gentlemen opposite had changed 
their opinion so much on the question since the 
second reading of the Bill. Was not the bon. 
member for South Brisbane one who got up and 
told them that he would be no party to depriving 
the squatter of his pre-emptive right, because he 
consiclerecl it a right? 

Mr. JORDAN: No. 
Mr. STEVENSON saicl that, so f.ar as he 

remembered, be was. He knew one hon. gentle­
man on that side who said so. It seemed that 
hon. gentlemen had a very small opinion· of 
themselves, to ease their consciences for taking 
away that right; because, as the hon. member for 
Townsville had said, the amendment proposed 
was nothing at all, and he would as soon see the 
whole i54th clause wiped ont. A great deal bad 
been said about that right being abused. Last 
night the hon. Minister for Lands was chal­
lenged by the leader of the Opposition to show 
where it had been abused, and if he could 
show one sin~le instanoe where it had been 
abused it would be something. The hon. gentle­
man himself, since he had been in office, had not 
been so careful as his precleoessor. Re (Mr. 
Stevenson) knew that when the late Ministry were 
In power not a single pre·emptive was gmnted 

during their tenn of office giving frontage to nny 
perllutnent watercmn·He which was conHidel'ed n 
mnin watorcom·se, and they wonlcl not fl.llnw 
n.ny selection to come within ten chains of any 
watercourse. Notwithstanding what the Minis­
ter for Lands had said, he knew that he had 
granted pre-emptives since he came into office, 
giving frontage to a main watercourse. The 
late n1inistry were more careful than the hon. 
gentleman had been, so far as the public inte­
rests were concerned, in regard to waterconrseH. 
The hon. gentleman tried to make a gren.t point 
to·night by saying that the pre-emptives were 
calculated to put the squatter in such a position 
that he could command a certain amount of 
country. If the squatter were cut off from the 
water, as was done by the late JHinistry, in 
granting pre-emptives, how coulcl they possibly 
have any ad vantage in securing nwre country 
than the number of acres they proposed to 
pre-empt ? It was simply impossible, ancl 
the Minister for Lands could do far better 
than by talking so much and throwing out in· 
sinuations ; he should give the Committee 
information instead of trying to mislead them. 
He had said be was going· to have some finality 
on the question, and he considerecl that he would 
be justified in according pre-emptives where im­
provements bad been made to the extent of 10s. 
per acre. vVhy should not that be extended to all 
the selectors and leaseholders under the present 
Act? If he considered that one man had a right· 
to pre-empt became he had spent 10s. per acre 
on improvements, why should he not consider 
that another man had as good a right to pre­
empt if he elected to spend 10s. per acre in 
future? The repudiation must come in some­
where. He did not care whether the hon. gentle­
man considered it as a privilege or a right, 
or permissive or the opposite-whatever it was, 
it ought to remain in the Act as it was ; and let 
the Minister of the day administer it in such a 
way as to satisfy himself, and take the conse­
quences. That was only a fair thing. If the bon. 
gentleman considered it only a privilege, and he 
had a right to decide who should take up pre­
emptives and who should not, let him administer 
it in that way, and then when any other Minister 
came into power let him use his discretion. The 
hon. gentleman seemed to think that he was the 
only man in Queensland who could be trnst~d, 
and so long as he was in office be would grant 
that privilege and administer the Act as long as 
he could decide himself who were to have those 
pre-emptives, and who not. He would not trust 
any other man to have any power, and was 
going to wipe it out so that no one in future 
should have any power to grant pre-emptives. 
Last night he asked the hon. gentleman 
whether he had approved of any pre-emptives 
since he had come into office. The bon. 
gentleman replied that he bad granted all the 
pre-emptions approved of by the late Govern­
ment, with the exception of some against the 
granting of which there were special reasonR. 
He would ask the hem. gentleman again if thu'e 
w8re the only pre-emptions that had been grantecl 
since the present Government came into office? 

The 1\IINISTER FOR LAJ'\DS ~ai<l he 
believed the answer he gave last night was per­
fectly correct-that only those pre-emptions had 
been granted which had received the approval of 
the latP Government. 

Mr. STEVEKSON said he could tell the bnn. 
gentleman that he was wrong. He could show, 
frem letters from the Lands Office, that the hon. 
gentleman bad granted several pre-emptione 
since he came into office that were not approved 
of by the late Government. There was one 
lettef. dated the 18th April, 1884, addresoed to 
13. J), l\:]:orelwl\d P1nt:l Comp~~ny, stating th11t tlw 
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plan and survey of the pre-emptions noted in 
the margin had been approved, and requesting 
the sum of £1,290 13s. 4cl. to be paid into the 
'Treasury, otherwise the application would lapse. 
That was an a]rplication not approved of by the 
late Government. Another letter, addressed to 
the same firm, was elated the 24th November, 1883. 

The PREMIER : That must have been ap­
proved of before the present Government came 
into office. 

Mr. STEVENSON said it was not. That 
letter stated that the Administrator of the Gov­
ernment had been plea~ed to approve of the ap­
plication for pre-emption on the run named in the 
margin, and rertuesting the sum of £1,309 13s. 4d. 
to be paid into the Treasury, otherwise the appli­
cation would lapse. He had two other similar 
letters, which he could read if necessary. The 
hon. gentleman ought to tell the Committee the 
plain facts of the case, instead of giving them to 
understand that he had only granted those pre­
emptions that had been approved by the late 
Government. The hon. gentleman had granted 
several applications that were not approved by 
the late Government, and he had made fish of 
one and flesh of another. The hon. gentleman 
wished to have the power to grant pre-emptives 
to his friends, and to refuse them to those whom 
he had no desire to favour. The late Adminis­
tration, as he had already shown, had not 
gran~ed a single pre-emptive with a frontage to 
a mam watercourse, whereas the hon. gentleman 
ha~ ~one so since he came into power. The late 
Mm1ster for Lands had shown in his administra­
tion of the Act a great deal more care for the 
public interests than the present Minister for 
Lands had done. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS said he 
should be prepared, when next the Bill was 
discussed, to tell the Committee exactly what 
h:<d been done since he came into office. Speak­
ing from memory, he believed the answer he had 
given was perfectly correct. The letters read 
by the hon. member for Normanby were simply 
applications for deposits on pre-emptions which 
had received the sanction of the late Govern­
ment, and which the present Government were 
carrying out. But he would be prepared, when 
next they considered the Hubject, to say whether 
that was so or not. 

Mr. STEVENS said that the Minister for 
Lands, in speaking to his amendment, stated 
that he considered he had a rizht, as Minister 
to decide the amount of money that should b~ 
expended on those pre-emptive blocks to entitle 
the lessee to have the right to pre-empt. He 
(~Ir. Stevens) never admitted that the Govern­
ment had the right to do away with pre-emp­
tives, and he moved the amendment in order to 
see whether the Government were really inclined 
to be less severe on the pastoral lessees than the Bill 
indicated. But if the Government intended to 
stick to the amendment as proposed by the hem. 
;nember for ?tanley hard t>nd fast right through, 
1t wt>s of little use any hon. member movin" 
amendments on i.t or trying to make the measur~ 
less severe than 1t probably would be. One idea 
he had was that, although the Government were 
determined to pass an Act very much on the 
lines of the Bill before them, yet that they would 
be inclined to modify it in some degree. They had 
the pm: er, by numbers, of forcing any Bill through, 
unless. 1t were stopped by obstructiou. He hoped 
that,_ m tr~e event of the Bill passing, it would be 
mod1fied m such a manner as to meet with a 
large amount of approval from those who were 
opposed to the Bill, as it at present stood, almost 
fn toto. But, as he had said, if the Government 
mtended to stand by the proposed clause in a 
hard-and-fast manner it would be very little 
nsa r,ny hon, Jnember moving any n,mendment 

upon it or arguing the C[Uestion any further. 
The subject had been thoroughly thrashed out, 
and no fresh light could be thrown upon it. One 
party asserted that the squatter had the right to 
pre-empt, and the other party asserted that he 
had not. If the Minister for Lands could show 
him any clause in the Act of 1869, giving )l.im 
the power of deciding the amount of value of 
improvements on pre-emptions, he (Mr. Stevens) 
would give way at once; but he maintained that 
there was nothing in the Act even indicating 
that the Minister had that power. 

Mr. P ALMER said he had already spoken on 
the question before the Committee, and ·he now 
rose to enter his protest against the clause alto­
gether. Unless the time w~ts extended he pre­
ferred the original chtuse as it stood, because they 
would then know the position they were in. 
There was only one amendment possible in the 
new clause that could make it of any use 
whatever, and that was an extension of time. 
But the Minister for Lands seemed to have 
got fresh inspiration on the subject, and 
had come down in an autocratic manner, 
and said that he would not move for anyone, 
or in any way whatever ; that he had made up 
his mind, and it should be so. Where the hon. 
gentleman had got his inspiration from he could 
not say. He imagined that it must have been 
from the Minister for Works when he spoke on 
the subject in such an autocratic manner last 
night. Of course, when the Minister for Lands 
spoke in that way it was intelligible ; they could 
understand it. The only query now was why the 
hon. gentleman did not from the first utter the 
same thing, instead of backing and filling in 
every way, as he had done, to suit his own 
party-accepting amendments in one quarter, 
and now putting his foot down and not allowing 
amendments in any shape or form or listening 
to reason. Did he think in his wisdom and 
experience that the proverbial coach-and- six 
could not be driven through the Bill when it 
became law? Did he think that the squatter 
would not be able, under it, to acquire as 

, great command over the lands as ever the 
pre-emptive right gave him? If he did· not, 
before his measure was in force very long he 
would find occasion to alter his opinion. He 
(Mr. Palmer) thought, with the hon. member for 
Townsville, that it was useless talking. As he 
had said already in the course of the debate, the 
squatters were in the hands of men who never 
showed mercy, and they could expect very little 
now. The cry now was, " Down with the 
squatters." The hon. the Minister for Works 
had explained that, when he said the srtnatters 
legislated for themselves, he referred to legislation 
on the Darling Downs many years ago ; but 
he (Mr. Palmer) had always understood that the 
hon. gentleman was a Darling Downs squatter, 
and that when, as he said, they legislated for 
themselves and not for agriculturists, there were 
no agriculturists in Queensland in those days to 
legislate for. But now the hon. gentleman 
said the agriculturists were to legislate for the 
squatters; and if that was a sample of the 
legislation they were going to give them, all he 
could say was that they had better take to the 
back tracks for the future. 

Question put. 
Mr. MIDG LEY said, for his own guidance, he 

would like to ask if, in the division about to .be 
taken, they were dividing on the whole clause, or 
upon subsection (a). 

HoNOURABLE MEMBERS: On subsection (b). 
Mr. MIDGLEY: There has been no division 

upon subsection (a) yet. 
Mr. MACDONALD-PATERSON said he 

quite agreed with the amendment moved by the 
lwn. member for Log::m, He thonght £640 Wl'is 
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an ample amount to be enforced by the Govern­
ment to be expended in improvement,; to enable 
a. Sf[uatter to make application for his pre·emp­
ttve. He dicl not think that the :\Jinister for 
Lands had answered the point very sati.,fac­
tmily. The hon. g-entleman said, iu reply to the 
hon. member for Lo~an, that, in his opinion, the 
stun n1entionecl in the propo:wd new clause was a 
fair and proper one to b~ expenclecl on the land to 
be sold by the Government as a pre-emptive; and, 
furthermore, he added that that was the 'llm 

the Government had fixecl upon, and there could 
be no departure from it. He had great respect 
for the opinion of the ::\linistor for Lands, 
but it was the opinion of one man after all ; and 
he thought the opinion of the hon. member for 
Logan was just as good as that of the Minister 
for Lands in that regard. The hon. member 
fnr Loga,n understood outside Kqna.tti11g, the 
intere8ts of the lesflees, their right,; and their 
wrongs, just as well as the ::\Iini.,tcr for Lands ; 
and he (Mr. Macdonalr!-PatBrson) thought the 
runendrnent wa:-, one \Vhich Rhould cmn1nend 
itself to the Committee, and which, ltt any rate, 
was entitled to fair consideration. 

Mr. :NIIDG LEY said if he luvl known last night 
that it was the intention of the Committee to 
divide on subsection(a), and that thatsubscction 
should be settled by that division, he should h:we 
taken part in it. He cet-tainly nnderBtood the 
division last night to be on the rruestion of the 
onlission of the words "portion so Bold," 
\Vith the view of inserting the word " rnn." 
Subsection (a) dealt with a very different 
matter from that. He now understood from 
hon. members that there was no objection 
raised to that snbsection; but to his miml 
it Wils the very essence of the whole con­
tention. However, if the other side of the 
House were prepared to accept subsection (a)­
that the improvements were to be made within 
a certain time-then he had nothing· more to 
say upon the question. · 

The HoN. Sm T. ::\IciL WEAlTH said they 
had, he thought, argued the matter sufficiently 
long; at all events, sufficiently long to show the 
clogged determination of the Government to do 
injuHtice in spite of all reason. The hon. the 
:Minister for Lands had shown that perfectly 
plainly. The position hon. members on the 
Opposition side had taken up was this : 
They held that the pre-empth'O rig·ht was 11 
right that was attached to all lease' issued to 
pastoral lessees under the Act of 181jfl, and that 
neither .the present nor any other Uovemment 
had a.ny power, without incnrring the respon:-;i­
bility of repndia,tion, to violate that right. That 
was what they had upheld all through. The 
present Government took the very oppo,ite 
course, and said there vvas no right, and that 
they would wipe out 1tll pretensiun., to a right by 
repealing the :)4th section. There was therefore 
a cle,u and definite issne before them. Then the 
Minister for Lands brought forward wktt he cOJJ­
sidered :1 cmnprornise ; but tbat Ctnnprmui~e had 
the same fault that the original motion-which pro-

!Josed to do away with the ii4th section of the Act­
lad-namely, that it was repudiation. It was 
none the less repur!i;,tion becau'e it affected a less 
nnrnber of nwn. The rnen vvho ·would er-;ca,pe 
under the clause were, he believed, tl1e men who 
were not justly entitled to escape. They had no 
more right to eset1pe from the position in which 
they were pbcecl than those whose rights were 
actually propo;,ed to be taken away. In the 
proposed compromise offered by the Govern­
ment, a hard-and-fast !hie had been struck 
between the men who had made their improve­
ments up to the present time and those who had 
not clone so. There was no justification whatever 
for that, becau,se the men who had not made their 

improvements up to the present time might have 
very goo(l and snfficient reaRon for not doing so. 
No doubt, in nutny ca~iJS there had been good 
cmme why they ,should not do so. One canse, at 
all events, was perfectly clear, anrl that was, that 
if a man had not the money to nmke improvements 
he couhl not make them ; and those were the 
very cbss of men who were to be clepri ved of all the 
benefits they were entitled to under the 5-Ith sec­
tinn. ~4..11 tho~e right~, however, 'vere propm;ed by 
the <;overmueut to be wiped awety in th11t compro­
rni:-;e. ~1\nother cla~s of rneu 'vhn~e right~ had 
not been considered 'n:l'e those who lm(l not hn­
proveclup to the extent of 10s. an acre. Their 
rights had been wipocl out without any reason 
at all, implying the same fault-repudiation on 
the part of the Government. Another class of 
1nen whose rights \vm·e wiped out were thoRe 
who ha<l not had the good fortune to put their 
hnproventent~ on one spot of ground, on the 
2,iii>O acres, which they intended to pre-empt. 
The rights of all those men had been \dpe<l out, 
rtnd the right wnH to be given now to a class of 
111en who, hy good fortune, or by luck, or by long­
purses, had happened to 1nake a certain an1onnt 
of improvements on their land at the time the 
'Minister for Lands took it into his head to wipe 
out the rights of those who were justly entitled 
to them. It was a compnnnise that the Committee 
could nnt, in anything like honour, accBpt. The 
amendment that was moved the night before, 
if it had been carried, mig·ht lead to a proper 
understanding by which the rights might have 
been preserved, and they might have nmde 
a sort of a cmnprmnise. But that having 
gone, and ;::;ubscction (a) lutving gone-by which 
ihe right~ of rnen who had not n1ade ilnprove­
rnentB np to the pre . .;;;rmt tin1e had gone- all 
interest in the an1endn1ent had gone for th( 1H8 on 
the Opposition. \Vhn,t die! nnyone etcre whether' 
the amount was reduced from £1,280 to £640, or 
not? 'l'he most important part was allowed to 
be passed without anyone moving an mnend­
ment on it, ancl with the distinct threat of the 
::\linister for Lands that the Government would 
stand dogged1y by their detern1ination. It was 
repucliati()n ju the grossest for1n, and it was 
not 1nacle one single bit better by co:rning 
down and conferring a favonr on one par­
ticnlnr class of n1en. He Hhould like to know 
who that class of men were. He had looked 
with couciderable interest fm the details of three 
stations out west. One of them had made 
improvements to the extent •)f £17,000; another, 
improvem<cnts to the extent of £H,OOO; and the 
other, improveu1ents to the extent of £D,000. The 
result th.,t wonltl accrue to them niHler the 
clanse, if passed, wr,mlcl be that they wonlrl not 
be entitled to one single selection on either run, 
with the exception of one where the hencl-stati<~n 
aud \VOob;}l8d :--;to()cl. \\1 as it not a C011Ce~.~io11 to 
Rorne concealed inJividualK who would 1nanage to 
get Nmnc benefit nndm~ the .::\..et, while all othen; 
wonl(l he exclnlled '! Tl1e Gnvennnent, in bringing 
forward thatclau~e, bad done an iin1nen~e wrong in 
the colony ; they had done a wrong that would 
never be cmmterbalanced by any right that )>1"8· 

emptil"e ri:;:hts woulcl P'""ilJly do to the country. 
The exerci.se of the right of pre-emption had 
been grossly exaggerated. He believed that not 
one out of fifty runs that it was possible to 
pre-empt--that w>ts, out of :00,000,000 acres it 
was l"""ible to pre .. empt, as the Mini"ter for 
Lands had RtLi<l-he believed there was not 
1,000,000 acres that, under any circun1Rtances, 
\\ould be pre-empterl. A greo,t evil would 
result from that. The eYil al"o that thoRO 
}Jre~einiJtions had done had lJeen gro:-;~ly exa.g­
gprated, in order to gain smue po1nllarity 1Jy 
hnvi11g hit tbe pa~tora1 les~ees in a strong 
way, and by ha\ ing given son)e countenance to 
the Yapicl talk of the 1\Iinioter for Lands in 
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conden1ning the aggregation of large estntes. The 
IVIinister for I..~anch; war..; cond8Iuning hit-J o'vn 
colloD.gues more than he condemned any cla"s 
of men in the Committee. They were not 
incli•wd to accept that comprombe. The Min­
ister for Lands had better press on his amend­
ment with the light that he had got; he had 
£>tiled all through to defend the position he 
hrcd taken up. In the first phwe, the 
:Minister for Lands failed to defend the 
position he took up when he threatened 
to nbolish tha 54th clause ; then he made a 
]Jig-ger failure when he attempted to make a 
snbstitute for it, which was ,till repudiation. 
There was no logical reason given why tlutt 
shonld stand in the place of the other. He.shoulcl 
like to see the whole clause wiped out, for the 
reason that it would go forth to the world as a 
repudiation of the rights of pastoral lessees. Jt 
might have been argued on the smne gronnrls 
that there were rea.,ons of State, and some 
cornprornise 1night have been corne to. \Yhen 
the wrongs that had been done to the pastoral 
lessees were considered afterwards, it mig·ht 
have been argued by those who wanted to 
keep up the credit of this colony that that was 
done for reasons of !Jig State consideration, 
and ought not to have the effect of clepre­
ciating the credit of the colony. It might be 
supposed by men who could not believe that 
repudiation could take place, that a law of that 
sort could not be passed without some very strong 
reason for it, even although they could not see 
it. But when they came to see a mean com­
promise which gave a pre-emptive right to 
favoured individuals and wiped out the right 
of other pastomllessees, it stood fmth a more 
glaring repudiation than ever. The ::\1inister 
for Lands tried to give an eloquent answer 
that night to the hem. member for Gregorv 
when he tried to show them that, after all, tlie 
pastoralle,;see who, in the outside districts, was 
deprived of his right by not having made im­
provements up to the present time, would get a 
benefit under the new Act by getting full pay­
ment for the whole of the improvements on the 
run when it was titken from him. But there was 
no doubt a large class of men who would not be 
touched at all. It was only improvements inside 
the red line that were affected by the Bill. The 
greater portion of the improvements were outside 
that line, and the rights of tlmt class of men, 
representing UO per cent. of the pastoral lessees, 
were wiped away at the present time. It did not 
touch them ; they stood in the same position 
in regard to the Act of 18G!J as they did before ; 
because their right under the 54th clause was 
s';cept away. They got no benefit from the 
B1ll ; they had not come under it, and might not 
until the termination of their leases. He did 
not believe they would come under it ; he be­
lieved that its effect would prove to be so detri­
mental to the interests of the colony that it woukl 
be wiped out on the fir:-;t change of :Ministrv. 

'l'he PREMIER said that he agreed that the 
matter had been sufficiently discussed. 'l'he JI,m. 
gentleman had stated plainly the pm<ition he took 
up; he considered the proposals of theGovernnwnt 
a repudiation of a rig·ht. The Government did 
not consider them a repudiation of a right. That 
was the difference between them. If it was a 
repudiation of n right, the conduct of the Gov­
ernment was wrong;. but they believed implicitly 
that there was no nght of the kind, and that 
i1!stead of repudiation of the right of an indi­
\"ldual it was a deliberate assertion of the rig·ht 
of the country, as against the unfounded claim 
lately put forward by every pastoral lessee in the 
country, that he Wtts entitled to make freehold of, 
on an average, one-sixth of his estate. Believing 
that, he maintained that they were bound to take 
the course they were doing. 

Mr. MORE HEAD :A maximum of one-sixth. 

The PRE::\IIER said the maximum was one­
sixth, he lmew~four square miles out of every 
block of conntry. The~' believed the clttim wa" 
entirely unfounded :.wd thitt the time had come to 
assert~not to repudiate the right ofttn inrli vidnal, 
but to a'Bert the right of the State. The hon. 
gentleman believed tlmt no such ai'sertion as that 
i'hould be put forward. If that claim had not been 
put forwarcl in the manner in which it had been 
lately, the attention of the country would not 
lHwe been called to it. Many evils slumbered 
until attention was called to them by some 
person attempting to t>Lke undue achantage of 
the facilities granted for working those evils. 
Now, their attention wa" called to that evil, and 
they conceived it to be their duty to stop it. 
'l'hey were now <lealing with it, and whether 
rightly or wron!!lY would be for the future to 
determine. 'rhe hon. gentleman .said he would 
hn.ve preferred to wipe out the 54th clause of the 
Act of 186!) altogether rather than concede a right 
to certain individuak There also, he believed, 
the hon. member was utterly wrong, and for this 
reason : If there were men in the country who 
could fairly say, "\Ve have expended our money 
in uutking· buildings, in 1naking in1provements in 
the country's lanchin the faith that thoseimproye­
ments would belong to us when they were made, 
and it would be unfair to deprive us of the right 
to carry out the expectcction which we formed," 
they should be considered. That was a principle 
of law recognised amongst individuals. If an 
individual, the owner of a ]Jiece of land, allowed 
another to make improvements on that hmd, and 
encouraged the eXjJectation that if they were 
made he could keep them, the law would compel 
the owner of that land to let that man have the 
land if he gave a fair price for it. So that in re­
cognising the claims of those persons who could 
show that they had made improvements on that 
faith, they were not making arry distinction be­
tween classes or repudiating any law, but were 
only giving effect to a recognised law of the 
country governing transactions between man and 
man. That was the concession the Government 
proposed to 1nake on rational, logic~l, and fair 
grounds. That was the position the Government 
occupied in the matter. He thought hon. gentle­
men thoroughly understood it now, and the Gov­
ernment we,j;e prepared to bear the charge of re­
pudiation and to face the possibility of the Bill 
being repealed at an early date, as the hon. m em• 
ber said. 

l\Ir. MOREHEAD said they had just listened 
to the most extraordinary speech that had ever 
been delivered by the Premier or by any .Premier 
in any colony dealing with such a que,tion as 
the present. The hon. gentleman had told them 
that the clause which the Government were 
supporting wM simply recognising the law 
that existed between man and ma,n -that 
was as he put it last night~that certain indivi­
duals had acquired certain moral rights. 'J'he 
hor.. gentleman forgot that the clause which he 
was now so zealously advocating !was" a clause 
substituted for one which would utterly destroy 
any pre-emptive right whatever. He forgot that 
altogether. Where was the law that existed 
recognising the right between man and man 
when he brought in the Gth clause of the pre­
sent measure? When did that new departure 
come upon the hon. member? That 6th clause 
existed when the hon. member brought down the 
Bill, and it existed until within the last few 
day'-i. He again asked the Premier where was 
the consideration of the law which existed 
between man and man when that flth clause 
was introduced? It was one of those sudden 
and wonderful discoveries on the part of the 
Premier which, althot1gh it did not surprise 
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them, at any rate diLl not raise him in the eyes 
of hon. members of that Committee or of the 
people, as a statesman. The hon. gentleman 
came clown with that Bill, and with his heaven­
~Jon; Mini~ter for Lands, to remedy a greilt in­
]ustJct; whJCh the country was suffering under­
the ex1stence of the pre-emptive right. That, he 
had led them to believe, was one of the crreat 
p_rinciples of the Bi!J-the repeal of the pre-';,mp­
tJve nght. What happened then? \Vithin the 
last few days the hon. gentleman hearina- an ex­
!JJ'ession of opinion from bun. m~mbers ~n both 
sides of the Committee that they were in­
disposed to go in for repudiation, di·afted those 
amendments on the principle of giving justice 
between man and man. But where would have 
been the justice between man and man if the 
hon. member h>td had a facile majority at his 
hack to carry the original Gth clause? Thev 
would have heard nothing then of the justice 
between man and man. The hon. member's 
idea of the right and justice between man 
and man was this: that the man who had 
money, and was able to put up improve­
ments, was to have the justice from that 
Liberal Government-the friends of the horny­
handed sons of toil. They were to have 
the justice, and the poor men who were not in 
that poc-dtion were not to receive justice at the 
hands of the Government. A great deal had 
been said about the red line, and it had been 
pointed out that the reason certain leasehDlders 
were included in the leg-of-mutton-shaped sche­
dule w"s that they received special advantages 
and therefore had been specially dealt with 
They should also have been specially dealt with 
in this case. Let that clause, if it was to o-o at 
all-if there was to be repudiation in "'that 
modified form-let it apply to those inside 
the schedule as well as to those outside it. 
That was to say, let the pre-ernpti ve right, 
as it at present existed, exist for those out­
side, and let those inside, the specially 
favoured-if the clause was to go at all-suffer 
also from that modified form of repndiation. 
The hon. the Premier and the Minister for 
Lands, while acting on the ground that those 
inside the schedule had been put in there 
because they were specially favoured, swept all 
others in the same net with them in so far as the 
pre-emptive right was concerned. There might 
be some possible reason why that•might suit 
some capitalists interested, who might possibly 
have made their improvements to such an exteJit 
that they would be able, under that clause, to 
do what was known in 1'\ew South \Vales as 
" peacocking" the country. That was, that 
they might select; the rich man who had an 
opportunity of improving his runs might have 
the opJJ<?rtunity of entirely stopping any prospect 
of selectwn by the people, by selecting himself all 
the water, and such improvements as dams for 
the conservation of water, and so forth ; and he 
might thus prevent settlement upon his run. 
He could understand that very well, but he could 
not understand how a Liberal Government could 
bring in such a measure, or support such a 
clause, which, as he had said ove~ and over 
again, and as other hon. members had also said, 
coul<l only be in the interests of capitalists, 
anrl of the wealthy men and corporations 
who had been enabled to develop their runs. 
He supposed, as they had been told by the 
:Minister for Lands, that the Government would 
not accept any amendments in the clause. 
Though they had accepted an amendment which 
completely altered the complexion of the whole 
measure, they would not consent to any alteration 
in the clause which they had adopted in a way 
that he thought was not at all creditable to 
them. The Premier had said that the clause was 
intendad tG give fair rlay between man 11nd 

man. The whole of his argument tended to 
show that the pre-emptive was justified by a 
man having spent so much money under certain 
circumstances ; yet he had allowed a clause to 
be inserted which did not even give that modified 
justice which he now pretended to affect. 

Mr. STEVE::\'S said that, having ascertained 
that the Government had no intention of 
receiving any further amendments, and seeing 
therefore that it would be a waste of time to go 
on with any, he begged to withdmw the amend-
ment he had moved. · 

Amendment withdrawn accordingly. 

Mr. McWHANNELL said he was not in the 
House when the hon. member for Logan pro­
!Josed his amendment, but he stated previously 
with regard to subsection (b) that he did not move 
an amendment on it, because he wanted to know 
the feelings of the Committee, or at least the 
feelings of hon. members on the opposite side, 
with regard to the clause. Seeing that a few 
members were inclined to give the clause some 
considern-tion, he begged to pl'opose, as an amend­
ment, that the words " before the passing of 
this Act" be omitted, with the view of inse1ting 
" within two years after the passing of this 
Act." He t bought the clause had been dis­
cussed sufficiently to allow hun. m em hers on 
both sides to understand its meaning, and he 
would, therefore, not take up time by spea.ldng on 
it further. 

Mr. MIDGLEY said that on that matter 
both he and other hon. members on that side 
were nnder a misapprehension. To decide that 
pre-emption should be granted, and where im­
provements should be made, was a different 
matter from deciding that it should nut be 
granted except under conditions laid down in sub­
section (a). The hon. memberforRockhampton 
(Mr. Higson), with whom he had had no conver­
sation on the subject, voluntarily, and out of the 
fulness of his heart, told him that he should vote 
against tt~king away the pre-emptive right from 
the srruatters. But what opportunity had they 
had to do so? There was evidently a serious 
misapprehension. · If the matter came to a 
division he should not vote as he did last night. 
He considered that to grant pre-emptions for 
improvements made, and where they were made, 
was a totally different matter from what they 
were discussing now. 

The MIKISTER FOR LANDS said he 
could not accept the amendment the hon. mem­
ber for Gregory had proposed. To fix a period 
of two years would be an element of danger. He 
had pointed out before that pre-emption should 
only exist for a limited time, and, in fact, the 
sooner it was done away with the better for the 
interests of the colony generally. 

Mr. McWHANNELL said he did not think 
the Minister for Lands had taken into considera­
tion the receipt of applications from distant 
parts of the colony. The Bill would probably 
Le passed within two months from the present, 
and as that part which they were now discussing 
would come into force at once, there would 
scarcely be time for applications to come from 
distant parts of the colony. The hon. gentle­
man, therefore, was not giving people in the 
western country time to send applications to 
protect improvements-improvements that might 
have been made for years. He hoped hon. 
members opposite would take that view of the 
case. If there "as any sense of jnstice at all 
they would agree to the amendment, which he 
comidererl was a very reasonable one indeed. 
He had only ao;ked fot• a limited time, an<l he 
thought the ;\1inistet· for Lands might have 
given way, · 
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Mr. \VALLACE said he thought the amend­
ment was a very fair and reasonable one, and 
that MiniRters should give way on the point. It 
was a matter of impossibility for improvements 
to be carried out in the time stipulated-namely, 
six months. It would, he was sure, take fully 
two years to complete the improvements neces· 
sary to comply with the provision. 

The PREMIER said he would point out, in 
respect to what had fallen from the hon. member 
who had just sat down, that his argument was 
based on the idea that improvements were to be 
made for the purpose of securing the land ; 
whereas the Act said that pre-emption was to 
secure the improvemAnts already made. The 
hon. member said it would take two years to 
make the improvements necessary to secure the 
land ; but he (the Premier} was sure they did 
not want to encourage land being secured by 
that means. 

Mr. GOVETT said he should like to ask how 
a squatter was to know where to put improve­
ments so that they would be approved by the 
Government. That was a question to be con­
sidered, supposing they were allowed six months 
or two years. As he understood it, as stated 
in the Act of 1869, it was this : A man had 
the whole term of his lease to make improve­
ments, and after he had made them he had the 
right of applying for land to secure them. He 
should like now to ask, if the time allowed was 
only six months or even two years, how were 
they to proceed in getting the necessary improve­
ments on the exact spot that the Government 
would allow? 

Question-That the words proposed to be 
omitted stand part of the clause-put and 
passed. 

Question-That the new clause as read be 
clause 6 of the Bill-put and passed. 

On clause 7-"Repeal of Acts in second 
schedule"-

The MINISTER FOR LANDS said that the 
clause would require a slight amendment conse­
quent upon the adoption of the last new clause. 
He therefore moved that there be added at the 
end of the clause the words "except in accord­
ance with the provisions of the last preceding 
section." 

Amendment put and passed ; and clause, as 
amended, put and passed. 

Clauses 8, 9, and 10 passed ae printed. 
On clause 11, as follows:-
"There shall be constituted for the purposes of th1s 

Act a board, to be callecl the land board, consisting of 
two fit and proper persons, appointed from time to time 
by the Governor in Council by commission under his 
hand and the GrPat Seal of the Colonv. The board shall 
have and exercise the powers and u duties hereinafter 
prescribed. 

"This section takes effect from the passing of this 
Act." 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS said it was 
pointed out, on the second reading of the Bill, 
that it would be necessary to make some slight 
alteration in the working of that part of the 
measure, and he therefore proposed to insert two 
new clauses after clause 18. The first one read 
as follows :-

Upon the application of any person aggrieved by a 
decision of the bonrd, the Governor in Council may 
remit the matter to the board for reconsideration. 

The board shall thereupon appoint a day fo1· rehear­
ing the matter in open court, and shall proceed to a 
rehearing thereof accordingly. 

'l'he decision of the board on a rehearing shall be 
final. 
The pm·pose of that was to correct any possible 
mistake from any defect in the evidence or the 
inability of the board to come to a satisfactory 
ormclll~ion on ~.ny mattet·, Tbe new cl!'mse 

would enable the boarcl tn reh<>J.r a motion, anrl 
therefore to do justice, which th<ly might not 
have been able to do on the first occttsion. The 
next clause was as follows:-

If the members of the board certify to the }finister 
tha.t they are unable to agree upon any llUestion, the 
question shall be referred to the ::\:1inister for decision. 

Every question referred by the boanl to the .Minister, 
the dcni:;;ion npon which ought to be pronounced by the 
boar<l in open eourt, shall be hrard and determined by 
the ::\iinister sitting in open court at Brisbane, with the 
assistance of the members of the board, and hi:;; decision 
shall be pronounced with the reasons thereof in open 
court. 

The decision of the Uinister shall be final. 
For the purposes of hearing and determining any 

such question the ::\Iinister shall have and may exercise 
the same powers as are hereinbefore conferred uvon 
the board. 
So that in that case the Minister would be em­
powered-if the board intimated their inability to 
determine any question, if they could not. agree 
upon it and referred the matter to hnn-to 
decide the question, and his decision must be 
given in open court in the same manner as the 
decision of the land board had to be given. He 
mentioned that matter now to show how any 
difficulty that might arise through the members 
of the board distLgreeing might be dealt with. 
The board only consisted of two persons, and no 
provision was made in the Bill for any case iu 
which they might not agree. The new clause 
would meet that difficulty. He moved that 
clause 11, as read, "tand ptirt of the Bill. 

The Hox. SIR T. MciLWRAITH said it 
was now six weeks since the Bill was put before 
the country. He knew it was more than a 
month since he had spoken on it, and a good 
many objections were pointed out in various 
clauses in which hon. members on that side 
differed in principle from the poRition taken up 
by the Minister for Lands. He thought the 
Committee had just cause to complain of the way 
in which the amendments of the Minister for 
Lands were actually shied at the Committee. 
The hon. gentleman had had the WPakness in 
clause 11 pointed out to him six weeks ago, and 
had had all that time to deliberate as to what 
remedy he would propose for the deficiencies so 
clearly indicated on the second reading of the 
Bill, and he came down that night and gave them 
the new clauses for the first time. He (Hon. 
Sir T. Mci!wraith} had never seen them before. 
The hon. gentleman said, " \V e will inake a pro­
posal that will make clause 11 more acceptable," 
but he had never given the Committee the 
slightest intimation that he was inclined to move 
an amendment such as he had just read. That 
was not the way an important Bill should go 
through the Committee. As soon as a Minister 
made up his mind on an alteration or addition­
and he ought to make it up as soon as possible­
he should give intimation of the change to the 
Committee. The new clauses were an impor­
tant addition to clause 11, and were brought 
forward without the slightest intimation. The 
messeng·er of the House actually handed 
them round to hon. members as clause 11 
was being proposed. That was just of a piece 
with the amendment that the Committee had 
just dealt with. Abyone who had seen the 
position taken up by the Minister for Lanrls in 
regard to clause G would have said the hon. 
gentleman would never accept an amendment 
on it ; hut an amendment was brought forward 
by the Government themselves, of course under 
the pretence that it was introduced by an inde­
pendent member, altering very considerably their 
own Bill. If the Premier did not see the mis­
take that he wasmakinginconductingtheGovern­
ment business, everyone else in the Committee did. 
Thehon. gentleman was doing everything he coulrl 
todelaythebn~iness, He(Hon, SirT. Mcllwmith) 



796 Crown Lands Bill. [ASSEMBLY.] Oro~vn Lands Bill. 

remembered the JI.!Iini"ter for Lands propounding 
the extraordinary doctrine that he could not see 
how two men could disagree on the bo>trcl. But 
after Hix weeks' deliberation the hon. gentleman 
had come to the conclusion that they might not 
agree, and now propoHed to add t\vo new clanseR 
to the Bill. He (Hon. Sir T. Mcllwraith) 
objected t<> the land board altogether, for the 
reason he gave when he spoke on the second 
reading of the Bill. He believed, himself, that 
centralisation was about the worst fOI"m of 
govern1nent they could have in any conntry. 
They had gone a long· way towards de­
centrali.,atiou when they passed the Divisional 
Bo:"rds Act. He had hoped that their legis­
latiOn would proceed further in the same 
direction, and he thought they had a good chance 
in applying that principle to the l11nd adminis­
tration. He said it was absolutely impossible 
for two comn1issioners, sitting in Brisbane, or 
travelling· all over the colony, to do one tithe of 
the work they would have to do under that Land 
Bill. That they would not do it wa& clear to 
anyone who had read the Bill. He went further 
ccnd said he thoug-ht the country would derive 
great benefit by adopting a system similar to 
that adopted in New South \Vales, and giving 
the people in every district an interest in seeing 
that the lands were well distJOBecl of. There 
had not, in his opinion, ever been passed in any 
of the colonies a measure giving greater facilities 
for dummying than the Bill before the Committee, 
am! he believed the best preservative against 
that evil was to give the people in each district 
the power of dealing-with the lands. They were 
on the spot and were the best judg·es of whether 
applications were bon,[ jide or not. The two men 
who would compose the board would be appointed 
by the Government, and, although it was s>tid 
that they were not to be removable by the Gov­
ernment, they were actually removable by >1 Gov­
ernment when it was strong enough. He did 
not think such a board w>ts a fit instrument to 
work a Bill of that sort. He thought the 
powers given to then1 were far too great. 
He believed that no two men, and no ten men, 
could do the work thrown upon them by the 
Bill. He would propose, therefore, to lighten 
their work by making local land boards, ~here 
the Government would have tl1e power of nomi­
nation, and where the district could also nomi­
nate to a certain extent. He believed the 
(iovernment would preserve their own interests 
in that way, am! the localities could preserve 
theirs. He would prepare an amendment with 
that object. 

The PREMIER said that no doubt it would 
have been more convenient if the amendmenh< 
about to be proposed by the hon. the Minister 
for Lands had been notified to the Committee 
earlier ; but the Government had had to take 
into verv careful and anxious considern.tion a 
great nu "in her of arguments in connection with 
the land bmucl, which lmd been raised during 
the debate on the second reading, ttnd a great 
number of opinions which had been expressed on 
the subject at that time. One opinion expressed 
hy members on both sides, which deserved and 
had received very serious consideration, was 
that there ~houhl be ttn .appeal from the land 
board to the Minister. Another question was 
raised as to the danger of the two members of the 
board disagreeing ; and one of the solutions of 
the difficulty suggested was that there should be 
three imteacl of two. JYiuch might be said in 
favour of that, because then they could always 
be sure of a majority; but, on the other hand, 
there would be less sense of responsibility, as 
each memher would know the other two could 
overrule him. That, too, was considered 
very carefully. Then the qnestion arose, if 
appeal to the Minister were not allowed, 

whether any provi:;ion should be made for 
correcting decisions of the bo:trd which the 
Governn1ent 1night think were p1·imd., fatie 
errmwous. It was all ;·epy well to "'Y that all 
those matters should have be<>n settled weeks 
ago. If they had been, the Committee would have 
received earlier intimation of it; but the mean~ 
by which the Government proposed to solve the 
difficulties which arose were determiner] upon 
only after long deliberation. He did not feel at all 
ashamed that the Government had not seen all 
those difficulties at first. No important measure 
of the kind could be introduced without light 
being thro\Vn upon it, and n1atters for serious 
consideration suggested, dul'ing debate. Errors 
were pointed out which could not have oc­
curred to the six or seven men who set their 
heads together to frame the measure, and so he 
was not in the least ashamed at being able to 
make and agree to amendments in matters of 
that kind. He was very sorry that they had 
not been able to notify to the Committee at an 
earlier period the amendments they proposed to 
make. Passing from that to the suggestion 
made by the hon. leader of the Opposition, 
which he had stated his intention of embodying 
in an amendment- thP formation of local 
boards-the hon. gentleman lutd spoken of that 
during the debate on the second reading, and 
unfortunately it was a matter which he (the 
PrAmier) had forgotten to refer to in his reply. 
He admitted that there were many countries in 
which the system of local land boards would be 
useful; but when they considered the kind of 
tenure proposed to be given by the Bill before 
them he fancied they would see how difficult it 
would be to get suitable persons to perform the 
necessary functions. \Vould they propose a 
jury of pastoral tenants to fix the rents paid 
to the Crown? He did not think that would 
be satisf>tctory. If the rents were to be re­
ceived by the local bmuds for local purposes 
their interests would not conflict with their 
duty ; but to allow the tenants to fix the rents 
and also to assess compensation would hardly-in 
view of the fact that the interest of the tenants 
was to keep their rents. as low as possible and 
their compensation as high as possible-be the 
best means of arriving at satisfactory valuations 
in the interests of the country. He did not 
think the time was ripe in this colony for 
those matters to he dealt with by local 
boards. }~ven in regard to such matters as 
dummying, he doubted very much whether 
they could be best dealt with by local boards. 
The system adopted in this colony, up to the 
present time, of having local courts, presided over 
by the land commissioner, had been found to 
work very well. It was a decentralising system ; 
and evidence was required to be given orally in 
open court, in the presence of the ]JUblic and the 
Press ; so that all the commissioner did was 
clone in the light of day, and could be com­
n1ented upon in case of ttny n1iscarriage of jnstice. 
The (h,vernment proposed to continue that 
system, and the conunissioner would perform >tll 
those functions in his district publicly as hereto­
fore. He did not think it was desirable at 
present, especially at the initiation of a new 
system, to introduce the local land boards. To 
begin with, in many tJartd of the country the 
local board would J1ecessarily be composed of 
pastoral tenants or Government officers. He 
did not think the pastoral tenants would be the 
best persons to entrust with the duty of fixing· the 
rents for themselves or for the grazing farmers 
or agricultural farmers in their clistrictR. He 
was RO!TV he had not said that, as he intended to 
do, when replying to the hon. gentlen!an's Rpeech 
on the second reading ; but he entirely forgot 
to refer to the matter at that time. ·with 
regard to the amendment of the hon. member, he 
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presumed the loca.l boarrls were proposefl as a 
KUbstitute for the commissionerr;. If so it should 
be introduced at a later part of the Bill, t>s it 
would not interfere with the land board. 

The Hox. Sru T. MoiL\YRAITH said he 
gave the Premier and the Government all due 
credit for having deliberated on the chuses of 
the Bill, and htwiug paid the t;reatest attention 
to the NnggestimlH which had been nw.de ; but 
could the hou. gentlein:..tn not ~ee thn,t, if it took 
the Govertnuent Kix ·week::; to cmne to a con­
clnr;ion on facts which htLd been put before 
them, he could not ask the Committee hmriedly 
to pa."K a dnnHe of the Bort now propoHed? 
] f Ol'e they ha.d the (}ovel'lllnent COining for­
\V:\.l'd with whc1l \Vaf' pt·a.ctically a, new Bchmlle, 
meeting Keveml of the objections which htt<l 
heen raised to the Bill. Had the members on 
hi.s side known of those alterationr; before 
the pot:dtion they took up would have been con~ 
siderahly modified. The hem. gentleman had 
not given them any reason why they should not 
have had those amendmer.ts " considerable time 
before. At all events it waR a mbfortune to the 
Comtnittee, and a 1ni~fortune to the Governtnent, 
that they could not put forward their busine"" in 
the practical way in which Governtnent butiiness 
Khould be put forward. The hon. member had 
made a very practical objection to the proposi­
tion to establish locttl boards-that it would 
he a wrong thing for a board of tenants 
to fix their own rents; but he had not the 
slightest intention of delegating to them that 
power, so that that objection went at once. 
rhe other point was that if the principle 
were to be applied in the squatting cli:;tricts it 
would not be a proper thing for tl1e local board 
to consist of squatters, where so much Eqnatting 
land was to be dealt with. His answer to that 
was that surely the Government did> i1ot contem­
plate that it should be applied in squatting 
districts only ! The hon. gentleman was still in 
his cave, looking out of the little hole. He said 
there would be tL larger number of squattages than 
there were before-but still squattages. The 
kind of men he would like to see on the local 
land boards were the men who were elected on 
the divisional boards at· the present time. 
He was ghtd to see squatters take just as 
active a part in it as other men, consistent 
with their various duties ; and in all districts of 
the colony he SloW men of all cJagses coming in 
and assisting on these divi:;ional boards, and if 
they did it in spending what wt1s one-third their 
own money and two-thil·ds Government money, 
surely they could trust them to administer a 
very large portion of the duties connected with 
the administration of the land ! 'fhe duties he 
would prescribe in his amendment would 
consist of a large pOl'tion, which he would 
schedule, of those of the proposed land board, 
btlrring, of course, those which, from the very 
nature of things, they were not competent to 
pBrform, such as fixing their rents. }'allowing 
on that, of coun;e, would be the land board 
over which the Minister for Lands would preside 
in open court. There ought to be a land court 
in Brisbane and the Minister should preside 
there: but that would follow. In the mean­
time he would submit his amendment as a test 
of the principle of local self-government in 
connection with land. He therefore moved that 
all the words in the clause between the word 
"constituted" in the 31st line and the word 
"this" in the 37th line be omitted, with a view 
of inserting the following :-

In ca.eh flistriet. for the Jmrpo:-::e of this Act, a land 
board eon:"'ii:-:tillg- of not le~::; LIIan three nor more than 
t'f\Ycn fit and proper pcr!:'on:<;, to he from lime to titHe 
elc~.;tcfl hy thf' munkipal or rtl\·i~ional ratepayers, a~ the 
ca~e Ulaj' Ue, of each baid dbtrivt in acoonlance witll 
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the regnhLtions preserihed in the schedule of this Act. 
rrhe boa,rd shall have atJd exercise the duties hereim.tfter 
prescribed. 

'The 1\IIJ'\ISTER FOR LANDS said that, 
mnch as he approved of the general principle 
of decentralisation in governn1ent, he certainly 
could not see how such a proposition as that 
made by the leader of the Oppnsiti<m-such a 
curnbl'ous one-could pusHibly work. in any 
district. \Vhere were the men to be got from to 
cnrry out the provisions of n bw of that kind, 
who were rewident in the district and were all 
(lesinmK of obtaining" htnd? E\'en with the divi­
Hional boards it \Va~ one of the great defects of 
the Local Uovet·nuJeut Act tlmt there wa,,, » 
tewleney, in eert:l.in distrietsl f~._•r the lHen who 
1'81-iided in the ueig-hhonring di,-;triet.'-i to get the 
power into their own hmHls. He did not rnenn 
to t'~·.Y th:1t pnwer wn.s ver·y gren.t, because they 
had not very great opportunitie;;. Still it did 
mischief, and if they were allowed to exercioe 
the power that the proposed bo11rd would have 
they would do a very great deal of IEischief. How 
could men in the squatting districts of the 
colony dPal with the squatters' rents and do 
eyerything of that kind 1 \V as it to be done by 
the squatters, or by the storekeepers, publicans, 
auctioneers, and other persons in busines,:.; in 
town? He did not understand whether they 
should be electe'l by the people of the district. 

The Ho)<. Sm T. JIIIciLWRAITH: It says so. 
The MINISTER FOR LANDS said that 

might lead to still greater difficulties. If the 
Government had the nomination of a board of 
three, four, or five, it would possibly be more 
workable and less liable to abuse. 'L'he people 
woulcl have the power within themselves to lJre· 
vent the possibility of any law being carried out 
in its integrity. 'fhey knew that in all country 
districts where there was only a small society or 
community, and men had been elected to do 
work of that kind, they always broke up into 
little cliques. That had always been the case- · 
one set. of men working in one direction and 
another set in another. Considering the tempta­
tions there would be to wrong-doing in the ad­
ministration of the duties of a land board, it was 
altogether too dangerous a power to give. That 
was one of the matters in which centralisation, 
defective as it might be in many respects, was 
most effective ; because it controlled its outside 
dutie,;, and its work was always subject to super­
vision. There was no work done in the board 
office that was free from public inspection. 
They had to give their decic;ions in open court, 
and not as in former times, when the suggestions 
or decisions had to be sent down to the JY[inister 
for approval, and nobody knew anything about 
them except the persons immediately intere,nted, 
and the particulars of which could only be 
known by some hon. member calling for papers 
in the Houoe. In the proposed board, if any­
body objected to the course taken by the com­
missioner, the latter had to give his reasons in 
opGn court. A publicity would be given to the 
board's proceedings which had never hitherto 
existed, and publicity which was impossible to 
many existing divisional boards. In some 
country districts there was no Press, and 
local bodies did pretty much as they liked, 
unless some person took more trouble than 
others, brought to light their wrong-doings, and 
urged the Government to interfere. There were 
instances in which divisional boards had gone to 
the trouble of putting np stockyards in other 
districts for the convenience of travellers from 
their own districts, which was clearly an illegal 
thing to rlo. Still they thought they were doing 
right, and there was nobody to say them nt~y. 
But that was trifling as compared with the work 
the html boarcls would have to do, :md the 
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corrupting influences that would be brought to 
bear upon them. That was enough in itself to 
condemn the amendment. He thoroughly be­
lieved in a hoard constituted as was proposed by 
the Bill, and not open to any influences outside 
their work. To say that all men were open to 
colTlllJting and improper influences was but to 
say that they were human ; but in a posi­
tion where there was positively no temp­
tation to do wrong, even an average man 
would choose the right course, because he 
had nothing to gain by choosing the wrong one. 
Loml bodies, 011 the other hand, were liable to 
all the petty influences which now disturbed the 
ordinary course of justice in matters committed 
to their charge. 

The Hox. Sm T. MciLWRAITH said tlmt if 
the Minister for Lands had looked at the hon. 
member for Bundanba (Mr. Foote), instead of 
looking at him, he would have talked on for 
another half-hour. That hon. member coloured 
up with delight when he heard the Minister for 
Lands repeating the old speeches he himself used 
to make against divisional boards. The hon. 
member had kept up his antipathy to those local 
bodies ever since, and he almost jumped off his 
seat with delight when he heard the Minister 
for Lands running down the best effort at self­
"ovemment that had ever been made in the 
~olon\'. The hon. gentleman had just repeated 
the arguments which the "old fogies," as they 
used to call them, used against the Local Gov­
ermnent Act in 1870. It was then said that 
everything was going to be a failure if the central 
power was taken away from Brisbane. But 
nothing of the kind had happened, and men had 
been found in almost every district of the 
colony capable of managing their local affairs 
a ITreat deal better than ever they were managed 
before. It was quite possible that in some 
nncivi!ised district, known only to the Minister 
for Lands, a divisional board had put up a 
stockyard where it should not have been, but 
the fact remained that it was one of the 
grandest Acts ever passed; and the hon. gentle­
man in opposing the amendment was driven to 
denounce local self-government, and to reproduce 
the arguments that were used years ago by the 
hon. member for Bnndanba. That hon. member 
saw no doubt a glorious vision in the vista of 
the future, of Ip~,'Vich occupying its old posit~on 
-Brisbane havrng the power, and IpswJCh 
swaying Brisbane. He hope~ it would be a long 
time before that state of thmgs recurred, and 
it certainly would be as long as the divisional 
boards lasted ; and it would be put off still 
further if they further developed local self­
government in the way now proposed. The 
hon. gentleman's contention that they could not 
find suitable men for the purpose within the red 
line was not correct, because that part of the 
country already possessed numerous divisional 
boards manned by capable men. He had in­
serted in his proposition that the local board 
should consist of from three to seven mem­
bers and it was competent for the Committee 
to decide upon any particular number. Sup­
]Jose they decided that five should be the number, 
would the hon. gentleman tell him that in each 
of those districts five competent men could not 
be found to perform the rluties required of a local 
hnd board, and men to whose interests it would 
be to perform those dt;ties properly_? . No doubt 
those men would be hable to certam mfluences. 
They would be liable to look after ~heir own 
interests very much, as town councillors and 
members of divisional boards were inclined to 
look after the interests of their particular dis­
tricte. That wa,; one of the weaknetlse,; of 
humanity, but it wa:; no argument againHt local 
self-ITovernment, because if they went to the 
othe~ extreme, and centralised all power in 

the Government, they got the same corrup­
tion at ten times the expense. They could 
balance the possible corruption of a local 
board aiTainst the actual and positive certainty 
of the s.::me kind of corruption in a board con­
stituted as the Bill proposed. The Minister for 
Lands shook his head, remembering no doubt the 
iniquity of the divisional board that had Pt;~ up 
the stockyard in the wrong place. ~e (Hon. _S1r T. 
Mcilwraith) would rather have h1mself patd the 
£10 that that structure no doubt cost than allow 
a thing of that sort to stand as a tangib~e obs~t:uc­
tion in the path of the hon. gentleman s pohtJCal 
education. But no doubt the hon. gentleman 
would now have better views on the subject, 
especially if he kept out of the company of the 
hon. member for Bundanba. 

Mr. FOOTE said he fully endorsed all that 
the Minister for Lands had said. 'l'he pro­
posed local boards would. J;l~ elected by the 
very same people as. the d1 VJsiOmJ:l J;mu·ds, and 
consquently they mtght expect s~nular results 
from their labours. The expenence of the 
Minister for Lands with regard to divisional 
boards had evidently been the same as his <?wn. 
The hon. gentleman had not merely dnven 
around Brisbane, where there were a few good 
roads but he had gone into the country; and 
whoe~er had gone i1;to the co_untry must. have 
had the same practiCal expenence as hnnself 
(:'IJ:r. ]'oote). He approved of t~e principle of 
local self-government, so far as thts : that It was 
a good thin" for a body of people to be able to 
ITovern the,';1selves. The system was especially 
~ood for the Government, because when the 
l~overnment had sole control over all parts of the 
colony ureat ravaues \Vere n1ade in the revenue, 
and th.;'y must ha~e felt the burden very much. 
In that sense the move was a good one ; that 
was to say, ~ransferring the responsibility fr?m 
off the Government to the people, and enablrng 
them to tax themseh·es, say one-third, while the 
Government gave them two-thirds. But he 
should be very sorry to see the lands of 
the colony placed in similar hands. Of 
course, if it could be shown that then; could 
be boards established throughout the different 
districts of the colony that would work well, 
and have that decentralising effect which they 
would all like to see brought "'bout as much ~s 
possible, it might possibly answer. But for h1s 
own part he could not see how the system wo~1ld 
work. He was quite delighted with the allusiOn 
that had been made by the hon. the leader of 
the Opposition, to the fact that he (Mr. Foote) 
had in his hon. friend the Minister for Lands, a 
o-entJeman who had the same experience as himself, 
~nd held the same opinion as he did with rell"ard 
to their system of local government. He htghly 
approved of the new clause introduced )'>Y the 
Minister for Lands. It was one of the pomts he 
contended for on the second reading of the Bill, 
because he could not see how the measure 
would work without having some court of 
appeal. The amendment cleared up that 
point ; but he could not at present see how 
the land boards proposed by the hon. the 
leader of the Opposition woul~ work. Perhaps ~s 
the discussion went on light tmght dawn upon Ins 
mind; but holding the opinion he did, andseein!), 
as he had already stated, that the boards, lf 
elective must be electedhythesatne people-that 
they wr;uld be constituted of the same class of 
men and the same class of intelligence as the 
divisional boards-he should very much fear to 
see such power placed in their hands. 

Mr. AROHEU said he wtts not at all surprised 
t" hear the Rpeech just made by the hon. member 
fnt' Bundanba. Although that hon. member 
represented the electorate of Bundanha, he was 
a resident of Ipswich ; and for many years the 
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representatives of that place used to be called the 
pets or the darlings of the Government. They 
posse><sed such power in the House before the 
divisional boards were established, that they had 
things all their own way, and it was therefore 
not surprising that they should see no benefit in 
divisional boards, when by their establishment 
they had ceased to have the power of diverting the 
revenue of the whole of Queensland into their own 
district, and found that they were limited to their 
own means to a great extent for local purposes. 
He remembered, the first session he was in the 
House, that nothing disgusted him more th~.n 
the long discussion that took place on roads 
and bridges. A very distinguished gentleman, 
who had made a name for himself since then­
lVIr. George Thorn-entered the House at the 
"ame time, and he actually kept the whole 
House for an hour talking about some beastly 
place near Ipswich called "the Leg-of-mutton 
vV aterhoie," that he wanted drained. On that 
occasion they found the whole Assembly of the 
Parliament of Queensland discussing some defect 
about a paltry waterhole near Ipswich, which 
it required the whole intellect of the colony 
to remedy. Of course those hon. gentlemen, 
who were accustomed to that sort of thing, 
saw no benefit whatever in divisional boards; 
but those who were not the pets, but the step­
children, of the Government, saw very great 
benefit in those boards. They were able to 
spend their own funds and to get a fair share of 
what was going as well. He denied in toto that 
the divisional boards had been a failure. They 
might, perhaps, have led to less money being ex­
pended in. the districts about Brisbane, but they 
had certamly led to great benefit to the people. 
The revenue hacl been very properly adminis­
tered in must cases. He knew that under the 
Gogango Divisional Board, in his district, they 
had more roads made and more bridges con­
structed than they ever had before; and they 
had not even applied to the Government for a 
loan to carry out those works. He therefore­
not having been a petted child of the Govern­
ment, as the people of Ipswich were in clays 
gone by-felt that the divisional boards had been 
of enormous benefit to that part of the country 
in which he resided. And he would say 
further that the people ;-at all events in most 
cases that he knew of-he did not speak of any 
others ;-should not be spoken of in the 
way they had been by the member for 
Dundanba, who said that the proposed land 
boards would have to be elected by people 
possessing the same class of intellect as the 
people who elected the divisional boards. 
\Vhat class of people were elected in this part 
of the colony he could not say; but the hon. 
member for Fortitude Valley appeared to be a 
very shrewd man, and a man who would bring 
common sense to bear if appointed on a land 
board instead of a dh·isional board. He did 
not know many other l:nen who took part in the 
working of the divisional boards about Brisbane, 
but he knew that in a great many districts there 
were remarkably good divisional boards who 
administered the funds of the divisions, not only 
jtmtly, but with economy and good sense, and 
had given to the people much better roads than 
they would have had if they had remained 
under the old system. The Minister for Lands 
had spoken of the divisional boards as having 
made a great many mistakes. He (Mr. 
Archer) would not say that they had not made 
mistakes; but he questioned very much whether 
they had made more mistakes, or committed 
more blunders, or expended more money use­
lessly, than the department did before they 
took over the work. \Vas it an improvement, 
or was it not, that the work had been taken out 
of the hands of the Government and put into the 

hands of the people? That was really where the 
question came in. Hon. members on that side of 
the Committee did not believe that the adminis­
tration of the Bill should be left to the board as 
proposed by the Minister for Lands. They did not 
suppose for a moment that if the bllard was 
elected it would be faultless ; but they did 
believe that, from the local knowledge those 
boards would possesc, there would be far fewer 
faults committed than if the board was a 
centralised power in Brisbane. That was to say 
that it would be in the case of the puL!ic 
lands as was now the case with the roads 
of the colony.-that the law could be adminis­
tered by the people who were cognisant of the 
district in which they were working, and that 
they would not only carry it out with far less 
cost to the Government, but would tend to 
decentralise the great and growing department 
of the Minister for Lands. In fact it would be 
a school for educating people into looking after 
the business of the country, which was prac­
tically their own business. He insisted, there­
fore, that an elective board of the kind proposed 
would be the most suitable thing to introduce, 
particularly in a measure like the one under 
discussion, which was a completely new de­
parture in the administration of the Lands De­
partment. "\.s for saying- that there was not 
intellect enough to be found in the different 
divisions to carry out the Act, that was not for a 
moment to be thought of. He was sure there 
was plenty of intellect to be found there, quite 
equal to the average intellect of members of that 
House. But he would ask the Minister for Lands 
how were the people interested to decide the rent? 
The hon. member for Mulg;ave said distinctly 
that another clause would have to be added 
defining the power of the board, if the Bill was 
to be administered by them; and he especially 
mentioned that the rent would not be one of the 
things they would have to settle. He under­
stood the hon. member for Mulgrave to say that 
there would have to be a clause stating distinctly 
the work that would be given to the boards to 
fulfil, and that the assessment of rates would 
certainly not be one of them. He did not say 
the boards ought to have that power, but as. 
much of the administration of the Bill as could 
possibly be left in the hands of local people 
ought to be so left. It would not only relieve 
the department of an immense amount of work, 
but it would probably enable them to administer 
the Bill a great deal better than if it were kept 
in a centralised department. 

The COLONIAL Tl~EASUREH said that 
the hon. member's eulogy of local boards was a 
key-note which furnished a valid objection 
to the amendment of the hon. member for 
Mulgrave. He did not propose to enter into any 
discussion of the merits of local boards, but 
would merely observe en P''"""nt that what­
ever excellence they might have shown up to 
now had been chiefly exhibited through a very· 
liberal lubrication by the Treasury. The hon. 
gentleman (Mr. Archer) seemed entirely to 
ignore the fact that boards, in their initiatory 
works, had been very largely subsidised bv the 
Government, both by a liberal endowment and by 
the fact that they had been treated liberally in 
the wtty of loans. The boards had, therefore, at 
the outset of their career been largely lubricated 
by the Treasury; so thttt hon. members should 
not foro;et, whatever excellence boards might 
have exhibited, it was chiefly due to the 
large amount of money with which they had 
been as5isted ; and, as far as his observation 
went, he thought that divisional boards showed 
a great desire to increase their applications 
to the Treasury. He took it that in the amend­
ment proposed by the hon. member for 1\lul­
grave, giving them opportunity to make a still 
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further demn,nd on the Tre<1SUr:>", they were in 
effect creating a spirit of hunger for a portion 
l'lf the consolidated revenue of the colony which 
was obtained from their public lands. He 
thought decentralisation would be extended to 
the Treasury ; and, h.tving once allowed them 
to deal with the public lands, the next phase 
would be that they would make applications to 
the Treasury to administer the revenue derived 
from those lamb. He certainly objected to 
tl1<1t at the out:;et, am! he trnstecl thm e was no 
intention to divert from tlw consolidatmlrevenne 
the very large auwunt of an1nwJ hH_:mne which 
wa,s derived front their real estate. Eve11 it there 
were no other objections tu the cstabli.-;hiu~ of 
i1w~e provincia1 Umu·J:-;, in connection with the 
lands of the colony, he Ha.w this grase nl Jjt~ction 
lomning in the future, that once hasing entnu;ted 
them with the administmtion, the absorption by 
them of the bud reYenne of the colony would 
snrely follow. 

:vir. lVIOHEHEAD said that he objected to 
hurried amendments, whether they came from 
one side of the Committee or from the other, 
and he most distinctly objected that they should 
have a new surprise sprung on thern that night 
by the l\Iinister for Lands. No sooner had the 
amendment proposed by the hon. member for 
Stanley (:\lr. Kellett) been disposed of, than 
another new amendment was placed before them. 
He asked the GoYernment whether that was 
fair play, and whether it was a nice way to deal 
with such a large public question as that of 
the public lancb of the colony. They had had 
no indication from the l\linister for Lands of his 
intention to bring in snch an mneuchnent, nor 
did he indicate in any way that he would shift 
from the position he had taken up. The hon. 
gentleman told them a short time ago that 
he had put his foot down and that he would 
accept no further amendments ; yet, within a 
few minutes of having made that assertion, he 
consented to an muendment \vhich wm; a great 
deviation from the principle contained in the 
original Bill. As fnr as the new clause of the 
Bill-to follow clause lR-wa:; concerned, it 
might be best described as an appeal from 
Philip drunk to Philip sober. The new clause 
was that-

" Upon the applicntion of any person aggrievec1 by a 
decision of the board the Governor in Council may 
remit the matter to tho boal'cl for reeonsideration. 

"'l'he board to> hall thereupon appoint a day for re­
hearing the llUtt.tcrin open eourt, and shall proeeed to 
a. rehearing thereof a(~eordingl~·. 

"'rho decision of the board on a rehearing shall be 
1inal." 
It meant that they were to send back to those 
who had come to a decision, and ask them 
whether they adhered to that decision, and if 
they said "Ye:;'' it was final. He objected that 
hon. members should be treated in that way. 
A measure to deal with the public lands of the 

"colony should have been brought up as a well­
conceived and intelligible scheme. Yet night 
after night, and hour after hour, they had certain 
surprising a1nendn1ents sent in, and one of the 
consequent results was that a hurried amendment 
had to be drafted by the hnn. leader of the 
Opposition. 

The PREMIER: Why? 
Mr. l\IOREHEAD : Because this was only 

put into our hands half-an-hour ago. · 
The PREl\liEH: The amendment has nothing 

whatever to do with that. 
Mr. MOHEHEAD: The Premier, surely, could 

not have read even the clauses that were contained 
in the Bill, or he would have known that the 
amendment of the lea<ler of the Oppo:;ition did 
deal with it >es much as the new clause dmdt 
with the powers of boards. He rlid n"t say 
that he wa:, at all in accord with the principle uf 

divisional boards as applied to those boards, 
any more than he believed in the principle that 
wa,g contained in Part II. of the admin­
istration of the Land Bill. He was a believer 
in neither one nor the other, and he thought, 
seeing that they had come to a definite con­
chudon-!3o far as that Cmnmittee was concerned 
-as regarded the first portion of the Bill, they 
shoul<l ha\'e time to comider amendments that 
were pbced in their hmtds only half-an-hour 
before; they should ha ,.e time to fully consider 
the effect of tho~e amendments, before they 
slwnld be ; sked to go on with a Bill which was 
one of JJ~;_tte1·in,l iluporbtnce to the Golony, and 
which slwnhl not l>e allowed to lle hurried on, 
He tnLste<l tlwt the lwn. Premier or the hem. 
:\linister in charge of the Hill would see their 
\V<ty to adjonrn. }{e W[L~ not prepared to discuss 
that nig-ht--auclHutny other lwn. n1mnbers vvm·e 
not-the CJ1lestinn a:;· to whether the board should 
be elected on the di' isional board principle. It 
was a very broad and big question which had 
been opened out by the leader of the Opposition, 
and on(that should be fully ccmsidered, and on 
which no hurried decision should be arrived at. 
He hoped the Minister for Lancls would see his 
way to move the Chairman out of the chair, since 
he had ~;ucceeded, at any mte, in getting through 
ten clauses of the Bill, with which he should be 
satisfied. 

The PREMIER sn,id that, if anyone had 
rea;cn to complain, they might complain that the 
importa,nt amendment of the hon. member for 
Mulgrave had not been circulated. He did not 
complain, however, because, from the speech of 
the hon. member on the second reading, he 
nnclerstood that he would propose such an 
amendment in regard to local board:;, They all 
knew that the question of the land board was to 
be discw;sed that day, but no one had given notice 
of amendments, nor had any been proposed by 
the GoYernment in that clause. In order that 
hon. members might be in JHlSsession of the 
matmed views of the Govemment, amendments 
were printed and circulated before they came to 
the time for inserting them. One question to be 
determined on the clause \ms, whether two, or 
three, members should comprise the board. If the 
amendment of the hon. member for lVlulgrave 
were negatived in its present form they would be 
precluded from further discussion on the clause, 
which would be unfortunate. \Vith regard to 
local boards, he did not see any reason why they 
should not now discuss what was discussed on 
the second reading. He failed to see any 
analogy between divioional boards for local tax­
ation and supervising local public works, and the 
administration of the public estate. In one case 
the members of the board were more individually 
interested than anybody else; they were mind­
ing, in fact, their O\Vn busine~s, or the business 
of those who selected them from their number; 
but in the case now proposed, the members of the 
board were not appointed to mind their own 
business, but to administer the general estate of 
the country, ·which was a financial businet:s to a 
great extent. He did not see any better 
reason for local boards administering land 
laws than the Customs' laws. The country 
was to receive .a certain revenue frmn cer­
tain property, in the one case imported, 
and iu the other, property which was already 
in the country and required to be utilised. 
The persons who paid money were not the 
proper persons to say how much they should 
pay, and in the same way those who received 

1 money were not the persons to determine how 
much they should receive. They were not the 
proper functions for local boards. \Vhat then 
was left for the local boards to do-unless they 
were to in\·estigate ca:-;es of alleged durrnuying, 
or make reconnnendation' to the Government 
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with regarc1 to putting land up for selection? 
He did not see what else there would be for them 
to do, aiHl he did not think such a board would 
be a desirable tribunal to determine cases of 
alleged <lurnmying, which should be determined 
by someone in the nature of a judge. At present 
it was done by the Commis'lioner. In the 
term "dummying" he included any acquisition 
of land in violation of the law. If there were 
local boards, there would be a large number of 
persons disqualified from acting on them. Both 
pastoral tenants and selectors should, he thought, 
be disqualified ; and if the pastoral tenants 
and selectors were disqualified there would be 
few left. In some parts of the colony people 
might be found qnalified and willing to do a Yery 
large amount of the work-1Joople who might be 
:ts competent :1,s the members of the board 
themselves; but in the intedor of the colony, 
where settlmnent was only beginning, nnd where 
the paot<>ml tenants 'md selector:< wonld 1 1e 
delmrre<l bccmme they were interested for 
varions reasons, there wonld be no one left but 
the inhabitants of small towns, who would not go 
in the face of the persons from whom they got 
their living. It seemed to him that those objec­
tions were quite sufficient to condemn any 
local administration of the Land Act in the 
colony of Queensland at the present time, 
even if there were any analogy between 
the administration of local affairs, such as 
roads and bridges, and the administration of 
the public estate or the collection of the public 
revenue -because the Dill was to some extent a 
revenue Bill. It dealt with the manner in 
which the State was to be remunerated for the 
use of its property, and he did not see that local 
bodies were proper persons to be entrusted with 
that important function. 

The Ho}<. Sm T. MciLvVllAITH said it was 
a great deal more than a revenue Bill. That was 
not the prinutry object of the measure. He 
believed the object of a Land Bill was to settle 
people on the land, and there was not a better 
means of preventing the eYils which had hitherto 
existed under the land laws than the local land 
court. The court over which the JVIinister pre­
sided wonlcl be able to appeal to the local courts 
for the facts of any case which might come up 
for decision. He did not want the local court to 
fix the rent, but to decide on all questions con­
nected with the right administration of the lands 
in their particular district ; and there were no 
rnen nwre capable of giving the infonnation re· 
quired thau the men intereotetl. The Premier 
sttid that pastoral lessees and selectors would 
have to be excluded from local courts; but 
he thought they would be the most valuable 
members, and he would only exclude them from 
deciding any case in which they were personally 
interested. They knew that there were people 
in each district who could materially assist the 
Government in seeing that settlement took nlace 
according to the land laws of the colony ;. and 
that with far stricter conditions than were now 
proposed they had failed to do so up to the pre­
sent time. They should therefore have local 
land boards who would control the wrongful 
acquisition of both leases and the fee-simple of 
Crown lands. The hon. gentleman complained 
that he had not caused his amendment to be 
printed. 

The PREMIEll: I did not complain. 
The Hox. Sm T. MciLWllAITH said he 

aclmitted that it would be better to haYe it in 
print, and not only that, but also the clauses that 
would follow-namely, the clauses defining the 
dutie' of the loc>tl land board under the Land 
A_ct .. That he. v.;as perfectly prepare.d to do. 
He chd net th m;r they could fully discuss the 
matter until tho.';e dnti%\\'ere defined; and before 
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the matter came before the Committe: again he 
would have them circulated among hon. membe s. 
·what the Premier said astotheamendmentsofthe 
Minister for Lands being amendments to follow 
clause 18 was quite correct, but they could not 
properly discuss clause 11 without considering 
them. He did not want to prevent discussion 
now, nor did he want the Committee to rise before 
a reasonable time, but he thought they should 
not come to a decision upon the question of the 
board until his amendments and the amend­
ment of the Minister for Lancls had been longer 
in the hands of hon. members, and until they 
had had an opportnnity of carefully considering 
them. He might say that he did not regard the 
Bill in the same way as the Minister for Lands 
did-as n party question at all. He thought it 
was a matter npou which they might all join in 
]looking out for the interests of the colony, and 
he did not care whether, if hi:; amendments 
came to n. division, he shol!lcl be left sit­
ting by himself ; "'t all events he thought 
they were worthy of serious consideration. lie 
knew that in another colony, where they had 
been discussing a Land Act for, he thought, 
about eighteen months, they had adopted a 
svstem almost similar to that which he pro­
r)osed. He would go further, and say that it 
was exactly the same as in New South vVales, 
if that colony had got to the same degree of 
civili><ttion in the matter of local sel£-govern­
ment as they had in Queensland. 

The pgE:MIEH. said he laboured under the 
disadvantage of not having seen the hon. mem· 
ber's amemlment, thongh it had to some extent 
been explained. So far as he understood it from 
the hon. gentleman's last speech, the local 
boards were not intended to supersede the land 
board. Bv the way in which he moved the amend· 
ment he thought they were to supersede the land 
board altogether. 

The HoN. Sm T. l\iciLWl"tAITH: No. 
The PH.EMIEll said if the hon. member 

desired that there should be local land boards 
for certain specified purposes, his amendment 
should, if he might suggest to him, come 
in still in that part of the Bill, but after the 
clauses dealing with the land board; and should 
either be in substitution of the clauses dealing 
with the commissioner, or as additional machinery 
for the administration of those clauses. As he 
understood the hon. gentleman, the land board 
would exist whether there were local boards or 
not. He had not seen the hon. gentleman's 
complete scheme, but, if he understood him 
aright, his a111endments should follow clause 18. 

The Hox. Sm T. MciL vVnAITH said it was 
not his intention to curtail the land board in 
any way, as put forward in clause 11. The local 
land boards would perform a large number of 
the functions of the land board, as described in 
that Bill, and if his scheme was adopted the.re 
would be a court over which the Minister would 
nreside. 
• The PllEMIEll : How is the land court to 
be constituted? 

The HoN. Sm T. MciLWRAITH : The 
Minister sitting in open court, and performing 
his functions in open court on information 
supplied to him by the local land board. He 
knew the hon. gentleman would see an immense 
amount of good in that when he considered jt. 
The great point he wanted to get at was this : In 
all their previous land laws they had never tried 
to bring· the local knowledge of the district to 
bear upon the Land Minister. They had known 
pnblic opinion to be directly oppo,ed to the ad­
ministration of the Land Acts in particular dis­
tricts; bnt though it was against the interests of 
that particular dbtrict, it was lawful, and was al­
lowed to g0 on. Th,>,t sort ofthingwo1Jlcl be stopped 
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by the syitem he proposed. What he believed 
in was getting the best form of settlement for 
each particular district, and unless they enlisted 
the people of the district themselves they could 
not possibly attain that settlement. It was in 
that particular he wished to get the assistance of 
the Government. ·what the local land board 
miooht do would be to prevent land being unduly 
and unlawfully got, or against the provisions 
of the Act, and he believed that they would be 
found to be the best assistance the Government 
could have in the administration of the Act. If 
the Government believed that, then they would 
adopt his amendments. He would, at all 
events, have his amendments printed, including 
the clauses defining the functions of the land 
board: 

Mr. KATES said they had done a good deal 
of work that evening, and had got over the~ 
pons asinorwn of the Bill. They had now two· 
amendments placed in their hands, on very 
short notice, and as they were important 
amendments he thought the Minister for Lands 
would do well to adjourn the discussion at that 
stage, and allow them time to consider the 
amendments. 

Mr. P ALMER said he also thought it was 
po5sible to have too much of a good thing. He 
was quite exhausted by the work they had 
done that evening. The struggle of the Pass of 
Thermopylre was litera,lly carried out by the 
minority fighting the majority that evening, and 
being at last obliged to give way. He thought 
the Minister for Lands would do well to give 
them time to study the amendments he had 
proposed, and the amendments of the hon. the 
leader of the Opposition, which they had not 
even seen yet. 

Mr. JORDAN said he thought it would facili­
tate the discussion upon the Bill if they 
adjourned at that stage. The amendments 
which had been proposed were very important, 
and would require very careful consideration, 
and he did not think they would forward matters 
by any further discussion that evening. 

On the· motion of the MINISTER FOR 
LANDS, the House resumed. The CHAIRMAN 
reported progress, and obtained leave to sit 
again. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciLWRAITH asked if 
the Government had made up their minds what 
business they would take next week? 

The PREMIER saicl that on Tuesday "'nd 
'Wednesday they would take tbe Land Bill. 
'l'hey would see to-morrow whether they would 
sit on Monday. 

Mr. CHUBB said he would draw the attention 
of the Minister for Lands to something that had 
just struck him in section 8, which they had. 
passed. The proviso said that deeds of grant 
were subject to reservations and conditions 
provided by the Act. On looking into the Bill, 
he saw that there were no reservations and con­
ditions in it. 

On the motion of the MINISTER FOR 
LANDS, leave was given to the Committee to 
sit again to-morrow. 

AD.TOUTI:N~IENT. 

The PREMIER, in moving the adjournment, 
said that, if possible, after the private business 
to-morrow, they would go on with the Defence 
Bill, which would stand at the head of the 
paper. 
· The House adjourned at five minute• to 10 
o'clock. 




