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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 
1'uesd"y, 7 Octo~er, 1884. 

Que~tion.- :notion !or Adjourmnent.·- }laryboroug·h 
School of Arts Bill~third reading.-Se:-;:',ional Order. 
-Crown Lands Bill-conunit.tee.--}Ie~~age.s from the 
Legislative Council.--_\.djournment. 

The SPEAKER took the clmir :et half-paRt 
3 o'clock. 

Qt'ESTIOX. 
}lr. KOUTO:'\ a"ked the Colonial Tre:t,nrer~-­
r,..; it tho intention of I he (iOVI'rnmcnt to ~tsh: the 

Jloltl-e .thh- t'P~~>~lon to rrovir](} a. h1tln of money for 
rJoopi3UJU:) the ".\arrow;;' u~ti\!;6ll rvrt Cu .. rt.:.~ a.ud 
Jl:•.I'>J6l Ilay: 

'fhe COLONIAL THEASUHER (Hon. J. R. 
Dickson) replied-

'rhe matter is at present under the conf:)ideration or 
the Government. 

MOTIO~ l<'OR ADJOUHNME~T. 
1Ir. KATES said: Mr. Speaker,-! rise to 

call the attention of hon. members to a very 
important question in connection with the ter­
rible accirlent which occurred at Darm, near 
Oxley, a few days ago. My own impression b 
that the time has arrived when a double line 
of railway should be laid down between Ipswich 
:md Brisbane to meet the increasing traffic 
between those town'. If we look at the traffic 
returns printed last week in the Courier, we find 
th>tt there is an increase of more than £20,000 in 
the railway revenue of the Bouthern and Wes­
tern Railway-an increase equal to about £80,000 
per annum. Looking at the returns for last 
week, as compared with the returns for the cor­
responding week of 1883, we find an increase of 
J::2,7GO on the Southern and Western Railway, or 
:m increase at the rate of £140,000 per annum. This 
railway has returned more than twice as much 
already than the increase on all the other rail­
w:.ys in the colony. The Central Hail way shows 
an increttsc of £1,000 as compare<! "ith 1883, 
the ::\:[arybm-ongh Hailway :tn increase of £300, 
the Xorthern line £127, and the Bnnchcbcrg line 
£27, which altogether doe" not amount to more 
than half the increase on the Southern and 
vVesternRailway. lnthefaceofthesefacts I think 
it would be desirable to have a second line laid 
down between Ipswich and Brisbane to meet the 
largely increasing traffic on the Southern and 
Western Railway. I think there should also 
be another line from Ipswich to the Darling 
Downs, by way of "'arwick. This question was 
before the House two or three years ago, and I 
am pleased to see that the hon. leader of 
the Opposition, as well as the hon. member for 
Townsville and the late hon. member for Stanley 
(:\Ir. P. O'Sullivan), have expressed themselves in 
f:wourof such a second line. lam sure the opinion 
of these gentlemen should be considered of some 
value. By opening a second line the exbting 
traffic coming down by Toowoomba would be 
greatly relieved. It would also open a lar!)e 
agricultural district above and below the Mam 
Range; it would shorten the road to Sydney 
by four or five hours, and would also secure 
to us a border traffic from the southern portion 
of the colony. \Ve know that New South 
vV ales is about to borrow large sums of 
money, and a great deal of this money will be 
expended in making· railways to reach our 
southern borders. In connection with this acci­
dent I may as well say that the station-master, 
:Mr. Bunting, had very onerous duties to per­
form. I have been informed that he had no less 
than thirty-three trains to look after every day. 
He had from 6 o'clock in the morning to 10 
o'clock at night to attend to these duties. He 
had to attend to the ticket-office, and to the re­
ceipt and discharge of ~oods, as well as the thirty­
three trains daily, beskles specials. I think that, 
considering he has only been receiving £165 a 
year for the last seven years, while he has been 
stationed at Oxley, and was one of the most 
efficient, sober, and obliging servants in the de­
partment, mme consideration ought to be shown 
him by the Go•·ernment in connection with this 
accident. I have also been informed that this 
special goods train had only been running once a 
week for the last four weeks. }'or the first two 
weeks it ran every Friday ; during the third 
week it was cancelled ; and rlnring the fourth 
week it was re"1med again. However, my chief 
object in risiu,; io tn ca11 the llttention of the 
Government. t0 l,hc UC.C('c,::-ity fer a douhlti lin~ 
~twOfJu Bd•balla ii.Ud Ipuwich, •ud beL;H-u 
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Ipswich and the Darling Downs, to relieve the 
increasing traffic on the Southern and vV estern 
llailway. ·with these rernarkH, I beg to move 
the adjournment of the House. 

The MIKIS'rER FOR WOHKS (Hon. vY. 
Miles) said : I greatly regret the sad accident 
which took place last week ; and I believe the 
same feeling is entertained by the members of 
the community. and also by the members of this 
House. I lmrdly think that this is the proper 
time tn discuss the railway policy in regnrd to 
what railways shall be carried to the D•wling 
Downs. I simply say that I rPgret the accident, 
and that so far back as April last the Traffic 
Depart1nent \Vas instructed to rnakearrangmuent~ 
for the adoption of the staff and ticket systems. 
l<,rom time to time I have impressed this on the 
department, but the Traffic J\lanager has been 
engaged in preparing a time-table to allow 
trains to run through from Brisbane to ::\1itchell, 
:md, until that is completed, arrangements 
cannot be carried out for running trains on the 
staff system. I was not aware that the"e 'pecial 
trains were running at all, and I have always 
discouraged them in every posHible way. How­
ever, I have given instructions that a. Jn:tgis­
Lerial inquiry shall be heltl. T think that 
is better tlmn that 1t11 in<1niry should lw held 
by the departlllent. ln that way the matter 
will be thoroughly investigated; ;;nd who· 
PYer is to bla.nH! will have to take. the con­
t'eqnencel'-i. _ I 1nay further jnfurn1 hon. lHP.tTl­
bers that 1 have received a telegram to the 
Affect that all those injured by the accident are 
progressin;;- favourably, with the exception of 
:\[r. Brown, the dyer. I have no desire to attach 
any blame to anyone at present. It should be 
understood that when the staff and ticket HVstems 
are in trod need there will be considerable "delay ; 
but the public had better put up with dehty than 
have accidents. I may add that it i8the intention 
uf the Government to make arrangements for the 
emmtruction of a double line uetween Brisbane 
and Ipswich. 

Mr. BEA1'TIE said: I take this opportunity 
of asking the JYlini,;ter for \'forks or the ({overn­
ment if their attention lms lwen called to a letter 
which appears in to-day's Uuw·ia. It contains 
most extraordinary charges against the Railway 
Department; and, if true, I think it is the duty of 
the :\linister to have an in<]niry into the matter 
at once. 'rhe letter is signed, "Harry \V. B<'ll, 
la.te a::;sistant station¥Inaster, '1\.)owooinba,." The 
eharges are of such a character that I am eure 
the head of the department will not be doing his 
dnty to the public if an inquiry is uot made at once. 
The gr~l\·e nature of these ch~uge:-; against :-;mne 
oftieial in the department m»kes it twcessnry, for 
the satisfactinn of the trnvelling public. that such 
:m iwjuiry should be made, especially when 
the letter i,; coupled with the very calamitou,; 
:tccitlent that took place last week. I will not 
trouble the House with readiug the letter, because 
I presume every hnn. member has read it. I 
will just say that I believe when charges like 
these are brought against a public servant im­
mediate steps should be taken to refute them. 
[f there is any truth in them, then surely the 
sooner we clear out some of these officials the 
better. 

Mr. BAILEY : There is one thing I should 
like to mention in connection with this rail way 
accident. The poor fellow who was killed diotl 
at his post, doing his duty, as he said with 
his laHt breath, and he has left a wife and 
family. I do not think that widow and those 
"hi!d1·en shonld now be depencl<mt on puhlic 
eharity ; and I shonld like to hem· from the 
~\Hnister for \York' whether it is intenc\ed that 
some immediate pr•JVision sh;dl be made fnr them 
by tbe Gov-erumen~. I thluk when iL oublio 

servant dies under such circumstances that that 
is a debt of honour which the Government owe 
to his family. The1·eis another point in connection 
with milway nmnagement which I will notice. I 
find that at some et>etions on the Sandg>ete line 
men are emj>loyed as station-masters, having 
to check the entry and departure of every 
train, from sixteen, to eighteen hours a day, 
daring seven davs a week. Certainly tb:tt 
ought not to be allowed. It is not pos­
sible for any rnan, yea,r after year, tn porfortn 
duty during froru Hixteen to eighteen hours out 
of the twentv-four; on some occasion he will 
fail in his dt1ty, and I therefore say it h; too 
much to expect from any man. I think tbat the 
working hours should be more moderate, and 
that men should not be called upon to do what 
really no man ought to Le expected to do. 

'rhe PREMIER (Hon. S. W. Griffith) said: 
The Minister for Works when he snoke had 
not, he believed, read the letter to which the 
hon. memLer for Fortitude Y >elley has referred. 
That letter appears to be an attack on the 
Traffic Manager. I had not seen it myself 
either. I find it conta,in;; chargeH against an 
officer which ::;emn to require inYestigntion. 
. \..s far as I ea.n ntake out~ the writer wa,..:; di~­
Jui~sed hy thP Traffic !\[a.nager--for what rea~ 
:--;on T do not know. The (}o\·ernruent e~tnnnt, 

1 at a mon1ent\.; notice, give <tn explanation in 
re,;pect of a matter of that sort. As for the 
question put uy the hon. member for \Vide Bay, 
it i,; not potlBible for the Government ::tt the 
pre"ent time to saY what they are prepared to do 
with respect to the widow of the man who was 
killed. The circumstances of the case have to he 
inquired into ; and when it is diacovered who was 
to blame for the accident, >end all that can he 
known is known, the L'iovernment will do what 
they think right in the matter. 

Mr. SOOTT said: I do not wish to say mnch 
on this matter, but to mention that there are a 
number of reports current with regard to this 
accident. Rome people say that the only person 
cognisant of the running of this special train was 
the station-master; others say there were five 
lJeople who knew it, or ought to have known it. 
Apart from this p:trticular case, I think it would 
be well if the public could know whether steps 
art taken to let tlrivers and guards of trains, as 
well as station-masters, know when speci>el trains 
are running on their lines. 

l\lr. MOREHEAD said: I should certainly 
be inclined to pay more :tttention to the letter to 
which notice has been directed by the hon. mem­
ber for :Fortitude V >tlley, but for the position in 
which the writer is ph1ced, and the terms in 
which his letter is couched. It appears that he 
was dismissed by the officer against whom he 
umkes his charges ; and if he has grounds for 
those charges they should certainly have been 
made before this deplorable accident happened. 
As it is, his action bears evidence of malice, and 
I should not be inclined to pay much attention 
to it. 

Mr. KA TES said: I think the discussion has 
been productive of some goocl. In the first 
place we have had >en announcement from the 
Government that they intend to construct a 
second line from Brisb:tne to Ipswich ; and 
8econdly, we have become aware of the fact that 
a man employed bv t]-.,, Pn blic vVorks Dep>ert­
ment, engaged fro1;1 half-p:tHt u in the morning 
till half-past 10 at night, and having to attend to 
thirty-three train" during the day~an efficient 
'erv:tnt of thirteen years' shtnding, known to 
be :-5(1her, obligjng, and kind to all who can1e 
in contact with him~wa'l paid a salary of £165 
"'yec>r. I hope the Government, when framing 
tl!!~ Su\1Jllel1.1e.nta.rv EeLimat-ef', will cuneider 
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whether men called upon to work sixteen or 
Heventeen hours a day in responsible po:;itions tln 
not desene more than £1G5 a year. 

Gzuestion put and negatived. 

:JIARYBORO"G'"GH SCHOOL OF AHTS 
BILL-THIRD HEADIXG. 

On the motion of i\Ir. BAILEY, this Bill waK 
read a third time, passed, and ordered to be 
transmitted to the Legislrtti <·e Council, by mes­
,<..:ag·e in the usual forrn. 

SESSIONAL OJ:llJER. 

The PREMIER said: I a,k permission to 
make an amendment and repair an accidental 
omi8sion in the rnotion of which I have given 
notice, by inRerting the word:-; " unless othenvise 
ordered " >tfter the word '' se,sion. '' The motion 
will then read-

!. That during the remainder of this scs~ion, unlc.«.s 
otherwi:-:e ordered, this Hou:-:.e will meet fm•the despatell 
of bu:'<inesti on Priday in each week nt :3 o'dock ll.m. 

2. 'l'ha.t. thr sittings on .Friday morning- be suspended. 
3. That GO\'Prnment business do take llrecedence on 

'rhur~day~. in addition to the dap; on wbieh preecdmwe 
is nmv accordetl to it. 

The only m>ttter to which I prOJ><>He to <tddress 
myself, >tfter what took place on Thursday 
evening, i~ the question of sitting on Friday 
morning. As far as I have been able to learn, it 
would be extremely inconvenient for " gre>tt 
tnany 1nember;:; to sit on Friday morning ; and 
if the business is such as not to occupy more 
th>tn two homs and a-h>tlf in the afternoon we 
can >tdjourn at 6 o'clock. I think, on the whole, 
it will be better to le>t 1·e the motion as it staiHls. 

Question, as amended, put. 
The HoN. Sm 'r. ~\J:oiLWRATrH said: I 

Ree, on looking at the se.~sional order a . .;; passed, 
that Friday is >tt present a Government day. 
The Government h>tve Tuesday, vVednesday, 
and Frid>ty, and now they >tsk for Thursday, so 
tlmt they will h<tve the whole week. vVhen the 
hon. the Premier spoke to me >tbout it the other 
day, I understood that Yrirby w>ts to he for 
pri mte business. 

The PRE:JIJE]{: Uf course: it i' '"' ol'er· 
sight. 

The Ho:-~. SIR T. :JfclLWTLU'rH: The 
:VIonday sitting had better be rescinded. The 
pl'opo:-<al of the Governntent, a,t-3 I underRtand it, 
i, that Government business shall take pre­
cedence on Tuesdr>ys, \Yednesdays, >tnd Thm·s· 
days ; th>tt we shall not sit on 1\lonclay:;, but 
that we shall sit cm :Friday,, for the di,.q.>o,a,l 
of private busineo;s, if there iH any. 

'rhe PREi\IIER said: \Vith the permission of 
the House, I will further >tmend the motion so 
that it will re>td in this w>ty :-

1. That during the remainder of thi~ session. nnle:-;s 
otherwi~e orderert, this House will ment for the despntt:h 
of business on Prict.a.v in each week at 3 o'clock p.m. 

2. 1'llat the sitt.ings on .Jionda.Y anti onli1·itlay morning 
he suspended. 

3. 'rhat novcrnment business clo take precedence 
on Thurscbt.y, in arldition to the d 1lYS on whieh prece­
tleuec is now at•eordetl to it. and that the order t·lmt 
GovernmPnt bw:"ines.~ do take preeedenee on Priday he 
resciurtcd. · 

Qnestinn, as mnende(l, put and pa~Red. 

CROWX L.\XTJ3 BILL-CO:\DIITTKE. 
On the Order of the Jhy heing re>td, the 

Sjwaker left the chair, and the House went into 
CommittBe for the further consirleratioH of thi,; 
Hill. 

Que,tion-Thnt the following- worciH-··" The 
decision nf the board on a. rehmtriug- shall hn 
tinal," at the end of Hew clau,;e 19, be omitted--­
put. 

:Mr. ;\lOREHEAD said he thought the 
phmseohwy of the clause W>ts not absolutely 
correct. He referred to the words, "upon the 
a.pplication of any person aggrieved." 'I'he 
word " >tg-grieved" signified that the injury had 
been done. 

The PHJ<jMIER : There is >tn amendment to 
the clause. 

1\Ir. ::\lOREHEAD s>tid he was aware of th>tt: 
but he simply pointed out that the clause assurned 
that a person had heen aggrieved. 

The HoN. Sm T. ::\IclLWRAITH asked wh"t 
the Government intended to do with reg>trd to 
the amendment that had been moved, and >tbo 
with reo·ard to the >tmetHlment of the hon. mem­
ber, Mt. Dmmldson, which bore upon it? 

The :VIIXISTER FOR LANDS (Hon. C. B. 
Dntton) s>tid the >tmendment of the hon. member, 
Il:lr. lJonaldson, was pretty fully discussed >tt 
the previ<mH Hitting, and the Governn1tr1t \\ tH~ 
not prep>tred to >tccept it. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciLWRAITH said, wh>tt 
>tbout the mnendment now under consideration·: 
H8 h>td been informed tlmt the Government h>ttl 
~tccepted it. \V >LH that so~ 

The MTXIS'l'ER FOR LA::\'DS: It is not. 

.\'[r. 1\IOREHEAD said he must >tgain call 
attention to the lRt line of the new cl>tuse-" On 
the applic>ttion of any person. aggrieved." vVhr• 
w>ts to decide th>tt any part!Cul>tr person "'"" 
>tggrieved? Surely not the. person ~imself ; It 
woulrl be for the Governor m Council to dectde ; 
>tnd the cl>tuHe Hhonld re<td, "Any person who 
considers hin1Belf aggrieved." 

The :VIIXISTEU l"OR LAXlY:\ said he did 
not see any difficulty in the phraseology. A 
nmn would not make "compl>tint unless he con­
sidered himself aggrieverl, and it would be for 
the bonrd to dPcide whether he was aggrieved or 
not. 

The I' HE:\IIEH snid the m>ttter ha<l been 
fully explair~ed the other nig)rt. Admitti'.'g th>tt 
the board nnght make a miStake, the (xovern­
ment thought there 'hould be power to referc>tse" 
!Jack to them for reconsidemtion--a power analo· 
g-uns to that which existed under one of the 
R>tilw>ty Acts, which proYicled th>tt ]>erson,; 
aggrieved by the decision of the .milway arbi· 
tmtor with respect to dam•tg-es nnght apply to 
the G01·ernor in Conncil to have the m>ttter 
1·eferrec l baek to hiln for recon:-:ideration. Tht~ 
thin" was often done, and he supposed the arbi· 
tra.t(~r reYiewed the ca;;e un its tneritR. .i\.. divi­
sion w>ts taken the other night on the question 
whether the reference b>tck should be compul· 
Rory or optim1al on the (iovernor in Council ; 
•mrl the m>tjority decided tlmt _it sl!ould not be 
cmnpuh.;ory, probably cnncurnng 1n ~he argu­
ment that, if made compulsory, rt wonl<l 
t>tke away all meaning· from the reference b>tck. 
As the cl>tuse stood the Minister was bound to 
exercise his discretion, >tnd in doing so he no 
doubt, to " certain extent, acted as a court of 
appe>tl ; but the matter went back to the 
board for review. It was not proposed th>tt 
those rehem·ings should be continued indefi­
nitely, otherwise there would be no fitmlity in the 
proceedinus. The Government therefore pro· 
posed th~t the decision of the board on rehear· 
irw should be fin>tl. The motion was tirst made 
byb the hon. member fm ]3, <wen, to omit the last 
li'ne of the new eh use, so as to >tllow as many 
rehearing-s as might be desired ; but th>tt '""' 
withdrawn in order to >tllnw another >tmendment 
to be proposed in an earlier part of the clause, 
and was afterwards ngain moYed by the hon. 
member, :V[r. ::\Ic\Vh>trmell. That was how the 
watter now t:itood ; and the G-o,·ernrnent ,,·ere of 
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opmwn that the words should remain, on the 
ground, as already explained, that there must 
be an end to disputes somewhere. 

Mr. DONALDSON said it had been pointed 
out previously by the hon. member for Bowen 
that if the clause was not amended by the omis­
sion of the words it would be useless for him 
(Mr. Donaldson) to move his proposed amend­
ment on the next clause. The Premier's reply 
was, " \V e propose to omit that." 

The PREMIER said he had certainly not used 
those words, and he correcterl the mbtake im­
mediately, as the hon. member would see if he 
looked a few lines further clown in H<tnsnnl. 

The HoN .• J. M. MACROSSAN said he 
thought the Premier was mistaken in saying that 
the provision in the Railway Act for referring 
cases back to the arbitrator was very often 
availed of. He had never heard of such a case, 
and he scarcely thought the Premier had. It 
was a thing of the rarest possible occurrence. 
People did not care about being sent back to the 
arbitrator, when they well knew that it would 
make no difference in the result. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said that what was consi­
dered on the other side one of the strong points 
made by the Minister for Lands wa.s that the 
Bill would relieve the Minister at the head of 
the Lands Department of a great deal of respon­
sibility, and enable him to escape charges of 
corruption that might possibly be made against 
him. But by the proposed new clause the res­
prmsibility still rested with the Minister, and 
he might still be the centre of corruption, be­
cause it would rest with him to advise his col­
leagues that any particular case should or should 
not be remitted for rehearing. He should like 
to hear from the hon. gentleman some explana­
tion on that point. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS said the 
1Iinister had no power to reverse the decision 
of the board. All he had to do was to ask them 
to reconsider cases that they had already dealt 
with. The board's decision would then be final, 
whatever the Minister's view might be. If 
the losing party in a case felt himself aggrieved, 
he represented it so to the Minister for Lands ; 
and the Minister for Lands, by the Governor in 
Council, would remit the case to the board, 
when it would be dealt with on the same con­
ditions as before, with the addition, possibly, of 
fresh evidence. That was all the Minister had 
to do in the matter, and his responsibilities were 
neither increased nor diminished thereby. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said he thought the hon. 
gentleman was wrong. As to there possibly 
being new evidence forthcoming on the rehear­
ing, that was not shown in the Bill. But surely 
it bore on the face of it that, if the Governor in 
Council remitted the matter to the board for 
reconsideration, the Governor in Council must 
come to the conclusion th<tt the hoard had 
come to a wrong decision ; otherwise they would 
not remit the matter for reconsideration. Surely 
that was too palpable for the J\Iinister for Lands 
not to have seen ! 

The PREMIER said he would point out 
again-he thought he had pointed it out in 
answer to the hon. member for \V an·ego jmt 
now-that the hon. gentleman seemed to think 
that the decision on this amendment must 
necessarily dispose of the amendment which he 
desired to propose. That was not so at all. The 
h<m. member must not think that it was in­
tended to exclude the amenrlment which he 
desirerl to propose in the snc~eeding clause. 
There was no inconsistency in allowing a person 
who desired to appeal from the board, either to 
ask that the matter might be referred back to 
them, and so settle it, or to appeal to the 

?liinister for hi~ derision. There was no incon· 
sistency in the two schemes. The Government 
did not agree to the both schemes; they believed 
in one scheme and they did not believe in the 
other, and they were not prepared to accept the 
amendment. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said he would ask the 
hon. the Minister for Lands one question, which 
he was sure that hon. gentleman would answer; 
it was, whether he conceived it possible that two 
men could pm·>ibly disagree'? Did not the hon. 
gentleman tell them, when he introduced the 
Bill, that he did not think it possible that two 
men could disagree; that it was not within the 
range of possibility? Xow the h<m. gentleman 
appeared to have changed his views in that 
direction, and to conceive it possible for a dis­
agreement to take place between the two mem­
bers of the board. He would like to a~k 
the Minister for Lands whether he would be 
good enough to inform him (Mr. Morehead) 
if he was right in forming that opinion, and 
what conclusions induced the hon. gentleman to 
change his former opinion? 

The MINISTER FOR LA~DS said that 
matter could be pretty well dealt with when they 
came to discuss the next clause. He did not 
mind saying, in answer to the hon. member for 
Balonne, that he was certainly still of opinion 
that the two men were not likely to dio'agree. 
Therefore there was no harm in referring the 
matter back to them if no possible harm wa,.; 
likely to arise, and there was no harm done hy 
leaving it in the clause. 

Mr. NOR'rOX said that if the two membem 
of the board would not disagree, there was uo 
good in sending the matter back to them for 
reconsideration ; and if they did agree, what 
was the good of sending it back to them? In 
regard to the provisions of the Railways Act, he 
thought the hon. the Premier must be mistaken 
in saying that cases were often referred back to 
the arbitrators. He (}Ir. Norton) did not think 
that they were referred back very often ; he 
had not heard of a case himself, and the hem. 
member for Townsville could not mention one 
case where that had occurred. In the Railways 
Act there was a provi8ion by which a case 
might be referred back to the arbitrators, 
but there was also a provision by which they 
might refer it to the Supreme Court provided 
the amount awarded was over £500; and he 
thought in most cases, if those who were con­
cerned were not satisfied with the award of the 
arbitrators, 1lhey would very much prefer going 
to the Supreme Court to sending it back to the 
same men who had already tried it, because it 
was "'sort ,,f condemnation of the award which 
had been already given. And it was not likely 
that the board, unless some fresh evidence was 
brought to show that they had not given a right 
judgment, would alter their decision. He did 
not like the clause at all. 

Mr. SCO'fT said he understood that if the 
amendment was carried it would not prevent 
the 'vords cmning- in-~" The decifdon of the 
board shall be final." If that were ~o he 
did not see what was the good of the amend­
ment of the hon. member for \Yarrego at 
all. The whole g'i,;t of his amendment was 
the appeal from the board to the Minister; and 
although the other amendment would not prevent 
it being put, it would stultify the Bill if it were 
carried. One said, " The decision of the board 
shall be final,'' and the other said, "The decision 
of the :Minister shall be final." [t ap1Jeared to 
him that such a thing coulil not be done. He did 
not understand wliat would be the good of 
referring a case back to the board. The 
:Minister for Lands said that these two gentle­
men could not disagree. The probaLility was 
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that the one would take one view and the other 
another; 1tnd oue might give in to the other on 
the first hearing of the case, and the other might 
yield to the other on the second he,tring. That 
was the o11ly way in which he could see it 111ight 
he done. One was best in the one case, and the 
other was best in the other, and that was the 
case when both disagreed. He thought if the 
last line of the new clause were left out, and the 
amendment of the hon. member for IVarrego 
put in, it would be a very much better way of 
putting the nmttet·. 

The PRE;\IIER said that there was no incon­
sistency in the matter at all. i:lnpposing a man 
considered himself aggrieved by the decision 
of the board, and supposing the scheme of 
the hon. m em her for IV arrego were carried, 
and also that of the Government, he would 
say-" S!Htll I appeal to the Minister or to 
the board ? I have got a lot of new evidence. 
\Vho is most likely to do me justice?" The 
man might wish to go back to the hoard, 
or to the Minister, and if he had a choice he 
would take his choice. If the man went to 
the hoard their decision would be final, or 
if he went to the Minister his decision 
would be final. In either case, when the matter 
had been reconsidered once, there would be an 
end of the matter. 

The Ho~. Sm T. }foiL WRAITH said the 
l!Jth clause provided for a. per~·mn aggrieved to 
appeal tu the :\Iinister, which was exactly whttt 
the amendment of the hon. menLher for IV arrego 
pro,·idecl. Bnt the Government proposed one 
Htate of thing,; to. follow the appeal, and the 
hnn. member (i\Lr. Donald"<m't;) ccmendment pro· 
vided that another ~tate of things should follow. 
That was plain on looking at the matter. The 
hon. the Premier should hitve told the hon. 
member (:Mr. Donaldson) at once that the 
amendment WitS inconsistent with the clause 
under the consideration of the Committee. 

The PREMIER said that the hon. member 
for N[ulgrave wa.;;; wrong. There wa~ no incon­
sistency whatever. In Canada a man might take 
his choice of n,ppeal to the Supreme Court or to 
the Privy Council. The man could do what he 
liked; he would do whichever he thought would 
be most ad vantageons. Smnethnes there were 
appeals to the one and sometimes appeals to the 
other. If the ~cheme of the hon. member for 
\Varrego were carried, the m:;tn might appeal to 
the Minister, an<l, supposing he did, the deci­
sion of the lYiinister would be final, and there 
was an end of it ; or, under the scheme of the 
Government, he might ask for the matter to be 
referred back to the hoard. The man might 
prefer the latter, thinking that he might get 
better terms than he would get hacl he appealed 
to the 11inister. If the man preferred to go 
to the board with aclclitional e\·idBnce their 
deci,ion wa,.; to be final. IYhere the incon:;ietcncy 
waR he did not see. The only inconsi,.;tency 
could be removed by a verhitl amendment. 
rrllf~l'e wa:-; nothing ~incnnsi::-;tent in the two 
prineiples ; there might be a verllltl amendment 
re(tuired to prevent any forntal inconsistency. 
The Cmnmittee \Vere now aRked to detern1i~H~ 
whether the decision of the board should be 
finnl or not. 

1\lr. CHUBB sai<l there wets this, which had 
uot been pointed out by the Premier: The amend· 
ment contemplated an appeal after a rehearing 
by the b<ml'cl. In fact, there wonl<l he three 
hearings-two by the board and one by the 
Jlilinister. If the clause stood as it was, and the 
clause of the hon. me!Ilber for IV arrego were 
carried, on« would he inconsistent with the other 
unless it w'ts contended that there should be an 
appettl to the :Yiinister after the two hearings by 
the honrd. 

The Ho:<1. SIR T. MciLWTIAITH said there 
was no doubt that the two amendments would 
be inconsistent. The Premier, in trying to make 
his explanation clearer, distorted hiR own amend· 
ment, which he treated as if it were an appeal 
from the appellant to the hoard. It was an 
appeal from the board to the Minister, and 
the Governor in Council would then have the 
power of deciding. When that appeal took 
place a certain course of events would follow. 
Those events would not follow which were laid 
down in Mr. Donaldson's amendment, if the 
Minister chose. 

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

New clause, as read, put and passed. 
The MINISTER FOR LANDS moved that 

the new clause 20 stand part of the Bill. 
The HoN. Sm T. MciLWRAITH said the 

hon. member for \Van·ego had a clause to propose 
before that of the Minister for Lands, and he 
thet·efore rose to a point of order. The hon. 
member, Mr. Donaldson, had intimated his 
intention of proposing a clause which should 
come before that just proposed, and the point of 
order was that if thehon. member, JIIIr. Donaldson, 
wished to go on with his amendment he should 
have precedence. He a"ked the ruling of the 
Chairman upon the point of order. The proper 
time for the hon. member for W an·ego to move 
his clause was before the hon. Minister for Lands 
moved his. 

The PRI~::\HBR said, speaking to the point 
of onler, the hem. member for \Van·ego had 
given notice that he desired to amend the new 
clause to be proposed by the h<m. Minister for 
Lands. The Minister for Lands had rieen to 
propose that new clause, and the hon. member 
for IVarrego could of course propose the amend· 
ment of which he had given notice. There was 
no point of order ; the Minister for Land" was in 
possession of the Chair. 

:Mr. SCOTT said thehon. member for Wan·ego 
proposed to omit the clause just now passed, 
not the clause which was just coming on. 

The PREMIER : Read on. 
Jlilr. SCO rT said the hon. gentleman proposed 

to omit new clause 19, and propose a new clause 
20. 

The CHAIRMAN: I understand the hon. 
member for \V arrego is to move an amendment 
on the :Minister for Lands moving new clause 20. 

The ::YUNISTER FOR LANDS moved the 
following new clause 20 :-

If the members of the board certify to the Minister 
t.lmt they are unable to agree upon any question, the 
question shall be referred to the l\1inister for decision. 

EYery question referred by the board to the Minister, 
the decision upon 'vhwh onght to be pronounced by the 
boarrt in open court. shall be brard and determined by 
the :J.iinh;ter sitting in open court at Brisbane with the 
assi!iltnnce of the members of the boa.rd, and his decision 
shall be pronounced with the reasons thereof in open 
court. 

'fhc decision of the Minister shall be tinal. 
~10r the purpo~es of hearing and determining nny 

such question the Jiinister shall have and may exercise 
the smne powers as are herein before conferretl upon the 
board. 
The object of the clause was that if the member" 
of the board disagreed the matter might be 
referred to the Minister, who should finally 
decide the question. 

l\Ir. DON~\.LDSON proposed that the follow­
ing words be inserted at the beginning of the 
clause:-

Any person aggrievett by the decision of the board 
may appeal to the 2\Iini~ter from such decision. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS said the 
effect of the amenrlment wonld he to neutrali.•e 
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entirely the object and intention of that portion 
of the Bill. The object of that pa1't of the Bill 
was to take the power of deo,ling with questions 
of that kind entirely out of the hands of the 
Minister. They cmilcl very easily understand 
that a man having "' very bad case, aml being 
aggrieved at the decision of the board, would im­
mediately appe<Ll to the ;\linister to reverse the 
decision of the bo<Lrd. He would turn to the 
Minister for assistance, and do wh<Lt the special 
object of that portion of the Bill was intended to 
prevent-endeavour to bring political influence 
t.o bear upon the :Minister in orrler to induce him 
to take a different view of the ea e from 
that taken by the board. The very inten­
tion ancl object of the Bill was to put 
the Minister beyond the possibility of such 
influence ; and to con"ent to the introduction 
of such an amendment would be to forego the 
expresB intention of that part of the Bill which 
was to take that power out of the h,mcls of the 
Minister. 

Mr. DO:NALDSON said the hon. :\Iinister 
for Lands was quite right in hie; statement of the 
object of the amendment. 'l'he object of the 
amendment was that, in the event of the land 
board becon1ing too arrogant and not giving a 
proper decision, any aggrieved party f5honld 
have the right of appeal to the ]\[inister. He 
thought that was a very proper position for the 
:Minister to occupy. Before being called upon 
to give any decision, ull the evidence would have 
been first filtered through the bcmrd, and he 
would have all the documents before him to 
enable him to say whether he should con­
firm, vary, or reverse the decision of the 
board. 'fhe whole matter would be w 
thoroughly put before him tho,t he \\ onld 
at once be able to see whether the boanl had 
actually come to a proper decision or not. He 
gnmted that honest men might be appointee! 
on the board; but that was no guamHtee that 
they would not make o,ny errors. It wa.s quite 
possible that they would make errors, and it was 
because of that, and because their position was so 
thoroughly irresponsible o,nd impregnable, thctt 
he chiefly objected to them, as they might 
becotne so tM'l'ogant as to g-ive but httle con­
.sideration to their deciBions. There wa:-J nn nwans 
whatever of getting them out uf the position 
they occupied, and that was his chief reccson for 
wishing to have their decisions reviewed. If 
the members of the board knew that their deci­
sions were likely to be reviewed by the :ilinister 
they would probably be mnch more e >reful in 
giving those decisions. \Vith regr!l'd to tl1e }Jrnc­
tice in the other colonies, in no other colony in 
the Austmlian group did the JI.Iinister for Lands 
occupy a position such as thnt proposecl in the 
Bill. If some such amendment as he proposed 
were not introduced, the :,'\{inister for L"nds 
would be a mere puppet in the hand, of the 
land board. All he would have to do would be 
to accept certain recommendations of the board. 
Surely, he might go the length of accepting 
such action as would be imposed by the amend­
ment he proposed ! They saw an ex~mple of the 
dang-er of such a board only the other day. "' 
dangerous power was now in the handK of 
the Chief Engineer for llailwctys ill Xew 
South \Valeo ; and only within the htst few 
d<Lys a deputation had waited upon the 111 in­
ister for ltail ways, and asked that all eases 
going before the Engineer-in-Chief should be 
referred to arbitration. Probably, in most cases 
persons would be prepared to accept the decision 
of the Chief Engineer for Rail ways ; but the 
danger was that he went upon the evidence of the 
officers in the department, and it was a wdl-lmown 
rule that officers of departments backede2och other 
up. If the members of the board came to a certain 
decision, in nine cases out of ten the l\Iiuister 

would accept that decision. The hon. member 
pointed out the other evening that on the eve of 
an election, if nwtte1·s were left in the hands of 
the Minister for Lamls it would be quite possible 
for him to make a propoi<tl to recluce the rents, 
an<l by that lllLctns be a]Jle to gain some se<Lts in 
the country. If the reduction of the rents 
tended to lJOpul:uise the Minister for Lands it 
could be managed as easily with the board as 
without nne, and there would he no nwre danger 
in t!Je one cal\e than in the other. He hoped the 
l\linister for Land, would take a favourable view 
of the amendment and allow it to pass. 

The MINISTER FOl~ LANDS said he was 
sure the hon. member who had just spoken must 
recognise the fact that an amendment of the 
kind he pl'Oposed must utterly neutralise that 
portion of the Bill. The re:tl object and purpose 
of that part of the Bill was to Lcke the settle­
ment of any r1ue,;tion of that kind ont of the 
hands of the .Minister. The Government had 
provided what he thought a better substitute for 
the direct action of the l\linister, in the appoint­
ment of it board. The hon. member must cer­
tainly recognise the fact that the majority of 
cases which would come before the ]Yiinister as 
o,ppeals from deci:;ions of the board would be 
very lmd cases, and would be brought by the 
aggrieved party in each case, in the hope that 
he would be o,hle to bring pressure to bear upon 
the JI.Iinister for Lands to get him to re\·erse 
the decision of the board. They should not ca:~t 
the suspicion of being influenced in that way 
upon the .Minister. \Vhether such influence was 
used ot· not it would be possible for the ]Ylinister 
for Lands to be open to the suspicion of being 
influenced and acting corruptly; and it was to 
prevent that very thing that the Government 
desired to remove that power from the JYlinister. 
l<'or that rea.,on the hem. member would see that 
the Government could not accept his "meudment, 
whieh, if adopted, wonld render the clause pro­
posed entirely vc<lneles". 

;\fr. DOXALDSOX said he failed to see that 
rascalitv rested ,.,ltn,ether with the :\linister fur 
Lands ;' and he fail~cl to see that the Jl.linister 
for Lands could Hot he hone't and g-ive an honest 
clecision. He iS'''"" the preseHt }liniRter for 
Lands credit for verv hom "·\t intentions inreg·ard 
to the Hill, but he "'vonld not always be :\Iiltister 
fnr LandH, and ~urely hP r-;hould giYe bisKuccessor 
credit for some honesty. If the }linister for Lands 
hndnot~ufficient backbone to resi:-it a,ny attempt to 
influem:e him in the way sng-c~·ested by the hon. 
gentlmnan he woJuld not be :ht for his po~ition. 
He slwnld scout such attempts to influence him. 
He did not anticipate the dif!icnltic,q which the 
Minister for Lands did in th,tt matter. He did 
not think that any case." would come before him 
in 'vhich there \V ere not ;;noel groundR for action, 
"' the case would first of all be tried before the 
lcoarcl and the proceedings made public, and 
th:1t would in a great ll1efl$nre prevent any 
improper application being nude. In Xew 
~South \Y'nles, a ea~e in the first instance 
was heard before the local land boarJ, and ,,fter­
wards before the :Yiinister ; and in tho,t colony 
they did not anticipate an:~ great clanger frmn 
tlmt. He thought th;lt if the clause were 
pa'''-ed in the for111 of his amendment it would 
be better for all p:crties. He maintained that 
if the mnendment were not lJaf'setl now it 
would be called for in n fe\\ years. 

The PRE:\1IEH "'id he would point out, 
in answer to the hon. Jnenlhet', that the 
function., performe<l by the land hoo,rds to 
whieh he referred were different from those 
to be pcl'fnrmed by the land board here ; the 
scheme was quite different. An <Lppeal to the 
:Minister as proposed wonlcl simply be ml appeal 
from the board's decisions on assessing value. 



Crown Lands Bill. [7 OcToBER,] C'rown Lands Bill. 905 

\Vhy should there be an appeal from the bcmrd 
to increase the l'alue from £200 to £500, for in­
stance? In matters of policy the Government 
should be the judges ; but in mo,tters of value 
he thought that some independent person shonld 
be employed. Could a sin;.;le instance be riven 
in which the Minister was entrusted with the 
duty of a~sessing the mnount of nHmey to be 
paid by the country? 'fhere was no instance of 
the kind, as he pointed out the other evenirw. 
Supposing a l\Iiuister was called upon to fix rer~t 
or con1pensation during a general election, what 
an extremely inconvenient position it would be 
for him to have to sit in open court and decide 
appeals from persons on whose influence perhaps 
two or three seats would turn? Supposing also 
that a :Minister, during'" critical time in Parlia­
ment, was called upon to say what amount of 
money some me1nbers Rhould get, because as 
he had said, those appeals woulc( bP a matte'r of 
money: would it not be extremely inconvenient 
for a l\Iinister, during such a critical time? Sup­
posing he reversed a decision of the board in 
favour of some of his own supporters~would he 
ever be able to shake off the imputlltion that he 
had reversed tlutt decision, not on the merits of 
the cases, but because he wanted to obtain the 
support of the parties? That Wl\S not a remote 
danger, but one that was very likely to arise if there 
were an appeal to the :\Iinister. In every other 
n1atter involving policy there \Vas alre:idy an 
appeal to the .Minister, becan,;e no recommenda­
tion of the board would tllke effect until it had 
been approved hy the Governor in Council ; hut 
he did not think there ought to be an appeal to 
the Minister in a matter of value. 

:!VIr. CHUBB said the argument of the Pre­
mier went to show that even according to the 
amendment of the lVIinister for IJands the appeal 
to the Minister would be on a C[nestion of value. 
If <Juestions of policy were allowed to go to the 
.Minister, what would be referred to him nnkss 
questions of value ? The Premier had told the 
Committee that nothing would be referred to 
the Minister . e:ccept qnestinns of ].JOlicy ; but, 
under the Mmmter for JJands' amendment, the 
board would be enabled to refer nnything to him. 
If it was only to be a question of valne, where 
was the diRtinction between a ea "le being referred 
to the 1Vlimster by '"' aggrieved person, and a 
case being refened to the }[inister by the board 
supposing they did not agree'! The hon. gentleM 
man had told them that the two schemes were 
inconsistent; but if a man could go to the l.Joard 
why could he not go to the :\linister on a 
C[Uestion of value, if the board had power to refer 
it to the Minister? The hon. gentleman in charge 
of the Bill seemed to as»Hme tlmt there was nec.:-s­
sarily corruption in a ::Ylinister for Lands, and that 
no ::Yiinister for L:1nds could be got who won le! be 
honest enough to conduct the department without 
corruption. Shake'p•care somewlwre ,,aid that 
an honest n1an was ''one so guileles;.; in him M 

self that he suspected no wrong in others." 
He did not know whether he harl given the 
quotntion exactly. At all events, the hon. 
member seemed to think that no honest man 
co~1l~ be got c"pable of performing the dutieR of 
1VIm"ter for Lands. Surelv that ought not to 
be the record of the colony ··for the past twenty­
four years; if so, it was not very credital1le to it. 
He did not think there was any real distinction 
betw,;en the amendment prop<ised hy the J\:fin­
ister for Lands and that proposed by the hon. 
member for vVarrego. 

'-\fr. MOREHEAD s>~id the view taken 
by the Premier reminded him of one of 
the Greek philosophers, Diogenes, who went 
about with a lantern tryino- to find an 
honest man. The Minister "fm·"'Lands had ad­
mitted, or as.serted, that in the Lands Office, so 

far a., his knowledge was coucerned~and it 
had extended now over wme months-it was 
almost impos,ible to keep pure in such an 
atmosphere of corruption. How did he expect 
to get out of that dif6cnlty by appointing two 
alrnost irresponsible n1en, \Yho, he assu1ned, 
would be kept out of :;m atmosphere of that 
kind? Did he suppose tlmt if the Lands Office 
in the past or at present-\l"hich he (:VIr. )\.fore­
head) denied-was a nest of corruption, that 
the appointment of a board would b<'tter 
matters at all"? Ho (Mr. :Horehearl) thought 
they were much more likely to have corruption 
expc>Sed with an individual to represent the 
Lands Department in that House, than by the 
appointment of a paid and almost irresponsible 
board. The hon. gentleman had landed himself 
in a dilemma in that respect. The "mendment 
moved by the hou. member for \\' arrego would 
be a g1·eat improvement to the Bill; all the 
weight of argument had been in favour of it. 

The HoN. Sm T. l\lciLWRAITH said that 
the Premier had thrown new light on the matter 
in his last speech. 'fhe hon. gentleman had 
given a colouring which he (Hon. Sir T. 
Mcilwraith) had not seen before. and put upon 
the matter an interpretation which he did not 
think could be Sl"tained. He said that the 
reason why the proposal to make an appeal to 
the l\finister was re<isted was because all 
matters that would come before the board 
would be matters of rent and assessment. 
That argument could not be deduced from the 
Bill. In a dozen different clauses there were 
most important duties ]JUt upon the board, 
which did not concern either re11t or assessn1ent, 
and yet with regard to which there was no 
appeal to the lVIinister. Forinstance, there was 
claus0 24. The commissioner had to divide the 
ruu, and the board to choose which half w"s to 
be re~nmed by the Government; and from 
that there was no appeal. Yet the Premier 
had the conscience to tell them that an 
appeal had been provided for in everything 
except matters of rent and assessment. If there 
was an appe"l to the :Minister on that point, 
where w"s it? Certainly not in the Bill. He 
cnuld point out a dozen different instancex of the 
same kind. He quite agreed with the hon, 
memJ,er that a l\Iini.ster should, as far as 
possible, nvoicl temptation. If the hon. mem­
ber \\"onld look back he would see that, wher. 
ever political power was to be attained by 
his own party throngh undergoing temptation 
and yielding to it, they had yielded. He would 
take sorne other occasion to go into that 
matter rather fully. There was not the slighte3t 
reason, for example, why a Minister should have 
gone out of the ordinary course and taken res­
ponsibility on himself in connection with certain 
Government contracts; and yet he did so just at 
a time when the temptation was very great, 
from the fact that political help at that 
moment would do the Government a gre"t 
deal of goorl. There were plenty of cases in 
which the Government had rushed into tempta­
tion, anrl yet the Minister for Lands made out 
th"t the main point of the Bill was that it kept the 
Minister for Lands out of temptation. But if 
the :\Iinister for Lands had not backbone enough 
to avoid anything of that sort he was not fit for 
the position. The compliments which were 
showered on the :Minister for Lands by his col­
leagues for his honesty were becoming fulsome. 
He did not think the Minister for Lands was 
honest at all, or he would not have talked so 
much about it. He <lid not mean to say that 
the hon. member was a dishonest man, but that 
when the records of his officu e"me to be 
raked up he would be found to have done more 
for his party by twisting the laws than any of 
his predecessors. The Minister for Lands might 
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thank God that the Bill would keep him out of ' 
temptation ; but it was not their business to pass 
a Bill to keep a :Minister out of temptation. 
What they wanted was a man who would walk 
manfully up to temptation and overcome it; not 
a man who was alwFLys cmnplaining abrmt 
tmnptation and saying he \V a:-:; a sinuer. They knew 
he was a sinner. If the J\-Iinister fvr Lands was 
not fit to sit in court and decide an appeal 
from the board, he was not fit for the post at all. 
But the principaJ argument in favour of the 
contention ma<le by the supporters of the 
Government was that brought forwnrd by the 
Premier-that the only decisions which would nut 
come before the :Minister were those which clectlt 
with rent or assessment, and in all those cases 
provision had been m>tde for appeal to the 
Governor in Council; but that was not borne 
out by the Bill. 

The PR~~MIER said that, when he stated 
that in all cases except those relating to rent 
and assessment there would be an appeal to 
the J\-Iinister, he distinctly excepted some com­
paratively unimportant matters. He had ex­
pressly mentioned the division of runs as one 
exception, and the hem. member spoke of th;tt 
as one of a dozen he conlcl name; but he 
challenged the hon. member to name the dozen 
excPptions. The matter had been discus,ed 
over and over again Rince they had gone into 
Committee nn the Bill ; he had made the same 
speech on it at least th·e times. 

~\Jr. J\,I()REHEAD: Why do you not get 
t-mmcone el:-;e to 1nake the1n ·~ 

The PRK:\fiEH sai<l that what he complained 
of wa' that it was on]~- hy <legrees he was instill­
ing into the hnn. leader of th" Opposition what 
the Bill was abont, although he knew the hon. 
gentleman was apt enoug-h to understand a thing 
when he wished to do so. As to the exception 
in regarrl. to the diviHion of run~~ which had been 
instanced by the hon. member, that clid not seem 
to him to be a vmy desirable matter to Jea,·e to 
the 1Iinister. It was distinctly a matter of 
value, just as essentially so as what might 
be a very mnch smaller matter -whether £100 
or £200 was to he paid as compeno.\tion for a 
resumed woolshed. Another exception to which 
he (the Premier) lucd referred wa• the con­
firmation of applications to select, and another 
was the decision whether a man was injuriously 
using his grazing right so as to prevent anyone 
taking it up after him. All the really important 
matters with regard to which there waR no 
appeal were questiom of value. The hon. mem­
ber had 'aid tht1t they did not want to 
pass a Bill to protect the .Minister for L>tnds 
against his own corruption. It was not for pro­
tection against the corruption of the present 
Minister for Lands that the Bill was introduced ; 
as the prc;ent ::\Iinister would not alwa,ys 
he nfinister for L,mds. Thev har.l seen many 
1\finh;terr; for LandN in this cniony, anll in othe~r 
colonies, and they knew the effect of giving then1 
absolute discretion, to he ul4ed for the ad vantage , 
or prejuclicc of their political f.-icmls oropponenb. ' 
It hnd l1een shown over and over again that 
it was extremely unde-,imble to give them that 
discretion. The a1uendnH'mt wonld to a very 
gl'eat extent have the effect nf expm;ing the 
country to that danger, and so the U:overninent 
could not accent it. He knew the hon. member 
who proposed 1t did not take that view. That 
hon. gentlenmn had seen how the ap['eal to the 
:Minister had worked, under different circum­
stances, in Victoria ; but he should remember 
that the Minister there was one of a hoard of 
several, and that the appeal was by no 
means simply to the political head of the 
department. In K ew Houth vV ales, too, 
the appeal in their present Bill wns a very 

different system ; and he did not think it was a 
desiralJle one to follow here. They had not been 
eminently sncce"ful in X ew South vV ales in the 
admiuistration of their Land Acts, and he did 
not know that the scheme: of the new Bill there, 
would be very desirable to adopt. A cmu­
parison between tlutt measure and the one they 
were now discm,sing here was certainly very 
much in favour of the Queensland one. 

Mr. NELSOK sai,J he could not m:tke out 
what position the l\linister for Lands would 
occupy under the Bill. In the last clause 
discretionary power \Vas given to the Governor 
in Council to refer a matter back for reconsidera­
tion by the board; anrl when it was proposed by 
the Opposition side to make it imperative the 
Premier objected on two grounds. The first was 
that it would take away the whole effect of the 
new clause, which was that the Governor in 
Council should have the power of considering a 
cnse in which an appeal was made from the 
board. The 1linister for Lands. on the other 
hand, told them he did not warit them to have 
any such power-that all such power was to be 
taken out of the l\linister's hands. The second 
objection the Premier took was that it was con­
trary to usage to make anything impemtiveupon 
the Governor in Council. It struck him (Mr. 
Nelson) very forcibly at the time that it was a 
great pity the hon. member did not bring for­
ward tluit legal dogma at the time they were 
discussing the pre-emptive right, because that 
was decided by the members of the other side 
purely on the ground that it wa.'' permissive. If 
it was alwa.ys permis~ive with the Governor 
in Council to do nnything referred to them, 
the whole argument fell to the ground. \Vas 
the ::\Iinister to be responsible, or the board ? 
If he was to he reKpnnsible, then that should be 
distinctly stated. :First they were told that the 
Minister had every power, and then that he had 
none and that the board were to do everything. 
The Premier had told them that the functiom 
of the hoard were to determine questions of 
value ; hut he had altered that since and said 
there would be a few other things for the board 
to attend to. All through the Bill it would be 
found that the board had the power of a land­
lord. He coul<l point out, for instance, at least 
nine cases where they would have the power to 
evict a tenant. 

The PRE1IIER: They have no such power. 
The .Minister alone can do that. 

Mr. NELSON: Well, they could forfeit the 
lease. 

The PHEMIER: No; only the Governor in 
Council can do so. 

Mr. NELSOX >:tid, then he really could not 
understand the Bill. The Go\·emor in Council 
had power to do anything and everything on th~ 
recommendation of the board ; and if the board 
recmumendecl, did it not amount to the same 
thing as acting? He could not under:::;tand where 
the board and the l\linister began, and where 
they ended. According to his reading of the 
Hili the board wae virtually, if not nominally, 
the landlord. That was the whole scope of the 
Bill. They had to exercise the functions of a 
Jamllorcl ; 'and who evicted except the landlord? 
Ho really thought some amendment or other 
would ha ,-e tu be made before they went any 
further, so that it might be thoronghlv under­
stood what the functions of the l\Iinister and the 
board were to be, if the Bill passed. 

Mr. l\lELLOH. said he wished to say a word 
1 

with reference to the amendment. He had been 
i rather inclined at first to go with the hon. 

member for vVarrego in his amendment; but 
when he cmne to think more seriously over the 
question he was more disposed to vote against it, 
and for the reason that they should, if possible, 
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keep the Minister beyond the power of poli­
tical influence. They knew that, in the paHt, 
l'vlinisters had been interviewed on ditferent 
occasions, and the influence of political par· 
ties had been brought to bear upon them, in 
consequence of which they had been obliged to 
concede to the wishes of those who asked for their 
favour. He might mention a case in point, and 
a good many hon. members might remember it. 
He referred to the Barolin lamb. The commis­
sioner had told him, at the time he valued the 
land as first-class pastoral, that the decision of 
the Minister was that it should be second-class 
pastoral. But the commisoioner acted conscien­
tiously. He said, "These are, according to the 
decision of Minister, only second-class pastoral 
lands, and I shall not be able to find any first­
class pastoral lands in the coast districts, because 
these are decidedly the best lands open to 
selection at the present time." The effect of 
the Minister's decision was that, in the whole 
of the coast lands in the Wide Bay district, there 
was no first-class pastoral land. The only first­
class pastoral land wns on the Darling Downs 
and in the western part of the country. He 
could point out other cases in which political 
influence had been brought to bear upon ~finisters, 
and he thought it was desirable, if it could by 
any possibility be done, to remove the Minister 
from temptation. 

Mr. YI:OREHEAD said he really could not 
follow the hon. gentleman. He ,;tarterl by saying 
that in the first instance he agreed with the 
amendment of the hon. member for \V arrego, 
and then he went on to say that he had seen 
good reasons to alter his opinion ; but the hon. 
member did ll'>t give to him (i\Ir. l'viorehea.d), 
nor, he believed, to any member of the Committee, 
a good and sufficient reason for his sudden 
conversion. If any amendment had been intro­
duced in the Bill to really protect the liberty of 
the individual, that provision was contained in 
the amendment of the hem. member for \V arrego 
(Mr. Donaldson). There was nothing unfair, or 
unjust, or improper in the amendment. It 
was simply giving fair play to everybody­
to the individual as against the board, and 
possibly against the Crown. The hon. member 
for Wide Bay could hardly have read the 
original clause, or rather the amemling clause­
because most of the clauses now were amend­
ments introduced by the Government on their 
own measure-and the substituted clatmes pro­
posed by the hon. member for \V arrego. The 
difference between the two were material, but 
material only in the direction of giving to the 
individual fair play and no favour as against any 
injustice he might be subjected to at the hands 
of officers of the State. The clatme, as proposed 
by the Minister, said :-

" Every question referred by the board to the Jiinist.cr, 
the decision upon which ought to be pronounced in 
open court, shall b<D heard and lletermined by the 
l\linister sitt.ing in open court in nrisbanc." 
In what way did the amendment of the hon. 
member for \V an·ego go beyond that ? The 
ditference between the clauses wns certainly im­
portant, but it was important only in the way of 
allowing justice to be given to an individual who 
might consider hin1self aggrieved, and \'vlw proR 
bably would be aggrieved. If he was not really 
aggrieved, the decision was left iu the same hamis 
as in the dher cases. Surely the bulk of h<m. 
members who wanted to see even-han<led justice 
given to all members of the community who might 
come under the Bill, would support' the amend­
ment, and allow tlwse people the ri;:;ht of 
appeal from the board to the Minister. There 
could be no argument brought forward against 
the amendment. Every argument was in its 
favour. Every argument was in favour of that 
right being given, no matter who the man )night 

be-a small agricultural farmer or a large 
grazier. Let them have the right to appmtl to 
the Minister against the decision of the board ; 
it had been given nnrler certain circumstances, 
and he thought it should be given under all circum­
stances. The infallibility of the board had been 
abandoned; the absolute agreement of the board 
had been abandoned ; the power of appeal 
had been admitted in a modified form, and 
it should be granted right through. He 
hoped hon. member8 would pause before they 
rejected the amendment proposed. It was an 
important question, and one that deserved 
considemtion. Every individual in the colony 
might be affected, and they would be doing 
a great injustice to all cla8ses of the com­
munity if they took away from them the 
right to appeal when they considered they had 
been treated in an unjust and improper way. 

The MINISTER :E'OH. WORKS said he 
thought the hon. member for \Vide Bay had 
taken a very proper view of the matter. He 
was perfectly s>ttisfied that if the Committee 
accepted the amendment they might as well 
sweep away the land board altogether. 

Mr. NORTON: And a good job too. 
The iVIINISTERFOR WORKS ss.id that the 

consequence of the adoption of the amendment 
would be that if anv man had his run divided, 
and his improvements valued by the board, it 
would cost him nothing to appeal to the Minister, 
and if he happened to be a friend of the Minister 
the appeal would he heard, and the land board 
would become of less value than a cypher. He 
hoped the iVlinister for Lands would not accept 
the amendment. 

Mr. P ALMElt said that, judging from the 
"ln·illiant silence" displayed by the other side, 
the amendment of the h<m. member for \Yarrego 
appeared likely to share the fate of all previous 
amendments that had been moved. Indeed, it 
was scarcely worth while to introduce amend­
Inents when there was no chance of carrying 
them. He agreed with the amendment, and 
conic! not see that it was at variance with the 
principle of the Bill. \Vith regard to the appeal 
to the Minister for Lands in the :1\ ew South 
\V ales Land Bill, that did not appear in the Bill 
as originally introduced, but was the result of 
the debates in the House. The Bill as originally 
drafted provided that there should be a land 
court, with the J\Iini"ter for Lands as chairman ; 
and it was finally decided to refer appeals to the 
i\Iinister for Lands alone. \Vith regard to 
insinuations of corruption, he failed to see that 
the board would be less open to them than the 
Minister for Lands, in spite of the hon. gentle­
man's contention to the contrary. 

Mr .• JORDAN said that, while he considered 
the amendment neither unjust nor unfair, he 
held that it was entirely inconsistent with that 
part of the Bill, which was the creation of a 
board, so that the administration of it might he 
removed from political influence,;. If that were 
done away with, the object for which the board 
was create<! was destroyed. He regretted that 
the :\Iinister for Lands had gone so far as to 
allow an appeal to the :\Iinister in any case, but 
he had gone quite far enough in that direction, 
and he hoped he would stop there, otherwise the 
object of that part of the Bill would be destroyed. 

:\Ir. S'IJ,V:E:\'SOX said they had just. heard 
the ::\Iinister for \V orb advise the Minister for 
Lands not tu arlopt the amendment of the hon. 
m em her for IV arrego, because if he did they 
might as well do away with the land board 
altogether. He would remind the Committee that 
the Minister for \Vorks gave his colleague some 
very similar advice during the debate on the 
second reading, when he said that if his colleague 
inserted the homestead clauses he might as 
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well throw the Bill :cside altogethe1·. But, 
notwithstanding that ad vice, the Minister for 
J,ands lwd amendments ready to reinstate the 
homestead clauses, anrl he h<)ped the ::Ylinister 
for \Vorks' advice would be no more listened 
to in the present case than it was in that. The hon. 
member for \Varrego had supported his amend­
ment with sound argnmente, and the only reply of 
the II'Iinister for Lands to those argmuents was 
that the olJject of that part of the Bill was to 
relieve the Minister from responsibilities and 
to enable decisions to be given unbiassed by 
political influence. But surely that was a Yery 
inconsistent argument, because that very clanse 
gave power to the ::Yiinister in certain cases. He 
could quite understand why the hon. member 
had brought the amendment forward. The 
board was a most peculiar one-a bo11rd of two­
and although the Minister for Lands could not 
conceive of their disagreeing, there was a very 
great chance indeed of their doing so ; and they 
would lw most likely to disagree in importn,nt 
cases where ]Jolitical influence would come in. 
Those cases would be referred to the 11ini><ter, 
whereas the poor selector was to be told there 
was no further court that he could appeal to, 
which would be very unjust. In accepting the 
arnendment t.here would be no giving way on a 
matter of principle on the part of the Minister 
for Lands. One principal argument in favour 
of the amendment was, that if it was adopted 
there would be fewer appeals to the Minis­
ter than was otherwise likely to be the case ; 
people would be less likely to be aggrieved 
than under the clause as it at pre"ent stood. 
It would make the board very careful indeed if 
they knew that a man, whoever he was, ha<l 
the right of appeal; that any selector had the 
right of appeal. It would make the hoard very 
careful indeed before they gave their final deci­
sion. He should be glad to support the amend­
ment of the hon. member for \Varrego. 

Mr. NORTON said he must confess that he 
was surprised at the oppr,sition which the 
amendment of the hon. member for \V arrego had 
received from the l\linisterit~l side. They had 
heard from the hon. the Minister fm ·works that 
if the amendment were passed 1t would be 
inconsistent with the Bill, and would have the 
effect of abolishing the hoartl altogether. But 
the hon. the Premier ha<l told them when the 
previous clause was being UiRcURSell that it waB 
not inconsistent-that one amendment wn,s not 
inconsistent with the other. Therefore, if one 
was not inconsistent with the other, it was not 
inconsistent with the Bill. 

The PREMIER : That it was not incon­
sistent with the principles of the Bill. 

Mr. NORTON : That one amendment was 
not inconsistent with the other, and was quite 
in accordance with the principles of the Bill. 
He thought a slig·ht departure like that pro­
posed might very well be agreed to. The Bill 
was nothing like what it w:>s when it was 
brought in; and as for the Bill which was talked 
about before the Land Bill was introduced in the 
House, it was as different as any two Bills could 
possibly be. The Minister for \V arks talked in 
the Rarr1e exaggerated way, about its having the 
effect of abolishing the boards, as he did about 
the homestead cl:>uses on the second reading. 
He backed up his colleague in saying that 
the homestead clauses had worked a great deal 
of harm. The thing was preposterous. Yot 
the slightest reason had yet been brought 
forward why the amendment should not be 
allowed. 'The only re:>son that had been 
given was that hitherto those men who were 
interested had not been allowed the right 
of appeal to a board at all. The Premier had 
just referred to an appeal under the Railways 

Act-or rather to the matter being referre<l 
back to the arbitrator. But that Act not only 
allowed every matter to he referred back to the 
board-though the hon. member did not say he 
knew of a case acted upon in that way--but it also 
provi<led for an appeal to the Supreme Court. 
There ought to be some appeal, either to the 
Minister or to the board; but under the 
present circunu.:;tances thoso who 'vere must 
interested had uo appeLtl at all. He was 
not one of those who believed that the 
hoarrl, however good its members might be, 
would be infallil>ie. Th:tt the members would 
he nothing of the kind they :1ll knew. 1\t,t a 
member of the Ccnnmittee believed that the 
board would be infallible; they knew that 
those men must make mistake", and there 
was no power to 1·emit the case for appeal 
after their decision had once been given. 
He presumed that no Minister would take it 
upon himself to interfere with their decision 
unless in a case where he sa'v that a serious 
error was committed. He thought that, ae the 
principle of boards had been agreed to by the 
Committee, some protection should be afforded 
to enable people to appeal agaimt any arbitrary 
decision. 

:Mr. J"ORDAN said that the 19th clause, as 
amended, provided that any person aggrieved 
might appeal to the Minister, who would remit 
the matter for the consideration of the Executive 
Council as the way by which the matter 
should be reheard by the board. The 
Premier said there was nothing inconsistent 
with that in the permission which was pro­
posed to be given by the amendment of 
the hon. member for \Varreg·o-that a man 
should choose, if he thought proper, to appeal 
to the Mini.ster instead of the board. That 
was what he understood the Premier said 
would not be inconsistent with the other. He 
did not sav that it would be utterly inconsistent 
to refer any matter to the Minister. That was 
another qnestion altogether. The thing was as 
plain as possible. 

Ivlr. ::Y,IORJoHEAD said that the hon. mem­
ber was somewhat in error. and if he would 
read the l!Jth and 20th clmises he would find 
:1 vast incomcistency. In the 19th clatJ.se he 
would find if he would read it-

" l_Tpon the apvlication of any per~on aggrieved by a 
decif.dou of the boaHl, the Governor in Council may 
remit the mattet· to the board for l'C('Oll:·drterntion." 

If the Government thought that an individual 
had been aggrieved by the board, they would 
express that opinion by remitting it to the 
board; Rnd no doubt they would bow to the 
decision of the member.s, from which there was 
no appeal. But on the other hanc1, under the 
20th clause, the members of the boarrl had a 
much greater power. It did not say that their 
decision "may" be considere<l by the Govern­
ment, but it said it " shall" be considered by 
the Government in open court. In the one case 
the board was to be sheltered ; in the other case 
the unfortnnatP man who appealed against the 
decision of the board under the l!lth clause might 
or might not have an Hppeal made to the board 
which tried him, and which would either endorse 
what thev did before or be influenced by the 
Minister for the time being·. 'l'hat was exactly 
what the result wonlcl be. There could be no 
other result, and he was astonished that the hon. 
gentlemen on the l\1inisterin1 side could not see 
the cogency of the argument and the cogency 
of the clause itself as jJropnsed by the hon. 
member for \Varrego. There was nothing 
in it given to the individual that should 
not be given to him ; he was only getting 
that appeal which he would be allowed 
in any civil action in the courts of the 
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colony. And that was to be refused by what 
was called the Liberal Government. A mure­
what a late member of the H01me wonld say--a 
1nore algerine propo::;al than their.~ waf:l never in­
troduced in committee in any Bill. It was strang­
ling the small man who could not appeal or who 
would not appe1tl under those conditions. If the 
1nan ::5aw any chance of getting· justice by an ap­
peal to the Minister, or to the Governor in Council, 
he would do so; but here every hope was denied. 
There was no chance of g-etting justice. The 
1nan had no chance of getting ju~tice when he 
appealed from the board, because the m1ttter was 
relegated to the Ministry, and then it was for the 
Ministry to say whether they would remit it to 
the tribunal that had tried him. The Ministry 
could give no appeal. It was proposed in the 
amendment of the hon. member for Warreg-o 
that everv appetol from the board to the Minister 
should be, relegated to the Governor in Council. 
That was what was asked, and nothing more 
than that ; and surely that was only what an 
individual was entitled to ask for from the State! 
He could get it outside the Land Bill by an 
appeal to the Supreme Court or to the Privy 
Council in England if he liked ; hut here he 
was to be debarred by those most stringent, 
monstrmts conditions of the proposed liber<tl 
Land Bill. A more unjtmt :md illiberal Land 
Bill, as far a"' tb!tHe condition~ a.t any rate were 
concerned, waB never lwonght before a. legi::;la~ 
ture. No snch condition~ were contained in any 
Act in the Am;tralian colonies, nnd the 1\Iiuister 
for Lands knew that as well as he did. The 
:Minister for Land,; would nut accept the pro­
position of the leader of the Opposition 
to appoint local land courts, because he was 
afraid that justice would l1e administered 
to those men-that a fair thing would be 
done; 1tnd mised the most frivolous objec­
tions to that clause being passed-a clause 
which was perfectly in accord with the whole 
tendency of legislation in the self-government 
of this colony. The hon. gentlem"n knew 
that, but was pretending to shelter the Minister 
for Lands for the time being from being a cor­
rupt man. The whole idea of the Minister for 
Lands was that the Minister for Lands must be 
a corrupt man; of course the hon. gentleman 
could judge himself. It was not for him (Mr. 
Mm·ehead) to say what the Minister for Lands 
might be, though the hon. gentleman might 
evolve that idea out of his inner consciousness. 
He (Mr. Morehead) had no doubt about that. 
He appeared to have b1tsed his Land Bill upon 
the assumption that all legislators and Executive 
Councils and the Committee of the House were 
men who were necessarily corrupt; and therefore, 
feeling that, he had apparently sheltered 
himself behind the board-only half sheltered 
himself, because on some occasions he appeared 
to assert himself. On occasions when really 
there was a possibility or probability of a gross 
injustice being done to individual holders of land 
or leases in the colony, he let the board deal with it, 
and sttid that if an injustice was being done he 
would have no hand in it-he would let the board 
wash their own dirty linen ; the injury might be 
done, but the Minister for Lands or the Govern­
ment would have nothing to do with it. 

The MINISTEH FOR LANDS said the 
hon. gentleman was trying to be as offensive as 
he possibly could be ; 'but he would not touch 
upon that, excerJt to s1ty that he did not intend 
to shirk any responsibility that might accrue 
from his office. His object was to prevent the 
possibility of a ~finiste1· for Lands appointed by 
the other oide, it might be the hem. gentleman 
himself. being appealed to. He did not want to 
be at all persona.] ; hut he had a- right to say 
that much. He had never shirked any responsi­
bility yst. The han. gentleman bad aa.id 

that there was some case in which they had 
departed from the principle of the Bill which 
admitted the right of appeal. There was no such 
case as :>,ppealing from the decision of the boar!=~, 
except in the case where the two members of the 
board could not agree. The hon. gentleman had 
also said that hem. gentlemen on the Government 
side did not seem to understand the purport of 
their own arguments. The object of the Govern­
ment was this : to remove liability from a poli­
timol Minister for Lands. That had been reite­
rated over and over again, and there was very 
little more to be said upon it. It was nut 
a question whether a man shirked his respon­
sibilities or not. He did not mean to say 
whether a :Minister for Lands was better or 
worse than a board ; but the position in which 
he was placed must, at all events, excite the 
suspicion of those persons whose caoes he dealt 
with, simply from the fact of his being a poli­
tical partisan. Members of the board would not 
be in that position; they were removed from 
political influence ; and by that the Bill allowed, 
as nearly as possible with the machinery they 
had, a fair and honest administration of the law. 
Ho long a.s eYer i\linil-3ten; for I..~ands re1nained in 
the positi•m of political rmrtisllns, no matter what 
perfect judgment they exercised in the discharge 
of their duties, there wonld be always a certain 
amount of snspicion. If he had a case, and the 
:I\Tini~ter for Lands gaYe an adverse dedHion on 
it. althoud1 he had himself considered it a good 
case, he shonld he very much inclined to attribute 
that decision tD certain political influence. If 
that decision were given by men who were out­
side political influence, though he might know 
they were wrong, he should be satisfied that they 
had given a decision in accordance with the best of 
their judgment. That was the position in which 
he wanted to see the men who were to form the 
land board. But if a man were " politician, and 
gave an adverse decision, he should attribute 
it to some improper moti,·es. But when tlmt 
feeling was removed men felt that, whether 
they had been dealt with as they wished or not, 
they had been dealt with honestly from the 
point of view of the men who lmd his case in 
hand. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said the Minister for Lands 
had told the Committee over and over again that 
the man who was Minister for Lands lived in an 
atmosphere of perjnry, and must necessarily 
be corrupt, or subject, at any mte, to undue 
political influence. He had said he wished 
to get rid of that by appointing two members 
to a land board. I'f e would like to know 
whether the hon. gentleman's politic"] influ­
ence would come to bear upon him when he 
appointed those two gentlemen. \Vould he 
appoint two political friends of his own? The 
hon. gentleman had led them to believe that he 
had his weaknesses, and other Ministers for 
L1tncls had had theirs too. He would like to 
know from that hon. gentleman whether he 
would appoint political friends, and if he 
believed, as he (Mr. Morehead) did not, that all 
impropriety must emanate from men placed in 
high positions, either directly or indirectly. If 
the hon. gentleman admitted that, he w.mld ask 
him whether they were to get really even-handed 
justice from men appointed by him ; because 
he supposed the hon. gentleman would be the 
motive power in the appointment of any men 
under the Bill, as members of the board. '.rhey 
knew that the hon. gentleman had helped his 
friends before now. He put 2\Ir. Golden, a man 
who was in no way entitled to the position in 
which he wtL' pbced, over the heads of many 
oflieers of the Civil Service, into a station of 
high emoluments anrl pay-much higher than 
his a,bilities deserved; a.nd perhapa he might be 
one of thoae whu we1-e b be made oommioaloowe' 
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probably a member of the board. The hon. gentle­
man stuck to his political friends, and his politics 
were also very bitter. He was part and parcel 
with that yellow pamphlet which was the most 
defamatory ever produced in the colony. The 
hoh. gentleman was the most bitter politician 
who ever came into office, and he told them they 
were to expect absolute purity in the appoint­
ment of two individuals to the board. He 
doubted it very much. H c doubted whether it 
was at all probable that a man, who was likely to 
be greatly embittered against those who dared 
to differ from him in politics or upon some of 
those wild theories which he had been forced to 
abandon by his hem. colleagues, could give a just 
decision, although he Inight give nne according to 
11isown lights, which was an honest one. He was 
not physically or men tally fit to appoint men to such 
positions, or to give appointments to persons under 
the Bill. The hon. Minister£ or Lands looked upon 
him (Mr. Morehead) with a jaundiced eye, and 
thought nothing but bad could come from him. 
The hon. gentleman might or might not be right; 
but he was only pointing out that the hon. 
gentleman was prejudiced, and possibly he felt 
that he might do what was not right, if he had 
not done it already ; and therefore, in me:1suring 
other ::\Jinisters for Lands by his own bushel, he 
had come to the conclusion that all men were 
thieves and all men were liars. He had said 
already that he lived in an atmosphere of perjury, 
and that he did not consider that a dcclttration 
was worth anything. If he were wrong the 
hon. gentleman would correct him. In one 
of the hon. gentleman's speeches-the one in 
which he introduced the Bill-he said he did 
not believe in declamtions or oaths connected 
with taking U]J land, or with anything to do 
with the work connected with the Land Office. 
The hon. gentleman seemed to have gone back 
from thM, as he had sent any amount of ch·cu· 
Jars round requesting men to make declara­
tions that certain country was stocked, and 
stating that if those declarations were made 
he would be satisfied. Could the hon. gen­
tleman deny that? That was a strange diver­
sion from the path which the hon. gentle­
man had set himself to follow. ·when they 
found such an erratic individual- to put 
it in the mildest way-at the head of the Lands 
Department, they should be very careful before 
accepting a Land Bill at his hands ; and they 
should be more than careful when they found in 
the Bill before them the erratic nature of that hem. 
gentleman. The hon. gentleman had abandoned 
every principle upon which the Bill was based. 
The first principle of ;t was abandoned even 
before it was introduced. The hon. member 
had thundered round the country what the 
Bill was going to be. It was to he an embodi­
ment of the Georgian system. Henry George 
was his god, and the being to be worshipped at 
that time. \Vhat did they find now? They found 
the Bill a little Georgy, though n<;t very 
much. It was not to be all leasehold and no 
freehold now. The hon. member had abandoned 
every Georgian principle in the Bill, and night 
after night they were swamped with fresh 
amendments which the hon. member proposed 
in his own Bill. But when a really good amend­
ment, in every way pertinent to the matter and 
nature of the Bill, was proposed by the hon. 
member for Wan·ego, the hon. gentleman said he 
would ha venone of it. He would have only his own 
amendments which he (.i\.Ir. Morehead) supposed 
were suggested and invented by the dummies 
on the other side, for he could not imagine a man of 
such fixed principles as the Minister for Lands 
inventing those amendments himself. He said 
tll"t if the amendment proposed by the hon. 
Ill ember for \\' arrego had heen propooed by a 
member on t.ho Govcrmnout oide of the Com· 

mittee it would ha,·e been accepted by the Gov­
ernment. There was nothing in it at variance 
with any portion of the Bill; but simply because 
the hon. member for \Varrego happened to sit on 
the Opposition side of the Committee and support 
the minority, his most reasonable and ]JBrtinent 
amendment was rejected and contemned, and 
that in spite of the fact that the Premier him­
self had said the other night that he had no 
objection to it. 

The PREMIEH : You were not here. 
:Mr. MOREHEAD said he was there that 

evening, and he knew by the hon. member's 
denial that he must have said what he attributed 
to him the other night. The amendment of the 
hon. member for \V turego was simply an act of 
fair play to the individual as against the State. 
All that was asked was fair play for the indi­
vidual as against the decision of a board, which 
nnfortunately would appear, so far, to be 
thoroughly and entirely irresponsible. 

1\Ir. JORDAN said that. if the amendment of 
the hon. 1nen1her for Warr .. ego vvere carried, any 
person feeling himself aggrieved would have an 
alternative of appealing either to the Minister 
or again to the hoard. \Vith that alternative, 
there could be no doubt that the aggrieved 
per8on would choo;;e to appeal to the .Minister 
hom the board. 

Mr. 1\IOJlEHE.\.D : And why not"? 
l\lr. ,) ORD.,I .. N said that if he did so the whole 

object of the appointment of the board would 
he destroyed. 

Mr. MOH};HEAD : If you read the new 
clause 20 you will find that there is an appeal 
to the Minister against the board. 

Mr. ,JORDAN said that under the new clause 
20, if the members of the board could not agree 
upon any question, t.hey might refer to the 
Minister. That was a very different thing 
from an aggrieved person appealing to the 
Minister to reverse a decision of the board. 
He had no doubt hon. members opposite under­
stood the m:1tter quite as well as he did, only 
they found it convenient to misunderstand it. 

Mr. NORTON said he quite agreed with 
the hem. member that hon. members on the Op­
position side understood it. Anyone who had 
read or listened to the debates upon the Bill 
would see that the Opposition had taken a very 
great deal of trouble to understand it. Hon. 
members opposite knew very well that nearly all 
the discussion on the Bill came from the Opposi­
tion side of the Committee. They also knew very 
well that some members on the Government side 
were scarcely in the Chamber at all, except when 
they came in to vote in divisions. Something had 
been said about amendments from the Opposi­
tion side being rejecter! as a matter of course ; 
but they carried their amendments in another 
way. }'or instance, those amendments which 
the Government had introduced, in connection 
with the omission of the homestead clauses from 
the Bill, had really come from the Opposition side 
of the Committee. ·when the Government found 
that they dared not refuse the amendments sug­
gested from the Opposition side ofthe Committee 
they took care to ttdoptthem before hon. members 
on the Op)H>sition side could have an opportunity 
of proposing them. That was how it was done. 
The first two speeches made by the Minister for 
L<tnds were a" strong against the admission of 
the homestead principle as any two speeches 
could po,;sibly be. The Opposition saw very 
well the mistake the Government were making 
in abolishing the homestead clauses, and they 
pointed it out ; <end when the Government 
saw it was unpopular nn their own side, and 
throughout the colony, they at once intr0-
duwd amendmento remedying- th01.t mi~ta.ke, 
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and emanating from themselves, but really 
originating on the Opposition side of the Com­
mittee. That was the only way the Opposition 
eould get in any amendments at all. It should 
be remembered that the members of the board 
would not last for ever. Another Government 
would sooner or later come into power, and 
members on the Opposition side were quite as 
much entitled and as competent to make ap­
pointments of that kind as hon. gentlemen 
opposite. He could bring up a case which hon. 
members would hear of by-and-by, and which the 
public woulJ give the Government very little 
credit for when the facts became known; a 
case in which the ::Yiinister for Works, with the 
assistance of the Premier, enabled a man to receive 
certain moneys after having already given a full 
receipt. The Government entitled him, by their 
action, to receive several hundred pounds for 
which he had already given a fnll receivt. 
The appointment to which he referretl was that 
of a contractor to sign full receipts for the ]my­
ment of certain moneys. It did not refer par­
ticularly to work that had been cPmpleted; it 
referred to two contracts, one nf which had been 
absolutely completed. 'l'hat was a matter which 
was likely to be brought under notice on an 
early day. \Vith other hon. members, ht' was 
'ick of the insinuations ag-ainst the Opposition 
'idc of the House; they were getting full of 
them, and they were nnt g-oing to submit to 
statements from the other side. They were not 
going to stand those eternal insinuations. Hon. 
members on the other side wonld finJ that the 
Opposition would have something more definite 
to say on a subject which the public would ta.ke 
great interest in, and in which the members of 
the Government would get very little sympathy 
from the public. X ow, there were lots of charges 
they might bring up if they liked-plenty of 
matters they allowed to go by in silenc<>, because 
they did not wish to be continally insinuating 
charges. The action of the Government in the 
case where the late Sergeant-at-arms sold his 
property, through the Colonial Treasurer, for 
double the amount he had asked for it twelve 
months ago was a matter with regard to which 
they might have made very gross insinuations 
against the Government if they chose. 

The PREMIER : Go ahead ! 

::VIr. NORTON: The hon. member said "Go 
ahead" ; but they did not care to adopt the hon. 
member's style of fighting. It was a disgraceful 
thing that hon. members on the Government 
side of the Committee should always be attacking 
that side with in,inuations of corruption. Now, 
with regard to the amendment of the bon. mem­
ber for \V an·ego, it was a most rpnsonable one, 
and, in his opinion, proposed an amount of fair 
dealing which could hardly in justice be refused. 
As he said before, he had not heard <tny 
solid argument against it. It was quite true 
that the Premier and the Mini,ter for Lands 
had asserted that the object was to leave 
those matters solely to the board, and take 
them altogether out of the }finister's hands ; but 
he could not understand why they should be 
removed entirely from the Minister's hands. 
He did not see what likelihood of corruption 
there was if the ::Vlinister had to decide publicly 
on matters of that kind, which had been publicly 
dealt with before. Even if he were inclined to 
be corrupt, there was very little probability of 
his being so; because it wonld be so palpable that 
he would simply be hunted from his office. Apart 
from that, he (:i\Ir. Norton) would a>:k where all 
this protection of the country against responsible 
Ministry W~ts to encl. \Vas the power of deciding 
whttt matters were to be ln·ought before the 
crmrt to be t",ken from the Attorney-General'! 
Thal wa,; "' power which could be need for 

political purposes. He remembered one case 
which had been discussed in the House, where 
a man, who previous to the acce,sion of the 
present Government had been put on his trial 
for some charge, was defended by the present 
Attorney-General, and when the present Govern­
ment came into office the case was clt·opped. He 
did not witih to hnpute any wrong-doing-the case 
wtts to tt certain extent explained afterwards; 
but there were bufficient facts brought forward 
to show that in si1nila.r cases <1 gentlernan in the 
Attorney-General's position could protect a man 
whom it was hi" interest to pretect. There was 
no .:\Iinister who had not his responsibilities, and 
there was not one from whom the responsibilities 
oug·ht to he taken. If they were to take every 
possible responsibility from the Minister for 
Lands, they rnu,;t logically go on and interfere 
with the reoponsibility of every other Minister, 
and remove every possible temptation to act in " 
corrupt manner. The position of every :Minister 
'vas the ::>alne, thongh they rnight not all ha,ve 
opportunitie,; for corruption tu the same extent 
as the :\Iinister for Lands; if they wished to be 
corrupt they could find opportunities in some 
way or other ; and if they were to take every 
n'']Jonsibility from the :\lini,;ter they were 
sapping the foundation of that responsible 
gove1·nmcnt of which they all professetl to be so 
proud. 

The PHJ£:\IIER said he was not going to 
answc~· the nlnnel'OUt-5 vague insinuations the 
hon. member had made without venturing to 
give them any form. It had just occurred to 
him to comlmre the proposition now made with 
the po"sibility of making a similar proposition in 
connection with the Irish Land Bill, which had 
been referred to more than once during the 
debate. Suppose for a moment the posoibility 
of the suggestion being made in the House 
of Commons that an appeal should be granted 
from the Irish Land Court to the Chief Secre­
tary for Ireland ? 

:Mr. MOREHEAD: There is no analogy. 
The PREMIER: There is a perfect analogy. 

In Irehwd the matter is fin;t in vestigatecl by a 
local tribunal. 

Mr. MOHEHEAD: They are not Crown 
lands. 

The PREMIER: \Vonld any hon. member 
draw the picture to himself of anyone having the 
temerity to make such a proposition, or the 
reception he would have met with, in proposing 
that there should be an appeal from the Land 
Court to the Chief Secretary for Ireland ? 

An HONOUHABLE l\IE"IBER : Ours are Crown 
lantls. 

The PREMIER : An hon member said they 
were dealing with Crown lands. That was true 
enough, but suppose an appeal had been proposed 
to be given to a committee of landlords. That 
would have been a Pirnilar proposition to the 
present one. The proposal to get a political 
officer to determine the C[Uestion of value, whether 
between the Crown and the tenant, or any 
other person, seemed to him to be entirely un­
tenable. The real argument made use of was 
that, the country having been in the habit of 
trusting so much to the Minister of the daJ:, it 
was not desirable to take that trust from hnn; 
but he (the Premier) had endeavoured to point 
out, on more than one occ•sion befm·e, that 
it had never yet been recognised as part 
of the functions of a .Minister of the Crown 
to determine questions of value. So that what 
was proposed by the :i'viinister for Lands was not 
by any n1e:u1s an innovation; but the a.mend1nent 
nf the' hon. ntember for \V <.trrego was an lnnova.v 
tinn, prnposing, a.'" it rlid, to give tn a l\Iinister 
the power of cxcrcicint; a functic~n he had nover 
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yet exercised. That was the difference. The 
clause did not take away from the J\lini:;ter any 
function which he had hithert•.> exercised ; but 
the amendrnenf, proposed to throw upon him the 
exercise of a function entirely outside the proper 
duties of his office. 

J\lr. JORDAN said he had not S•Jicl that hon. 
members opposite understood the Bill as well as 
hon. members on his side. He had said that hon. 
members on the Opposition side understood that 
1nuticular part of the Bill ju:;t as well as mem­
bers on his side, but affected for their own con­
venience to confuse two things together, which 
they knew were distinct and separate. The 
two points were the pror>ooal to give the 
board power to appea1 to the 11inbter, and the 
po.wer of any individual to appeal t,, the 
J\fmister. 'fhose points were quite distinct, and 
hon. members knew they were distinct. He 
would not pay them so bad a compliment 
as to say that they understood the B;ll as 
well as he did. He would not pay them 
so poo!· a compliment. Of course they under­
stood rt better than he did. The hon. mem­
ber for Port Curtis had misunderstood him 
when he suppo,,ed that he (Mr. ,TnrdmJ) had 
said hon. mernbers opp<·site understood the Bill 
as well as he did. lf thev looked at the 
history of the :tdministration ,;f the land laws of 
this colony frmn the beginning, he thought they 
must be convinced of the valne of the principle 
contained in the Bill '" far as the board was 
concerned. The very first Land Act passed in 
Queensland would have served the colony for all 
time, he believed ; certainly it would up to the 
present time, and for another hundred years to 
come. It was wisely conceived, admirable in 
every respect, de:1ling fairly with all clao;sc·s-­
the pastoral tenant, and those whom they wished 
to settle in hundreds and thousands upon the 
land as farmers. He called it the Land and 
Immigration Act, because it provided for the 
emigration of a middle class. That was a wise 
Act, but it was badly administered-politi­
cally administered~~corruptly administered, to 
the ruin of the colony. The Act of 18()8 was not 
a wise Act, he thought. It was not well fmmed, 
but, apart from that, it was badly ttdminis­
tered. Under that Act hundreds or' thousands 
of acres of the finest lands of the colony were 
dummied in violation of the Act, and the 
dummying ofthe land was winked at-permitted, 
he might f>ay ; condoned, at all events, if not 
encouraged. That was because the Act was 
badly administered. The present Bill was an 
admirable one, but if they had no board he was 
very much afraid it wo'uld be badly atlminis­
tered. He believed they had at present as honour­
able a man as i\Iinister for Lands as anv man in 
the colon v-as honest a man--a man \vhom he 
believed even hon. gentlemen opposite would 
trust with untold gold ; and he did not say 
that ttnv Minister who had been in the Lands 
Office httd been dishonest. He should be very 
far from saying so. He should be ashamed of 
himself if he said so; bnt he did say he had 
observed the way in which the colony had been 
mismanaged forthelast twenty-five years, and that 
rnismanage1nent had rn1wh of its odgin in the 
mismanage1nent and political adn1ini~:>tratiou of 
the lands of the colony. It was l,roposetl that 
this part of the Act shoul<l he administered 
entirely by the board, and that there should 
be no appeal to the Minbter. The appoiut­
ment of a hoard, as he had said, he thought 
most valuable--a most important principle, 
and the most meful principle of the Bill. 
He rather regretted that the Minister !Jad 
yielded slightly in that nJatter, because some hon. 
gentlemen on his side were afraid thlLt if the 
a,dministration of a. oort~,in pa,rt of the Act were 
op~irely, ancle;y:cJunhely, &nd I"'lely, in the ha,pd~ 

of two men, by-and-by some question would 
ttrise upon which thoRe two men would differ. 
The hon. J\iinister for Lancls, when he was asked 
the question, point-blank, by the hon. member for 
Balonne-who rejoiced in putting very funny 
questions to the hon. gentleman-whether he did 
not belie Ye that those two gentlemen were likely 
to (lisngree, an~nvere(l, "Xo, they n1nst agree." 
Of course they must, if they were only two ; bnt 
if they allowed an appeal-if they provided 
rnachinery encouraging the board to appeal to 
somebotly else--then there would be no necessity 
for their agreement; but if there was a necessity 
that they should agree, then they would agree 
just in the same way in which a jury was 
obliged to agree. 

Mr. :\fOREHEAD: They do not sometimes. 
"Yh. JORDAN: Then they were locked np 

without even the comfort of a pipe of tobacco, 
and compelled to agree. Their aim was that 
those two geutlemen should realise thei£ respon­
sibility. 

Mr. "YIOREHEAD: ·would yon lock them 
up? 

i\lr .. TORDA?\ said he believed they would 
a;,;re<'. He rather regretted what had been done, 
still there was no harm in it. He could certainly 
not agree with the pt'oposition of the h0n. 
n18111her for \Va.rrego 1 which involved one of the 
main princip1e·~ of the Bill. 

::\[r. ?\EL::'\0.:\ saitl the hon. member for South 
Brisbttne was ve1·y much exercised as to whether 
hon. members of the Opposition understood the 
Bill. He did not think the hon. member 
need trouble about that. The hon. member 
laid down the principle that although the 
bnard should have the power to appeal to the 
i\linister, the tenant or intending tenant--the 
man \vho wished to take up a selection, or take 
up land, or who thought he had a right to take 
up land, and wbo had any grievance against the 
landlonls in the shape of the board-should have 
no right of appeal. That was what he understood 
the hon. member to say, but he was open to correc­
tion. It seemed an absurdity on the face of it. 
Then the Premier drew an analo;.(y between 
their land laws and the recent htnd legislation 
with regard to Ireland. He (Mr. Nelson) did 
not profess to be particuhtrly well np in Irish 
legislation, but he knew that the church lands 
\\'ere pnt into the hands of commissioners, and 
that the main principle upon which'thcy acted 
was exactly the contrary to what that Bill pro­
posed. That principle was to make m-ery tenant 
a free holder, and on nine-tenths of those lands 
they had succeeded in doing so. It was the 
R::tme in every other country in Europe-in 
:France, lflanders, and particularly in Germany, 
where the State had interfered not to create tt 
lot of leaseholders, but to make freeholders and 
nothing but freeholders. In Germany they 
had done everything in their power to en­
courage that most desirable thing; they had 
gone so far as to find peoj,le the money with 
which to become freeholders. They had estab­
lished :State banks for the purpose, and after 
the horrPwer had secured his freehold he repaid 
the purchase money to the State. Where the 
Premier's analogy failed, and where his argu­
ment told n1ost 8trongly against hi~ ovvn con­
tention, was that the Irish land htws did 
exactly \V hat the present amendment aimed at 
eloine;. They were l'"'"ed for the purpose of 
dealing between the tenant and the landlord--~to 
give the tenant a chance a~ against his landlord. 
In this colony a board was to be their landlord, 
for they knew not how long-a board armed 
with imn1cn;-:;e po\-vers, many of thetn very arbi~ 
trary ; and yet it waR contended on the other side 
that it would be wrong if the poor Relector had 
a ri~ht of a,ppea.! to &Jme higher a,uthorit;r-
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to the Minister at the head of the department, 
who was himself responsible to the people. 
\Vhat ditl the Premier want? The hon. gontle­
mctn said it would be absurd if the Irish Land 
Acts had provided that there should be an apr1eal 
from the commissioners to the Chief Secreta,ry 
or smnehod~r else. But that wa,s the very thing 
they clid provide. They prnviclecl an appeal, 
bllcause there were disputes hotween the tenants 
and the lmullonh; and they providocl 0()\Lrts to 
which an a~;·grie\'Bil teu~tnt could g-o a11cl ;-;t]Jte 
hi~ c:u-ie nnd get justice done. Tlu\Jt wn:-; wh::tt 
they 'cskctl for now. He (1\Tr. J'\elr;on) lHtd 
bef(n·e stated tlmt he was >Lltnr-;·ether opposed to 
the board, because the relationship between bnd­
lord and temmt could only work well when there 
was a full sympathy between the partie.s. As 
f:loun as ever 'there w[Ls any want of co-operation 
between them the system broke down. But 
the Committee were compelled to accept the 
boan1 on account of the strength of the other 
side, but, seeing that it was to be forced upon 
them, it was their duty to reduce its obnoxious­
ness to a n1i11in1lnn, because, othen'~:ise, inKtf"ad 
of being a blessing to the country, it would be 
the direct opposite. Ultimately the appeal must 
be to the Executive, who represented the people 
of the country. The ::\linister for \Vorks, in his 
usual way, took it for granted tlmt only the 
present pastoral tenants would be affected; but 
the Bill applied to all-not onlv to the pastoral 
tenants but to the selectors :1nd small lease­
holden; who would be called into exis­
tence. It would afiect them ttll for years 
to cmne, and he a1':lked, was it ren,sonable 
that they should g·iye to two men-particu­
lar friends of the present l\Iinister for Lands, 
who were to he appointed by him, and who 
would hold office for the term of their natural 
li,,es-~those in11nenHe powers without son1e n1ode 
of app~al against t.hem? Ko such despotic power 
could be granted hy any people who had been 
accustomed to live under re:)pom;ible govennnent. 
He did not think the Committee were w:1.sting 
time over the amendment. The part of the 
Hill they were now considering- was the most 
important rmrt of it, and if it went through they 
would be tied down and would have to submit. He 
asked hon. members on the other side to seriously 
consider what they were going to do. 'The 
powers to be placed in the hands of the boarc1 
were enormous. It had not only to determine 
values, but to do everything which a land­
lord could do with his tmmnts, with eY·Jll 
more arbitrary authority-except in one respect. 
No matter how bad the season or the state of 
the markets might be-,md the selector had to 
take those things into consideration, and if 
dealing with a landlord could appeal to him and 
make an arrangement with him-no matter how 
those things might he, the board was compelled 
to raise his rent 10 per cent. or 15 per cent. 
every five years--it might be 50 per cent. or 100 
per cent. for >ell they knew. But as to redncing 
the rent in bad times, or under any other circmn­
stances, they had no power whatever. 'The 
principal power the bt·,ard had was that, if a man 
did not keep up to the conditions of his lease, 
they would kick him out and take all his 
improvements and everything else he had put on 
the land. 

The lVII::'-riS'TJo:ll l<'OE LAJ'\DS said the 
principle to which the hon. member (Mr. Kebon) 
objected \\as to his mind the g-reatest recom­
mendation of the bcmrd. '\Vhere a man had made 
an absolute bargain with the State, the bnarcl 
would see that he kept it. They would not let him 
off through auy f:Lmnritism m political influence. 
They formed the machinery by which a man 
woulrl be kept to hi-s bargain. .A great fa,iling in 
tlwir previom; land administration had been that 
men had been tcllowecl to break their bargain 
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with the State. ·without the board, mercy might 
be granted to one man and not to another, and 
it was absolutely necessary to prevent ~he sway 
of political influence in matten; of that kmd. The 
htm. member for vVarr·ego had used that argument 
in reference to himself (the Minister for Lands), 
>end the leader of the Opposition asserted that he 
h:1d shown favour to his political friends. He 
repudiated altogether the imputatio'?- t~at he 
had been g-uilty of >Lnything- of .the _kmcl m any 
form. However, he sctid tlut 1t m1ght be clone 
by the best of men. 1\Ien were often infl_uence.d 
uncnnsciondly then"el \'es, aml he des1red 1t 
should not l1e so. If a bargain were m,vle with 
the State it shonlc1 be adhered to, and he believed 
that the machinery framed in this Act would 
ensure that result. 

1\Ir. MOHl~I-IEAD said that the great 
Xapoleon had said, "Scratch a Russian and you 
will find a 'Tartar." 'They had found a Tartttr in 
the Minister for Lands, who had told them that 
the Bill was framed to provide that no man should 
go whining to the Government ; that no rent 
should be reduced ; that no acsessment should 
be reduced ; that it was intended that the Bill 
should be so constructed that no concessions-no 
matter how adverse the circumstances might be 
to the tenant-that no concessions should be 
gi,·en. Had the hon. gentlemttn acted up to 
that dming the brief time he had been in office? 
Had not the lVIinister for \Vorks told them that 
the 1\Iinister for Lands had promised concessions 
to someone on the 1Jarling Downs? He did 
not blame him. Had not the .Minister for 
\Vmks promised and boasted that he had 
gut concef:lsions frmn his colleague to farmers 
at Dalby nncl elsewhere for not having paid 
their rent? Had not the Minister for Lands 
consented to that? And yet the hon. gentle­
man got up and told them that he w>cnted 
a Bill passed of so strong a character that no 
matter what adversity might have occurred, or 
what depressions might have taken place with 
regard to the produce that might be produced 
from the agricultural or pastoral industry, th>ct 
he or those who would succeed him-or the board 
he or his successor might nominate-would say 
"\Ve will '"iveyou nothino·." J'\othingmore brutal 
was ever 1~asoed by the \~orst of Irish landlords 
than had been propounded by the Minister for 
Lands that night. If that commended itself 
eithel' to the hearts of the Committee or to the 
men of the colony he was very much mist>cken 
in them. The hon. member certainly made those 
remarks that night. 

The MI:'{IST:ER FOR LANDS : Be honest 
before you are generous. 

Mr. MOREHEAD: The hon. gentleman 
might be honest. He did not know. The hon. 
gentlen1an certainly \Vas not generous. He did 
not ~1sk him to he generous ; he asked him to be 
honest. And in common honesty it would be 
the duty of the State, as of any ot?er landlord, 
when he saw a tenant, from any 01rcumst>cnces 
utterly beyond his control, come to such 
a position that he could not pay his rents~ 
the Minister would only be honest in not carrying 
out the bare letter of the law. He had found 
that justice and generosity could go hand in 
hand; that men might be both just and generous 
without doing any injury to the body politic. 
Over and over again-not only by individuals, he 
thanked God, but by the State-not only by the last 
Government, but by every one that preceded it 
-where the Govemment saw there was a case 
where a .iudicions concession might be made, not 
only without injury to the St>ete, but with benefit 
to the State, that lute\ been clone. But the 
Minister for Lands told them that he wished 
:1 bw passed to forbid any concession 
wlmtever being made by the Government. He 



914 01·own Lands Bill. [ASSEMBLY.) Grown Lands Bill. 

(Mr. Morehead) had never heard of a more 
brutal policy-he used the word advisedly­
enunciated by a Minister of the Crown in that 
House ; and he maintained that no such brutal 
policy had been enunciated inside the Imperial Par­
liaments when the dominant party ruled Ireland 
with an iron hand. He would not deal-because 
it would be dealt with by others more competent 
than he-with the utter nonsense spoken by the 
hon. the Premier with regard to the analogy he 
attempted to r!raw between the position taken 
up under the present propo"ed Bill and the posi­
tion taken up under the Irish Land Act. He 
would not have risen to sveak had it not been for 
the unparalleled language made use of with 
regard to the Bill by the hon. the Minister for 
Lands. 

The Hox. Sm. T. MciLWHAITH sa.id the 
demands made by the Government in order to 
carry out their scheme were that Ministers-with­
out attributing to them corruption-were neces­
sarily subject to influences that other men would 
not be; that political pressure would be brought 
to bear against them that was not brought to 
bear before ; and that the scheme wo s to be 
placed outside all political bias whatever. The 
scheme so far was good, if it could be done; but 
the Minister for Lands himself had delivered 
the strongest argument again,t the scheme that 
had been heard in the Committee. The hon. 
gentleman told them that he would have the 
appointment of the men. That meant that it 
was to be a political board. 

The MINISTEH FOil LANDS : I did not 
say anything of the kind. 

An HONOL'RABLE ME:umm : He gets angry 
now. 

The HoN. Sm T. MaiL "\VHAITH said he under­
stood the hon. gentleman to say so, and before 
he rose to S].Jeak he took the precaution to 
consult his friends as to whether he had mis­
apprehended the hon. gentleman. If he had, he 
accepted his not very courteous denial. He 
understood the hon. gentleman to tell them 
distinctly that the great advantage was, that not 
they on the Opposition, but they on the Minis­
terial side would have the appointment of the 
board. 

The MIJ'\ISTER FOR LANDS : I said 
nothing of the kind. 

Mr. MOHEHEAD : You did say so. 

The Hox. Sm T. MciLWRAITH: The hon. 
the Pren1ier brought forward an argurnent, 
which to him was certainly one of the most 
daring kind, in bringing an analogy between the 
present Land Bill and the Land Act passed bb' 
the present Government in England with regard 
to Ireland. The hon. gentleman said, would 
not the English Government have been considered 
fools if under that Act they had provided tlmt 
there was an appeal by either the landlord or the 
tenant to the Chief Secretary for Ireland, in 
case that either party did not agree with the 
judgment given by the court? '\V ere the f[uestions 
in any degree alike, he (Hon. Sir T. Mcllwraith) 
might try to trace out the analogy ; but the 
analogy, to be one, ought to be like this :-Sup­
pose the lands in Ireland were Crown lands ; 
that they had been badly administered fur g·ener­
ations; and that both tenant and landlord and 
public generally were crying out agaimt the 
administration 0f the lands; that there had been 
a department presided over by the Chief Secre­
tary to administer those lands; that the Ministry 
brought in an Irish Land Bill in the English Par­
liament to provide that in future all those disputes 
should be settled outside, and that no account 
whatever of the l\Iinister who was res1"msible 
for the due administration of those lands shoulcl 
at all be taken-that there should be no appeal 

granted to either party-would not the question 
be asked, what was the use of that depart­
ment that had been administering the lands ? 
The department was administering the lands 
subject to the responsibility of Parliament; and 
if they said they would not in the future 
have the administration of the land interfered 
with, they would ha Ye said--" You have given 
the strongest possible reason for the abolition 
of this." That would have been at once the 
a,nswer. There was no analogy whatever, af-J 
pointed out by the hon. member for Northern 
Dowm~. That was a ea."m where there were tenant 
andlandlordon.the one side. There werenosuch 
cases in Queensland. The board would actually 
be the landlord, and they should certainly 
provide some mmtns by which a decision could 
be appealed from. "\Vhat ran through the whole 
of the arguments of the hon. :1\finister · for 
Lands was this-he could not get out of his mind 
one clabR of tenants. He believed thoroughly that 
those lands which were to be subject to the Bill 
would go into the hands of the big pastoral lessees 
the same as lands before, and that they would be all 
Sf[ncezable men, to whom he could Ray, ""\Ve will 
have our pound of flesh." He could not contem­
plate anything at all like the selectors they had 
up to the present time. He had admitted him­
self, with n'2·arcl to the selectors on the Downs, 
at Allora, that it would have been a wrong thing 
in his position to have been exn,cting. Did he 
mean by that to say that it would have been a good 
thing for the State if a harder-hearted man 
than he was had been in the place ? That 
was wh:ct hi,; argument meant. In future 
the matter would come before the board, 
and the hon. member said there was a hard­
and-fast line laid down from which the board 
could not deviate. Surely the hem. gentleman 
could see that it was a good thing to have a 
1\Iinister who, under smne circnrnst:'Lnces, could 
give way to in1pulse and pity whf'n circum­
stances justified it. \Vhy should it be made a 
hard-and-fast rule that the board were not, 
under the Bill, to show any consitleration to 
cases similar in thmr nature to those of the 
All ora selectors? The Premier had n,l ways 
said that nothiug nt all but matters of price 
should come before the board, and he had 
challenged him to point out any case. As he 
had said before, he could point out a dozen 
cases. Take, for instance, clause 2:l, as 
fol!OW3 :--

" Xo clecision of a commissioner shall hr final un1eS>s 
and until it has been contirmcd l)y tllc board; and the 
board may confirtu, vary! or reverse any SlWh decision." 
All the 1 1owers given to the comnliRRioner were 
subject to be vMied or reversed by the board. 
'VVhere was the right of appeal there? Still the 
Premier said that with some slight exceptions 
the whole of that p<m-er was completely in the 
hands of the Government. It was virtually in 
the hands of the board, and the :Minister for 
Lands was rloing hif' best to 1nake it a political 
board; and it would be a political board just as 
much as the hem. member was '' strong political 
partisan. 

Mr. KATES sa.itl allusion had been made by 
the hem. member for Balonne and the leader of 
the OjJposition to the Allnm farms. The hon. 
gentleman forgot to say that those farms had 
l1een charged £5 per acre, whcreccs under the Bill 
the land would only be 3d. per a.cre. There was 
no difficulty for the farmers to pay 3d., but it w:cs 
very lmrcl to pay £.). The hon. member for 
Northern Downs wanted to make out th:ct the 
Bill was leaeing pure and simple. It w:cs 
no such thing, :os after the expir::ttion of 
ten years the selector,; nf the agricnltuml armt 
had a right to make it fredwld. \Vith regard to 
the amendment of the bun. member for \Van·cgo, 
he could not make out whether there was to be 
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:1 board or not. If the board were to submit to 
the decision of the Minister for Lands, he did 
not think they would find gentlemen willing to 
submit to that. The board might be honest and 
the :Minister might be corrupt, or perhaps both 
ways. ]for those reasons he thou~ht the arnencl­
ment of the hem. member for \Varrego should not 
be accepted, and he should vote against it. 

The PRE::YIIER said he would say one word 
in answer to the hon. member for ::Ylulgrave, who 
askcd-vVhere was the appeal from the board? 
\Vith regard to the rrmtter referred to in the 22nd 
clause there were two classes of cases to be deter­
mined by the commissioner. The approvnJ of ap­
plications tn select was one. At the present 
time confirnmtion by the :Minister was purely 
mechanictd, all!] it was proposed that that should 
be left to the board. The other matter referred 
to was with respect to fn.ilure in complying 
with the conditions of leases. On that there 
was an appeal to the Minister, because, although 
the decision of the commissioner had to be con­
firmed by the board before it could be acted upon, 
nothing could be done except by the Governor in 
Council, on the recommendation of the board. 

Mr. STEVEXSOX said he was glad that the 
hem. member for \Varrego had introduced the 
amendment, because they had had some of the 
1no.st extraordinary opinions given as to how 
the board should he constituted. The hon. 
n1en1ber for South Brisba.ne gave a rnost extra­
ordinary reason why the board should be ap­
pointed, and why there should be no appeal 
from it. He even went further than the :Minister 
for Lands, and said that, if the Minister for 
Lands hac{ not given in w far as he had, the 
board would h<we had to come to a decision, 
because there would have been no appeal. 
\Vhat would have been the result if two 
men were arguing the 1natter out and could 
not come to a decision uvon it? One would 
say to the other, " \\T e will toRR for it," or 
"\Ve will have a game of euchre for it." That 
would be a nice kind of thing, and there would 
be no appeal. The hon. l'llinister for Lands, 
in replying to the hon_ member for Northern 
Downs, said that the 1·ery reasons brought for­
ward by the hon. member for N urthern Downs 
why there should be no appeal from the board, 
were the very reasons why he should have no 
appeal to the Minister, ::tnd they were that 
::tny man could go to the 1Iini'<ter whining. 
It was as mnch as to say this : "I will appoint 
a board. I do not care how low you have got, 
what the drought hao been, how bad the times 
hn,ve been, whether you are to he ruined or not: I 
will appoint a board withonts•ml or sympathy, and 
to their decision you must submit. It is no w;e 
coming to In e. I wa!-5 'g1Jt at ' once. A poor rnan 
came to me once with a horse and cart, and said 
he would have to sell them to pay his rent, and 
I had not the heart to take the rent out of him. 
But now I shall appoint a board with neither 
soul nor Hyinpathy, and rnake thern get any 
money that man has got, and if he cannot pay 
his rent he will have to give up hi>l land." That 
was what they had got out of the Minister 
for Lands that night. He hoped the hem. 
members on the other side who professed to 
be Liberal members would nut submit to pass 
a clause like that after the explan::ttion given 
by the Minister for Lands. Before he had dmoe 
with the [juestion he would like to ask the 
l'rernier why he had changed his mind on that 
qnestion since the last night they discussed that 
Bill. The discussion was as clearly as possible 
stated in HctnS!l]'(t, His h:m. friend the member 
for Bowen said :-

"He 'vould point out that, aceording to the new clau~c 
of the :Jiini~ter for I.anch, the cleeisiou of the board was 
to be finaL The hon. member for \.Yarrego did not 'vish 
it to be final." 

And the Premier distinctly interjected, "We 
propose to omit that." 

The PREMIER : I did not. 
Mr. STEVENSON : It is in Hansa1·d. If the 

hon. member did not mean that, what did he 
mean? He certainly said that. 

The PREMIER : I did not say so. 
Mr. STEVEKSON: Then I suppose the hon. 

n1ernber rnust have been n1h;reported again. 

The PREMIER : The correction appears two 
or three lines lower down. 

l\fr. STEVENSON asked, did the hon. gen • 
tleman mean the interjection, " I said so t o 
raise the que,tion tts to the amendment"? 

The PREJYliER : Yes. 
Mr. STEVENSON said he would like to 

know what was the use of Hansw·d if it was to 
be of no use in quoting the speeches of the hon. 
Premier. They might as well chuck it into the 
waste-paper basket, as the 11inister for Works 
proposed they should do with the Bill if certain 
things were not done. The Pre111ier said one 
thing one nig·ht, and next night he came 
down and told them he never said so, simply 
because, in the meantime, he had changed hi~ 
mind, or one of his party told him he h::td 
said what was wrong. However, they had had 
a most extraordinary gospel laid clown for them 
that night by the Minister for I,ands, and one 
which he hoped hon. members of that Committee 
would not support. 

Mr. :NOR TON said the hon. member for 
Darling Downs referred just then to the price 
charged for the Allora lands. Perhaps it would 
be better if he read for the hon. member what 
he had himself said in 187(), when the question 
was under discussion. On the 903rd page of the 
30th volume of Hnns!t>'d he found the hon. 
member said :-

"As to the price to be charged for these lands, hon. 
members must not think that intending selectors wished 
to get them for a low figure. He believed they would be 
prepared to give something like £1 per aere if the 
GoYermnent \VOuld give them time to pay." 

That was what the hon. member said at one 
time. At page 908 he found the hon. member 
said:-

" He ~Lgrced with the hon. member at the head of 
the Opposition, that five years was not long enough 
to allow ::;electors for payment. He should hiluseli 
prefer e\.tending the time to twelve or 1ifteen years, as 
the longer the time allowed for payment the more 
money veople would be prepared to give for the land. 
It woulcl have been better. perhaps, if the }finister for 
Lands had inserted a clause classifying the land, and 
valuing it, say, up to £5 an acre." 

He thought he h::td a pretty good recollection 
of some statement of that kind having been 
made by the hon. member. That was why he 
asked him the question as to what v::tlue he him­
self put upon the land at the time. The hon. 
member had before now complained of the price 
put upon those!::tnds. He (Mr. Norton) thought 
the price was too high, but if there was anyone 
to blame it was the hon. member himself who 
had encouraged the Government to put that 
high price upon those lands, by what he 
had said concerning them. The Minister 
for Lands had referred to that matter too, and 
lmcl told the House that he had not the heart to 
compel the selectors on those l::tnds to pay their 
rents, although they had not paid up for years. 
He thought that was a strong argument against 
the soulless bo>~rd which the hon. gentleman 
proposed should compel the selectors to pay 
whatever rent was owing for their land. The rent 
fixed for the Allora lands he considered a high 
rent froru the firot; but under this Bill, not only 
might they have a high rent from the first, but 
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here was a provision by which, after the first ten 
years, and subsequently after every five years, 
the rent must be raised. 

Mr. KATES said the hon. gentleman hrtd 
quoted from what he hrtd srtid in 1879. At that 
time he wrts prepared to give £4 an rtcre. 

Mr. NORTON: £5. 
Mr. KATES said that was if thev were to he 

allowed fifteen yeM·s in which to p~y. But the 
Government of the day indiscriminately Yalued 
the land at £5 an acre. 

HONOURABLE J\'b;:.!JJE](S of the Opposition : 
That is not the case. 

Mr. KATES said it wrts the case. Lall!l 
which was not fit for cultivation was valued at 
£5 an acre. It shoulcl be remembered they 
had good seasons then as well. And whereas 
they could get £i5 per head for c«ttle 
then, they could not get 30s. per head 
in bad seasons. Under this Bill thP matter 
was quite different. The selector would be 
charged only 3d. per acre for 200 acres, which 
would amount to 50s. ; whereas 200 acres at £5 
ver acre meant a rent of £100 :t year. If those 
people had only to pay 50s. for 200 acres there 
would be no demand for relief, as they would not 
need it. 'fhat was where the excellence of the 
Bill came in. If after ten years the selectors 
chose to make a freehold of the land they had 
rented they were enabled by the Bill to do so. 

Mr. MOHEHE.'..D s~tid the hon. member 
appeared to have assumed that the rent to be 
fixed would be the minimum rent mentioned in 
the Bill. He did not know whether the hon. 
r~em.ber had made any special armngements. 
I ossrbly the board had Leen already appointed, 
and had arranged to let the hon. memLer have 
his land at 3d. per acre. But the board miuht 
make it any amount more than 3d. per acre. That 
was only the minimum amount fixed by the Bill. 
:Further than that, when he mentioned that it 
would be easier for those men to pay 3d. instead 
of ls., he altogether omitted to state thflt that 
money was portion of the payment for the land 
becoming freehold. The hon. member's memory 
was fitful; certain thing5 he remem!Jered while 
other things he forgot. At all event~ they 
ought to congratulate themselves on the expe­
dition which was to characterise the future 
administration of the Land Act ; that was, if the 
lines upon which it was to be worked were the 
lines laid down by the Minister for Lands. 

.Mr. DOJ'\ALDSON said that the strono·est 
argument in favour of his amendment had J.;'een 
used by the Minister for Lands. Several hon. 
members held the idea that if there was an 
appeal from the board to the Minister it would 
be mainly by the present pastoral lessees. He 
denied that. The Act provided that selections as 
well as the present pastoral leases had to be 
renewed by the board, and it was quite as 
possible for them, in giving their decision, to 
make errors with regard to one as with regard to 
the other, if not more so. The position of the 
pastoral lessees now would be that of the selectors 
by.and-by. In ten years the objection that had 
been pointed out on behalf of the pastoral iessees 
would be the same in regard to selectors at that 
time. The hon. member for Darling Downs 
Mr. Kates, had said that there was not th~ 
slightest difficulty with regard to selectors pay­
ing for land hereafter; but he (Mr. Donaldson) 
wished to remind the hon. member that the 
minimum rent was fixed by the Act. ln all 
probability, perhaps in two, three, four, or five 
years, it might b<; ~s. an acre. How did they 
know what the oprmon of the board would he? 
They might be of opinion that it should be 5s., 
11nd consequently they might fix that rent. 

But then selectors would be in a better posi­
tion than the pastoral lessees, for their land 
was taxed before it was applied for, and 
therefore, if the rent was too high, the 
land would not Le taken up; and the 
board, reconsidering the matter, might reduce 
the rent. But that was not the case with the 
p<tstorallands ; the board might take an extreme 
view with regard to them abo. The Premier 
and the J\linister for Lands were of opinion that 
it was not wise to put into the hands of the 
::\Iinister the power to fix values; !Jut he dis­
agreed with them. It wt" quite p<msible, he con­
tended, for the board to make errors with reganl 
to values or rentals. In all rlispute., that had 
taken place hitherto throughout the various colo­
nies, they had usua.lly been referred to arbitration ; 
and certainly, if his amendment wa' rejected-as 
he had reason to belieYe it would be-he hoped the 
Committee would not give to the board all the 
powers which the Bill provided ; but that a pro­
posal for the introduction of arbitration would he 
made, so that the final decision would not rest 
with the board. His chief reason for speaking 
now was to disabuse the minds of hon. members 
of the idea that he was speaking on that <1uestion 
entirely as a pastoral lessee. He took consider­
able interest in it ; and he w:>s perfectly satisfied 
that in future an amendment similar to his 
would be re<juired. 

Question--That the words proposed to be 
inserted be so inserted-put; and Committee 
divided, as follows :-

An:s, IG. 
Sir T. ~Iciiwraith, Jiessrs. Jiacros~an, ~Vorton, Archrr, 

Stcvcnson, Jlorehead, Govett, Donald~on, Clmhb, Xelson, 
Palmer, 1Iorcton, Stevcns, rrerguson, ·wallace, and 
Lissner. 

:NoE:-;, 25. 
.Messrs. Rntledge, )lile~. Dickson, Gritlith, Dutton, 

Sherhlan, Groom, Brookes, Aland, Huekland, Jordan, 
IsamlJert, B;tilcy, Footc, 'r. Camphell, 1\~hite, Grimes, 
J. Campl)elL Beat.tie, Ka,tcs, .:\Iellor, Salkeld, Jiidgley, 
IIig'"Dn, and Foxton. 

Question resolved in the negative. 
On the motion of the P RKMIER, subsection 

2 of the clause was verbally amended to bring its 
terms into conformity with the previous clause. 

Mr. CH.GBB moved the omission of the words 
"the assistance of the" in the 2nd subsection. 
There was, he said, nothing to show what part the 
memLers of the board were to play in the hearing 
before the J\linister. It might be that the :Minio­
ter would sit above as judge, and the members 
of the board sit below. l'\ o doubt it was 
intended that they should act as assec;sors. 
!Jut the clause did not exactly sny so ; and he 
thought the words he specified should be left 
out. 

The PREMIER: \Ve have no objection. 
Amendment agreed to. 
Mr. NORTON said there was one matter 

which he would like to have explained. The 
selector who took up a selection and did not 
fulfil the conditions might be ejected by the 
board. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS : No, not by 
the board. 

l\Ir. NOR TOX: Can he not be ejected? 
The PREMIER: By the Government on the 

recommendation of the board. 
Mr. NORTOK : The matter he wished to refer 

to was the ejection, however effected. There was 
no provision under the Bill by which a selector 
might forfeit his selection-willingly forfeit it. 
He could refuse to pay his rent, and, in the 
event of his refusing to pay it, he might 
be ejectecl from his selection, and the whole of 
hio improvement~ could be furfeiLecl. He could 
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be excused, he took it, for his rent ; and it 
appeared to him that if the board chose they 
could go on excusing payn1ent. 

The MINISTER :FOR LANDS : That is a 
very unlikely thing. 

l\Ir. NORTOK said it was very unlikely, but 
it was very wrong that they should have the 
power to do so. 

The PRKMlER : The 106th section denls 
with that. 

Mr. KORTON said he referred to the matter 
because he was not sure about it. It was a 
question that might be raised by-and-by, and it 
was as well to call attention to it now. He 
presumed that if a selector failed to occupy his 
selection the board might compel him to ]my rent, 
and mig·ht sell off all his property for that 
purpose. It was a very undesirable power for 
the board to have. It was most undesirable 
that they should have the vower to persecute tt 
man in that way. There should be some pro­
vision by which any man taking up land, when 
he found the conditions under which he took it 
up were harder than he intended, should he 
entitled to forfeit. 

The PREMIER said the point did not arise 
at the preseHt juncture, but if it was thought desi­
mble, a clause might be put in to the effect that 
a lessee n1ight, on payment of arrear.-.;, surrender 
his selection. He never heard of any instance 
where such a surrender was refused, but a pro­
vision of the kind he mentioned would meet the 
hon. n1mn ber's suggestion. 

]\Jr. NORTON : The Government would not 
have the power to do it. 

The PRRYI:IETI said the Government had the 
power. What he understood the hon. member 
to mean was that it was possible the Govern­
ment might refuse to accept the surrender of a 
selection. He never heard of a Government 
refusing to do so. There were rnany caRes in 
which the tenant had been willing to surrender 
either for his own g•1od or that of the neighbour­
hood. However, a new clause would meet the 
difficulty. 

The HoN .. J. ::VI. ::\IACJWSSAN said, accord­
ing to his reading of the clLLuse as it uow stood, 
the decision must be given in Brisbane, and 
now here else. 

The PRE:1.1IER: By the Minister. 
The HoN. J. 1\1. ::'v[ACROSSAN asked why 

the hoard should not have power to sit in 
Townsville or Hockhampton, instead of being 
obliged to conduct all their business in Brisbane? 
The whole administration of the land laws was 
to be centralised in Brisbane. The Minister had 
the power now to go all over the country arrang­
ing and getting information. \Vhy should 
people be compelled to come to Brisbane to have 
justice done? 

The l\H::'\ISTER :FOTI LAKDS said the 
cnur·t might sit in any other part of the colony. 
He did not think it desirable that the Minister 
should be a travelling judge. It was quite 
enough for the :Minister to deal with cases on 
which the hoard could not ngree. 

:Mr. STEYEi\SON said if the Minister was 
travelling up north, and the board at Rockhamp­
ton or Towmwille could not agree in a certain 
case, surely it would not be compulsory upon 
him to give his decision in Brishtwe, and drag 
all the witnesses down thm·e and put the country 
to such an expense as that would entttil, instead 
of holding the conrt ou the spot ? 

Mr. KAT:ES said the Minister might allow 
the hoard to sit all over the colony when occasion 
arose. 

'rhe PRK:\IIER said it was impossible to go 
hack and amend the clause, as they had passed a 
subsequent amendment, so that he would not 
discuss the subject : but let hon. members 
imagine the Minister for Lands and the mem­
bers of the board travelling all over the colony ! 
How would the business of the department 
be conducted in Brisbane? He did not think 
it would be desirable. 

Mr. STJ~VEXSON said they got the infor­
mation now that the whole of the work WfLs to 
he done in Brisbane. 

The PRKMH~R : Nothing of the kind. 
Mr. ST:EVENSOX said it was centralisation, 

pure and simple, that was now proposed. No 
matter whether the J\1inister was travelling north 
or not, and no matter whether he could settle 
disputes on the spot and with less cost to 
everybody, the cases were all to he brought to 
Brisbane. 

'rhe HoN. Sm T. J\IoiLWRAITH said the 
:Minister for Lands ha<l not met the argument of 
the hem. member for Townsville at all fairly. He 
said, why should a Jliiinister be required to act as 
a travelling judge? That was not prnpclsed, hut 
what. was olJjected to was that the .Minister wa.s 
prevented from sitting anywhere except in Bris­
bane. That was a very strong objection. No 
rnatter how advantagenuR it might be for the 
l\IinL-;ter, and for the hoard, and for the witnesses, 
that the case should he decided in Townsville, or 
perhaps out at Roma, the :Minister was hound to 
hold the court in Brisbane. The Minister ought 
to have power to hold the court where it was 
most convenient to himself. 

The MIKISTER '!<'OH LANDS said it was 
a very immaterial point, and he understood it 
was too late now to make the amendment. 
There might be no objection to the Minister for 
Lands holding his court where he liked, hut it 
was not likely to be held out of Brisbane. 

Mr. :1\0RTO:N said he did not think it was 
immaterial to a selector who had tu pay all his 
witnesses' expenses. In some cases under the 
Bill the litigant would be obliged to pay his own 
costs, and it was most material that the Minister 
should be allowed to hold his court at other 
places than in Brisbane. 

The Hox. J. 1\1. MACHOSSAX said that, if 
the Premier had no objection, the insertion of 
the words ''or elsewhere" after ''Brisbane" 
would meet the case. 

The PREJIIIIER said that, as he had already 
pointed out, they had got past that portion of 
the clause. 

The HoN .• J. 1\1. JIIIACROSSAN s>ticl the 
clause could he recommitted for the purpose of 
int-3erting the words. 

New clause, as amended, put and passed. 
On clause 19, as follows :-
.. rrhe Goyernor in Council may by proclamation, on 

the recommendation of the board, declare any portion 
or portions of the colony to be a dh;trict or districts for 
the 1mrposb;; of this Aet, and n1ay appoint such and so 
many land commissioners and land agents for snch dis­
tricts a .. s may be necessary for carrying the provisions of 
this Act into effect"-

Mr. ::\IOREHEAD asked what the working 
of the clause was likely to cost the country? 

The MINISTER FOH LANDS replied that 
he did not suppose it was likely to cost the 
country any more than the present system of 
land administration. \Vith the exception of the 
board, the machinery for working the clause was 
alren.dy in existence. Districts were open now 
by proclamation, and there were commissioners 
and other officers for working the Act in the 
different districts. 
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Mr. MOREHEAD said surely the hon. 
gentleman must have seen that the work pro· 
posed to be set on the shoulders of the commis­
sioners under the Bill would necessitate the 
appointment of a much larger number of officers 
than were provided for on the present Estimates. 
The Committee were entitled to know what the 
approximate cost of commissioners and land 
agents under the clause would be. It was no use 
telling him that there would be no incre'"e of 
cost, because the hon. gentleman :1nd the Premier 
must know very well that there would be a large 
accession of cost. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS said there 
would probably be a vast increttse in the amount 
of settlement, and in that case there would be an 
increase necessary in the staff. If settlement 
went on only in the same ratio as at present, 
he did not think there would be any increase in 
the cost. A great deal of the work was very 
inefficiently done now owing to the districts 
being too large to be properly supervised, a.ml he 
should certainly like to see the work carried out 
under the new Act more efficiently. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said the hon. gentleman 
had had to aLlmit in a sort of half-hearted way 
that he made a mistake in his first answer-that 
there would be no increase in the cost, and that 
the same commissioners would do the work. 
After consultation with the Premier, apparently, 
he now told the Committee in a sneering way 
that if there was to be no increase of settlement 
the present staff would do, but that if, as he 
assumed, there was a great increase of settle­
ment, additional commissioners and other officers 
would be required. He (Mr. Morehead) did not 
want any information as to tbe existing state of 
affairs, but as to the prospective expenditure 
which would be involved were the Bill to become 
law; and the Committee were entitled to have 
thn,t information. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS said thnt if 
the work increased very much there would have 
to be an increased staff, and that would be a 
very satisfactory state of things for the country. 
Thg country, he imagined, would be perfectly 
satisfied if the staff kept pace with the increaRecl 
settlement; nobody was likely to begrudge the 
necessary outlay to meet that increased settle­
ment. He, at all events, should not ; and he 
would be perfectly satisfied to find the cost 
largely increased along with a great increase of 
settlement. 

The HoN. SIR T. MaiL WRAITH said he did 
not consider the reply at all satisfactory. \Vhat 
they wanted to know was a matter of gre>tt 
importance to them all. Had the Minister for 
Lands considered, from his estimate of the 
settlement that was likely to take place, the 
number of districts and the nurn ber of officers 
for which he would have to make provision to 
meet it? It was a very serious 'luestion, and he 
could not imagine a Land Minister who had not 
taken it into his most careful consideration 
before entering upon a measure like the one 
before them. Connected with that 'JUestion was 
another of the gravest importance, on which 
they had not yet touched ; ttnd that was­
What were the Government going to do towards 
surveying, before the land was' open for settlement? 
Larg·e lots of land in all parts of the colony 
would be thrown open for selection without 
being selected. It would lead to ttn immense 
amount of dummying. The Minister for Lands 
should bring those lands into the most conve­
nient form for selection by men who were not 
acquainted with the colony. They would have 
to deal with men lidng in towns, with men 
coming to the colonies ; and with such a large 
amount of land thrown open to selection, what 
n,rrangements had the Minister for Lands made 

to direct them to take up the best land, ttncl 
to have suitable selections surveyed first? 
Ho would like to know whether the hon. 
gentleman hac1 seriously considered whether it 
was not possible to have those lands surveyed 
before they were thrown open to selection at all. 
It was a matter well worthy of consideration. 
The present staff was absurdly smttll to do the 
work, and the hon. member could not think for 
a moment that the staff was going to survey 
those lands. 

The :i\IIXISTEE JWR LANDS said that the 
hon. gentlemm1 had ttsked a question as to 
whether they intended to survey the bnd before 
it was thrown open to selection. He could 
answer that he hoped they would do the best 
they could to meet pressing requirements, and, if 
they could not, then of course the matter would 
have to be dealt with in another 'my. 

The Ho~. SIR T. :M:ciLWRAITH: You ttre 
going to u'!e yonr best endettvours to survey it 
before throwing it open to selection? 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS : Certttinly ; 
including agricultural land and gmzing land. 
The lands will be surveyed before they are 
entered upon. The cost of the survey will1''est 
with the selectors. The whole matter of survey 
is sim]'ly a question of everyday concern. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said he thought they httcl 
not really had a full exposition from the Minister 
for Lands as to the clauses contained under the 
head of" Commissioners." It had been said, he 
thought, by the hon. the Minister for Lands that 
the powers given to the board should Le similar 
to those given to judges of the Supr_eme Court. 
Now, as far ns he could see, followmg out the 
n,nalogy of the hon. IVIinister for Lands, the 
powers given under the hettd of "Commissioners" 
were powers sinlilar to those given to the judges 
of the district court; and he would like to 
know from the l\Iinister for Lands where he 
proposed to get such men from. They would 
re'luire a large number of those men if the work 
was to be done with ttdvantage to the State. 
The men must be first-class and highly sabried to 
get the position of connnis,ioners. He thought 
the Committee were fairly entitled to know how 
the cost of administering the Act, so far as 
the salaries of commissioners to be ltjl]Jointed, 
was covered. They were fairly entitled to an 
answer to that question. If the Bill became 
law, there would be many opportunities of making 
appointments for friends, possibly ; at ttny rate, 
for giving billets to their friends; hon. members 
on the Government side, more particularly the 
l\Iinister for \Vorks ttnd the :i\Iini.ster foe Lttmb, 
had not scrupled to say that the present was the 
time to g·ive appointments to their friends-that 
it was a very golden opportunity-that they would 
put in men to suit them ; and of cour'e they 
were not capable of corruption. It was a most 
important question that should be answered, 
and he thought, if they had to deal with 
men who might not inttptly be compttred to 
district court judges, they should know how 
many were likely to be employed in the 
immediate future, and what salaries were likely 
to be paid to them. He thought the questions 
were pertinent to the Bill, anrl should be 
answered by the Minister in charge-ttnd if he 
was not able to answer them, by the hon. gentle­
man who ran the whole mtwhine for him-the 
J\.1inister for \Vorks. They should know how 
the tttxpayer wfls to be taxed for bringing this 
portion of the measure into operation. 

The MINISTER EOR LANDS said when 
it became law he should be prepared to 
augment the staff at the time of the appoint­
ment of the commissioners the hon. member 
had been tn,lking about. He looked upon 
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the matter of cost as a secondary considera­
tion. He had not attempted to approxi­
mate the cost of the commissioners ; and in the 
majority of instances he did not think that the 
commissionen; would have larger salariEs than 
those cmn1nisHioners who were now en1ployed. 
The duties of land commissioners under the 
present Act were very similar to those they 
would have to perform under the Bill. In some 
respects they had got more important duties to 
fulfil under the present Act than they would 
have under the Bill. The present commissioners, 
for instance, g·"'ve certific"'tes, but in the Bill 
there was no such power given to them. The 
work of the land commissioners under the Bill 
would be checked at every point. It would be 
submittecl for the approval or the decision either 
of the Minister or of the bnd board. 

Mr. MOUEHEAD said that the hon. gentle­
man, he thought, in one way ren1indecl hin1 of 
the bmented :Mr. l\Ltntalini. The h<m. member 
seemecl not to c"'re one shilling about the ex­
penHe to the State, and, in his g-reat, large-rnindod 
way of dmtling with the lands, he seemed to worn 
the expense to the State. But still, he would "'sk 
the lwn. gontlCinan mul those sitting with hhn 
to inform the Committee, who were there to 
protect the taxpayers of the colony, what the 
prolmble cost would be? The hon. gentleman 
laughed. The hon. gentlemttn might not be there 
to protect the taxpayers of the colony ; but, 
when he got ttngry ttnd shook his head, it amused 
him. The hon. member did not annoy him. 
vVhen he saw th"'t the hon. gentleman Wtts 
annoyed he was always happier. He did not 
ask the hon. gentlernan to give then1 anything 
more than the probable estimate of the cost to 
the taxpayer of the working of the Bill~dealing 
only with the lands in the schedule. He thought 
that the hon. member when he came clown with 
the measure should have been in a position to 
tell them what the increased cost was likely to be. 
The hon. g·entleman must certainly ha.ve some 
estimate, and possibly some of his colleagues 
could give hin1 smne idea of the increased cost. 
He thought the Committee should not be asked 
to pass the Bill without that information, because 
\V hen the ]1~:-;tirnate-.'- can1e on next year, when 
they would be dealing with largely increased 
expenditure in connection with the rmblic lands, 
they would be told, '' Y on ha Ye passed the 
L,tnd Bill and you c:mnot discuss the question 
now." They should have some iden, of the 
prob:oble incre"sed cost to the colony if the 
LC~nd Bill should become law. He did not think 
he was asking too n1uch. He vvould be failing 
in his duty if he did not insist upon getting that 
inforrnation. 

Mr. JORDAX said the allusion of the hon. 
member for Balonne w"'s a very happy one, when 
he compared the Minister for Lands with IYir. 
Mantalini. The hon. member for Balonne 
would be acting the part of ~Madame .i\fantalini, 
who insisted in the perpetual grinds which 
always worried hirn. 

l\Ir. MOREHEAD: He always got the best 
of it. 

Mr. STEVEKSOK said, smely the hon. 
Treasurer could say something about the 
matter ! They could see perfectly well b>· the 
bonndarie' of the schedule of the land which Wits 
to be brought under the Bill that those boun­
darie.o mu"t have been studied Yery carefully ; 
and surely some calculation had been made with 
regnrd to what the cost would be in bring-ing 
that pllrt of the colony under the operation of 
the Bill. Surely the .i\linister for Lm1ds, in 
bringing forward a measure like that, had made 
some calculation as to what number of selections 
he expected in the first year, or the second, or 
third, or fourth ! If he had not done so, he ought 

to have, and it was only fair for the Committee to 
ask. It was evident that the Government must 
have entered very closely indeed into the work­
ing of the Bill, so far as drawing out that extra­
ordinary schedule was concerned. Considering 
the minute manner in which they went into that 
matter, they ought to have made some calcula­
tion as to what the expense of carrying out the 
Bill would be. 

The Hox. J. M. MACROSSAN said he did 
not think the Treasurer could really understand 
anything at all about it. He was sure there was 
not a single member on that sicleof the Com­
mittee who had taken the trouble to estimate 
the cost to the country of that L,md Bill. He 
was not going to press the Premier, or the 
l\Iinister for Lands, because he would keep them 
all night and all the week, before they could tell 
him, and he did not want to punish himself. He 
wanted to know what the duties were that were 
to be performed by the land agents under the 
Bill. The term was used ; but he could not 
find out what a land agent was. Perhaps the 
:!\'Iinister for Lands could tell them something as 
to how those dutie~ were to be defined. 

l\Ir. MACDONALD-PATERSON said the 
last speaker was in error in stating that there was no 
speaker on the Government side who had formed 
any estimate as to the cost under the Bill. 
There were some members who had considered, 
and very seriously, what it woulrl be, although 
they had not formed such an estimate in that 
particular to which the hon. member for South 
Brisbane referred a few minutes ago, as to which 
was the l\lantalini -the hon. Minister for Lands, 
or the hon. member for Balonne. Although 
Mr. Mantalini was a grinder he was a good­
looking fellow, and he would like to know 
whether the good looks were to be fixed upon 
the Minister for Lands or the hon. member for 
Balonne. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said he was very glad 
there were some hon. members who could give 
information as to what the cost of the Bill would 
be. He was sure the hon. member for Moreton 
must have formed a very good estimate of what it 
would be. Some hon. members on his side had also 
formed a very good estimate ; but they were not 
bound to reveal it. He had only compared the 
Minister for Lands to l\lr. Mantalini in regard to 
his utter disregard to the revenues of the people, 
and it wtts only in quoting his celebrated expres­
sion where he "demmed the ninepence" that he 
insulted the memory of the late Mr. Mantalini 
by comparing· him with the Minister for Lands. 

The MIXISTER FOR LANDS said in 
answer to the hon. member for Townsville thah 
the word " land agent" was used in clause 78. 

The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN said he had 
ask~dfor a definition of the dutiesofthe land agent; 
he did not wish to be told in which particular 
portion ofthe Bill the land agent was mentioned. 
'l'he cluties of the commissioner were defined ; but 
those of the land agent were not, and he found 
in the clause mentioned by the Minister for 
Lands that the land agent was also an auctioneer. 
They had a part of the Bill headed "Commis­
sioners, " dealing wholly with commissioners, 
except where the land agents were occasionally 
mentionecl. There was nothing to show what 
dutie' they were to perform, am! he wanted the 
Minister for Lands or the Premier to ex]Jlain 

: what they were to be. He wanted to know 
that before snch officers were appointed. The 
clttuse said:~-

'The Govel'nor in Council may by proclamation, on the 
recommendation or the board, declare any portion or 
port10ns of the colony to be a district or districts for the 
rmrposes of this Act, and may appoint snch and so 
many land commissioners and land agents for such 
di-Jtricts as may be nece~sary for carrying the provisions 
of this Act into effect." 
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\V ere those gentlemen to be appointed under the 
recommendation of the board ? 

The MINISTER :FOR LA~DS : Yes ; the 
land ~ommissioner. 

'l'he PREMIEI~ said he was glad thP hnn. 
member wished to be serious. Hon. members 
must see that if they were to make any real pro­
gress with the Bill, or do any good in the 
way of legislation, it was nect·ss<Lry for them 
to :1pply themselves to it seriously. Hon. mem­
bers had seen a refusal on the 'pm't of :1 con­
siderable number of hon. members to r"ddress 
themselves to the Bill seriously, and that simply 
had the effect of preYenting any real discussion 
of the Bill. It prevented amendments being 
made or suggested ; because if a number of hm;. 
men:be;·s would insist upon talking, plainly for 
talkmg s sake, or for some other object which was 
not conducive to their getting on with the busi­
ness, they had the effect of preventing discussion 
on the Bill. He had seen a great many Bil-ls 
passed through that Parliament, bnt he hlHl 
never seen any instance in the consideration of 
a Dill in committee, where on both Rides of the 
committee, by compulsion, there was so little 
discussion on a n1easure. 

HoNOURABLE tviEMJJEW'l of the Opposition : 
Hear, hear! 

The PREMIER said he meant "by compnl­
sion" that hem. members had got up and occupier! 
so much of the time of the Committee without 
addressing then1selves Reriou8lv to the n1Pasure 
that other hon. members had been cm,;pelled 
to hold their peace. That was so, and lwn. 
members who had long experience of the 
House would bear him out in what he said. 
He would appeal to hon. members on both sides 
of the Committee to insist that the disCl"· 
sion of the Bill should be carried on serionslv. 
The hon. member for Townsville asketl whitt 
the functions of the land agents were. One would 
suppose that the office w~ts never he11rd of 
before; that it was something entirely new. 
They had had land ag·ents in the colony for the 
last sixteen years. 

The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAJ'\: We :tre 
aware of that. But they were not nnder this 
Bill. 

The PREMIER said they had land agents antl 
commissioners as well for the last sixteen years, 
appointed under a clause almost verbatim the 
same as the one they were di:-;cu:-:;;:ing. 

Mr. MOREHEAD : Those Acts are all re­
pealed. 

The PREMIER said hon. membtlrs 1 .mt be 
aware of the way in which the cleric<:Ll work nf 
the Lands Department was 01rried on; and 
they must a!Ro he aware that land agent,; 
\vere in n1any respectt; clerks to the conmli:~­
sioners. There were certain duties t"<pressly 
conferred upon iL laml agent by the clause' 
of the Act relating to auction sales. Those were 
the only duties expressly imposetl upon him by 
the Act, and his other duties were, as was we l! 
known, to act as clerk to the commissioner. It wa,, 
quite unnecessary to say that in the present Bill, 
any more than in the Act of 18/G or th,, Act of 
1868. As to the number of litml agents who 
would be required under the Bill, they could 
not say how many would be wanted' at the 
present time. :For some time he expected 
that the present number would be sufficient; 
but he certainly hoped that, before nmnv months 
were over, the extension of settlement \vould be 
so great as to require a good many more. It \\as 
cert:1inly impossible to make any precise estimate 
as to the rate at which they woultl be increa,;ecl. 

The Hox. Sm T. MciLIVRAITH said it was 
a wonder hon. members could retain their gra Yity 
when they heard the hon. member presuming to 

lecture in the way in which he had done, 
and talk about their wasting the time of the 
Committee. \Vhy, the very amendments given 
notice of by the Yfinioter for Llmds, and which 
they were discussing at present, showed whether 
they had not, by the tli,;cussions they hall rrrisecl, 
materially a!Ieeted the Land Bill befc,re them. 
\Vhen the Bill was put hefore them there were 
deficiencies in it which men of experience in the 
adn1inistration of land ·wunld have fo:'ieen ttt once. 
They h~vl JalHmrotl exceetlingly to point them 
out to the Gnn·rmnent, but the terms upon 
which the Bill was to be discussed "rere so 
!aiel clown by the Minister for Lands, who 
when introducing the Bill said they would 
stand by it and mttke it a party ljuestion, 
that it was only by dogged persevemnce they lmd 
been listened to at last. They were li>'tened to at 
last, :ts coulll be seen by the amendments which 
the :\linister· for Land,; httd brought down ; allll 
so br as a very bad Bill c:oulcl possibly be 
made workable it was owing entirely to the 
action of the Opposition, and that without 
one \':lingle suggestion frmn the oppof-3ite siLle 
of the Committee. Hon. members O[JJ1C'"ite 
n1ight laugh, and the hon. nierHber fo1 Couk 
laughccl as if he lmcllmcl a great deal to do with 
the Bill. He would like to Nee the effects of 
that hrm. nwmber's legiHbtion in the Bill. It 
had been tacitlv understood that the di,cussion 
on the Governinent side was to be left to the 
leader of the G-overnment a!1ll the 1\Iini,ter for 
Lands. Hon. members on the other side had 
been actually muzzled, and there was not the 
slightest doubt of it. 

Hoxoci\ABLtc 1\[E)fBERH on the Government 
Benche:s: i\o, no! 

The Hox. Sm T. McJL WllAITH said the 
whole action on the Goyernn1ent Hide of 
the Committee proved incontectably that they 
had been muzzled, and were not allowed to 
R]JCctk. But 1Lt ]a,t public opinion had com­
nlenced to [ts:-:;ert itself, and even the Goverrn11ent 
orga11;.; that were n1n::;t slavish in the praise (Jf 
the Jlre<ent Government adverted to the fact 
that the voices of the supporters of the Govem­
nlent vvere never hmtrd. At the la;-.;t n1mnent 
they saw that two or three ou the othm· 
side were rLllowed to speak. There was the 
:NiiniHter for-.still, he was not a 1\Iinister yet­
but the hon. member for South ]3risbnne had 
risen several tin1es, as if he \V81'8 a l\1.inister, ::t.IHl 
be:nn1d hiln Yery few nletnhers on the (}overn­
Jnent Kicle h:tcl Nai(l a \Ynrd, ancl for very good 
reasons. He believerl himself that if they 
utterecl their opinions on that Land Dill they 
woul(l digr~_~;,,,, HO 1nnch front the clieta. laid down 
by the ::ilinioter for Lamlb >md the Premier tllat 
ti>erc would be no agreement on that side of 
the Committee <tt all with the princitJles of 
the Bill. He told the Premier plainly that 
tho Bill was not approYecl of by his own side of 
the House. The Opposition hall forced the clis­
cu,-.;~ion Ro L,l' a:-; to 111ake the ::\[inistcr bring in 
his own an1endrnents. rrake for in:stance the 
1st suh'''ction of cbtBe 31. They had pointed 
out th<:lt the 1na.xin1nn1 anwunt was too high, 
nnd a good cleal of discussion had taken place 
on it, with the result th.,t the 1\Iinister for 
Lands gaye in fLTI(l :said they were going tu 
reduce it by one-half. 

The P J lJ<::\llEll: That was never mentionecl 
in the debate. 

The Hox. Sm. T. J\IcJL IVHAITH said it wa" 
mentioned repeateclly in the debate, and wets 
forced upon the attention of the Government. 
Then it was pointed out at the same time that 
there might be as many as forty distt·icts in the 
colonv. auclumler the Bill one individual could 
hold the maximum amount of 20,000 acres in 
each one of the forty districts ; so that he 
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might altogether hold as much as 800,000 acres 
at one time. That was pointed out by 
the Opposition, and at bst the Minister 
gn.ve in, :1nd brought in an aruendment to pre~ 
vent men selecting in more than two districts, 
and making the maximum area to be selected 
20,000 acres, instead of 1,000,000, as it might 
have been-or, at l1ll events, supposing there to be 
forty districts, 800,000 l1cres. Then it Wl1S pointed 
out that it \Vns a ridiculous part of the arra.ngmnent 
that the only improvement to be acknowledged 
was fencing. They had an old sr1uatter making 
a land law for the colony, and giving- thern no 
improvement that could he reckoned except 
fencing. That was remedied by the amend· 
ment in clause Ci2 of which the hon. member had 
given notice. Homestead selection was abolished 
by the Bill, and it was considered so grellt an 
improvement on the present law that the 
JYlinister for vVorks advised hi>< colleag·ue to 
withdmw the Bill, and put it into the wasto­
prtper basket, if it could not be carried. There 
\VaB a good <leal of discussion n}Jon that, very 
much to the disgust of the ;'<.Tinister for Lands rtnd 
the Premier; and the re.snlt WitR that the\- hitcl 
issued printed notices of ameJHluwntA-dictaterl, 
he believed, by the Teleflntph newspttper-rein­
stating in the Bill the homesteitd clm1se. After 
that explanation he would like to know in what 
way they could be siti<l to have wasted the time 
of the Committee. They had been addressing 
themselves all along to the Bill, and if the Gov· 
ernment had listened to them a gTe:tt deal more 
than they had they would have had a better 
Bill. The actual results of their di,;cussion of 
the measure had been shown by tho amendments 
of which the .Minister for Lands had given notice. 
It was a piece of unexampled impertinence for 
the Premier to talk to them in the way he had 
done about wasting time. He complained that 
in the speeches of hon. members so much had 
been said to so little effect ; at least, that as 
the effect of it. \Vhy, did not everyone remember 
that when he (Hon. Sir T. ::VlcT!wraith) was in 
power, on every Bill he brought in the hon. 
member carped ahout eYen the slightest deviation 
from what he considered was the most 
correct language that could be used? He 
wasted hours over petty little det<1ils which 
were unworthy of the position he occupied 
as leader of the Opposition; and he en­
couraged his followers to rlo the same, and 
block every Bill, and talk on every subject while 
a Bill was in committee. He (Hon. Sir T. Mcil­
wraith) knew perfectly well that hon. members 
now on the Opposition Hide had spoken on the 
Bill with a cnnsidemble amount of effect; and if 
the l'remier would lecture his colleagues and hon. 
members on that side, and try to instil into them 
the real principles of the Bill, he would make 
a great deal n1ore prugre:;;s. It waR only by 
straightforward acting that they would get 
through the Bill ; but he denied that the 
Premier had acted straightforwardly. The very 
last night the Bill was before thmi1 they force~! 
an explanation ont of the hon. member which 
he never intended to make, and they would 
force a great deal fuller explan<ttion from him 
befm·e the clauses passed. It was not by keep­
ing back information that p10gress would be 
made with the Bill. He had offered every 
facility for getting on with the Bill, anrl it was 
only the gro~K lnif·nnanagernent of the l\{inister 
for L<tnds, and the unfortunate blunders of the 
Premier, that had hmded the Committee in the 
present pass. 

The PREMIER said the hon. member must 
have a surprising n1enwry. Everyone who had 
been in the House during the last few years 
must have heard with amazement the hon. 
gentleman's stittement as to the itSSiHtance 
lw got from the Opposition in carrying his 

Billt; throngh Parliament. The hon. member's 
memory with recpect to that was about as 
>Lccnrate as, l1Cc0rding to what appeared in the 
public Press, his statement with respect to 
the apocryphal story of obstruction, when sixteen 
1nembers on the Governrncnt side went to sleep 
on the other sitle of the House; the hon. mem­
ber's memorv in the one cttse was just about as 
~ccnrate as ·in the other. It w>ts possible tlmt 
the 8tory about word having- gone round to 
the members on tlw Government side not to 
Bpo:Lk, nlight be found in smue experience of the 
hon. gentle1nan'~; it was not found in anything 
that lmd lmppenec1 among those at present on 
the Government sitle. anv more than any other 
part of the hon. gentleman's nitrrati ve. As he 
(the Premier) had pointed out, some hon. mem­
bers on the other side were so determined to de· 
cline to rliscuss the matters under consideration as 
to effectively prevent hem. members on the Gov­
ernment side from taking any part in this debate. 
That lmd beennotoriouseversincethev hacl been in 
committee. He fully admitted the gTeat ad van· 
tages that followed the discussion of every Bill ; 
and be regretted that ,;ome parts of that Bill had 
not been more fully discussed; hnt they had not 
been Ho, for the reason be h:1U given. He was 
quite a ware that very valuable snggeHtions had 
arisen out of the discussion ; but they arose 
cluring the discussion on the seconrl reading. 
Since they had been in committee .scarcely any 
an1enclmenb; had been suggeste(l. lie, of course, 
excepted that proposed by the hon. member for 
\Van·ego, which was an ilnportant one, and a 
very proper one for discussion. He also excepted 
the mnendments moved by the leader of the 
Opposition, which were also important, and well 
worthy of serious discussion. He did not 
complain in any way of discussions taking plitce 
on the matters before the Committee ; bnt he 
spoke with the view of asking the assistance of 
hon. rne1nbers in getting on vvith the business, 
itnd setting their faces agitinst discussions that 
had nothing to do with the clauses under con­
sideration. ~Iany hon. members would find it 
extremely inconvenient to remain there all the 
summer, and therefore he appealed to the Com­
mittee to confine the <liscussion to the clauses 
before them, ant 1 not talk on things in general. 

l\Ir. ARCHER said that the style of the 
speech which the hon. member had just made 
was far better than that of the speech he had 
made before. He (l\Ir. Archer) was most 
anxious that the Bill should pass in the best form; 
he had read it carefully, aud he was prepared to 
help in getting it through. But when the hon. 
gentleman talked in the way he did in his 
fonnor speech he was going faJ:. fron1 advancing 
the Bill ; nor did the Minister for Lands 
either, by the way he spoke on the second 
reading. The h<m. gentleman did not advance 
the Bill by speitking disparagingly of his oppo­
nents. In his very first speech in that House, 
the hon. gentleman took occitsion to insult. a 
g·entleman who was a member of a certam 
firm, and since then he h:1d over and over 
:1gain spoken as if not one of those \vho 
held the office of Minister for Lands before 
him had been decently honourable men. From 
that, he (Mr. Archer) came to the conclusion that 
the hon. gentlemitn believed that he himsA!f was 
really the only honourable man who had ever 
held that office. The hon. gentleman had 
besides taken special delight in speaking of 
men belonging to the same class as himself, 
as men who were not honest. He (Mr. Archer) 
wits quite sure that in that class there were men 
just as honest as the hon. gentleman was. It 
was that kind of talking thitt wits really the 
cmtse of a great deal of the discussion that hitd 
taken place. If the Minister for Lands would 
only be courteous <tud would not so often speak 
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of squatte~s as if they were necessarily corrupt, 
the Committee would g·et on better· the style in 
which he spoke of the.bbmm; of tl{ose men was 
that they tried to carrv on their business for 
their own sakes instead of for the benefit of the 
colony ; as if any man in the world ever started 
in bn?iness for anything elf-)e thnn for hi::;; own 
benefit. \Vhen a person spoke in thl1t way he 
was sure to mise up enemit'\l. He (1\Tr. Archer) 
was not now seekinb' to prGlong the di.::.;cw;sion; 
but he thought both the Premier an<! the l\Iinister 
for L>tnds would do well to remember that hon. 
nwrnberH were not F<D thin-Nkinned that they 
conlll. henr those thing,, continun1ly \vithont 
replying- to then1. If those thing:-~ were not Haid 
the Bill would go through more <Juickly. 

The HoN .. T. M. 1\IAClWSSAN said th"'t the 
l8l1d~r of the UoYermnent hac! taken to preach a 
hnnuly on a word he u~ed-the \Vonl '· seriou~." 
The hon. member had lecture<! the Cc,mmittee 
O!l that. It \VH.R enough to mfl,ke mlB laugh. 
He crml<l not help hughing hin"elf. They hl1d 
now lost ahont half-an-honr over the serion:-; 
di..:;cn~:-:ion, mul they 1nig·ht h:tve pns;:;etl a. clan"-G 
or two dttring that ha.lf-honr. Jle wa"> not h:tti~­
fied with what the Premier told them-tlmt they 
h:.ttl land agent.s Ill other Land .. ActH. rrhev were 
repenlin;;· those Acts, >tn,l when the Bill l)eca!l18 
law it \\·duld "taml on its own ])()ttom without 
reference to l1nv other Act. It wns not sufficient 
to ~ay that the.bnd ag·ent was sim]>ly "' clerical 
assiSbnt to the commissioner. Hitherto the 
lam! agents had been appointed by the :Ylinistf,r, 
and he could define their duties as he plel1sed; 
but there wns no such ]Jower here. 

The PRK\IIEIC : It will be exactly the sl1me 
as all the other Acts. · 

The Ho:-~ .. T. ::vr. :M:ACROSSAN: But where 
Wl1S it? They should hl1ve their duties <!dined, 
as they ,-..?ere creating a J1(:'W departn1ent-takincr 
the prnver frorn the ~Iinister and giving {t, 
to a bonrd over which they hl1d no control. 
In an:-:wer to another qneHtinn, he wa::; told 
thl1t the commissioner,; were to l1e appointed 
on the recommendation of the board. That 
was an extrl1ordinary power added to the 
already very great power~ given to the board 
by the Bill; and it seemed to be an a<lditional 
reason why they should demand that the 
Government shmild tell them, before the Bill 
went very nnwh further, who were to be the Ineln­
bers oft he board which wns to exercise such powers. 
H~ would l1gain remind the House tlmt when the 
Irish Land Bill wns before the House of Com­
mons, ::VIr. Gbdstnne was compelled to postpone 
the cl:.L118e appoiuting- theln,ndcmnniissi(m, until he 
had _n1ade np hi.-; rnind whmn he was g·oing to 
appomt, and thl1t clause was considered after 
the Bill. had pa,,sed through committee; he 
was obhg-etl to give the names of the commis­
sioners and define their duties before the llill was 
allowed to leave the House of Commons. If the 
hon. leader of the 0 pposition would not dema11d 
from the 1\Iinister for Lands whom he was gniniT 
to appoint as members of that l1lmost irre·•pn~sihl~ 
board, he should do it himself. He hoped the 
hem. lertder of the Opposition would do it, ns it 
was that hon. memlJer's duty and not hk He 
wanted from the hon. the Premier some expbna­
tion l1hout the duties of tho'e hind agents. It 
1nn::;t be sor_nething rnorH than siutply selling 
land by auctwn, because that could be done by 
any Governrnent auctioneer in the to\vn where 
land was to be sold. 

Mr. STEVENSON said he knew the hon. 
1nen1ber for Townsville \vas very a11xious to get 
back to the Bill ; but if the Premier raised 
a discussion he did not see why it should not be 
carried out. He had something to say about the 
charges the hon. n1en1ber rnadc against rnembers 
on the Opposition side of delaying the passage of 

the Bill. If they did not know how to delny its 
pasNnge the Premier certninly did, and he was 
ahvay:-:; giving the1n fre)~h ground to go upon. 
\Vhat the hem. member said as to no serious 
argun1ent h::tYing been brought to l1ear on the 
Bill, except under compulsion, was perfectly 
true so far as the other side of the Committee wns 
concerned. All the information they hnd suc­
ceededingettingfnlnl the Premier and thel\1inister 
for Lands had to he dragged nut of them ; they 
had not given one piece of volnnta.ry inforruation 
since the Bill came into committee. On a ques­
tion being put to the 1\linister for Lands the other 
night by the hon. member for Gregory, with 
regard to cmnpen"~a.tion for irnprovernents, he 
had tried to get out of it by evasive answers; and, 
but for his (JI.lr. Stevenwn's) insisting upon hl1ving 
t~sn answer, they would not have got the infor1nation 
at nil, thoug-h it turned out to be so im]'Ortnnt that 
the discussion on it bsted the whole night. He 
thought tlte Premier should be a little more 
Cl1reful, a!Hl tench his colleagues to be n little 
nwrc c:-trefnl, and giYe inforruation \vhich was 
required by hon. 1nmuher:..; on tlw.t side of the 
Committee w huunderstood the Bill. It was a good 
thing for the country thnt there were a few 
memberH nn the Opposition side of the Com­
mittee who understood the Bill, '" they were 
showing that the Premier am! the JI.Tinister 
for Lands clid not understand it. If the 
Ministers wished to get on with the Bill they 
should give infor1nation when it WtLS aHked for, 
or, if they were not in a po><ition to give it, 
prmnl!-;e to find out n.ncl give it on a future day. 
It was no use for the :Minister for Lnnd.s, when 
he raised a point himself, to refuse to answer 
any qne::.;tions on it and sa,y, "That hat~ nothing 
to do with this chouse; I will explain it when we 
reach the lOOth clause," or something of that 
kind. 

.Mr. ::\IOREHEAD said that he would keep to 
the 1\lth clanoe, so as not to fall under the lash of 
the Prmuier's tongue ; and as there seen1ed to be 
some divergence of opinion between the hnn. 
gentleman and the :Minister for Ll1nds, he would 
a~k hin1 how those land cmnmissioners and land 
agentb were to be appointed? 11 he hon. J\Iinif;ter 
for Lands sl1id they were to be l1ppointed by the 
land boanl; but the clause did not appear to 
bear that interpretl1tion, and he sincerely 
hoped it was not so intended. 'I'he board had 
plenty of power without being nllowed to appoint 
their O\Vll snbordina,tes-nnder judges, fLS it were 
-whose decisions were to be referred to them 
in case of appel1l. He did not believe that was 
mel1nt by the wording of the clause; at any rate 
it should be clearly explained. The clause said 
distinctly the power should be vested in the Crown. 
However, it wns a point upon which the Com­
mittee should hl1ve an explanation from the 
Premier. It l1ppeared to be "' pretty mixed 
point, but his interpretation was that the power 
did not rest in the board; but they should have 
the l1uthoritative opinion of the Government on 
the matter. 

The PHEMIER said that of course the board 
had no such power. There was nothing in the 
clause stating thnt they should have the 
power of recon1n1ending cmnrnissioners, neither 
did he hear the Minister for Lands say that 
they possessed the power. Patronage could 
not be vested in anyone but the Governor 
in Council. The board were not a board of 
patronage-they were not a Civil Service board or 
anything of tlmt kind. Another question was 
asked bv the member for Townsville as to the 
functionR of land agents. ''I .. and agent'' was the 
name bv which the commissioner's clerk was 
called. ··The functions were well known, and 
he could not define them all. The functions 
of commissioners under the Bill were exactly 
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analogous to those under existing Acts, and 
it was proposed to continue the clerks under the 
same name. They might be called commis­
sioners' clerks, and 'they WO'lld then have exactlv 
the. sttme functions to perform. The only way to 
define what all the duties of a land agent were, 
would he to get one of them to state how he spent 
his time, or to produce his diary if he had one. 

The Ho:-~. Sal T. MaiL WRAITH caid if the 
Premier looked at his Bills with the same critical 
Cllre as he looked at his opponents' he would see 
that his explanlltion was worth nothing at alL 
The member for Townsville asked what were 
the duties of the land agent, as mentioned 
in clause 19. He hlld a reason for asking that, 
and .that was beeause land agents were not 
mentwned at all throughout the Bill. There 
were no other clauses that put on the lmul 
agents llny special duty, a.nd the only portions of 
the Bill in which they were referred to were in 
clauses 78 and 79. In those clC~uses the IC~nd 
agent and auctioneer were bracketed together, 
and hlld to do certC~in things at lln auction sC~!e. 
Those were the only parts of the Bill where the 
lan~l ~gent was mentioned. It wo.s not only the 
om1sswn to define whllt the lm1d agent's duties 
were thC~t was complained of, but in reading the 
Bill it would be found tlmt the duties imposed 
upon him under the Act of 187G were imposetl now 
on the commissioners. They had tttken C~ll the 
dutieo from the lC~ncl agent, and left him nothing 
to do except to act as a kind of auctioneer's cleric 
'l'he hon. member wlls therefore jJerfectly right 
in asking his question. Looking at the Act of 
187o it would be found tlmt the duties of the 
land llg·ent were definitely defined. He had to 
take charge of llll C~ppliclltions made for the use 
of the Crown lands. Those duties devol Yed on 
the com1nissioner now. 

The HoN .• T. J\1. J\L\.CROSSAN s:>id he was 
surprised to hear the Premier say tlmt he did 
not hear the Minister for Lands state that the 
board were to reco1nn1end the cmrnnissioners. 
The J\Iinisterfor LmHls, he was certo.in, would not 
deny that he sC~id so. 

The Ho:-~. Sm T. MaiL WILAITH: Oh yes, 
he will! 

The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN sC~id he 
felt certain the hon. gentleman would not 
deny it; but he WliS equally certC~in that 
the Premier heard him make the statem,mt, 
becC~use he (Hon. .J. J\I. l\IacrossC~n) saw 
him try to stop the ::\Iinister for Lllncls from 
sC~ying so. Perhrtps the Premier forgot tlmt 
there were lllnd C~gents appointed in pbces where 
there were no con1n1issioller~:;. The land a(rent 
had Cl great nmny duties that should be defi~1ed 
by the clause. There were four clauses referring 
to the commissioner, line! it wrts not a sufficient 
answer to sCLy thC~t the land agent's duties were 
very well known-that he wlls an officer under 
existing Acts, and that therefore there was no 
neces,ity for defining his duties. He coultl sC~y 
the same C~bout the cornmi"sioner. His duties 
were very well known, but they defined him 
in four cbuses. The le>tder of the Opposition 
hatl distinctly shown that the land agent's duties 
were defined by other ActR of Parliament, and 
they ought to be dPfined in the Bill now before 
the Committee. He had lln object in asking his 
question, and had a perfect right to ask it. 

The PJ1EJ\1IJ<:R sC~id the htm. gentlenmn hllcl 
a perfect right to a8k any que"tion tending to 
elucidate ll clanse, C~nd he wished hon. gentle­
men would ask more questions with that object. 
The words "land agent" were used in the part 
of the Act deC~ling with sales by auction. A land 
agent heing a corr1missioner's clerk, it made 
very little difference whether he WliS cC~lled a 
land agent or a commissioner's clerk. It was a 
simple matter of words. 

Mr. STEVENSON said, as they were invited 
by the Premier to ask more questions, he would 
C~sk the Minister for LC~nrls whether he did sC~y 
that the commissioners were to be recommended 
by the boC~rd, llnd whether the Premier was 
right in saying thC~t he did not say so? It was 
an important point, and they ought to hear from 
the IYiinister for Lands what he reC~lly did say. 

The MINISTKD. FOlt I"AKDS said, as the 
hon. membm· for Townsville hlld C~sked the Slime 
q ueotion, he would say that he had said so. 

Mr. STEVENSON said now they wllnted to 
know which interpretC~tion of the clause to 
accept? \YhC~t wer8 they to go on? 

The MINISTER FOH LANDS: I wlls 
under a misC~pprehension: 

Mr. STJ~VE:\'SO:\' said thC~t they had to take 
the interpretrttion of the Premier now about the 
Dill, and nut thrtt of the Minister for LC~nds. 

The Hox. ,T. M. MACIWSSAN said he was 
gbcl to hear tlmt the boC~rd wtts not to have such 
a lJower as that of recmnn1ending the comnlis­
sioners. It was a power that, willing as the 
present PC~r!iament lmd been to abrogate its 
rightr:;, it wonld be scarcely willing to grunt. 

Mr. NELSON srtid that if the commissioners 
were to be C~ppointed by the Umwn the principle 
would be right, but if appointed by the bollnl 
they would be simply the toadies of the board ; 
for they would know thllt the board could dis­
miss them C~t C~ny time when they did not do 
what they wanted them to do. Thllt nmtter ought 
to be made particulrtrly clPllr in the clause. 
Seeing that the Minister for LC~nds had been 
in ve3tiga,ting the history of previous land legisla­
tion in the colony, he would ask him whether he was 
quite satisfied, frmn his experience and inquines, 
thC~t tlmt plan of appointing commissioners was 
really "good one ?-because it was a very nmterial 
part of the old system which the hon. gentlemlln 
hlld so much decried. ItwC~squitepossiblethC~tthe 
sins which the hon. gentleman htid on the past 
administration of the bnd Jaws of the colony 
might be qnite liS mnch due to the mnhdminis­
tration of the commissioners as to that of the 
Ministers. His experience wlls not such as to 
w>trrant him in saying whether that was or was 
not the case, but he h>td heC~rd of cases where 
undue infiuence had been brought to bear on 
commi"sioners, C~nd where they hlld been cor­
rupted to a very brge extent. 

The MI::\'"ISTER J<'OR LAKDS said he 
believed the phtn of appointing comn1issioners 
nndor the Bill would be a very good one, with 
the restrictions to be imposed. Under the Bill, 
the C~ction of the cormni;sioners might be revised 
by a superior court. Under the present system 
there was no possibility of revising some of the 
acts of the commissioners even by the IYiinister; 
the commissioner issued his certifiCCLte, and it 
was C~ccepted as fi1ml. Under the Bill there was 
not a single act of the con1n1issioners that 
could not be looked into C~nd revised by the 
boC~rd. 

Mr. N"ELSOK srtid there were many things the 
con1n1is~ioner 1night do that would never be 
reported to the l\Iinister or to the board. A 
corrnni~.sioner had irnmense p(nver in his own 
district, and if cases of unfairness occurred 
1,000 miles awe~y it would not pay the person 
injured to raise any objection. 

The J\IINISTEH FOR LAKDS said that if 
a 1nan 'vaH wronged by the action of a con1-
missioner, and did not choose to avail himself of 
his right to appelll to the board, he did not think 
him a prtrticular object for commiserC~tion or 
sympathy. 

Mr. NORTON said the reply of the Minister 
for LC~nds confirmed him in the belief that the 
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commissioners were the men who woultl work the 
Act. Their recommendations would be sent 
down to the board, and passed as a matter of 
form. The Committee had taken a great deal of 
trouble in discussing the board, and now it was 
found that, except in cases where appeals were 
made or objections raised. the real work of 
a~m!nistration would be done by the com­
nnsswners. Indeed, unless that were so it 
would be impo';'sible for the board to get thrdugh 
the work. "C nder such circumstances, the 
appointlnent of the cornmissioner~ \Vas a nwst 
important matter, and one which •hould be very 
clearly defined. 

!\fr. NELSON s:ctirl that not only the rights of 
pnYate persons, but the interests of the public 
ought to be protected. A commis,ioner mi"ht 
rob the public by giving preference to sC:~ne 
friends of his O\vn, or by passing applications 
which ought not to be passed. In cases of that 
kind the bo:ctrd would have no notice and the 
comrnissioner's report \Vould go aln~m~t aH a 
matter of form. 

Mr. MACDONALD-PATERSON said that 
in order to make the clause perfectly clear he 
would n1ove the mni.s~ion of the word " and '' 
after the words '' purposes of thi:; Act " with 
the view of commencing a new paraurapJ1 with 
the words, ''The G-overnor in Councfi." 

Question-That the words proposed to be 
omitted "tancl part of the clause-put. 

Mr .• TORDAN sttid he did not see any objec· 
tion to the suggestion made by the hem. metnber 
for Moreton, but at the same time he did not see 
that there. was any necessity for it. He thought 
the meamng was perfectly plain as read by the 
hon. member for Balonne and bv the hon: the 
Premier. The Minister for :L'antls had said 
inadvertently, in reply to a question, that the 
appointment of the commissioners was with the 
bom·d. No one could mistake the meaning of 
the clause. It was good English, and was per­
fectly clear. 

Mr. J\IOREHEAD s:ctid if thore was the least 
doubt as to its meaning he thought they had 
better vote for the amendment of the hon. mem­
ber for Moreton. The meaning was C]nite clear 
to him, but it did not appear to be clear to the 
Minister for Lands. 

Mr. NOR TON said he dirl not think the clause 
ought to be altered in that way. Its meanin" 
was ]Jlain enough. " 

Mr. MOJU~HEAD : Some think it is not. 
Mr. NOllTOX: I think it is rp1ite plain. 
Question put 1111cl negatived. 
Question- That the words proposed to be 

inserted be so inserted-put and passed. 
Question-That the clause as amended stand 

part of the Bill-put. 
The HoN. Sm T. MaiL WRAITH said that 

the Minister for Lands had better leave the words 
"land agent " out of the clause. The officers 
were not referred to in any part of the Bill except 
as "land commi&::;ioners." Thus the \Yords "land 
agent" were perfectly unnecessary. 

The PREMIJ;;R said there was provision 
in the Bill for the duties of land agents i• 
cases of sales by auction. 'There must be a 
provision for the payment of the balance of 
the pmchase money to some officer. It 
was not convenient that it should be paid 
to the comnnsswner, who would probably 
not be there; it would not be convenient th1Lt 
he should always be there. There was another 
provi~ion for anyone applying to take up land by 
selectwn under tha 83rd section to pay the upset 
price of the land to the land agent. Some officer 
must be on the spot to take the money. The 
commissioner would not be there; he would be a 

peripatetic person, and he hoped that the com­
missioner would preside over several land offices. 
It was nece,saryto have land agents, unless they 
were to substitute some other officer to perform 
those duties. 

}fr. MOREHEAD said he would suggest that 
they leave the words "land agent" in the cl:ctuse, 
with the view of recommitting the Bill, to state 
in the interpretation clause what the position of 
the land agent was with regard to the Bill. He 
thought the Premier would then have had time 
to consider the definition of the term as used in 
the Bill, and they might now goon with the clause. 
It was very vagu8 as it stood at present, which 
he thought the Premier would admit. It was 
giving enorn1ous IJO\ver to the cOininissioner in 
some cases, :ctnd they had not in any way defined it 
in the interpretation clause. If the Premier 
would tell them that he would recommit the 
Bill, with a promise tlmt he would define the 
wordH ''land agent" so aH to cover the objection 
raised by hon. members, they might get on with 
the clause. 

The PRKi\III.Ell said he confessed that he did 
not see how he was to define the term "land 
agent." The "land agent" waR a. person ap· 
pointed by the Governor in Council to be a land 
agent in the san1e way that a "cnn1n1i8sioner" 
was defined to be a commissioner. 

l\Ir. MORJ~HEAD said that officer-the land 
agent---got mixed up in the Bill with the 
''auctioneer." 

The PREMIER said the matter had been 
considered, and deserved fnrther consideration 
whether it should be left to the commissioner or 
to the land agent. In clause 39 it might be 
desirable to leave the duty to the land agent. 

Mr. J\!IOREH:EAD: The land agent has no 
status under the Bill. 

The PREMIER said that the only definition 
they could give was" a person who was appointed 
land agent." He thought they might pass the 
clause now. The duties of the commissioners 
were not defined there ; they were defined all 
through the Bill. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said it would be as well 
to define "land agent" in the interpretation 
clause. 

The PREJIIIIE!t said it might be convenient 
to do tlmt. They could not do it in that part of 
the Dill. It would be convenient to pass the 
clause now ; and if further on in the Bill they 
should find that the duties wero not sufficiently 
defined they could define them. 

Question put and passed, 
On clD,use 20-" Commissioners to hold a court 

once a month"-
The Hox. Sm T. MciLWHAITH said that 

he intended to bring before the Committee again 
the amendment he proposed before. From the 
nature of the question the discussion which then 
took place was altogether on the subject he was 
now bringing before the Committee. He did 
not w:ctnt to have the whole thing gone over 
again, as it had been already thoroughly dis­
cussed from most points of view-at :ctny rate, 
as much as he cared about discussing it, 
and he did not think he could bring forward 
any additional arguments. Hon. members would 
understand that in moving a do"en amendments 
there was one about which they all hinged, and 
that was the constitution of the local land board; 
and although the amendment he moved w>ts not 
on that point, a discussion took place on that 
subject which he did not want to go over again. 
The clause he intended to propose was-

There shall be constituted in each district a local 
land board, consisting of the commissioner for the time 
being, and not less than t'vo nor more than six persons 
being resillent ratepayers of such district, who shall 
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from time to time he elected lJy the ratepayers thereof, 
pursuant to the regulations contained in the schedule 
to this Act. 

The commi~sioner of the district for the time being 
shall be chairman, e.:r o.fflc•io, of the board. 

Every lor-al board shall have and exercise the llowcrs 
and dutiei':l hereinafter described. 
There was a similar provision to that in the Bill 
p:tssed recently in ::\ ew South \Vales ; the work 
was not confineq_ to the cmn1nis~-donen; as pea­
posed by the Bill, but local cmu·ts were 
e"tablished; those court.s consisted of the com­
missionen; appointed by the Government, the 
members of the boar<l being appointed aho by 
the Government. He cm"idered that ai1 
~Jbjection ; hut still it would he a great 
nnprovement upon the preS<ent syste111 by 
which the duties W8re performed by the commis­
sioners alone. He had adopted the ::'-l' ew South 
Wales system, and considered the aclvance 
they had made in this colony in local 
government. justified them in making the 
bonrd con"1st of member~ of the community 
who were elected by the people in the 
vnrious districts. The ~Minister for Lands ex­
pressed his doubts whether he could be able to 
keep pace with the amount of settlement, by 
hnving the different lnnds surveyed before selec­
tion ; he doubted that too, and thonght that as 
the principal evil to be apprehended from the Bill 
would be from dummied selections in various parts 
of the colony, they ought to use the best machi­
nery they could for the purpose of preventing 
it. He held thnt a commissioner appointed by 
the Government was not sufficient to prevent it. 
They onght to have a court to work openly, and 
to consist of men who had local knowledge, and 
whose interests lay with the land being disposed 
of to the ad vantage, not only of the district itself, 
but nlso of the country. They conld do that by 
having a local court, consisting of nwn elected on 
the same hasis as their present divisional boards. 
The objection raised to that system would be 
that, the principal duty being to fix the amount 
of rent to be paid by the lessees, ]Jastoral and 
agricultural, they would, in some districts, 
naturally see that their interest lay in reducing 
the rents to as low a point as possible, and thus 
their interest would be opposed to the interest 
of the country. That objection was got over at 
once by the bet that he did not intend to refer 
to the_ local court the rent that w"s to be paid by 
the d1fferent selectors ; but proposed that their 
duties should be confined to those given to 
commissioners. Even if those duties were to 
embrace the fixing of rents afterwards~as he had 
no doubt, by the spread of local government, 
would ultimately be the case~he thought they 
had some guarantee for the good faith of the mem­
bers of the local board in the fact, that it would be 
for the good of the district that as much ratable 
property should appear in the district as was 
possible. The argu1nent against his proposition 
was that it would be to the interest of the members 
of the beard to reduce the rents. He thought not; 
for the reason that, the local rates depending upon 
the amount of rents paid, it would be rather in 
the interests of the different boards to make the 
rents fair, if not as high as they possibly could. 
He thought that the development of local gov­
ernment in the country justified them doing 
that. They knew well that the ttnticipated 
causes of failure in working local government in 
some of the districts of the colony consisted in 
the fact that almost all the land was leased, and 
there was therefore very little ratable property. 
In consequence of that and other difficulties 
the Government subsidised the boards to the 
extent of £2 to every £1 raised by rates. 
Tlwy ought to '"nticipate the time when there 
woulcl be a large muount of revenue coming from 
the bnd, and when a large portion of that 
re1·e1me should go directly to the boards. If such 

a reform were carried out it wonld completely 
answer the objection raised at the present time 
that it was not to the interests of the boards to 
get the best rents they possibly could. He had 
met that objection~that their interests would 
not be identical with the interests of the colony. 
Under the present circumste~nces that would be 
w; but they ought to look for the de1'elopment 
of local government. The hon. member for 
Xorthern DownR used ::t very strong :::.trgurnent in 
Khowing the inefficiency of the connnii'5Hioncr in 
cert"in ca,;es, and the chance he would have of 
<loing an injuotice. He onght to ],e assisted by 
a board ; and the a11swer 6·iven by the 11ini~ter 
for Lttnds justified the hon. memberfor 1\orthern 
Downs in pressing the case, as the only proper 
answer that could have been given hy the JYiin­
iHter was that they were not in the way of help­
ing the commissioner by giving him a local court. 
Provided the local land boardB in the different 
diotrict,; were given 'm interest in working the 
Bill for the interests of the districts, the Govern­
ment could not possibly get better machinery for 
carrying out its provisions. There would not be 
a case of dummying that would come under them 
which they would not be able to deal with 
effectually, because they wonld know the whole of 
the circumstances. They wouldknowthernan who 
was selecting for himself, and the man who was 
selecting in the intereots of others. They would 
be able to deal with all men justly, and prevent 
land from being dummied. He did not believe 
they could get as good means for the preven­
tion of dummying by an addition to ths 
number of Government officers. What he 
wanted to obtain under the amendment 
was to get the people themselves to look 
after the proper working of the Act. He 
believed the same constituencies which had 
elected divisional boards would act efficientlv in 
the election of local land bottrds, and it would be 
to their interest to see that the lands were taken 
up according to the law. He believed the grent 
clanger under the Bill would be that the lands 
under it would be dummied; as he believed that 
under the system proposed by the Minister for 
Lands greater facilities were given for dummy­
ing land than existed under any previous Act. 
He believed the system he proposed would be a 
safeguard which would effectually prevent that ; 
and it was in that belief he proposed that the 
clause as read stand part of the Bill. 

The MII\ISTER JWR LANDS said the 
discussion that arose upon the amendments 
brought forward by the leader of the Opposition 
the other night centred round one clause, and 
that was the one he introduced that night. As 
a theory, a local board to assist the commissioner 
in the discharge of his duties was very pretty 
indeed, if practicable or safely workable; but 
he maintained still that there was too much 
danger in entrusting to a local board the adminis­
tration of a Land Act. The hon. gentleman 
might say that the men in a district knew best 
their own wants, and would be prepared to carry 
out the law in its integrity in the interests of 
the district and the colony as a whole ; but their 
experience undoubtedly was that where they got 
a small knot of m~n together they were very much 
more inclined to carry out an Act in the interests 
of a party thm1 in the intere,;t,; of the community 
ag a whole. The working of the divisional boards 
Act had been alluded to in support of the pro­
position m;~cle by the hon. gentleman. He 
thought that the practical working of the 
Divisional Boards Act had been an admirable 
system for the education of the p8ople, and he 
believed it had been very much more valuable 
in that respect than in its purely practical 
working ; but he could not agree with the people 
of the country being educated at the ex1'ense of 
such a Land Bill as that w;ts, where they mi;;ht 
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do mischief which a generation or two could not 
undo. The diviRional boards, in the expenditure 
of the money, could not do very much mischief, as 
only a few thousand pounds of the general 
revenue might be badly spent by them-and he 
maintained that a gooct' deal of money had been 
badly spent by divisional boards-but to ~ay 
that they should carry on the arlministration of 
a Land Bill such as that would be simply 
destructive to the country. He shoulrl be very 
sorry to sec such a system in opemtion 
in the grazing districts of the country. Once 
the country was established and the people were 
settled upon the land, and there would be no 
necessity to deal with large tracts of bnd with 
or\lY temporary occupants, then perlmp,; they 
mrght work such a system as loe'tl land boards, 
but while it was to be settled he did not think 
such a system . would ho an advisable one to 
adopt. 

The HoN. Sm T. :MolL WRAITH said he hacl 
thought the Iron. gentleman was anAustralian, but 
he began to think he was a bit of an Irishman when 
he "poke of applying the system when they had 
no Crown lands. It was for Crown lands they 
wanted it. \Vhat was the Bill for but to deaJ 
with Crown lands? The hon. member was afraid 
that those local boards, if they had only ,, little 
power, would do such mischief as it would 
take one or two generations to undo. \V ell, 
that was just what that Land Bill was 
going to do without local land lloards. Once 
put a la,rge proportion of the lands inside 
the black line under leases of thirty ancl fifty 
years, and they would have tlone an amount of 
mischief that would ta,ke the one or two g-enera­
tions referred to by the 3\1inister for Lands to 
undo. It was a pity they could not get any 
acknowledgment from the :Minister for Lands 
that there was any good in local government. 
It was remarkable also that his only trusty 
adherent in that was the member for Bundanba, 
who had been opposed to local government all 
through, simply because he bed seen the rich 
benefits that might be derived by one district 
from the old system of centmlisation. 

Mr. XORTOX: It took all the plums away 
from lp;;wich. 

The HoN. Sm T. 1\'IciL\VRAITH said that 
the hon. member for Bunclanba had a great deal 
of longing to get back to the old system again ; 
but he did not believethere was ono member of the 
Qommittee who thought as he did upon the ques­
twn of local government. The Local Government 
Act had been the cause of an immense amount 
of good, and the work done by the divisional 
brmrcls had been much better done than it would 
ever have been clone by the Government. They 
had expended money raised in their own dis­
tricts for the benefit of their own districts, and 
of the country at large ; and they had been 
a benefit whether they were close to the capital 
or not. He thought the same advantages 
which had attended local self-government, in 
the form of divisional boards throughout 
the colony, would accrue to the colony 
generally if they entrusted the se~me men with 
the administration of their land laws. Take 
a place 1,000 miles away from Brisbane; the 
commissioners or the board would have very little 
influence there. 'rhe cleci;;ions they would give 
would not be conclucive to the goocl of the 
districts, and if they "ere it would only be Ly 
chance. But let the people of the clifferent dis­
tricts look after the working of the Act in those 
districts themselves, and they would do it well; 
and would see that no one infringed on the 
general interests of the colony; and it w-ould he 
in the interests of all of them that the Act 
should be canied out proverly in their respective 
districts. 

Mr. ::HOREHEAD saicl the Minister for 
Lands was continually reminding him of old 
stories. He remindecl him just then very much 
of a story he rrm;;t have learned in his childhood, 
about a certain hen-and when he spoke of the 
hen he did not mean in any way to refer in a 
slighting manner to the hon. the l'remier, who, 
he was sorry to say, was not in his place. On 
one occasion they learned that a hen went down 
to her nest, and saw in it a very large egg. She 
renwrked what a splendid egg it was, and had 
no doubt that when it was hatched it would 
produce something wonderful. She set about 
luttching it, and it produced; and suh.se­
fJUently, when the hen went with her chicks 
to the water for a drink, the one which had 
been produced fron1 the big egg-·and the one 
which she had looked upon with so much tender 
affection actually plunged into the water and 
swam away. It was really a duck she had 
raised, and not a chicken at all. He thought the 
story applied particularly well to the hon. the 
iVIinister for Lands. He (Mr. More head) fancied 
that the hon. the Premier must have thought he 
had got hold of a very big egg, but he had found 
after hatching it that he had hatched a duck instead 
of a chicken. He had come to that conclusion 
from the remarks which the hon. the 11ini;;ter 
for Lands had made just now, and the way in 
which he had utterly cast himself adrift from his 
party after ignoring the benefits which had accrued 
to the colony-and that, he thought, would be 
ngreed to by every member of the Committee­
horn the passing of the Divisional Boards Act. 
He himself was an opponent of that Bill, and he 
lmd lived to regret the opposition he gave to it, 
and to admit that great goocl had be<On clone to 
the colony by it. The proposal now made by the 
leader of the Opposition was only a step further 
in self-government, and therefore he should 
support it. 

The Ho~. J. ::\1. MACROSSAN said there 
was something that had probably clone more 
harn1 than durnn1ying, n.nd that was "peacock­
ing." That was what Kew :South \Vales had 
snfferecl from. JY1en took up pieces of land 
in different parts, and for miles around 
blocked every!Jocly Blse. The appointment of 
local land boards would prevent anything 
like that being done. At vresent there was no 
guarantee whatever that the commissioners or 
the lttnd agent would know enough about any 
district to pre\·ent " peacocking." The JY1inister 
for Lands laughed when he (Hon. J. M. Macros­
san) mentioned the commissioners. He really 
thoug-ht the hon. gentleman believed that nobody 
coulc1 do his duty but himself; could he not give 
credit to other men for trying to do their duty? 
He (Hon. J. M. Macrossan) believed the hon. 
gentleman tried to do his duty according to his 
lights, but the hon. gentleman's lights were not 
his (Hon. J. M. J\In.crossan's) lights. He believed, 
as he had said, that members of local land 
boanls would prevent '' peacocking"; it would be 
to their interest to clo so, just as the members 
of the Committee tried to do their best for the 
country althoug·h they had really no personal 
interest in it. 

The PEEMIER said that in some cases it 
might he to the interest of local land boards to 
prevent dnmrnying and "peacocking"; but in 
other cases it might be to their interest rather to 
encourag-e both. He confessed that he did not see 
that a local land boarcl elected by persons inter­
ested in securing or in keeping the Jancl-riersons 
who had an immediate interest in the land­
wonld be the best to entrust the administration 
of the law to. It would 1Je in Lbng·er of becoming 
'' local clique. In rmmy cases the members of 
the board would actually be the representatives 
of the dominant class. Take for instance a 
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s<1uatting district the inhabitants of which re­
garded selectors as intruders, or take '" district 
in which dummying was very prevalent ; would 
they be likely to elect a board which would 
effectually prevent that practice being carried 
on ? In sorne cases, of course, asHif-'tc1nce 
might he obtained in dealing with applications 
for selections. The hon. member for Towns­
ville spoke of dealing with dummying. In that 
respect the local land boards would be elective 
courts of justice. That was an innovation 
about which a c;ood rleal might he said both 
way8. rrhe general feeling in EngliHh COHllllllni­
ties was ag::1,inst thmn, and in the vreHent c::tHG 

they would be specially objectionable, becauoe 
the electors would be the persons who were most 
likely to be brought up before them. Howevel', 
the matter had been fully discussed the other 
evening, and it was not desirable that it should 
be fully discussed again. 

Mr. AHCHER said he regretted that the 
:Minister for Lands had incuh·:cted into the mind 
of the Premier the idea that there were no 
honest men amongst those who had an interest 
in any part of the colony. \Vhy, eYen on the 
Darling Downs-which was the only part of the 
colony in which there had been dmnrnying-­
therewereafew honest men. There were enough, at 
any rate, to ~ave the1n frotn any serious calar11ity. 
Both the Premier ttnd the Minister for Lands 
were entirely mistaken when they talked about 
dununying having been genera,} in Queensland. 
As far as his knowledge went it was entirely 
confined to the southern part of the colony. 

The lVIIJ'\ISTERJ<'OR LA::\'DS: No. 
Mr. MOllEHEAD: Do you speak personally? 
Mr. AHCHER : There had been no dummy-

ing anywhere eh;e except by a strong i:mpport8r 
of the present Government, who had recentlv 
been paid a large sum of money-a matter whicli, 
he thought, ought to have been settled l•mg ago; 
the judgment of the court ought to have been 
fulfilled. Not a single man, except that 
gentleman, had dummied in the Central dis­
trict. Dummying was confined strictly to where 
the grca,test rogues were found, and th<-tt waR in 
the southern ymrt of the colony. But they were 
legislating- for all Queensland, and not alone for 
the Darling Downs. (~ueensland did not now 
consist of the Darling Downs and Ipswich ; 
they had discovered more country. He wanted 
the Minister for Lands to say whether there had 
been any dummying in the Central district 
except by the gentleman he had referred to. He 
did not say that so much for the purpose of 
bringing that rnatter forward~ aR of showing dis­
tinctly that, in spite of what the Premier and the 
Minister for Lands had said, aud seeing tlmt local 
self-government had been a success,' he would 
never allow a single opportnnity to pass without 
supporting it. He should do all in his power to 
combtct the idea which appeared to be held by 
wha,t was caller! the liberal section of the com­
munity, that the people were afraid to manage 
their own affairs. The ratepayers of a district 
would always be the. dominant p:trty. In his 
own district he was quite certain that the 
dominant 1mrty-if by that was mE"l1nt the 
chunmiers~wonld consist of one mn.n :t.gainr:;t 
thm1sands of ratopayem. The ratepayers out­
numbered the men called the dominant rmrty. 
A vote was a vote in every instfmce, and the 
body of ratepayers would outvote the men whose 
possessions, though they might give them a 
higher position in social life, could not do so in · 
political life. The wealthy men in the district 
were usually only one in "' hundred, and 
their power was very limited ; and to ohow 
fear or distrust of the people was an ex­
ceedingly lmd thing, as coming- from the side of 
the Committee which was occupied by those 

who proclaimed themselves :ts the great Liberal 
party. He himself was very anxious to see the 
clause inserted as proposed. He did not believe 
in the hon. the ·Minister for I,ands' suggestion 
that ths bo:crds might be appointed after the 
work was done ; they should be appointed to 
bring their local knowledge to bear, and see the 
Bill brought properly into force, when it might 
be of immense benefit to the colon)l. 

Mr. .fOHDAN' said that wlmt was called 
"pencocking" would be, he thought, effectually 
cnrecl by the surveys of those small sqn:ct­
t:oge·.. 1 [e wao glad to hmcr the Minister for 
L:cnds say that the sy-stem of survey before 
oelection would be carrier\ out wherever pmc­
ticahle. "Unless tlmt became the law, there 
,yould be an irnmense 'vn:ste of country ; and 
he hoped there wonld be >< thorough system of 
snrvey all over the country before the land was 
taken up. Hon. rnerr11Jcrs on the Go\'ernrnent 
sicle of the Committee were not afraid of the 
people; they were afraid of the large pastoral 
tenants. Not that he consiclered them dis­
hone't; on the contrary, he had a great respect 
for the pastoral tenants of the Crown. They 
were wealtl1y educated gentleman, and as honest 
as other J>eople, but they had a peculiar way of 
looking <et the question of settlement, an<l as a 
rule were averse to what he called family settle­
ment. They had not yet got rid of the idea 
that a cabbage could not grow in the country. 
If the amendment of the hon. member for 
'Varregn were carried, and those rnatters 
left to the arlministration of 1 ocal land boards, 
he was very much afraid that those boards 
would be formed, generally ,peaking, of the 
pastoral tenants of the Crown, and those 
more Pr less under their influence. They were 
the most influential in their own locality, from 
the fact that they were gentlemen of education 
and property, and that nmny of the electors were 
employed by them, ot' were engaged in business 
which were to a large extent created lJy the pas­
toral ten:cnts. He very mnch feared that boards 
constituted in that way would not act so as to 
]•rmnote close settlement. rastoral tenants of 
the Crown did not generally believe iu small 
men; he c1uestioned whether even the lVlinister 
for Lands believed in them to the same extent 
that he cl id himself, otherwise he would ha \'C 

supportcod his amendment intended to introduce a 
large number of small men with a little money 
from Great Britain. lt was almost animprM•Jibility 
for a gentleman educ<Cted all his lifetime as 
a squatter to believe in small men. If those 
boards were conRtituted l:trgely of great Crown 
lessees and those under their influence they 
would not promote family settlement in the 
colony. On those grounds he should not be able 
to support the amemlment. 

Mr. NORTO~ s.o.id that the hon. members 
on th~ other side seemed to be very much 
afrnid that the dominant party in the various 
districts would have the control of the elec­
tions in their own lmnds. He presume<! the 
dominant party would be the p:crty which was 
in the majority; but if hon. members meant 
something else-if they meant the pastoral 
lessees-he coulcl assure them they were very 
1nuch mistnken. 1--Te had never known a. single 
inst:tnce where the pastoral lessees in a dbtrict 
had been able to combine for any object-even 
for the promotion of their own interests. Be­
sides, if a matter of this sort were settled by 
the ratepayers in any district, it would 
be found that the pastoral ten:cnts would 
not get a majority. They could not com· 
mand the votes of their employes ; men were not 
to be g-nt n.t in that way. There waR bounrl to 
be did:-don atnong~t thmnselvos, and a. large 
amount of oppo,dtion from the men employed by 
them; and he did not think there was the 
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slightest chance of the squatting party ever 
becoming the dominant party in any district. 
There was one very strong reason why tho:-;e 
boards should be appointed and it was this. Umler 
the Bill all the officers concerned in adminbtrrc­
ting the law were to he appointed by the Crown ; 
and against the power of the Crown there 
was not the slightest protection to people taking 
np lanch;, They had a right to Kmne sort of pro­
tection, and the only wa,y it conlG be given waR 
by allowing- thern KOltlA r:nrt of voice in the di~­
pnsitinn of the lands in their own districtf'. The 
RyHtmn rnight not work very ea·,ily at first; hut 
taking it altugether, a board of the proposed kind 
would work for the benefit of their own district and 
of the colony at large ; and in acldition to that the 
Ry~tem would have the recon1n1enclation of givlnp; 
the people interested some little voice in the 
contml of those umtters, which otherwise would 
be taken completely out of their hands, and fixed 
in the most arbitrary way by the action of the 
Crown. 

Question-That the new clause as read stand 
part of the Bill -·put ; and the Committee 
divided:-

AYEs, 11. 
The Hon. Sir T. Jieilwraith, 31e~sr~. Xorton, Ar~her• 

Chuhh, Palmer, Donaldson, JJissner, Govctt., l\lorchcad. 
Stevenson, and Nelson. 

Xo~<:s, 25. 
i\le-ssrs. Rutlrdgc, Dnttou, Griflith, Dlek,:;;on, Sherirlan, 

Buckland, Higson, }lid~ley, ::\IaC'donald-Patcrson. Grimes, 
rr. Campbell, Bailey, :\Iellor, lrhite. Poxton. ~Ioreton, 
\Yallace, Kates. 2\Ii.les, Foote, Isambert, Jordan, Aland, 
Groom, and Salkeld. 

Question resolved in the negative. 
Clause 20 put. 
The Hox. Sm T. MciL\VRA1TH said there 

was another amendment which it was intended 
to propose, making the boards nominee instead of 
elective. There would not be time to deal with 
it that night. 

The PHEMIER said it was extremely incon­
venient that the Government hnd not been 
favoured with the amendment before. There had 
been bvo nights' di~cussion on the one :-;uhject, 
and they were now threatened with a third. He 
must exvress a hope tlmt the amendment would 
be ready, and that they should know what was 
going to be proposed. 

Mr. NORTOX: They have taken twel.-e 
months with their Land Bill in New South 
\'V ales. 

The PRKMIEH said he hoped the hon. gentle­
man did not mean that it wac; desirable they 
should take the same length of time here. He 
hoped they would decol with the question now 
before the Committee finally to-morrow. 

Mr. MOHEHEAD said the hon. gentle­
man's strictures were hardly fair or just. 
:Most of the amendments, so far, had been 
brought in by the Government themselves. 
\Vhen the hon. gentleman said he hoped that 
Parliament would not emulate the New 
South \Vales Parliament, he (:Hr. ::'\Iorehcad) 
hoped it would, in so f<tr as they had to deal 
with a much larger <juestion than New South 
\Vales. He hoped the measure would be g-iYcn 
every due consideration, and that it would not 
be hurried through the Committee, though the 
Premier had such a large majority at his back. 

On the motion of the MINISTEH Ji'OR 
LANDS, the House resumed, the CHAIRMAX 
reported progress, and obtained leave to sit again 
to-morrow. 

ME:':lSAGES Ji'ROM LEGISLATIVI~ 
COUNCIL. 

'l'he SPEAKER announced that he had re­
ceived messages from the Legislative Council to 
the effect that the Council had passed, without 

amendment, the \V ages Bill, the Loc"l A:Jthori­
ties Bill, the Gympie !+as Company B1ll, the 
J\laryhorongh Town H"ll Bill, m1d the Petti­
grew l•;state Enabling Bill; and had agreed to 
the .\ssembly's amendments in the Pntents, 
Designs, and Tmde Marks Bill, anrl the Native 
Birds Protection Act Amendment Bill. 

AD.TOUICNl\IENT. 
The PRE:\ITEl~, in moving the arljonrnment 

of the Hmme, staterl that the first business to­
l11orrow wonld lJe the Vote on .Account, notice of 
which h::td been given by tl1e Colonial TrenKnrer ~ 
nfter which the disetmsion on the Lmu1 Bill 
would be proce-'ded with. 

The House adjourned at four minutes past 
11 o'clock. 




