
 
 
 

Queensland 
 

 
 

Parliamentary Debates 
[Hansard] 

 
Legislative Assembly 

 
 

WEDNESDAY, 8 OCTOBER 1884 
 

 
 

Electronic reproduction of original hardcopy 
 



IJ28 Jlfessages from Council. [ASSEMBLY.] Supply. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 
TVcdncstlcty, 8 October, 1884. 

Pcti1ions.--Snspension of Standing- Orders.-Snpply
resnmption of comrnittee.-Ways and :Jieans
rP:-;mnptiol! of eommittce.-Approprintion nill Xo. 2, 
1881.-Bs.~~Crown Ijands Bill-committee.-Xative 
I.~abourers Protection Bill.-Ilcalih llill.-J .. djonrn
mcnt. 

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

PETI'riOKS. 
The HoN. R B. SHERIDA:t\ presented a 

petition, signed by between 2,000 and 3,000 
citizens of J\Iaryborough and Gayndah, pmying 
for a line of railway to be constructed between 
:iUaryborough and Gayndah. 

Petition read and received. 
The Hox. B. B. :i\IOHETON prc.,onted a 

petition, signed by 170 re.,idents of the town of 
Uayndah and the surrounding districts, praying 
for a railway between Gayndah and l\fary
borough, vi(i l{ilkivan. 

Petition re1l.cl and received. 
The PltK\riEE (Hon. S. W. Griffith) pre

sented a petition from the municipal council of 
Bri~bane, relating to certain provision~ in the 
Bill to amend the ,Jury ~\et now before Pm·lia
ment. 

Petition read and received. 

S'GSPENSION OJ<' STANDI~G OlUlERS. 
The COLONIAL 'rHEAS'GUEU (Hon. J. R. 

Dic1\:8on) in moving-
That so mneh of the Stan(llng Orders be suspended 

as \Vill admit of the reporting of resolutions of the 
Committee of Supply and of ·ways and ~Ieaus on the 
smne day on which they shall have passed in such 
Committee: also, or the passing of a Bill through all 
its stages in one dr~y--
;;aid: I thought this motion would go as formal 
after the explarmtion made by the Premier on 
moving the adjournment of the House last night, 
when he informed hon. members that it was the 
intention of the Government to ask for Supply to 
the extent of £200,000. Hon. members are aware 
that we have had one Supply Bill already this 
se,;;ion to the amount of £260,000; but that sum 
is nearly exhausted, and the present Bill will 
provide for dqmrtmental requirements up to the 
middle or end of J'\ovember. Had it not been 
for the information given by the Premier hst 
night, I should not have wanted the motion to 
l>e formal. 

Question put and passed. 
SUPPLY~llESUMPTIO~ OF COM

MITTJ~E. 

On the motion of the COLONIAL TREA
RU HJ£E, the Speaker left the chair, and the 
Hmme resolved itoe!f into a Committee of 
:Supply. 
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The COLOXIAL TREASrREn moved-· 
1'hat there be granted to Her ~Iajesty. for the 

~m·vice of the yt·ar lsg-.t-8.), a sum not exceeding 
£200,000, towaxrt.~ defraying the PX11enscs of the various 
1lepartments of the servieP of tlle colony. 

Question put nnd pai<sed. 

On the motion of the COI"OXIAL TREA
SUlU~R, the CHATI\~IAX left the chair ttnd 
reported the resolution to the House. 

The report wa,, adopted, and the Committee 
obtained leave to Kit again tn-morro\v. 

\VXYS Al'\ll MEAKS--llES"l'l\1:PTION 0}' 
CO::YD1ITTEK 

On the n10tion of the COLOKI.'..L TREA
:·i'Cr~ER, the tlpeaker left the chair, Itnd the 
House resolvecl ib;elf into n Committee of \Va.ys 
and nle,ns. 

The COLOKIAL THEASUHJolt moYed·
Tllat towanl" makin~ good the Supply grantf~d to Her 

)l~tjcsty for the serviee of the year 1 88"1-85, a ~mn not 
exh erling £20o,ono be granted ant of the Consolidatml 
Rm·enue Pund of QueenSland. 

(~uestion put anrl paseed. 

On the motion of the COLONL\.L THEA
SUREI1, the CHAllUL\X left the chair and re
portecl the resolution to the House. The report 
was adoptee!, and the Committee obtained leave 
to sit again to-nwrrow. 

Al'PIWPHIATIOX DILL Ko. 2, 1884-S?i. 
On the motion of the COLOXIAL 'rHEA

tll'RER, a Bill to g-ive effect to the foregoing 
resolution Wail introduced, pa"ed through all its 
stages, :1nd ordered to he transmitted to the 
Legi.slati ve Council for their concurrence, by 
n1es~age in the usual furnl. 

CRO\VX LAXDS JJILL-C0~1:VIITTEE. 
On the Order of the Day being read, the 

Speaker left the chair, and the House went into 
Committee for the fnrther consideration of this 
Bill. 

~Ir. DO:\' AL DSOX said he had a new clanse 
which he prnJ><1sed to be inserted in the Bill, to 
follow cbuse 1\), an cl which he would read for the 
the infor1nation of ho11. 1nen1her~ ; it \Yaf-1 a~ 
followed:-· .. 

'l'lwrt~ s!J ,1\ he a. local hmd bo::u·tl for C\BlT land 
clistriet. ancl the memhel'S of ~n 'h board s1;~tll not 
w.,;ceecl three in number, and ~hall be appointerl by the 
(~oyernor in Coundl. EYery member of the board shall 
1JC paid such f(+' for eaell ~itting· as may be prescribed. 
An\· member of a loeal land. 1Joard who shHll ~it or act 
in iiny way as a membrn· of snch boarJ in nny ca:-;e in 
\Vllich he is dircetly or indirectly interested shall he 
liable to a penalty not exceeding 1i ve hundred poulHls. 

The commi...,-;ioncr of the district for the time being 
!'!.hall be the ehairman, e.r r~ffit·rJ, of the local honrd. · 

Every local board shall have ancl exercise the powers 
and dntic>:: hereinat'ter prcserihed. 

He should hcwe preferred that the Bill had some 
provision '·Uch as that in the Kew South \Vales 
Bill, by which local land boards were appointed 
for various laud districts of the colony, and their 
decision should be remitted to the Minister. 
However, as the Committee luvl committed 
itself to the land board, he would propose 
his amenclrnent. He thought it \'vould h"'ve 
guod effect in the variou::; diHtricts, and 
he would state a fe"· of the reasons he 
lutd for saying so. He thought it was quite 
possible that members of a board living in the 
district would have far better knowledg-e of that 
district than ~trangers \Vonld, \Vho 1night only 
visit it from time to time. Therefore in most of 
the cases which came before them they would be 
in a position to give a fair and just derision. 
A.nd again it wonld have thi' effect: that instead 
nf one rnnn being appointed to give very 
im.port8,nt decl:-;lnn . .:.; there would not be le~:; than 
three tn clo so. 

1881-3 L 

The PREJ\IIER : Does that include the com
n1issinner or exclude him ? 

Mr. DONALDSON said he intended it t 
include the commisswner. He thought that 
in numbers there was general safety, and for 
that reason he should like to see his amendment 
take the place of clause 20 in the present Bill. 

Question-That the new clause stand part of 
the Bill-pnt. 

The MIXISTJm FOR LANDS (Hon. C. B. 
Dutton) said that the amendwent just proposed 
],y the hon. member for W arrego was far too 
much like the amendments disposed of on 
the previous night. It had all the objection· 
ahle fcJ.tures-at least it had some of the ob
jectionable features that distinguished the local 
lancl boarcls elected by the ratepayers, inso
much as the members had local reference and 
were to be a1Jpointed by the Governor in Council. 
It said that-

,. J~very local board shall have and exercise the powers 
an1l duties hereinafter prescribed." 

He presumed those were the duties laid down in 
the Bill fur the commissioner to deal with, which 
were very important, and were of various kinds. 
:For instttnce, the local board would be required 
to report upon any matters of the division of runs, 
ttnc\ possibly they were neighbours and friends 
who li ;·eel in the smne district. That was one of the 
duties, and then they had to value improvements 
for compensation "'nd rents, and the value to be 
paid. That they should take part and be directly 
interested while haYing to deal with the case of 
their neighbours, friends, and relatives, and 
those in the district in which they were acting, 
he thought was a duty they ought not to per
form. It should be kevt out of the hands of 
the people interested in dealing with those 
things, and be placed in the hands of an indepen
dent pcr.,on. Then they would have to in
spect ttl! fulfilment of conditions of fencing or 
improvements. There was no case where they 
were cnlled upon to perform a duty that might 
not conflict with the surroundings. That 
1nen \vhnBe interer5ts or associations were directly 
cmmectecl with the whole of the people of the 
district should be allowed to deal with matters of 
thttt kinrl went as close home to them as they 
possibly could. Though they had no direct 
interest in the matter they were likely to have 
an indirect interest in it, and who was to 
a.,cm·t,in th:ct' Then they had to inquire into 
any violatimLs of the Act, and surely, if their 
friends were concerned in any violation, they 
were not likely to take a lively interest in bring
ing them to hook for such violation. He thought 
it would be rttther the reverse-that they would 
shield them as often as they could. Then in 
cl"'use GS the commissioner had to inquire 
whether the conditions to acquire the fee-simple 
of a holding in ngricultural areas had been ful
filled. And there again the interests of the 
local board would conflict with the discharge 
of their duties. They also hacl to take action 
against the Crown tenants in connection 
with the occu)lation of Crown lands, and 
there again the same thing would apply. 
He had expre,,secl his opinion of the evil effects 
likely to result from the appointment of an elec
tive local board, and they would be greater 
than in the case of a nominee board, inas
much ns they would be men who were local 
residents who were interested in the nutters 
canied on, and therefore unfit to deal with 
the matter which would come before the 
brmrd-not directly interested, but through 
their friend" and neighbours. Another objection 
wns erpmlly as important ns any of those he 
had mentioned, and that was that they would be 
nominated <tlsn by the l\Iinister, >tnd wonld 
ha Ye to do dntie~ which would be ,-ery difficult 
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for the board to deal with afterwards, becanse 
they ~a~ been guided by the reports of the 
cmmmsswner; and they would have to report 
upon matters in which they were more or less 
interested themselves. 

Mr. MOREHEAD: The conm1bsioner is 
nominated by the Minister; you forget that. 

The MINISTER 1WR LANDS said the cmn
missioner would have no interest in the di;;trict. 
He would he <1uite free from any interest wlmt
e ver. The commissioner would he si m ply a 
cypher in the hands of four or five membe1;s o£ 
the hoard, unles.s he was a man of very extra
ordinary force of character. He would be in a 
Ininority in any case. 

The HoN. Sm T. MolL WEAlTH : Bpeak to 
the amendment ; the amendment says "two." 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS ,;aid the 
objections he had raised to the local hoard, as 
proposed in the amendment disposed of last 
night, were also applicable to the present amend
ment. 

Mr. GOVETT said he very much reoTetted 
that the Minister for Lands could not" accept 
the amendment, because it would he the very 
hest thing for the country if there were a local 
board; a,nd as to the Governor in Council having 
to appoint men who were directly interested that 
did not follow at all, any more than the cm;nni><
Hioner, as he 1night appoint rnen who 111ight live 
outside the district. If '" commissioner could be 
ttppointed, surely two other men might be found 
equally free from any feelings of the nature 
suggested by the Minbter for Lands ! He wa,; 
certain thttt tt board of that kind would be very 
much to the benefit of bonr1 fide selectors-people 
who wanted land rettlly for bond .fide purpose,;. 
He was sorry the hon. gentleman could not 
accept the amendment of the hon. member. 

The HoN. J_ M. l'IIACROSSA:'{ said he had 
been trying to school hinmelf into the belief that 
he had been mistaken in the Minister for Lands 
in regard to the Land Bill, but he had no hesita
tion in saying that he had never met, during his 
ten years' experience in the House, any member 
-save one, who had happily left the House-who 
was imbued with such blue-blooded Tory senti
ments as the hon. Jlilinister for Lands. T"he hon. 
gentleman seemed to be opposed to everv kind 
of representation, unless ttctual despotisn;-that 

-was, the representation of the powers that be. 
Last night he hettrd him deliver a speech which, 
fresh as he was from reading the debate in the 
House of Commons on the Irish Land Bill, re
minded him very strongly of what was urged 
against thttt Bill by the most Conservative 
lnember-nainely, "You have 1nade a bargain, 
and must keep to it ; if you die for it, you 
must stick to it." The hon. gentleman had said 
he did not believe in elective land bottrds, and 
now he said thttt he did not believe in nominee 
boards. He believed in nothing but boarrls of 
his own appointment. He (Hon. ,J. M. Macrossan) 
was disgusted with hon. members on thttt side of 
the Committee, especially with the Ministry, who 
dttred to bring such a man into the House tts tt 
m-ember of a Liberal Ministry. The thing was 
utterly intolemble. It was only the faith of the 
most believing disciples that would make Liberal 
members on that side follow him in his antago
nism to every true liberal sentiment in regard 
to the administration of the lands of the colony. 
The hon. &rentleman said that member" of 
the board, as proposed by the hon. member 
for Warrego, might be interested, but they 
might also be disinterested as well tts in
terested. The commissioner whom he would 
appoint might also he interested. It did 
not- necessarily follow tlmt, becttuse the hon. 
gentlenmn was a squatter, every member of 
the board should be a squatter altio. 'l'lHtt wtts 

the prevttiling idett on the other side. The hon 
gentlemttn believed that every membur of the 
hoard adminitltering the c\ct would be a "' jllat
ter--

The Ho~. Sm T. MolL WRAITH : And a 
scoundrel. 

The HoN. J. ~I. MACROSSAN said that 
"scoundrel" ran through the whole thing. The 
hon. geutle1wtn believed that every mctn wa:; 
dishone:;t. 

Mr. MOllElLKAD: Except himself. 
The HoN. J. :YI. :\fACHOSSAN said thttt the 

hem. gentleman could not believe inlwnesty of pur
pose at ttll. He did not believe in nominees, and 
preferred an elective board; but the former Wll,S 

better tluw no local board a tall. The hon. gentle
tnan .supposed that the nmninees 1nust nece,.;sarily 
he squatters, and would therefore have their 
friends' runs to decide upon-the divi:;ion of runs. 
\V ere there no disinterested townspeople in the 
district? \V ere there no disintere,;ted :;tore
kecDers? He conk! not ttttempt to ttnswer the 
hon~. gentleman; hiH ideas were too preposterou~. 
The lettder of the Government ought to be 
thoroughly ~tshatnecl at having such a tna.n a.nw11g 
his colleagues. rrhe hou. gentlenlan ~aid tlutt 
the indirect intere.,t of those gentlemen on the 
bnd boards would be such n.s would defe<tt the 
objects of the Dill. It was hopeless to expect 
tlmt hem. memlJers on the other :;ide, whom 
they knew did not bclie,·e in the Bill, wouhl 
break through the ring tlmt had been ch·awn 
t_tround therrt and express thenuml ves a .. ud 
vote tts they ought to do. It woulcl be 
the case before the Bill became lmv ; he wns 
certain of that. Hon. lll811lbers \vho were iln
bued with liberal principleB·-ttnd there were 
many of them on that side-would see the fttllacics 
contained in the Bill, and would see that the 
~Iinister for Lands wa" uot the man to he 
depended upon to legislate for the good of the 
country. 

The PRK\IIEB asked whttt was the meauing 
of that tirade against the Minister for Lands
what wtts it all about"? Of coursA it watl very 
plain that there were seveml h<m. member>< 
opposite who extremely clioliked the ::\Iinister for 
Lands. 

The Hox. ,T. M. MACllOSSAX: I do not. 
The PHE:\IIER stcid they disliked the idea 

of the land laws being arlrninistercd in 
tt way extremely beneficial to the colony. 
He hoped the )JOWer to deal with the lamls of 
the colony :ts they had been dealt with in the 
past would for eYer he taken out of the hands of 
any ~Iinister f•Jr Lands, whether from hon. 
members opposite or from hio own side of the 
Committee. He was surprised at the hon. 
n1en1ber for Townsville affecting the indignation 
which he affected just now. He called it affected 
indignation because they knew very well how 
indignant that hon. nwn1ber could get smnetilnes. 
They conld, however, always distingnish be
tween when he really felt indignant ttn<l when 
he only simulated indignation. He could tell 
the hon. member that his effort that afternoon 
was not suecessful. It had not the true ring 
ttbout it. \Vhy should the h<m. gcntlem'm get up 
and tell that Committee and the country that 
the h<m. members on the Government side did 
nnt believe in that Land Dill? 

The Ho~. J. M. MACROSSAN : Because I 
know it. 

The P.REJiiliEJl said the hon. member knew 
nothing of the kind, ttncl he simply cho:;c to 
make statements of tlmt kind because he had 
heard them ebewhere. Hou. ll!Clnbertl on that 
side thonmghly believed in the principle uf the 
Bill, although there \Vere smne 111inor details 
which nmny of them de;irecl to Bee amended. 
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The hon. member had spoken as if a desire to 
amend a Bill in some particular indicated a clis
<epproval of the principle of it, but he knew 
at the same time that that was a tr;.tnsparent 
fallacy. As he had said when he began
·what was all that about? The Minister for 
Lands thought, ao the Government thought, 
that commissioners such as they had had in 
the colony for some time would be better than 
commissioner; assisted by two casua.l residents of 
a <li.strict. \Vhere was there room for indigna
tion about that? It had been the cw;tmn for the 
past sixteen years to have their land laws ad
ministered in different di,tricts by a commissioner 
who was a permanent officer appointed by 
the Government. That system had worked, 
in the opinion of many persons, extremely 
well, and had been regarded by many of 
the ot,her colonies as a better system 'than 
they had themselves. The Government thought 
that the experience of the past had shown that 
that was a good system, and they proposed to 
perpetuate it ; and because they did so the 
J\Iinmter for Lands was abused as if he was the 
most Tory and Conservative person who eYer sat 
in that House. He wondered that, during the 
sixteen years the system of commissioners had 
existed, and without objection, no complaint 
shoul<l have been heard concerning it, and that it 
should only now be considered the most Tory, Con
servative, and objectionable system ever intro
duced into the country. \Vhy was that idea only 
discovered that day? He thought there was 
Amnething wanting in the hon. rnernber's speech. 
The prmni:ses were wanting. He ha,d corne to a 
Gonclusion, but the premises he had favoured 
them with did not warrant it. \Vhat were his 
premises? They took up an intelligent posi
tiun. They did not think there would be a 
::;ufficient advantage gained by appointing 
two persons to sit \vith the con1n1issioner, 
or for having one cornn1issioner and two 
assessm·s, as he understood the hon. member's 
amendment. \Vhether having one commissioner 
as at present, or one cmnn1issioner and two 
a.Hse"~sors, wa.s the better scherue, vvas a. rnatter 
which might be disClmsed without heat or indig
mttion. In fact, he thought there was less room 
for heat in the discussion of that <jnestion than 
in the discussion of any other point in the Bill. 
Let them try tu cmmider it from that point of 
view. As he understood the hon. gentleman, 
he proposed tlmt the commissioner should be 
assisted by two others. He was not quite sure 
whether the hon. member intewled that there 
slwnld be a board of three, including the cmn
rniHHioner or exclusive of hin1. 

The Hox. J. l\I. MAClWSSA~: He told 
you. 

The PR!£l\1IER ~aid he understoocl the hon. 
member to include the conuniseioner; to intend 
that there should be the commissioner and two 
asse,sors. Still he did not f[uite understand the 
hon. member's scheme. Did he mean that the 
board was to consist of three including the com
missioner ; and if so, could there be a quorum 
without the corrnnissioner, or rnust the cornn1is
sioner be ahvays there. Again, he did not 
understand whether the hon. member intended 
that a matter should be settled by the majority, 
or \~.rhether the conlrnissioner as clutinnan was to 
have a casting vote. Did the hon. member con
sider it necessary that the three members should 
always be present? He knew of many districts 
in the colony where it might happen that the three 
members would not always be present when a 
court was to be held. \Vhat was to be done 
then? Did the hon. member propose that a 
court should be held from mouth to month, and 
that the gentle1nen appointed to as~ist the cmu
llli~:-;ionor Hhould be pernw,nent and Goverlnllent 
ollicers, '" was the ea"'-' in Xew South \Vales 

or was there to be a kind of panel, from 
which members of the board would be 
selected from perwns probably interested in 
the lands of the district? He could not quite 
understand what the hon. member's scheme 
was. The hon. member had not shown clearly 
what advantage was to be gained by having two 
persons to assist the commissioner. He could 
not uncler;,tand either what were the functions 
in which the hon. member intended that the 
other members of the board were to assist the 
commissioner. \V ere they to be in respect to valua
tion, or simply in respect to dealing with applica
tions to select, and inf[uiries into the performance 
of the conditions of the lease? So far as the ad
ministmtiYe action of confirming an application 
was concerned he did not see what would he the 
use of the board, as, if the applicant could prove 
that he had complied with the law, his applica
tion would doubtless be accepted. If it was to 
be understood that those men were to sit with 
the commissioner to inqmre into cases of 
dummying, he conf<"'sed that was a case he 
could not agree to leave in the hands of what 
he must call ''casual residents." They had various 
boards in force now. In the case of one recently 
introduced-the Licensing Board-opinions dif
fered astohowthey worked. Hedidnotknow that 
a board such as the Licensing Board would be the 
best authority to inquire into the performance of 
the conditions of occupation. The hem. member 
had not shown that suflicient advantages would 
be g:tined by the appointment of two men to 
assist the commissioner, to justify the adop
tion of such a scheme. They had at pre
~ent a system which, he ventured to think, 
had worked admirably. What reasons could 
the hon. gentleman urge for altering it? They 
had already disposed of the question of elective 
boards, and he thought it devolved upon those 
who proposed that scheme to assist the commis
sioner by others nominated by the Governor in 
Council, to give the reasons why they thought the 
commissioner should be so assisted. 

The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN said he was 
not going to answer the hon. gentlen1an after 
the fashion that hon. member himself usually 
adopted in replying to another hon. member; but 
he was going to say this: that there was no affec
tation or insincerity about what he had said 
-neither one nor the other. He believe<! 
every word he had said. He believed the hon. 
Premier had alongside of him the most Tory 
Land :Minister that that House ever posse,;sed 
before, or he hoped ever would po:•mess again. 
He said that, believing it to be true, and he was 
only judging the hon. gentleman by his own 
statement in the House. He knew nothing of 
the hon. gentleman otherwise than as a member 
of that House, and had never spoken to him 
except across the table of the House ; and his 
opinions of him were entirely formed by the hon. 
gentleman's own statements in the Chamber. 
The Premier talked about the system of com
missioners, and said that, if there was any fault 
in it, it would hav8 been discovered long ago. 
He could tell the hon. gentleman this: that 
whatever maladministration there might have 
been under the Land Acts of the colony-he did 
not know how much or how little there might 
have been-but whatever there might have been, 
the commissioners were entirely to blame for 
such maladministration, for no 1\Iinister for 
Lcmds had ever done anything in the way of 
administering the Acts, rightly or wrongly, 
without consulting and having reports from 
the commissioners for lands. And yet the hon. 
gentleman considered it the best system that 
could he adopted. He (Hon. J. M. Macrossttn) 
had ueYer beeu Minister for L<tnds, and had 
never been n 1nen1her of c:t Govern1nent that 
attempted tu <tlter the land laws but if he hat! 
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been he should certainly have gone in for local 
land boards. He believed in local land admin
istration the same as he believed in local admin. 
istration in almost everything else. He thought 
it would be much better to assist and check the 
2\Iinister for Lands by having two local residents 
who could prevent, to a very great extent, the 
evil he spoke of last night-that was, '' peacock
ing" the lands of the colony. He did not allude to 
dunnnying a,t all, but sir11ply "peacocking." The 
two local residents would have a knowledge of 
the district in which they were appointed, and 
would know at once, when any application came 
before them for land on any particular spot 
whether the application shoulrl be granted o; 
not. They would know at once whether the 
granting of the application would lock up 
thousands of acres by giving one man the 
eontrol of a water fronta.ge, or by giving hirn 
land which would otherwise control a certain 
number of thousands of acres. That was why 
he would go in for local land boards. As he 
had said before, although he did not believe in 
nominees of any kind, he believed in local 
non1inees, having a local knowledge, to as~ist 
the land commissioner in preference to the 
land commissioner doing the work himself. 
The land cornrnissioner ·was sirnply a Govern~ 
ment officer ; and, to a certain extent, he 
might be influenced by the Government of the 
clay, or by the opinions w hi eh he might believe 
influenced the Government of the day. He was 
quite certain that land commissioners had been 
responsible, more or less, for the administration nf 
the different Land Acts of the colony. There 
had not been a single pro]>osal made on which a 
l:tnd commissioner could not be got to furnish a 
report to favour the Government view of the 
matter. Of course he knew that they had 
been removed from one district to another, and 
the Premier himself had been a member of a Gov
ernment that had removed them; and certainly 
they ought to be removed. Tha.t alone was 
a strong reason why they should have local 
boards of some kind or other. Hon. members 
said they would not have elective boards. \Veil, 
the hon. member for \Vanego had given them 
the alterna.tive of nominee boards whom they 
could appoint themselves, composed of men 
who he believed would have the in
terest of the country and their own district at 
heart. Surely there was no man possessed 
of common sense who would believe that a 
Government officer, not having the sa1ne ar11ount 
of local knowledge that two men would have 
who lived in the district, would be able to 
administer the land affairs of that dis· 
trict as well as if he was assisted by two 
men who had the local knowledge ! The Premier 
was imbued with the same principles that he 
(Hon. J. M. Macrossan) had accused the J'dinioter 
for Lands with being imbued with. Hon. 
members of that Committee knew each other 
well. They were not so ignorant of each other's 
character as the people outside the House were 
nf their characters. Hon. members knew the 
Conservative instincts that ran thr,mgh the hon. 
gentleman who led the Government. They had had 
conversations with each other. He knew himself, 
and hon. members of the Opposition knew from 
C<>nversat.ion, that the very principleo of the Bill 
which it had been stated by the Minister for Works 
>end the Minister for Lands, if rejected, oug·ht to 
leacl to the rejection of the Bill, were not believed 
in by hon. members on the opposite side. They 
did not believe in them, and he hoped they 
would recover their oenses >es soon as the Bill 
became law ; as he believed they would. It 
would be much better for the hem. g-entleman to 
demte himself to trying to mnke tiw Bill a Bill 
for the people in,; tea<! of a Bill for the bnd board. 
It wao a Bill to )Je ;;imply ildmini:;tered by a 

land board. If the people themselves were not 
tit to be entrnsted with the administration of 
their own affairs, then responsible government 
ought to be abolished, and that Chamber ought 
to make the Minister for Lands or the Premier 
Dictator of the colony. 

The MIXISTER FOR LAXDS said the hon. 
member for Townsville had indulged in a good 
deal of vituperation. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciL\VRAITH: He has 
not Raid a single word of vituperation. 

The MINISTER FOB. LANDS said the 
hon. member had taken upon himself to say 
that he (the :\finister for Lands) was an 
ultra-Tory- that he was sailing under false 
colours, and affecting to be a Liberal. Well, 
if a Liberal were such as the hon. member 
for Tnwnsville and other h<m. gentlemen on 
that side of the Committee, after the way they 
had administered the Land Acts at present in exis
tence, then he claimed to be a Tory, or any other 
epithetthatwonlddistinguish him from them. He 
repeated distinctly and emphatically that if hio 
claims to be called a Liberal were to be on the 
same line of conduct and character as the hon. 
member for Townsville and the other hon. mem· 
hers on that Ride, then he was quite willing to be 
0nlled a Tory or anything else that would con
vey an impression of contempt and derision 
\\·hich he supposed it was intended should he 
conveyed. Look at the way in which the Lam! 
Act had been administered for the last eight or 
ten years ! The hem. member for 1'ownsdlle 
had said that he did not believe in the aggrega¥ 
tion of big esttctes, or in the land being alienated 
before there was any possibility of competition 
or any possibility of keeping it. Yet that h<td 
been done. 

The HoN. Sm T. MaiL WRAITH: Where? 
The MINISTER FOR LANDS : On the very 

land held by the hon. member for l\lulgrave ; 
that was on the Bnrdekin-40,000 acres, at iis. 
an acre. 

The Ho:-~. Sm T. l\IoiLWilAITH: On the 
Burdekin? 

The MINIS TEll FOR LAN'DS : Yes, on the 
Burdekin. 

The Hox. StH 'l'. l\IoiLWRAITH: By 
whon1? 

The MIKISTER FOR LANDS : Sugar lands 
''"~ere obtained at 5s. an acre, w-hich \Vere worth 
a good deal rr1ore nu\v. 

~~n HoXO\JilABLE MEMBim: That was by the 
last Ci-overnn1ent. 

The MINISTER :FOR LANDS said he knew 
the difference betwe<en Liberalism and Toryism. 
In his idea, "Liberalisn1" \vas, Htudyjng the inte~ 
rests of the people, without 1tny distinction 
whatever being made. Then the hon. member 
went on to say that the two men who were to be 
appointed as a local bom·d would be the most 
effective check on what was called "peacock· 
ing" as carried on in 1'1 ew South \V ales, and 
assumed that thooe two men, who would 
absolutely have an interest in the district in 
which they lived, where all their friends and 
relatives were, would be free from influence; 
they were the men who were to prevent the 
practice of "peacocking." He (the ·Minister for 
Lands) thought it was more likely that they 
wonlcl not prevent it to tlw extent SU[J]JOsed, 
because they would do nothing against the 
interests of their friends. That had been 
the case everywhere. \Yherever men had 
been called to place their interests in confiict 
with their dutie' to the State. the latter 
had gone under. In every colorry that had 
been -the case ; and he did not know tha.t 
men were likely to be any different here to 
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what thAy were in Yictnrin, South Au,tralia, 
and other colonie". If that were to be the 
pnnacea for the evil--if two men who were 
interested in the district were tn be expected to 
sacrifice the interests of their friends~then he 
snid it was contrary to all experience. 

l\Ir. l\10H1UIEAD said that the Premier in 
addressing them just now, asked, what was' all 
tlmt nbont? and took the Opposition to tnsk 
for getting warm over a rneasure \vhich they 
hel_d hon. members had a right to get warm ovei·, 
as 1t was one that affected every member of the 
community. He (Mr. Moreheacl) wondered the 
hon. gentlemnn did not ;;ene the same s'mce to 
his colleague the JVlinistr.;r for Laud;;. That hon. 
gentleman got up and shrieked, in a voice almost 
ina,rticuln,te with rnge, that the hnn. rueruber 
for Townsville had used vituperativd lan
guage to him, and had hurt his tender feelino·s. 
He inmgined that the hon. gentlernan had b~~n 
somewhat warmed up by the remarks of the 
hon. member for Townsville, which remark" 
were certainly within the bounds of parliamen
tary language, and could not be in any way 
termed vituperative. He had no doubt. it wris 
the intention of the hon. member for Town,;
ville tlu1t "the galled jade should wince," and 
the galled jade di1l wince. He hoped the 
hon. member would make the Minister for 
Lands wince again. lf he (Mr. :Morehead) 
had the same power of making the hon. gentle
rnu,n reali:-:;e hiB true position as the 1ne1nber for 
Townsville had, he would make him do so. The 
hon. member for Townsville had clone and sa,icl 
rwth.ing but \Nhn,t was right, jns:t, and proper in 
dealmg with such a great question, and he hoped 
he would not shrink fnnu doino· the san1e a()"ain 
if it was only in those lines th~t the hem . .;';em: 
ller spoke. The iYiinister for Lands took exception 
to being called a Tory, and he seemed to take that 
to be a term of opprobrium. He pir. 11orehend) did 
not know that it was. It was not considered so on 
the other side of the world, but the hon. gentleman 
~who might be called the cuckoo of the Ministry 
~who had laid an egg in another bircl's nest, and 
that other unfortunate bird who had hatched the 
egg had found it to contain a different bird to the 
one he expected. He thought the hon. member 
for Townsville was perfectly correct, and tlmt, 
so fM as he couldjudge~and he was judgino- the 
hon. member by his utterances, and what h;had 
said in that House with reganl to this question 
~he htvl shown himself to be an ultra-Tory. 
He fully agreed, also, with the remark,; made last 
nig-ht by the san1e hon. gentlen1an, with reference 
t(J the }finist8r for Lands, when hpeaking about 
the position of the landlord and temtnt~the 
State being the landlord. \Vhen the :Vlinister 
for Lands told the Committee that he was o-oino
to put the land board in such a po,;ition that"they 
would not have to atten£1 to thP whining tewmt, 
who came and complained that the rent wrrs too 
!•i~h, and that he could not pay his rent, aud that 
tf tt w'" not reduced he wnuld be a ruined nmn 
the hon. gentleman wish~cl to put the hmd 
board in such a pm;ition that they should not 
show any mercy. That was the word he used, 
and a nw~t inappropriate ''Tord it wa~ ; but it 
was one that commencled itself to the extra
ordinm·y \vay of thinking of the )[ini~ter fl)r 
Lan1k If they wanted to prove that the hon. 
w:ntle~\an was a Tory they n~ight go fnrther 
sttll. I he member for Tuwnsnlle had touched 
upon the poiut, which was the intense hatred the 
h!m. gentleman showed to auy elective bocl~·, and 
hts h~trecl and horror of putting any power what
ever m the hands of the people. He had shown to 
the <;Jmnmit~ee most distinctly his opposition to 
elective boclJes, and he had asserted his dislike 
of them again that afternoon ; and when he said 
he did not believe in the elective system he 
showecl dearly that he did not believe in what 

was the very lxwkbone of the Con,titntion of 
thb country and of all countries under respon
:-:;ible gover1nnent. The hon. gentlen1a.n had 
again stated that if a provision had to be 
embodied in the Bill such ns that proposed 
he would prefer the nominee bonrds, and thus 
his whole statenwnts aud arguinents had 
gone to prove that the charge brought against 
him by the hon. member for 'fownsville, that he 
had been sailing under false colours and that he 
was a, T'ory affecting to be a Liberal, was per
fectly true. 'rhat had been amply proved by the 
whole tennr of the hon. gentleman's speeches 
on the Bill. The l\Iinister for Lands had 
further stated that he would see that such a land 
law \vas passed as \Vnuld prevent the aggregation 
of large estates, and again he cast in the teeth of 
members on the opposite side of the Committee 
the <tssertion that it was lly their legislation that 
the ''ggreg·ation of land h"'cl been brought about. 

The ::\IIXISTER FOR LA:I\DS : Adminis· 
tration. 

Mr. l\IOREH.EAD said he denied it. It was 
brought about by the legislation of those now 
Hitting on the Gnvernuwnt benches; and for 
proof of that they had only to turn to the Rail
way Heserves Act and the \Y estern Railway 
Act. Let hon. members do that, and then teil 
him who were the persons who aggregated the 
largest estat0' that existed at the present clay. 
Thctt aggrega,tion was created against the 
distinct votes and arguments of hlm. gentlemen 
on his side of the Committee. \Vhy, the hon. 
the Premier was the father of large estates in the 
western portion of the colony under the Acts he 
had mentioned, anrl the hon. gentleman ought to 
think a little before he made such sweeping 
assertions ; which assertions, if narrowed clown 
to the narrow limits of truth~a limit not often 
rmwhed by the hon. the Premier~would reflect 
very little credit upon him or his colleagues. 
Those were facts, and he could not get 
outside them. Hon. gentlemen who sat in 
the House at that time, and those who 
had read the debates, knew that he was 
simply Rtating what was absolutely true. 'l'he 
::\Iinister for Lands spoke of the ruin of the 
country by previous administrations~ancl he was 
nothing if not personal~ but when he levelled his 
pen;onal attack:-. upon hon. gentlemen on his 
(:\lr. Morehead's) side he had better look out 
that they did not fall back on his own head. 
.·'\..!though he might not live in a glass house 
his colle:ogues did, and the tenement in 
which the hon. gentleman resided was " 
very fragile one indeed. The hon. gentleman 
supposed that there wtts no honest man in the 
world except himself. He hml told them so in 
so mttny words, and he (:VIr. :\Iorehe"cl) looked 
upon that aH an inRult, not only to every menl
ber of the llonrd, hut to every individual elector 
in the colony who returne(l members to the 
Hotl.'-\8, Every n1e1nber of the Ho-._188 harl a right 
until he h:od been proved to be a 1lishnnest man 
to be considered honest, and every incliviclnal had 
that right. The ({overnment had lande£1 them
selve;:; in a strang-e position on the an1endn1ent 
lleforc the Committee. They agreed that it was 
well thnt power should be left in the handfl of one 
nmn ; but, cm the other hand, only the other day 
they had appointed a board of ad vice to the 
Agent-General. Surely the }finister for Lands 
and the Premier saw the inconbistency nf their 
position! It might he that the board of advice 
for the Agent-General was a good and proper 
thing ; hnt, if so, why was not the proposal of 
the member for \Vnrrego accepted, embodying 
as it did the same principle ? 'l'he commissioner 
would have the advantage of having with him 
on the board men of local knowledge and expe
riencr-. wbo~P advice and npinionH were of gTPat 
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Vitlue to him in arridng at a decision with reuard 
to local matters with which he would have to cl ea!. 
They had recognised the principle all thrmwh 
their legislation so far as regarded the inter;al 
management of the State. They reco"nisecl it 
in their divisional boards, their municipalities, 
and in their Parliament. And yet, when an abso
lutely consistent amendment was moved in the 
Land Bill it was treated by the other side with 
scorn and contempt; and when any hon. member 
on that side dared to comment llpon it and to 
point out the inconsistency of the Minister for 
Lands in posing as a Liberal, while really he was 

Tory, they were told by that hon. gentleman 
that they were indulging in vituperation and 
abuse, and got back from him language which, 
if he had been in a fish-market in Billingsgate, 
could not have been excelled. 

Mr. GROOM said that, as he had remarked a 
few evenings ago when the Honse was in 
committee on that question, he was in favour of 
local land boards ; and he was of that opinion 
still. But he dissented entirely from the com
missioner being a member of that local land board. 
Indeed, he fully endorsed what fell from the 
hon. member for Townsville that a very con
siderable amount of the maladministration of 
previous Land Acts had been owing to the 
fault of the commissioners and not to the fault 
of the Minister in charge. When l'arliament 
passed the first Land Act in 1860, it ordered that 
certain portions of the country should be set 
apart as agricultural reserves, and the duty of 
locating those reserves was entrusted to the com
missioners. \Vhere did they go to select them? 
Did they go to the banks of rivers or creeks, or 
other places where there was suitable land? 
N a thing of the kind. They went to the most 
inaccessible places, where the land was heavily 
timbered, and where all attempts at agriculture 
had practically resulted in failure. When the 
Land Act of 1868, which the hon. member for 
Blackall assisted to pass, became law, the com
missioners were again entrusted with the admin
istration of it ; and much of the maladministm
tion which had occurred was entirely due to 
them. They had the subdivision of runs, and 
he (Mr. Groom} was prepared to say that they 
favoured the pastoral lessees a great deal more 
than they favoured the public. The result was 
that all the best land was secured by the 
pastoral lessees, and the worst given to the 
public for settlement. The intentions of the 
Legislature which passed that Act were good, but 
the Act had been a failure, and a g-reat deal of 
the failure of it was owing the maladministra
tion of the commissioners. He was quite satis
fied in his own mind that a local board in a 
district would be of immense service to the 
Land Minister in administering the Act, but 
not if the commissioner had anything to do 
with it. He greatly preferred the Kew South 
Wales system, where the chairman of the 
board was a paid officer and directly respon
sible to Parliament, by whom his salary was 
voted. That was a mode far preferable to the 
one suggested in the amendment of the hon. 
member for \Varrego, and the hon. member 
must see that himself. It was said by the 
hon. member for Townsville that a commis
sioner could be g-ot to write a report on almost 
anything that was desired. That was a 
broad statement to make, but there were many 
facts in the possession of hon. members to sub
stantiate it. Even in the parliamentary records 
of the present s0ssion there was a curious in
stance in which two corr1mi~sioners were con
cerned. One of them was sent to a district to 
value land, and he valued it at something like 
10s. or 12s. 6d. per acre. The g-entleman con
cerned did not approve of that valuation, and 
complained that he had been tre"tcd wrongly. 

Anotlwr conunissioner was sent to the same 
loeality, and he assekOed the valne of the land at 
:iOs. an acre, with which the gentlema,n was per
fectly satisfied. \Vi thin a very recent period that 
same land ha<l been thrown OJ;en to the public at 
15s. per acre, m1d the loss to the country through 
t.he "ction of that commissioner had been £3,500. 
\Vith facts like those before them, how could 
it be asserted that the rtdministration of the new 
n1easure by con1n1issioners wa:-:: likely to be ~ 
success? Indeed, all the evidence they had was 
entirely antagonistic to such a proposal. As he 
lmd said beforP, he w"s in favonr of land boards 
in the different districts of the colony for a great 
many reasons. One reason was that they would 
tend to the better settlement of the country. 
As it was intended to select large agricultural 
areas. a local board would be the best parties to 
select those areas. And there were many other 
duties which a board could perform more satis
factorily than a commissioner. The system 
he (Mr. Grnom} preferred w"s the one adopted 
in New South \Vales-a system which hatl Leen 
"rrived at after great consideration, which 
appeared to be a satisfactory solution of 
the difficulty, and which had the con
currence of a very large nnn1ber of memberH 
who represented the free selectors of that colony, 
"nd who were in a position to judge what the 
effect of local administration of the Land Act 
would be. But in that colony there was to be a paid 
chairman assisted by two asse,;sors who received 
fees ; and that, to his mind, was much better 
than appointing the commissioner of the district, 
who would be called upon to sit in jndgmeut 
on his own actions. While agreeing with the 
principle of local administration by local boards, 
he did not agree with the principle enunciate<! 
the other evening, of elected bo>~rds. In sparsely 
populated districts such boards would be in the 
hands of a dominant party, who wonld care more 
for their own interests than for those of the com
munity. Under the New South \Vales system, 
which he preferred, nothing of the kind could 
possibly occur. He was perfectly certain that " 
board with the commissioner as chairman wonld 
never give satisfnction.; it certainly would not in 
the district in which he resided, where they had 
a very lively recollection of what had been 
done by commissioners in times gone hy. 
The land there had gone, and it was entirely 
owing to the act of the commissioner. It would 
have paid the colony to have sent that one com
missioner out of the colony altogether rather than 
that he should haYe performed those dutie,, 
That commissioner had been the means of 
inaugurating the triangular RyRtenl of ~urveyR 
on the Darling Downs, which had been produc
tive of so much wrong to that part of the colony; 
and to perpetuate it would be the most grievous 
mistake they cculd make on the present 
occasion. 

Mr. KA TES said that the hon. member for 
Townsville had alluded to the dangers of "pea
cocking." The hon. gentlenutn was quite right 
there, but to effectually check and prevent "pe"
cockiug'' survey before selection would be neces
sary. If the various blocks were surveyed 
before selection, "ud the incoming selector had 
t.o take bad, good, and indifferent htnd as it stood, 
"peacocking" would be done away with. l{e 
himself hnd given notice of an amendment-a new 
clanse to follow clause 3G-to the effect that-

" ne fore any land is proclaimed oven to selection nncler 
this part. of the Aet, main lines of road. and also all 
necessary reserves for public purposes, shall be surveyctl 
an1l marked on the ground; alHl the remainder of the 
area shall be subtlivided into snitrtblc portions for 
selection; and If some }lOl'tions are suitable for agJ'l
cultural farms and others for gr<Lzing farms, tl1e procla
mation deelaring that sueh land is open to selection ~hall 
specify which portions sha.ll be open to selection a~ 
ag-rienltnral fnrw~ anrt. whieh as g:ral':ing fnrms.'' 



C1•oum Lands BiU. [8 OcToBER.] Crown Lanrls Bill. 935 

If that chuse commended itself to the Com
mittee and was passed, he did not think there 
wonld be any fear or dang;el' of '' pea.cocking" 
in connection with the Bill. 

J\Ir. DO~~\I,DSO~ said he had listened with 
very great attention to the remarks of the hon. 
member for Toowoomba (11r. Groom), and he 
certrtinly quite concurred with them. He should 
like to see the board on the "ame basis rts that of 
New South \V rtles, but to lmve attempted to 
introduce that principle into the present Bill 
would have re<[uired the whole Bill to be re
modelled. Therefore, in proposing his amend
ment, he thought that it would be the best way 
to remove any inequalities in the Bill at the 
present time. "\Vith regard to the commissioner 
being a memher of the board, he did not par
ticularly care whether he was or whether he was 
not, and he did not have any objection to his 
being removed from it, a11d let the board 
consist of three members. "\Vith reference to the 
remarks of the hon. the Minister for Lands, he 
thoug·ht, with all due deference to him, that the 
hon. gentleman was entirely mistaken in his 
reading of the amemlment. Certainly he did 
not make himself clear when he proposed the 
amendment, by explaining the object of it fully; 
but <LS the matter had been so well ttrgned lately
the matter of the commissioner and land boards 
-he h>td thonght there was very little necessity 
to make any long explanation to the Committee, 
and he wa~ under the impre8sion now that 
either the Minister for Lands or he himself had 
fallen into a very great error. l1.,or instance, the 
hon. gentlemarwsked whetheritwould be the duty 
of the l1oanls to divide the nms. He(Mr. Donald
sun) would reply, "Certainly not." Clause 19 
of the Bill, which wtts already passed, made pro
vision for the appointrnent of a "cornmissioner 
or commissioners," and he thought that all 
throug·h the Bill they had certain duties to per
form. By clause 24, subsection 3, of the Bill-

" 'fhe eommi&·•d.oner. or some other fit and proper 
person appointed by the Governor in Council on the 
rceommendntion of the board, shall be rc<1uired to 
inspe{~t the run and report as to the best mo<1c of 
making a fair division thereof." 
Th<tt matter would not at all come before the 
local land boards. :Fencing would not come 
before them ; it was an improvement. Clause 
17, which was passed, dealt with the valu<ttion 
of improvements upon runs. Subsection 1 of that 
cl<Lu;;e said :-

"The board shall require the commis~ioner to fnrnish 
them with a valuation and report of and re~pecting the 
lnnd m· improyements in respect whel'eof the rent or 
f'OHl}lCnsation hi to be p:tid." 
That clause was alreadv inserted in the Bill. It 
provided that th~ C<lmmissioner had gnt a 
certain duty to perform; it had nothing to do 
with the hoard at all. The board had simply to 
sit with the commissioner. It was proddeci by 
sections 21 and 22 of the Bill that the connnls
sioner should hear certain verifications that 
might be made. That would be a duty they 
would he called upon to perform. He thought 
sometimes there woul<l be very difficult 
duties to perform under the Bill, and it 
would be of very gTeat assistance to the 
cmnntissioryer--in fnct, to any one person
to l1e assHted by others. But he thoug·ht 
it would be of greater assistance still that 
Rntne local gentlmnan \Yith local knowleclf.!e of 
the district shonld be there-as had been so 
ably pointed out hy the hon. member fnr 
Tnwn"·ille-to prevent the taking up of all the 
water in one block, a.nd thus to prevent settle
ment in other parts of the district. He thought 
that the members of the local board would be of 
very great assistance in that respect. He knew 
that the lomtl land boards of Victmia had 
worked lnnRt hn.J·nloninn~-:ly in thnt rPSlH"Ct : they 

always tried, when conflicting claims came 
before them, to a(ijust them in the best possible 
manner for all parties in the good of the 
country, and he believe< I that they would do so 
in this colony. He could not agree with the 
Minister for Lands that those people would take 
a corrupt view of a ease in their own district. He 
had every reason to believe that they would dn all 
they possibly could to prevent wrong being done ; 
and then, in regard to their nomination, it would 
be at the discretion of the Minister for Lands to 
appoint some persons in the district whose 
interests would not conflict with any decision 
they would have to give. It was also provided 
that a member of a board who was directly or 
indirectly interested in a decision he gave 
should forfeit a large sum of money. Another 
duty they would have to perform would be to 
inquire into evasions. He thought that duty was 
a very proper one for the members of a 
local board, because any one person might take a 
wrong view of a case. It would be very bene
ficial that the truth should be elucidated, and he 
might say that persons living in the district 
would be of very great assistance in finding out 
the truth of any charge brought in rell:ard to an 
evasion of the law. And again, any decision 
rsiven by the board should not be final until it 
was confirmed by the boPerd. The acquisition 
of freehold, under clause 68, was a proper thing, 
he thought, to be investigated before a body of 
men. It was a matter that would be far better 
done by more than one person. Thos& gen
tlemen, from their own knowledge, would 
know whether a man had carried out the 
conditions of the law properly, and that would 
be of very great assistance to the commissioner. 
Clause 71 said :-

"Any person may make application to the commis
sioner to become the lessee of any portion of scrub 
htncls not exceeding 10,000 acres." 
That was putting very great power in the hands 
of the commissioner. Would it not be better 
that such power should be in the hands of more 
than one person? If an application came be
fore the court in the district it would be publicly 
investigated, and possibly that would prevent a 
wrong being committed. Either he did not 
understand the Bill or the hon. the Minister for 
Lands had fallen into a very great error indeed 
in thinking that the amendment would conflict 
with several of the duties of the commissioner. 
He had gone through the Bill-certainly rather 
hurriedly-and he found that the duties of the 
commissioner in many cases were clearly defined. 
The recommendations of the commissioner, and 
so on, were made to the board-should he call 
it the central board ?-for verification. His 
amendment was merely intended to treat the 
cases that he had just enumerated. He did not 
see the slightest inconsistency whatever. It was 
no attack on the principles of the Bill. He 
thought it was really a safeguard; and certainly, 
as far as the squatters were concerned, he 
did not think that a squatting claim would 
ever come before the local land board at all. 
He trusted that hon. members opposite would 
not persevere in their opposition to the clause. 
They would find the explanation he had given 
would throw. a different light upon it entirely, 
and they nnght alter the conclusion they had 
arrived <Lt. He alwuvs listened to the hon. 
Premier with a great 'amount of interest ; but 
the hon. gentleman had not had sufficient time 
to compare his new clause with the other por
tions of the Bill, aml he hoped he would consider 
the matter further. 

The PREMIER said he had listened to the 
hem. member and still he did not know what hi;; 
scheme was. He did not think the hon. gentle
man knew himself. The hon. gentleman thought 
the lo~nJ hoard,; would he very n,;eful hecn,nse 



936 C1·own Lands Bill. [ASSRMBLY.] Cl'u!l'JI Lands Bil1, 

they would be possessed of local knowledge-~ they ! 
would know whether a piece of laud 'va::; tt de:-;ir
able piece to he selected. The hon. member 
surely did not mean that land should be selected 
according to the discretion of any individual' 1 

Surely they would never trust any body of men 
with power to declare any selections forfeited h"
cause they believed they had been dummied, or 
refuse a man's application because they did not 
think he would Le desirable. Thev would never 
entrust that power to anybody. The administret
tion of the land laws must be confined within 
certain limits. Supposing tho land board thong·ht 
du1nrnying wa8~-

Mr. DOKALDSON sitid the hon. gentleman 
was misquoting him. He only asked for the 
boards the Ratne power as the eonunissioner h~Ld 
under clauses 21 and 22. 

The PRK:YliEH saicl it was in regard to that that 
he was speaking. The hon. gentlenmn saicl loeaJ 
know ledge was necessary ; surely they were not 
going to allow any men to act upon what they 
conceived they knew of their own knowledge, 
and say, "I know that man to be dummying" 
or " I know that he is not dummying." As to the 
other case about a selector taking· all the penwc
nent water, the cmn1nissioner would look after 
that. The board might see no objection to 
that at all. In Victoria, whel'e thme ''""re 
local boards, there was only one insbmce where 
a squatter had been appointed to a local buanl ; 
and he should be very sorry to entrust some 
Governments with the appointment of lclcltl 
boards. 'rhe persons who administered the 
Act ought to be as impa.rtial as possible. It wa.s 
simply a que.,tion of which would be the mmt 
convenient way of administering the law. The 
hon. member had limited the duties of the 
board to inquiries or granting applicationf'i, 
which duties the commissioner would be able to 
do as well as the hoard, and in some respeete a 
great deal better. 

Mr, JORDAX said the objection which had 
been raised to the appointment of local bcmrds 
wa~ that the power would fall into the hands of 
the Crown lessees or persons subjected to their 
influence. Not that they believed tho.~e per~ons 
were dishonest or would do what was not right 
and proper, hut they had an idea that those 
gentlemen were not in favour of the settleu1ent 
of the country by small tenant". A good n;mny 
of the present land commissi.mtrs hac] been 
resident in certain localities and had been under 
the influence of the Crown lessees ; pmbably 
had been interested in sta.tion property. They 
belonged to a class who, ever since the country 
had been colonised, had believed that it v. ns 
designed by Providence to be one grand sheep
walk, and that farmers were intruders. The 
farmers had been called hard name·,, mrcl 
contemned, and looked upon as intruder:-;. Some 
of the commissioners in the ea.rly days had been 
uf that class, and belie,·ed honestly enough that a 
cabbage would not grow on the Downs. They said 
so, so often that they had come to hclie,~e it them
selves. The Government did not think men 
\Vere dishonest ; and it \vas not right to accn~e 
them of saying so. They thought the hon. mem
bers opposite were not in fa Your· of settlement by a 
large number of small proprietors, especially 
those engaged in agriculture. He \Vas sorry the 
hon. member for JVIulgrave had gone out, because 
he wished to allude to the remarks he made, 
which had been repeated by the hon. member for 
'l'ownsville. He had called upon hon. memtJers 
on the Government side to break loose from tLat 
"ring,'' and spoke of them. as persons who <lid not 
believe in the La.nd Bill under disctmsion. The 
hon, member for Mulgrave went so far out of his 
way as to say that hon. members on his (~fr. 
,Tordan's) side were not giving an intelligent sup-

port to the :'.Iinistry. That lmd ]Jeen aggra\·:tted 
by what lmd "'!J!JCarec1 in :c paper recently which 
:·mpported the Oppu~itio11, which spfJke of lllelu~ 
hers on the Governrnent side as a "servile and 
speechle~:-; rnajority, who gave a blind and unin
telligent support to JJutton'•' despotism tempN·ed 
by l~riffith law." Those were very hard words, 
and fell heavily upon the men who were juot 
learning their AB C of p:nliarnentary experience. 
Smne allnwa,nce should br, rnnde for n1embers not 
joining in a deb:tte so frequently as they ought. 
All men could not acquire the power of speaking 
in public. Smne of the gre:Lte~t 1nen the world 
e\?er ln1ew had beeu rnen who rwvm· acquired 
the po,,-er of speaking in public. I)r. ~hunuel 
Johnson waf4 one of theru; he \YU.~ the very beHt 
of talkers, but he harlrope:1teclly triecl to spe"k 
in public and hac! failed. There was a great Llcal 
in nationality. IriHlnnen could R,hvays ~ny what 
they knew, which "''" a remarkable fact ; and 
they conlrl say it so well that a listener would 
hold his breath to hear. 'rhat was the case of 
the hon. member for Townsville. Then the 
~cotch had tongues of fire. They could persuade 
one that black was wlrito, and hence the hon. 
n1e1nher for ~lulgraYe could aluwst persuade 
members on tbe Government side. The power 
of speech of that hon. gentleman was actually 
dangerous. Then there wet·e the \V elsh, who 
were the most elorpwnt speakers in the world in 
their own tongue. He knew tha.t at an Eistedfodd 
peO]Jle would be transportf.J with rapture if they 
only knel'i~ the htnguage, which no n1ortal uu1n 
could unless he were born in the principality. 
1\Iost of them were English. 

1\Ir. 1\fOllEHEAD: You have a good many 
(Jerrnans. 

1\Ir. ,/ OBJJA:\1 said Englishmen had not the 
gift of speech; but they would all admit that 
Englishwomen had. He could assure hon. gentle
men th<et if they lmd the right to &it in that 
House they would settle the business of the 
colony very quickly. He had heard some very 
brief and ra.pid summar·ies from some ladies 
about coolie labour <tnd the Land Bill, a.nd they 
could show what was to be done with them. 

Mr. :MOJU,:HEAll : You must get it hot 
when you J;O horue ! 

:i\lr. JOHDA::\' said he hac] shown before that 
the mangle which :Madame JHantalini used to 
grind must be superintended by the hon. member 
for Balonne. Englislnnen as a rnle could not 
speak, though of course there were occasional 
exceptions, sc1ch as the hon. member for F>tssi
fern, but they could not all he expected tn speak 
as ably as he did. They knew a good many 
things on the Government side of the Committee, 
and they claimed to understand the Land Bill, 
but they could not say what they knew very 
well. 

The Hox .. r. :\I. 1\IACIW::-\SAK: Hear, hern· ! 
Mr .. JORJJX:'\ said one of their J3ritislr poeiH 

ha([ put their position in this way:-
\Ye sometime~ tlriul\: we ('Onld <t ~pcceh produce, 
}luclJ to the purpo~e, if our tong1w:-. 'Ycre loose: 
Bttt, being ti\ d, it tlies npon the lip. 
Like to a l'hicl\:cn's note that'R got tbe pip. 
Few rrenclnnen of' this evil hasc complained: 
lt seems as tf we English \'i'C'Tf~ ordained, 
By '\\'.t)' of wlwlc:-;onlc eheC'k npon our pridC'. 
To fear each other---fearillg nm1e besi<le." 

H ~ tlrong·ht hon. membel's on that side of the 
Conn11ittee were gallant enough to lead a 
storming party to an att'tck on the l\Ialakoff if 
it had not bec:n taken already, but when it came 
to facing the talking power of hrm. member' 
opposite it was a different matter :tltogether. 
They prayed for indulgence ; and that they 
should not be come down upon so heavily l1y the 
leader of the Opposition because of their inmct~ 
modesty, and because they had not yet acquired 
the confidence which Iron. gentlemen had who 
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ha,J been in the Honse for he uid not know how 
1nany year:-;; and haJ, Le~ide~, the na,tnral gift of 
speech Hnch a~ those four or five hon. gentl01neu 
opposite possessed, and whom they had to face 
night after night. 'l'hey had complained tlmt 
the hem. members on the Government side clid 
not discns>; the Land Bill. He did not think that 
a just charge. 
. Mr. DOXALDSON: You are not cliscussing 
1t now. 

. :\1r: .TORDAK >;aid thflt Yery much against 
hiS w1ll he had been reque.,ted to speak upon the 
question. lie, ::ts well as other hon. gentlernen, 
h<td got tired of hearing the speeches on it. It 
semned to be cnn~idererl [Ln obligatimi npon 
every h(lll. n1e1nUer to 1nakc a long speech upon 
the Land Bill. He gnve hon. geutleuwn on the 
ot!ler .side the creel it of hadng discnRHed it \·ery 
fairly, ancl he had no cmnplaint to make of the 
way in which it had been <1isC11"Sed on the secoml 
re<tcling-. But what the Counnittee had reason 
to complain of was, the way iu which the dis· 
cus~inn was conductecl \Yhen the Bill wa:-; in 
cou1111ittee. For instance, on the other night, 
when they were determining whether, if com· 
lJ8Il~ation \VaS to be given fur ill1fJl'OV81l1ClltS 
on the re~nuned pm tion of a run, the in
coming tenant should pay the full value for 
the head-station. It W<ts explained by the 
l\[ini:-{ter over and over again that ev€ning, 
that the incoming tenant would not be compelled 
to pay the full value for the head-station~that 
that would not be fair or jlmt ; and after hours 
of talk it was ''"serted that that would be con
fisc<ttion of the property of the ,;quatter. On that 
occasion hon. n1embers on the Government side 
did nr,t take any prominent part in that debate, 
oecause they knew it would be useleso;, ttncl simply 
a waste of time. The l\1inister for Lands ex
plainecl distinctly that the full Yalue of the head
Htation, in such a, case as was supposed, would 
not have to be paid by the incoming tenant if he 
was a farmer aYHl did not want it, or if he only 
intended to keep 200 sheep instead of 2,000. 
Hon. members opposite then "'tid that if that 
was to be the case it wm,1ld be c<mfiscation. It 
would have been simply a waste of time 
to have followed the 1ead of hon. gentlemen oppo
site, who wa,qted the time of the Committee and 
the country in t:tlking over and. over again-one 
verpetual and never-cea~dng ronnd of talk upon 
that <[uestion. 'l'hey were never satisfied with 
the distinct replie9 gh·en by the l\linistem. 
Smne few gentlmnen on the oppor-;ite side seen1ed 
to rle determined to amuoe themselves at the 
expense of the country, in trying to irritate and 
annoy the :Minister for Lands. In that they on 
the Government side could not take any part, 
and they did not pretend to do so. 

Mr. ARCHEH said he was rather surprised 
at what had fallen from the hon. gentleman who 
had just sat down, and he was quite confident 
the hon. member <lid not understanu how neces
o<ary that long disc1msion the other night was, 
and he was also quite certain the hon. member 
dicl not unden;tand the ree.ults of it. They were 
informed by the Minister for Lands that the 
iHcnrning tenant would only have to pay fol' 
improYements the Yalue theywouhl be to himself, 
and they had not the slightest indic·ation from 
the l\Iiuister for LandH, from the Premier, or 
from any of the :Ministers, that any other pay
Inent \Vnuld be rnade to the outgoing leHRee, 
beyond simply the amount to be paid hy the 
incoming tenant. That would have been con
fiscation. The h<m. member did not understand 
the question. 

Mr. ,TORDA"": Oh, yes, I do! 
::Vir. AHCHER said that according to the 

present laws certain gentlemf'n harl a right 
to :;elect 2,560 acres tn secure their improYe· 

ment:;. That was repealed on the promise that 
they would be paid fur all the iiutn'ovementA they 
had macle on the ]Jortions of their runs to be re
sumed ; but when they came to <tsk the l\lini;.;ter 
for l,rmds what that payment was to be, he 
stated plainly that it would be simply the value 
of those i1nproven1ents to an incmning tenant, 
and no other snm whatever would be paid. It 
w"'s only after hours and hours of talk that the 
Premier stated that clauses 100, 101, 102, and 
103 mig·ht be altered so as to make it clearer that the 
Crown would have to pay the balance. He reall~· 
<loubted wlwtber the hon. 111ember for South Bris
bane understood V\"hat the discussion ·was about. 
There was not the slightest wish to harass the 
J\Iiuister for Lands ; ]Jut he had never heard a 
:\Iinister---and he said it with regret-·- who ha<l 
snC'h a. l>ad 1n::nn1er in the House. }le wa:-3 con
tinua,lly accusing lJenple of acting frmu lnLd 
nwtives, and he nt'led the \vilde:.;;t language in the 
wilde:.:;t po~sihle r-;ense. He ,svuke as though he 
was the only honest man who had been a 
squatter, and referred to previon,; :Ministers for 
Lands a,; being utterly corrupt. Then, when 
the hem. member for TownsYille said a few 
words calling· his attention to that, he got 
excited, because he could not bear criticism. 
The hon. gentleman had utterly mistaken the 
manner in which people ought to be addressed. 
Hun. IUen1berson the Op!JoRitionside \vereno nwre 
corrupt than the members of the party to which 
the hon. member belonged. If the hon. member 
liked to look back at the administration of the 
land under the Act of 1869, to see how it had 
been worked, he would find that there had been 
no dep1crture, either by one Government or 
another, from the way in which it had been 
worked. He {:\fr. Archer) maintained thttt the 
discussion which took place the other night was 
an exceedingly u,;eful one. He was perfectly 
~atistied that the Pr,,mier knew that he said 
th<tt the Crown would give compensation to the 
outgoing tenant. 

'l'he PREMIER: Look at Hansm·d. 
Mr. ARCHER said he heard what the bon. 

gentleman said, and he was not so ntterly devoid 
of cmnrnon sen~e a~ not to underst::tnd it. He 
understood the 1\linister for L>tnds to teli them 
that they would not give more than the v>tlue to 
the incoming ten<tnt. 'That statement was oh· 
tained after some hon. members had continually 
gone back to the subject~after the hon. member 
for Norrmmby had kept asking, "What is to be 
given to the ontgoing tenant in place of what he 
is to lose?" There had been no wasted time 
except that caused by the natural irrit<ttion felt 
at the opprobrious terms used by the l\1inister for 
Lands. X o such terms were <lsed by the hon. 
member for Townsville. The JYiinister for Lands 
lost his ternper, evening after evening, and yet 
hem. members who were attacked bv him were 
expected to keep their tempers. He thought 
the hon. member for 8nuth Brisbane hacl better 
lecture his own side. 

l\Ir. ,TORDAK said that of course he could 
not lecture the ~linister for Lands. The hon. 
member was mistaken in saymg that he (J\Ir. 
.Torda,n) did not understand the discussion aright; 
he was not so devoid of sense as that. He did 
not understand the hon. member for Blackall to 
say that, if a person took up a piece of htnd on 
which .£5,000 or £o,OOO had been spent, that 
would he the valne to him, and that the State 
would pay him that vahmtion. He did not 
think that was in the Bill. 

Mr. ARCHER: Ko, it is not. 
Mr. MOREHEAD said the hon. member for 

South Brisbane was coming out in a new ?~(J!e 
altogether ; he had been absolutely comic. 
Under the pretence of protesting against what he 
called the overtalking of hon. members on the 
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Opposition side, the hnn. member indnlged in 
one of the most comic "Jleeche" he (1\lr. 11 ore
head) ha1l li,tened to in tlmt Committee, 
and oue not at all C<JWOpo.< to the question. 
He told them that \Velsh was an eloquent 
language ; but unfortunately it could only 
he understood by a gnat--at le>tst that was what 
he understood the hon. member to sav. He 
abo spoke of the Scotch, and the great 
eloquence of the Irish ; hut he forgot two 
important factors in that Committee- the 
Anstralbn and the German. \Vhy did the 
hon. gentleman omit them? If the hon. 
gentleman was going to give the1n a 111a~terly 
speech on the different omtorical powers of the 
nations of the earth, he hoped he would include 
those two. He was tolrl that the hon. member 
was in the habit of rec!eli vering· his speeches 
nntil he knew them l>y heart ; and many hon. 
n:te1nbers knew, a,~ Roon as he had gi\en his 
text, what the sermon would be. 'l'herefore, 
when the hon. member reclelivered his opeech on 
the eloquence or w~tnt of eloquence of different 
nationalities, he (J\1r. :\[ore head) hoped he won! cl 
nnt mnit the .Australian and German eloquence. 
The hon. nimllber al:.;o :-;aid it was not his hw.;i
ne~H to att:-.ck or annoy the }finiNter for Lands. 
Huch a thing had never been suggef.it~:;d on the 
Opposition sitle. The fact was tlmt hon. mem
bers on that side hat!, both collectively and 
indi 1•idual1)·, had to snbmit to the gTeatest 
insults not only from the :Minister for Lands but 
fron1 snn1e of his colleagneR. The hon. rnernber 
for }Iaryht)rmlgh had gono HO far as to apply the 
tern1 "thieveR :' to thern ; and hon. rnernber~ 
would be less than human if they could sit 
quietly and liHten to language of that kind. He 
did not know that they were bound, when 
tlwy were smitten on one cheek, to turn the 
other also; at all events, hon. 1nernberR on the 
Opposition side were not likely to arlopt that 
Christian J>recept. The Minister for Lands dirl 
not show that he adopterl it in any way what
ever; in fact, before hir;; cheek was sn1itten he 
ha1l smitten other people. If there were any 
truth in the report tlmt appeared in the public 
rress no later than last night-that one of those 
positions was to be offered to the hon. melllber 
for South Brisbane-lw thongbt the remarks the 
hon. member harlmade in the first portion of his 
speech, where he spoke in special condemnation of 
the squatters, could only be described as indecent. 
There might ]ll>ssibly be truth in the rumour, 
llecaut-\e it \Vas well kn(nvn, and it lVaf; not only 
an open se01·et that the appointment had l>een 
already offered before the Bill hat! m·en )Jassetl 
the Honse. He had hearc! that said in Sydney 
and Brisbane, and the same news had come from 
Jli[ elhourne. 

The PIU~::VIU~ll: Thatwasdiscnssedla·"tweek 
for sevencl hours. 

Mr. MOTIEHEAil said he did uot care whether 
it was discns:.:;ecl last \Yeek or not ; it rnight 
have been, but it wtts not settled. That snch an 
offer had been made at all went to prove 
that the rumonr which appeared last night in 
the evening paper was also true ; and he said 
that if it was so the speech of the hon. member 
for Snnth Brisbane sa\-onred of indecency, \\hen 
be nwde Rnch :1 grma.:; attack upon the ~qnatterH 
of the co]nny a.R he bad rlone. By so doing lH~ harl 
shown that he was a man with a prejudice, and 
w;cs therefore unfit to be placer! in a purely 
judicbl position. He hoped the< rumour was not 
true, ant! he regretted very nmch tlmt the hou. 
memLer for South Brisbane hac! umde such a 
Rpeech. So far as regarded his Rpeaking in the 
HonRe, it rtppearecl frmn his o\YH showin~ that 
he epoke under instruction. He had told the 
Committee that he was instructed to sperck, ant! 
therefore he spoke. Conltl tlwrc he any clem·er 

proof of the absolute servility of the following of 
tlw hon. the Premier than that statement made 
by an hon. gentleman, whom he (1\Ir. J\Iorehead) 
believed to be as independent as any follower of 
the Govennnent? 

Mr. P ALMER said, when listening to the 
amusing anc! mildly sarcastic speech of the mem
ber for South Brisbane, it struck him that they 
haLl in that hon. gentl81nttn's speech an exan1ple 
o1 the ii'lutriter iu modo as against the jort-Ue1· ·in 
?"f of the Premier when he replied to the hon. 
member for Townsville. The whole course of 
the Bill through committee had often struck 
him as rather similar to the ''Pilgrim's Progress," 
and the speech made by the hon. member 
for South Brisbane was like reaching the 
"Delectable 1\lountainP." The hem. member said 
every n1an might make a public speaker in 
time, and he thanked the hon. member for 
holding out such hopes to his (Mr. Palmer's) 
side of the Committee. They had had the 
emollient from the hon. member, and the drastic 
from the l\Iinister for Lands. and between 
the two he w;cs getting into a difficulty. Now, in 
reference to the amendment prop1med by the 
hon. member for \Varrego he noticed that the 
dutie-; of comnlisKioners were very onerous and 
hE'-n..vy. They \Vere n1ore than the connnis.sioners 
could c:-trry out, and it waH his opinion that 1ocn1 
assistance would introduce a healthy adminis
tration, and would be a great help to the com
rnissioner. The connnissioners, he noticed, were 
appointed by the Governor in Council, meaning 
the Minister for Lands for the time being; but 
it was apparent that the board would see with 
the eyes of the commissioners. 'l'he report they 
would get from them would be the report to be 
acted upon, and the Act would in reality be ad
ministered by the Minister for Lands. How 
was that for impartiality? He was sorry the 
Minister for Lanc!s did not take a better view c>f 
the question and accept the amendment. 

l\Ir. DO~ALDSON said he did not think he 
could be charged with useless speaking. He cer
tainly had introduced some amendments, which 
he had conscientiously believed it would have 
been an advantage to adopt. Finding that the 
Con1mittee were against hirn on a previous occa
sion, and against hirn now, he would withdraw 
his amendment, and check useless debate. 

Amendment withdrawn accordingly. 
Clau'e 20--" Commissioner to hold a court once 

in each month "-put and passed. 

On chtnse 21, as follows :-
" 'I'he commissioner ::-;hall have power to hear and 

determine any llllC~tiou relating to the granting or 
refusal of any applieation to select raised at any ~uch 
conrt by himself or any other person, and to inquire 
il1to any objection mafle thereto, either on public or 
private ground'il, ar:.d to examine witnesses on oath in 
relation thereto, and from time to time to postpone any 
::tllpllc:ttion, or the hearing or decision of any question 
or ohjeetion. 

"The eommi~siouer shall also lmYe power for the pur
pol'es aforesairt. or for the pnrposes or any inquiry held 
under the J•l'ovisi.ons of this Act. to smnmon any person 
ns a witness, and to examine him upon oath, and for 
sud1 }mrposrs shall ha\ e tlw same powers and anthori
ties as any two jn.:-;ticPs of the peaee in petty sessions 
haye in rcspcet of offences pnnishable on summary 
eon detion. 

"J.n~· party to nn~· sw•h inquiry may be reprm~ented 
bv hi~ eonnsel. atto1'l1e1:. or agent. 

·''The eonunissioner's deci~ion on every snch question 
or ilHJUiry shall be pronomH~f'd in oven ('Onrt." 

Mr. J\IlDGLEY "aid it did not appear to him 
that the clause gccve the applicant or selector 
power to Rulntnon witneSBP'"• The corniniKsioner 
conld RUinnwn thmu, but there wa,s nothing 
giving vowm· tu the individuaJ. 

The J\IIKISTER }'OR LAKDS said he did not 
see that an aj>plicant for land wonltl be likely to 
want nnr ·witlw~:-;e~ ~ he knew the )n.lHl ho 
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applied for, ::tnd wanted no witnes>es. If there 
were two or three ::tpplicants for the same land, 
they might then ask the commissioner to adjourn 
the case, in order tlmt they could summon their 
witnes~es. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said there were many things 
the hon. gentleman could not conceive. He said 
he did not conceive it possible for two members 
of the board to disagree. He (Mr. Morehead) 
held with the hon. member for Fassifern, and he 
hoped the hon. member would see to that. He 
did not see why the power to summon witnes;;es 
should lie all on one side. 

The PREMIRR said th>ct was the usual form. 
If a party wanted witnesses, and asked the court 
to summon them, they would he summoned. 
The power was given to the authority, and not 
to the individual. 

Mr. MOREHEAD sai<l he understood from 
the Premier, with regard to the objection raised 
by the hon. member for Fassifern, thttt the clause 
as it stood did not debar a person who 
wished to prove his caKe fr<nn calling witne~t':\f'Q,. 
He understood him to say it in that way. He 
interpreted the chmse that permission or sum
nmr}- ]JOWer was re<ruired by the other side. 

::VIr. PAV\1ER stoic! the :\Iinister for Lamls 
dnght to give thetu Rorne infor1natinn about the 
clause. '\V as the cmnrnisRioner on the conlnli~
Rion of the peace, a magistrate of the territory, 
or was the court e'lui valent to a court of 
petty sessions? \Vhat were the powers or 
punishments? 

The MINISTRR FOR LAXDS said the 
hon. member would see by another clause that 
the cm1nnis:-;ioner exercir;ecl powers sin1ilar to a 
court of petty sessions. Any applicant desiring 
to have witnesses sun1n1oned n1ight request the 
cornmissioner to issuP sumrnonses, and the con1-
missioner had power to put off the ca.se from 
time to time for the purpose of getting witnesse., 
in any case with which they had to deal. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said that the hon. the 
JI!Iiuister for Lands must forget that was not 
what he stated when the hon. member first 
called his attention to the clause. 'l'he hon. 
gentlemttn said he did not see what necessity the 
individual should have of calling witnesses at 
all, and certainly led the Committee to believe 
that those witnesses only attended under the 
provision by which the commissioner coukl call 
witnesses. The hon. gentlernan certainly in the 
first instance stated what he (l'dr. Moreheacl) had 
said, that the power rested only 'vith the com
missioner to call witnesses on his side, and that 
the other side had not the power. 

The l\1INISTEH FOR LAKDS said that if 
an applicant applied for land, and the com
missioner did not think it right to grant his 
application for some rP:tson or other, the 
applicant, if he reflue£terl the commiHsioner, 
could, of course, have witnes~es to give evidence 
in his favour. 

Question put and passed. 
On clause 22, as follows :-
" Xo deeision of a comntis~ioner shall he final unless 

and until it has been f~onfi1·med by the hoard; and tlte 
board may confirm, vary, or rcven•e any sue\! decisiou." 

The 1\IINISTEil :FOil. LANDS, in moving 
the clause, said he intended to propose an ttclcli
tion to follow the last word of the clause, as 
]Jrintecl in the Bill ; it was as followed :-

Bnt the boanl shall not vary or reverse any df'cision 
without hem·iug in Ol1Cl1 court the party in \Yhuse 
favour the dcchdon was given, if he tlc~ires to be so 
heard. And e\'ery order of the board vnrying or re
versing a decision shall be pronouncetl iu OllCll court. 
So that they could not reverse any such decision 
withont c·alling a person in whose favonr the 

dechdon wn,R given to he n,gn.in heard in open 
court, anrl they 1nust pronounce their clecisinn 
in OlJen court. 

question-Th::tt the words propose<! to Le 
added be so added-put. 

Mr. MOHEHEAD said he thought the Com
mittee should have some explanation from the 
Minister for Lands with regard to the addition. 

The MIKISTKR FOR LAKDS s>ticl he could 
not see whrtt further explttnation the hon. 
gentleman could wttnt. The third )i'nty in 
dealing with the clause would be the Crown, >m<l 
its object w aH that the board should not vary or 
reverRe any cleci.sion of the con1nlissioner withont 
giving the person who 'vas interested the 
opportunity of being heard in the matter. If 
the con1n1issioner decided in a certain way, when 
it went to the bottrcl the? might call upon the 
person who was interested to furnish any further 
evidence before they dealt with it, and in doing 
so they had to do it in open court. He did not 
know \V hat fnrther inforn1ation wm; wantetl. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciLWH.AITH said the 
explanation of the :Minister for Lands might he 
sufficient, but the clause, as mnemled, rlicl not 
bear that out-

" The board shall not vary m· Teverse any dccb:~ion 
'vitlwut lwaring in open eonrt the party in whose 
favonr the dceisiou was given. if he de~irc:;; to be ~o 
hear<l.'' 
There was no provision there by which the party 
whose interests were involved could know that 
the <lecision was likely to be varie<l or reverser!. 
How was the ]·nrty to know? The variation 
wa.s pronounced in open court. The 1nan very 
likely would know nothing about what was to 
bke pbce, and how was he to hr~ve the chance 
of being heard in open court ? The explanation 
given by the 1\finister for Lands was that notice 
would be given to the man to appear. In the 
amendment there ought to be some provision by 
which they might. call upon him to appear and 
give reasons why the decision should not be 
reversed. 

The PllEMIKR said it appeD.red to him that 
that was involved in the statement thttt the 
decision Hhoulcl not be varied or reversed withont 
he~uing the person in whose favour it waH given. 
If the board were not sati~fied with the de
cision of a comn1iBsioner, and proposed to re
verse or to ::tlter it, they could not do it 
without giving the pttrty in whose favour the 
decifdon had been given an opportunity of being 
heard. They coul<l not give their decision until 
they gave the per~m1 a.n opportunity of being 
heard. 

Mr. MOHEHEAD: The amendment does 
not say so. 

'l'he PRK:\IIER said that the hoard could not 
vary or reverse a decision without hearing hhn, 
and they could only obtain that hearing by 
asking him whether he wished to be heard. 
'rh at was iu vol ved neceRsaril;v in the langua.ge 
used. They might insert words to the effect 
that notice should be given, but that would not 
carry the matter ttny further, because the board 
could not g-ive a deciHion until the party interested 
had been heard, and if he was not heard the 
matter would str~nd over for ever. 

Mr. -:\IOEEH~;AD said the clause seemed to 
him to inn>lve an appe:tl where no appeal was 
sought. Supposing a decision wa~ arrived at by 
the commissioner, and all parties were perfedly 
satisfied with it, still there would be an appeal 
lying between the connnissioner and the board. 
Surely that was not in accordance with the other 
provi~;ions of the Bill ! An individuctl wets satis
fied with the decision of the commissioner; the 
commissioner was satisfied that all was right ; 
an<l yet boh hHl that they had the bottrd, 
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who might vs,ry or reverse the decision of 
the con1n1issioner. He could not conceive 
how the wording of the clm1se carried with 
it provision that notice should be given to 
the ndiviclual. He would assume, for the sake 
of argument, that the s,pplicant ws,s satisfied 
with the <lecision of the commissioner and 
desired to go no further, and there was nothing 
in the clause to invite his attendance or to tell 
him that the board intended to vary or reverse 
the decision that had been alrea<ly given by the 
connniSSioner. ThP clause Remned to him a.t 
variance with the whole spirit of the Bill. 

The PRK\IIER said he \nmld explain the 
1na.tter again, and in order to do so he would 
assume two different cases. A man applied 
for a selection ; the comn1is~ioner approved of 
it, but objection might be made on public or on 
private groundR ; the connnissioner granted the 
application, but when the matter came before 
the board for final decision it might :1ppear to 
them that the decision of the commissioner was 
wrong ; and it would be most unfair that they 
should be allowed to decide in such a case 
without the knowledg-e of the applicant. There
fore it was provided that he should be heard, 
and until he was told he could not be heard. In 
the other case he would suppose that cnm
plaint \Vas 1nade against a man that he had 
not fulfilled the conditions, or that he wtes a 
du1n1ny; the comrnissioner on investiga,ting the 
case might fin<l that he had fulfilled the condi
tions, or that he was not a dummy : that decision 
went before the board, who might be of opinion 
that the evidence tended in the contrary direc
tion. It would be very unfair for the board 
to decide against that man without hearing 
him, and therefore it was proposed to add 
the words contained in the amendment. 
If the board were not satisfied with the 
decisirm of the commissioner they could investi
gate further, but before they decided against a 
man they must hear him. That was only 
common justice. It was quite impossible, as the 
clause stood, for the board to take any action to 
the prejudice of an applicant or a selector without 
giving hhn an opportunity of being heard in open 
court. How notice should be given to such 
persons was a matter of procedure which would 
have to he provided for in the regulati<ms made 
under the Act. 

:Yir. JYIOREHEAD said the hon. gentleman 
did not follow his argument, or perhaps he (:\lr. 
Morehead) had not made himself sufficiently clear. 
The hon. gentlmnan hn,d given a case in point in 
which there was some ob]ection to the selector, 
and that was, of course, a definite position to 
take up; but what he (Mr. Morehead) wished to 
]Joint ont \VaH this : Suppm.:;ing both xides agreed 
to a hide by the decision of the commissioner
that they were satisfied that his decision w<ts 
correct-why should the inclividual in whose 
favour the co1nn1issioner had given his decision 
-there being no ohjection by any other partv-
be subjected to further trial? If the Ji'on. 
gentleman wanted to make the clause clear he 
should insert some words to the effect that "on 
appeal" the board might confirm, vary, or reverse 
the decision of the commissioner. The hem. the 
Premier had mentioned a casein which there might 
be a difference of opinion between two contending 
applicants for land, or on some other point ; hut 
if both pat-ties agreed and were satisfied with the 
commissioner's decision he could not see wlw 
any further proceedings were necessary. if 
there was to be an appeal allowed from the 
commissioner's decision, words to that effect 
should be inserted in the clause, and he thought 
it very proper that there should be such power 
of appeal. 

The PREJ\IIER said the hon. gentleman 
had raised quite a different point altogether-as 

to whether the decision of the commissioner 
should he referred to the board "t all. The scope 
of the Bill was that every decision should he 
reviewed by the boarcl. The scheme of the 
present law wtts that the decision of the com
missioner should be referred to the l\Iinister, and 
in the Bill it was proposed to substitute the board 
for the Minister in that particular. The hon. 
gentleman asked why there should be any appeal 
~t all ; the anRwer was, because it was not 
considered desirable to give the commissioner 
p(nver to determine anything without reference 
to the board. The hon. gentlen1an was not 
present last week when the tluestion now rai.;ed 
wa;.; discnH.s.ed at very con::;iderable length, when 
thev were considering what the functions of the 
h<ncrcl should be. 

The Ho:-.-. Sm T. l\'lclL\VRATTH said two 
objections had been taken to the clause, and 
they had hetter dispose of them in the order 
iu \vhich they had been raised. The first ob
jection was that the cbuse, as proposed to be 
amended, involved the selector following up his 
application to the land board, and seeing that 
nothing went wrong there. There was no pro~ 
\'ision made in the Bill hy which, in the event 
of the laml court intending to reverse or vary 
the decbion of the commissioner, the party in
terested should receive notice that such a thing 
was likely to be done. The hon. the Premier 
had said that was involved in the words "if he de
sires to be so heard "; but the desire to be so heard 
involved his following up his selection to the 
land board ; and that was not likely to take 
place at all. A man put in an application for a 
selection ; he argued the case before the com
Inissioner, and a decision wa:-; given in hiR favour, 
and there the matter stopped. 'The applicant 
might be 1,000 miles from Brisbane, and have 
no intention whatever of appearing before th\l 
land court; and if the court intended to take 
steps to vnry or reverse the decision already 
given there ought to be some machinery pro
vided by which he should have notice to that 
effect. There was no provision of that kind in 
the clause, and the applicant would probably 
not hear anything of the matter until final dec:i
sion had been given. 

'l'he PRE1UER said the remark of the hon. 
gentleman about a man being 1,000 miles 
away suggested the idea to his mind that he might 
not care to be heard in open court. His remon
strance 1night be Rent down in writing. It was 
only fair to point ont to the hon. g·entleman that 
the other point which was rai"ed took precedence 
of that, and if he had any desire to say anything 
about it he should do so before the amendment 
was put. 

:Mr. i\IOREHEAD saicl the point which he 
raised, which was one that should receive serions 
consideration, ha<l not been fairly dealt with 
by the Prmnier ; it wa ... thc-1t the \Vord ''con· 
firrn" was contained in the word " rever:-;e." 
The hon. gentleman stated that the intention of 
the Bill was to vest the pnwer now held by the 
Minister in the hands of the board, aml he "ug
gested that the word ''appeal," or some word of 
similar import, should be 1mt into the clause to 
leave the decision in the hands of the commis
sioner. The first part of the clause showed that 
the hon. n1en1Ler was in error, because no decision 
of the commissioner conld be final until it had 
been confirmed by the board. Therefore there 
could be no deCision arrived at with regard 
to anything until the board had confirmed 
it. Then it said that the board might "con
firm, vary, or reverse " any such deciRion. 
Of course, non-confirmation by the board was 
practically a reversal of the decision. The 
word "vary" he objected to, unless there 
wa:'; Rome ~tppeal frmn f.\OJne pen:on who con~ 
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sider~d he wao aggrieved. Surely, if everything 
wa~ m order, and there wa" no appeal, the 
decision would be confirmed ! He did not see 
the necessity for those words ; or in fact, for 
any portion of the clause, except' that portion 
which had been accepted by the hem. the Premier 
himself. 

The PREYIIER said the hem. member 
suggested that the board must either confirm or 
reverHe a decisron. 

Mr. ~Hllri<~HJ<;AD: The word "confirm" 
em braces both. 

'rbe PRE:\IIEE saicl he wa,o not sure that it 
did, and he could give an illustration at once. 
Snppmm an applic~ttion was 1nade for a Relection 
\vhich con1prised sou1e pern1anent water, a,nd 
somebody before the commissionee objected to 
the application, and the commissioner never
theless granted the application ; the board on 
looking over the papers, and seeing the plan of 
the land, and lmowiug that the water should not 
~e cumpris,ed in the application, might very 
likely confirm the applica,tion subject to a 
variance in the boundaries, so as not to let it 
C?mprise all the water. 'fbey might leave one 
~nde of the \Vater or so1ne reserve in a corner for 
travelling stock. There were lots of cases in 
which the board might see the neceHsity for 
varying the boundarieH without refusin" to con
firm the application. It was very desir~ble that 
those words should be stated in the clause. 

Mr.JVIOHEHEAD said if there was no excep
tion t~ken to the selection or to the application, 
even m the case put by the Premier, he could 
not see why the decision of the commissioner 
should not be final, if there "as no appeal 
against it. After the hon. gentlenmn had 
accepted the amendment of the leader of the 
Opposition, he did not care very much to press 
the point ; but he thought it would be better 
tlu;t the proclamation should be final unless there 
was an appeal. 

The Ho:-;;. Sm T. MclLWRAITH sairl he 
understood the objection of the hem. member 
~or Balonne, ":nd woulrl put it in this w:>y: that 
Jt was not obligatory on the board to " confirm, 
Yi.try, or reverse." 

The PRK:\IIEH : They must do one of the 
three. 

The HoN. Sm T. MolL WRAITH said they 
might let the appeal stand. The words should 
be : they "shall " confir1n, vary, or rever,se ~uch a 
decision. :1'\u matter what decision had been 
arrived at by the commissioner, by the board 
taking no action the case might hang as long 
as they chose. That was the objection that wa• 
taken; that there was nothing obligatory in the 
clause to make the board take action, vVhy 
Mhould they leave it with the board whether thev 
should take action or not? The clause ought to 
read, "the board shall confirm, vary, or reverse 
any such decision." 

The PREMIER said that would be saying 
that the commissioner must deal with any 
application that came before him. Suppose he 
did not, he would be removed. It was the same 
as saying that a judge shall decide a case ; he 
did it a,; soon as he could. The board were 
appointed for a pnrpose, and if they did not do 
their duty they would be removed · but they 
might exercise their function;; in wha'tever way 
they thought right. 

The HoN. Sm T. MolL WRAITH B:tid a 
great de>cl had been said upon the use of the 
words " rnay" and " shall." It waH not usual 
to stw that the Governor in Council ''shall" 
do a;1ything-; but he did not suppose that 
the same courtesy in langwcge should be 
ucud toward;; the buard. The lwn. gentleman 

said that, as the board w:ts appointed for that 
purpo;,e, they would be removed if they did not. 
He could conceive a case in which the Minister 
did not want to come to a decision. There would 
be a great many cases of that kind; where a man 
applied for a selection, if it wa.s a difficult 
point they might hang it up. 'l'here would be 
no power to compel them to act. 

Mr. MOREHJi;AD said that surely the hon. 
Premier could see that difficulties might arise if 
the amendment prop0sed by the leader nf the 
Opposition was not accepted ! The clause 
said:-

" ~ o dceisioe of a commissioner shall be final unles~ 
and until it has been confirrnecl by the board; nnd the 
board ma.r eonfll·m, \"ary, or reverse any sneh decision." 
According to the interpretation put upon 
the word "may" by the Premier himself, 
under that clause it reeted with the board 
to hang up a thing for all time, and they 
n1ight never confirn1 it if it were not n1ade 
compulsory upon them. Take the very case 
instanced by the Premier himself of a man 
taking up one side of a waterhole : the matter, 
>cs the clause stood, might be held up for years, 
and <:1 deci:)ion never given. The rnan would 
have the decbion of the commisHiuner, but it 
might eventually be reversed by the board, and 
he could not in the meantime go on with any 
improvements. He could not see why the hon. 
Premier should object to the amendment if 
he wished the clause to be a valid one. 

The PRE~IIER said suppose they sai<l "shall," 
the question would arise "when"?" 

Mr. J\IOHJ<~HJ~AD: Then we can alter the 
clause to meet that. 

The PRRi\IIEH asked how they were to fix 
the time within which the board were to give 
their decision"? Suppose they said it should be 
three months. It might take three months and 
a week before they could get the necessary infor
mation. Suppose they said six months, inter
rnptionH might occur to delay C(nnntunication, 
and it might be seven months before they 
could hear from the selector. They could not 
lay down a hard-and-fast line as to the time in 
which it should be done. Attempts bad been 
made in America to fix the time within which 
judges must give their decisions. He believed 
that in California a judge must give his decision 
within six months, and if he did not do so he 
could not draw any salary until he had given his 
decision. It was no use saying " shall" unless 
they could enforce the provision. They had to 
consider all those points in framing an Act of 
Parliament. If thev fixed the time within which 
the decision was to be given, and the board 
did not give the decision within that time, 
what was to be done then? They could only 
punish them fur not doing it. In many instances 
they must trust to public officers to do their 
duty. Their duty was plainly enough described, 
and it was their duty to do it. He was dealing 
with the suggestion that the word to be used 
should be "shall" instead of "may." If they 
said "shall" that did not carry it any further. 
If they said " it shall be the duty of the bo>crd to 
deal with such decision of the commissioner, and 
they shall confirm, alter, or reverse that decision," 
it would not be saying any more than was already 
said by the use of the word " may." It was their 
duty to give a decision, and to do one of three 
things-confinn, vary, or reverse the decision of 
the cornn1i~sioner-to say "No,'' or " Yes," or 
" Yes" with certain additions. 

The Hox. SrR T. l\IciLWR.AITH said the 
hem. member stated there was no differenee 
between the words "mav" :wd "shall" in that 
clan:-;e, " 

The l'l\E;\IIER: ~o praetical difference, 
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The Hox. Sm T. MciLWHA.ITH said he 
would quote the hon. member's words. The 
hon. member said there was no difference be
tween the words "rr1ay" and "~hall" in the 
clause, unless along with ''shall" they appointed 
a time within which the decision should be given, 
and he did not think it was necessary to appoint a 
time. If they said "shall confirm, vary, or 
reverse," it put upon the board a certain duty ; 
but if they used the word " may" they might do 
it, or the matter might be hung up for all time. 
'l'hat was the very clause which would provide 
for cnlhmion between the :Minister for Lands and 
the board. If they said the board "shall con
firin, vary, or reverse,'' and they neglected to do 
so, they would have neglected to perform a duty 
forced upon them clearly by an Act of Parlia
ment; while if they said "may" it made it 
o]Jtional with the board to do what was re<Iuired 
of them or not. 

The PHKMIEH sn,id if it was considered 
desirable they could say "shall forthwith." 
That would mean "with all convenient speed." 
He would propose that as an amendment. 

Mr. KOHTON said he was g-lad the hon. 
tne1nber rmpported the arnenrln1ent, beeau~e in 
the 17th cbnse the word "shall" "as used with 
regm·d to the action of the boanl, an<l no time 
was fixed. The 1st subsection said, "The bo>trd 
oh:tll re<]nire the commissioner to furnish them 
with a vahmtion," etc. The 2nd snbsection said, 
"They shall also require the pastoral ten:mt or 
lessee or other person," etc., to do certain things; 
and the 3rcl subsection saiL!, ''The board shall in 
open court," etc. He coul<lnot see what objec
tion there could be to adopting the word ''shall" 
in this clanse, seeing- that it was adopted in 
clause 17. 

The MINIST EH FOR LAXDS said that, 
with the permission of the Committee, he would 
withdraw his amendment to enable the clause to 
be amended as proposed by the Premier. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
On the motion of the PREMIER, the clause 

was amended by the omission of the word 
"may" in the 2nd line of the clause, and the 
insertion of the words "shall forthwith cmmider 
and" ; aud by the onlif:<i·don of the worcl ''any" 
in the 3rd line, ttnd the insertion of the word 
"every." 

The MI::\'ISTER FOE J,"\NJlS said he would 
now nwve his a1nendn1ent, which wa:-:; to add to 
the clfluse the following words:-

But the board .shall not \ary or revcr . .,c ally rleeil'(ion 
nntil after notice to the party in who.se favour tl1c 
dcci:-;iou was given, and hearing him in open court or 
otherwbc, if he desires to be so heard. And every order 
of the board varying or reversing a decision 1'-hall be 
pronounced in open court. 

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

The Ho:-~. Sm T. MolL WRAITH said that 
before the next clause was moved he wished to 
draw the attention of the GoYmnment to some 
remarks made by the hon. member for Towns
Yille. Of course he did not wish in any way to 
circumscribe the powers of the Governn;ent, 
but he thought that it was a matter of great im
portance in the working· of the Bill that mem
],crs of the board should be appointed who had 
the confi<lence of the House. On account of the 
extraordin:>ry powers that had been given to 
those members-power" which had not been 
giYen to any other officer of the Government by 
any previous Act-he thought that on the part of 
the Government it would be acknowledged that 
the House ought to have smuething to Ha.y with 
regard to their appointment. That wa., uot 
taking aw:.1y frmn the pnsition of the Govern
Illent, nor would it. i11terfere 'vith their re-;pon
sibility to that House. It was important to 

know who were to be the men to be associated 
with the GoYernment in the working of ttn Act 
which would be extraonlimtrily difficult to work. 
As had been pointed out by the hon. member 
for Townsville, a similar course was adopted by 
the House of Commons on the Irish Land Act. 
Before that Act was passed, it was insisted on 
by both side.~ of the House that, prior to its 
becoming law, the commissioners should 
be actually named in the Bill ; and he 
thought a similar course ought to be taken 
here; they oug-ht to know who the mem
bers of the board were to be. The Bill 
provided what the Government conMidered 
~ufficient safeguards against their duties Oeing 
interfered with by the Government, by any 
officers of the Government, or by any other 
power except the parties themselw,; and Par
liament therefore ought to have some knowledge 
as to who were to be appointed. He would 
therdore like the Government to consider the 
matter before the Bill passed its third reading. 
Hon. members would be glad, he was sure, to 
see the names of the gentlemen whom the 
Government desired to appoint. That would 
give the Government time to consider their 
::tl'rangernent:;, and it would give sati8faction to 
hon. members on both sides, if they could then 
state that the members of the board woul,l be 
gentle1nen in whom the House would have the 
fullest confidence. 

The PREl\IIEli said tha.t of course it was 
ext1emely desirable that the members of the 
board should have the fullest confidence of 
Parlian1ent, and, as he had s3.ifl on a previous 
occasion, the qum;tion of narning thern in the 
Bill had been under the consideration of the 
GoYernment, but a,t that tirne it vva;:; not con
sidered desirable to .do so. If, however, the 
Government were in a position, before the Bill 
passed its third reading-, to name the members of 
the board, he did not think there would be any 
objection to the insertion of the names in the 
Bill. At the present time they were not in a 
position to do so, because they had no idea who 
the members of the board were to be. As the 
hon. member lmd suggested, the best time to deal 
with the matter would be before the Bill passed 
it,; third reading. The names might perhaps be 
in.,erted before the 12th clause. 

The HoN. Sw T. J\IoiLWRAITH said he 
was glad the hon. member had accepted his 
~mggestion in the Hpirit in which it \Va8 111ade. 
The hem. member spoke of the 12th clause. 
There was a proviso in the previous clause to 
the effect that ''this section takes effect from the 
passing of this Act." The constitution of the 
board would take effect from that time, and, 
any way, immediately on the passing- of the Act, 
the appointment would be necessary ; but the 
Government would have time to make their 
arrangements before that time. 

The HoN . • T. M. MACROSSA.:i'\ saicl that, as 
far as he could gather from the debate which 
took place in the J:Iouse of Commons when the 
Irish Land Bill was in committee, the Gladstone 
Government had not made up their minds as to 
the appointment of commissioners; the matter 
was postponed. The Bill was in committee after 
that, he thought, about four weeks, the Com
mittee sometimes sitting the whole nig-ht through. 
It was imagined that the only objection the 
Gladstone Government had to naming the com
mis,ioners was that probably some of the com
missioners might be members of Parliament. 
He for one would not object to a member of the 
House being appointed a member of the board, if 
he had the confidence of the Honoe an,i the Cov
emment; and, in fact, he believecl tlmt one of 
the lri~h eonuuiHHimwr:-;, ~Ir. Litton, wa,::; a ll1en1~ 
ber of the Houoc uf Co!ullwns. If the Uuvernment 
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th~rofore l'C<>lly had any such intention, they ou~ht 
to mform the House who the members were to be. 
As he said before, he had no objection to any 
member of the House being apt,ninted as a 
member of the board, he being otherwise quali
fietl. 

On clause 23, as follow~:-
"PART III.~l~\ISTING PA.':\'1'0\L\L IJE.\~1'". 

"At any time within ;.;ix months after this vart of this 
Act becomes apvlicablo to any rnn, tltc past,wal tenant 
thereof may give notice to the :Jiiuh;ter that he Clh·ts 
to take <Ldva,nta.gc of the provisions of this +\.et with 
respect to .snch rnn. 

"The notice of eled ion shall 1Jc in the frn·m in the 
third schedule to this Act, or to the like el1'cei. 

"In the case of two or more conterminons rm1s 
being- held by the same 11a.storal tenant, the whole ~hall 
be dealt with as one rnn (hereinafter calletl a. commli
dated rnnl for the pnrposc.;; of t.hi~ part of thi.-; J._et; lmt 
the hoard may require any consolidated rnn \Yltieh con
t<tins more than five hundred ~quare miles to be f.illb
tlivided for the purposes of this part of this Aet into 
two or more portions, but so that any two of ~uch 
portions shall together eont~L'n not less than five lnm
dred s4uare miles. I·~aeh of sneh portions shall be 
deemed to be a eonsolidated run for the purposes of this 
part of thiR .Aet.. 

" l~or the purposes of this seet.ion, the lease of any 
rnn the term whereof luu; exvired by eflluxion of time 
~ince the thirty-fil'st chty of Dec~emlJor, one thousawl 
eigl1t hundred ;-md eighty-two, shall be deemed to lJo a 
.-.;nbsisting lea.-;e until tlw expiration of the llCl'iocl of 
six month.-; hcrcinbcfore mcntionecL" 

The Ho:-~. Sw T. :'\JciLIVUAITH s:tid that 
was the proper time to '"k the Government for 
smne infonnation with regard to the futul'e 
workin~ of the Act. The Bill provided the 
mitchinery for deitling with portionH of certain 
runs included within the red line on the map ; 
but at the same time it h:td been pointed out by 
the JYiinister for \Vorks on the sectmd reading 
that the Act would be purely optional its to 
whether anyone should come under it or not. 
They ought to see the consequences of the Act 
not only with regard to those who came under it 
optionally, but the consequences to those who 
did not elect to come under it. It was useless 
legislating in the dark, and all men who'e in
terests were affected ought, in comn1on fair 
play, to know in what respect they would be 
affected. He wanted to know in wh:tt way the 
Ciovern1nent proposed, supposing there were ca~e:-5 
in which the present leHsees of a run did not 
elect to come under the Act-in what wav 
the Government proposed to deal with them-? 
Of course, supposing all the lessees elected not to 
come under the Act, then it went for so much 
wa.,te p:tt,er, a,nd they would have simt,ly re
pealed all the Land Acts of the colony and 
virtuitlly left nothing instead. ·what the Com
mittee was entitled to know was the action the 
Government proposed to take in regard to those 
lessees who did not elect to come under the Act. 
They might take the probitble case that nobody 
would elect to come under it except lessees in 
particular districts. ·what would be done then? 
Did the Government propose to resume portions 
of the runs of those who were not under the Act 
nHcler the powers of the Act of 1869, and if so 
what power would the Government have to deal 
with portions of runs so rest<med ? All that 
information the Committee ought to have. Ther 
ought not to have to guess at it. They ought 
to see how the Government would stand. 
The information was wanted not only for the 
pastoral lessee, but for the whole colony. It 
wa:::; al~o useful to 1neml>ers to know; and, 
in fact, it was neceeeary that thev Hhould 
have the information. As regaided the 
pastoml lessees, he assumed that the Gov· 
ernment did not wish to put an option 
before them, kee]'ing them dark '" to what the 
option wa.s. The patitoral leBti88t::l would know 
that they might eleut to come under the Act or 
not; but what they would want to know w•te, 

supposing they did not come under it, what 
then ensued 't The (}ovennnent ought to give 
tha.t inforruatiou. 

The I'REMIER : It was referred to on the 
:second reading. 

The Hox. Sm T. MciLIVHAITH said it wits, 
but the only reference he ""w to it-and he read 
the whole ~f the speeches delivnred on the second 
J·eading-was made by the J\Iinister for \Vorks, 
wherein he "'"id the whole mittter was simply 
optional. J-{e said_ nothing \voul(l en·-me, The 
way in which he talked waH that it would be 
an ad vantage to cmue under the Act, nnd the 
phraKeology of the Bill \Vas, " elect to trtke ad
vantage of the Act." The 1\Iinister for vVorks 
assmned t.lu>t it would he an ad vantage, and if 
the lessee did not choose to take that ad vantage 
-well, nuthi11g wunlcl cmne of it, and no harrn 
woultl be done. He (Hon. Sir T. :'\[c1!wraith) 
did not think that was likely to be the policy 
of the GnYernutent, but if it wa::; they ought to 
know. The Government conic! not have a Bill 
providing for dealing with hmd under certain 
cm-:,tingencie:-3 without letting theru know vvhat 
would be the course they wunlcl follow, provided 
those contin~·encie8 h::tppened, a,nd \Vhich ·woul(l 
acttutlly happen. The Committee ought to 
know what the Ministry intendecl to do. It 
was only fnir to the pa:,tuml ]c,sees, and fair 
to the whole colony. 

The .:\fiXISTER J;'OR LANllS said there 
wa,s no <le:-;ire on the part of the Uoverrnnent to 
keep anybody in the dark as to their intentionH, 
which he thought were fairly expbined on one or 
two previou~ occasion~, and nwre e8pecia1ly by 
himoe!f on the secoml re::tdin~ of the Bill. If 
the Jmstorallessec did not mere to cmue under the 
...._1\..ct, and his run, or portion of his run, \Vas 

required for :-;ottlenlent, the Governrnent would 
exercise the power they already possessed under 
the Act of 18G9, and resume the runs for settle
ment if required. Once reHumecl, the run was 
unoccupied Crown land, and was open for settle
ment. 

:'\[r. l\WREHEAD : It is not. 
The 11IKISTER FOR LANDS said when 

a run was re.sumod it was in that position. 

1\Ir. l\IOREHEAD said the hon. gentleman 
wa" wrong-. ·under the Act of lfi(i!), land re
sumed under the ;).'ith cbuse waH not unnccnpied 
Crown land. The pastoml lessee hnd the l'i~ht 
to OCf•npy it ll)' paying rent until it W<18 abso
lntel,- taken away fmm hilil by settlement, "'nd 
when it wa:-; taken awn,y fron1 hiln by selection 
or otherwise he w::ts entitled to cmnpen.sation 
for improvements on the land so re,;umed. That 
was the ],was it stood, and the hon. gentleman 
was utterly wrong when he told the Committee 
that when land was resumed under the Act of 1869 
it became unoccupied Crown land. It became 
the property, so far as the gra,:r.ing right 'vets 
concerned, of the pastoral lessee until otherwise 
used or alienated. 

The MI::\'ISTER "B'OH LAXDS saitl they 
need not squabble over a term. The land woul~l 
be available for settlement if resumed. The 
settlement of the lands was the only object the 
Government had in view, and the runs would be 
in that colHlition when resumed, whether the 
lessees h<td the right of depasturing on them or 
not. 

l\Ir. DO::'-r "-\.LDS ON said he wished to ask a 
question. Under the Act of lSGD it was pro
vided that the Governor in Council might resume 
the whole or any portion of a run. Provided the 
paotoral les:-;ee did not choo8e to take ad va,ntaqe 
of this Act, was it the intention of the Govern 
1ncnt to reDUlll8 nwre lnnd on the run~ that were 
not um!m· the . \.et than the Act provided for? 
The Bill provided th<tt half the area of a run 
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should be t~tken; but if the power of resumption 
was exercised in the case of >t run that did not 
come under the Act, w~ts it the intention of the 
Government to re;mne half or more than half of 
that run? 

The l\IINISTJ<:R l<'OR LANDS said if the 
lessee elected to remain under the Act under 
which he held his run, then the conditions of the 
Aut under which he held it would apply to him. 

l\Ir. MOHEHEAD said that \\'as to say that 
pastoralists were to be brought um1er the Act h,· 
"· threat or by compulsion. The question asked 
by the hon. member for vVarrego w'" a Yery 
pertinent one, and that was, whether in the 
event of resumption under the Act of lilu!J the 
"'11ne course of procednre wonld be adopted, and 
the ,,ame amount of land thrown open to the 
publicunderthat ~\.et, as was proposed to be thrown 
npen under the present Bill'! That was what the 
hon.rnernberasked, and the arunver he got \va:-:.;that 
pastoral lessee' could not be under both Acts. 
'.rhe Minister for Lands, with the chuckle which 
seemed to delight him so much, thought he ma<le 
u. very great point ; but he nlight have known 
that no hon. member assumed that a man would 
be under both Acts. He wns asked whether 
more than one-half of a run which had been held, 
say, twenty years, would be thrown open to 
selection if the lessee elected tn renmin under the 
Act of 18fiU. 

The PHE11'1IER said there was no threat in 
the matter. If a man did not choose to come 
under the provisions of the Bill he must take his 
chance. How could any Governtnent an;:-;wer for 
the intentions of the Government for the next 
twenty years? If they did state their intention 
that would not bind a.nybody else. If they sccicl 
it was their intention not to tccke more than was 
specified in this Bill, a man, by not coming" 
under the provisions of the Bill, would ha\·e all 
the advantages of both Acts. That would be a 
singular state of things. A promise of that kind 
would be extremely foolish, and, if made, would 
be 'luite inoperative. 

Mr. JJO:NALDSOX said the Premier was 
wmng. A lessee would not have all the advan
t>tges of both Acts, because he would only have 
a short tenure under the Act of 1 K6fl, whereas 
he would have a long- one if he came under the 
Bill. 

The HoN. B. B. 2\iOHETON eaid he harl a 
r1uestion to ask. vVhen the Hailway Heserves 
.Act was pas~ed a large nurnber of rnn,...; were 
divided, part of each being resumed. If any of 
those lessees took ad vantag-e of the Bill, would the 
half he now held under lease be suhdi vide<l, or 
would there be a fresh subdivision of thP whole 
of the run-the leased half and the portion 
ret:;umed '? 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS said that in 
the case of the runs which had been divided 
nndm· the pro,·isions of the Hailway Reserves 
Act it would be better to deal with the whole nm, 
and not with the resumed hahes alone. 

The Hox. Sm T. 2\IciL WHAITH said the 
Premier had not met the answer to the question 
put to him by the hon. member for v\'ar
rego. That hon. gentlen1an did not w·ish to 
know what the Government proposed to do 
twenty yea.rs hence, 1Jut wh<>t they were 
likely to do next year. It was 'luite evident that 
there was only one class of pastoral lessees who 
would voluntarily and without coercion come 
under the Bill when it became law-those pro
vided for in the last paragraph of the clause 
under di~cu~sion. That paragra1Jh propm;ed to 
give ne\\' leases to runholders \vho had no clain1 
to them at ,111, and they would necessarily accept 
anything in the ,;hape of " leas~. They had nr>t 
yet got an '"nswer to the queution a,c; to wlmt the 

Government would do in the c~tse of a lessee 
who refused to come under the Bill-whether 
they would resume from the whole of the rmm a 
proportionate an1ount or an an1ount considered 
suitable for selection, nnd bring it under the 
operation of the Bill. And in dealing with that 
selection, would they rle>tl with those lease
holders on the same principle as that on which 
it was proposed to resume land by clause 24? 

The 2\IIKISTER :b'OTI LA:!\'DS said it would 
not give an nnfn.ir ad vantage t.n those 1nen 
whose lenseo had expired to allow them to 
come nndel' the provisions of the Bill. vVith 
1·eference to l'e.':iUlllptjon on the runs of those 
Lessee,; who did not choose to come under the 
provisions of the Bill, there would be no restric
tion when the runs were of such a character as 
to make it desirable th~tt settlement sht•uld 
trtke pla,ce. The Governnrent would recognise 
no limit to the amount of resumption if the 
lessee declined t., come undPr the Bill. If every 
particle of their land should he t:.ken uv by 
selectors it would have to be resumed for that 
purpo ,e, unle,-~ the lessees chose to protect 
themselYes by coming under the provisiono of the 
BilL 

l'.Ir. l\IORJ<:HEAD snid that was a refreshing
piece uf inforrnation. rrhe G-overnrnent proposed. 
to lock up the lands of the colony. The hon. 
g-entleman knew very well that land coulrl be 
1·esmned under the Act of 18GU, just as well ao 
under the Bill now before the Committee, if it 
was wanted for settlement. That could be clone 
by a course of procedure which had never been 
o),jeoted to by either House of Parliament. 
J'\ow, however, the hon. gentleman told the 
Committee that the course proposed by the Bill 
woul<l l1e adopted-as if it were " new depar
ture. But the hon. gentleman had not given 
an amm·er to the question put to him yet. 
To put it broadly, he was asked whether--in 
the event uf the lessees of runs held under 
the Act of lSGH not electing to come under 
the Bill- whether a wholesale notice of 
re.sunlvtion wonld be giyen to tho~e lesseeH? 
TheJ: were perfectly aware tl:at the Act of 1869 
provided for those re"1mptwns, but what dJCl 
the hon. g-entleman propose to do with the land 
when it wao resumed? He could not bring it 
under the Bill '"'cl throw it open in 20,000-acre 
"election:;. It would have to be dealt with under 
the rmwisions of the Act of 18fi!J. 

The J\U:YISTElt FOR LA:t\DS .,aid the 
present Bill cont:_tined provi8ion8 for cle,tling 
with the land so resumed. 

}fr. }IOHEHEAD said he was glad to have 
elicite<l that additional information. He would 
now ask the hlm. gentleman how he proposed to 
deal with those runs situated near townships, 
where large areat-J had been re~umr-d and thrown 
open for selection, but where the right of selection 
hcui been exercised to only a limited extent
whether he was prepare<! tu consider those re
sumptions in the division of the runs? Suppose 
that, from a run of 200,000 acres, 88,000 acres 
had been taken from it, and thrown open for 
selection, and that only a portion of that area. 
had been ~elected-would the hon. gentleman 
treat the un,elected bahmce of the 88,000 acres 
as a portion of the run to be divided under the 
1 "'"visions of the Bill'? It was only fair that that 
Hhould be Do. There 've1·e a good nut.ny runs 
ne'u townships in that condition, and it would 
hardly be right to put the lessees of them in an 
extra unfair position~ts compared with the lessees 
of other runs. 

The :YIINIST.ER :FOE LANDS replied that 
all the land on which the le.-;see was paying rent 
would be considered as a portion of the run. 

:\lr. :MOHEHEAJJ said that was all he 
wanted. 
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'rhe Hox. Sm T. l\IciLWR\ITH said that 
what he pointed out was that in the Bill certain 
principles had been adopted by the Government 
for the resmnption of land. Thev held that a 
t;ertain n,monnt should be taken from runs which 
h<td been lensod from the Crown for a certain 
perind; that a. smaller :<mount should be taken 
from runs tlmt had been leased for a shorter 
period; aml so rm. He had asked the ;\[inistet· 
f0t' L;wd.s if he meant to put the same principle·. 
into l'lny in the resumption of land from those 
P"'stoml le";ees who did not come under the Act, 
:md the hon. gentleman's reply was, " Certainly 
not ; in those resumptions only one matter 
would be considered, and that was the demand 
for settlement." The answer might be right, 
but it was perfectly inconsistent with the 
Bill tell through. ·what he had insisted un 
was that the Bill did not recognise settlement. 
Its object was to give a long lease fm one-half of 
a run, t\vice as long a lease for another part, 
and a fifty years' lease for a large ptert of the 
remainrler, without the slightest recognition of 
settlement. It had telways been a principle of 
their legislation that if the whole of a run was 
required for settlement the whole should be 
resumed for the purpose ; uut the Bill dep>uted 
from that principle. The Minister for Lands 
guarded hilnself against such a contingency 
happening in the case of men who did not come 
v?luntarily under the Act, by saying thtet the 
(~overnment \Yonld resu1ne as tnnch as was 
required for settlement. He (Hon. Sir '1'. 
1\Icilwraith) held that the whole of it should 
be resumed, and the argument \VaR the 
strongest that could be l>rouo·ht ao·ainst 
the Bill, simply becmme it p1:ovid';,d for ~those 
long leases, and hted not tteken settlement 
into consideration at all. Then there was the 
last paragraph of the clause, which provided for 
giving pastoral lessees-whose lea"os had ex
pired, and who had no more right to their runs 
than any hnn. members had--a renewed lease. 
The Minister for Lands as3erted that those 
men had as much right to te lease as anYbody 
else. If the hem. gentleman had he;u·d the 
Pre1~1~er, \vhen. _in opposition, denouncillg a 
modified propns1twn of the same sort, made by 
the lat~ Governn1ent two yearN ago, he lvould 
not have made such a flippant answer. On that 
occtesion the leases were actually failing in and 
the htte Government proposed thtet there slJOuld 
be short leteses, so as to bring them under the 
opemtion of the Act on a certain date. That 
was denounced by the hem. gentleman tes one of 
the greatest pieces of spoliation thnt hacl ever 
been attempted in the colony. 

The PREMIER : So it was. 
The Ho~. SIR T. JliiciLWRAI'rH: And yet 

when the same principle was now introduced the 
hon. gentleman never said a word tebout it. He 
dtered say there were not half-a-dozen members 
on the other side who were a ware that by the 
last paragraph of the clause it was intended to 
give a ten years' lease to men who had not the 
slightest right, legal or otherwise, to the land 
they occupied. He was not satisfied with the 
answer given to the hem. member fnr Bnrnett. 
He could not understand how on the dictum of a 
Minister certain lands should he treated as 
portions of a run, when they formed no part of 
it . at the yresent _ti;x~c. T"he hem. gentleman 
smd that m the division of a run certain lands 
outside it would be dealt with as if thev were 
inside it. There was nothing to that effect in 
the Bill, and if it was intended to insert it 
where would it come in? ' 

The PREMIER: In the next clause. 
The Ho~. Sm T. J\fciL\VRAl'l'H said thtet 

~fit was intended tn pror"'P ~uch an amendment 
~n the next clause It l\·a tunc hon. tnembcrt: 
had 1t in their handc. 

1624-3 M 

The :\IINISTER FOR LANDS said the 
drift of the hon. gentleman's remarks was that 
sr1uatters should not be allowed to have anything 
in the shape of a fixed lease, and thtet they 
should be liable <et any time to lose the whole 
of their runs. Jt wnulel not be denied that there 
were numbers of people retecly to tteke np small 
grazing holdingK in the colony; n.nd the \Vant of 
openings for such men lmd been felt for years. 
Xo proYision lucd hitherto been made for them, 
although the hem. gentleman hm1 it in his power 
to h'we made such provision during his five years' 
term of office, if he had believed in them. He 
was certain the hon. gentleman did not believe in 
them, or he would havetected up to his convictions. 
And either the hem. gentleman thought there 
wtes no such class of people in the country, or else 
he thought it undesirable to promote settlement. 
He was inclined to think that the hon. member 
thought it was undesirable to promote settlement. 
·what the Bill intended to do was to give an 
opportunity to men like that to settle on small 
gmzing holdings, and at the same time to 
g-ive the squatter ten assured position which 
he thought he was thoroughly entitled to. 
1'he SC[untter had been before always in 
a state of uncertainty, but in the main he 
had been safe. There· had been great risk 
attached to it by the prevailing opinion of the 
country. However, while the squatter occupied 
that position, he maintained that he was not in a 
position any man ought to be in, simply at the 
mercy of the Government of the day. The 
squatter ought to have an tessured position, 
whether that was a restricted one or an extended 
one. He thought it ought to be a restricted one, 
so as to give other people opportunity to come in 
and occupy the land under rlifferent conditions. 
'rhe Bill die! thtet. It enabled them to come in 
without doing ruinous injury to the squatters. 
It gave the squtetters an assured position, 
and it gave ample opportunities to men to come 
in nnder the terms of the Bill, on grazing areas. 
It also did the same with reference to agricul
tural areas. Agricultuml districts did not 
conflict generally throughout the colony with 
the grent pastoral interest, because the districts 
in which the pastoral interest prevailed were not 
districts that would be ref]uired by agricul
tmists. There might be coming a time when 
agriculturists would use the land in that way. 
·where the great pastoral interests prospered 
those tegricultnrists did not want to come 
in. The Bill enabled those who came after 
them to deal with lands and make them avail
able to agriculturists as well as to small pas
toralists. The land had not passed out of the hands 
of the State altogether. If at the end of the term 
they required to further subdivide the hold· 
ings-whether of the tegriculturist or the grazier 
-it could be done, but under. the old system 
th<' land would be absolutely alienated. There 
would be no check at tell, as in the case of New 
South \Vales, where men were driven to outside 
places~ the most miserable holdings in the country 
~to take np holdings for tegricultnral purposes. 
That was what the Bill proposed to prevent. It 
Droposed to retain the land in the hands of the 
State, so thtet at some future time those large 
holdings might be susceptible or capable of 
further subdivisions for small graziers or small 
agriculturists. 

Mr. JYIELLOH said that reference had been 
made by the hon. member for Burnett to the 
leases of pastoral tenants. He would like to know 
in the interests of the settled district." whether 
it wtes proposed to give the lessees who now held 
yearly leteses, a letese for ten years. He thought 
himself that, if such should be the case, it would 
;:reo.tly retard "ettlement in the settled districts. 
He w;H clearly of that opinion, because he wa,:; 
aware th;tt there wa:s "· great deal of land in the;~ 
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settled districts at the present time that would 
be required for agricultural purposes if the pro
posed railways were carried out. If a half of the 
runs was leased for a further term of ten years, 
he thought himself that would retard settlement 
in the future. 

The HoN .• J. M. MAOROSSAN said the hon. 
member was another of those on the Govern
ment side who seemed not to have read the Bill 
very carefully; and the first, second, and third of 
the Government supporters who had spoken on 
the Bill had read it just as carefully as that hon. 
member had done. However, he passed that over. 
The Minister for Lands complained in the last 
speech that he made that there was no provision 
made for small graziers, and that only provision 
was made for the large grazier. He thought the 
hon. gentleman must have forgotten the history 
of the squatting system. The history was that 
it was for the small grazier-that was, small 
according to the relative meaning of the word 
now. Twenty-five square miles formed the 
origiaal run under the squatting system, and 
that system existed yet. Any man could take 
up land if he could find it, but the land was all 
occupied. Surely the present race of squatters 
were not to complain because the amount of 
land in the possession of the State was 
limited ! They could not manufacture land. 
Any man could take up a run of twenty
five square miles, which was quite as small 
as the run proposed to be taken up by the 
small grazier under the Bill. So where was the 
great object? It was simply this : By the 
effluxion of time and the influx of capital, the 
small graziers had been driven out, and the large 
ones had taken their place. Now the State 
stepped in and said they would do away with 
that race of large graziers, and take away half of 
what they possessed, and divide it amongst 
the small ones ; and the same process would 
have to be done at some future time unless 
a law was passed to prevent people using 
their capital to what they considered the best 
advantage. That was what the hon. gentleman 
stated lately in his speech. He was not going 
to speak for the large graziers ; there were 
plenty there to speak for themselves. What he 
was going to say W:l.S that the answer which 
the ban. gentleman made about the compulsion 
which would be exercised upon a squatter who 
did not elect to come under this Act, seemed to 
him to be even worse than the repudiation of 
the pre-emptive right under the Act of 1869, 
giving every man who came under it a lease for 
twenty-one years under certain conditions. One 
of those conditions was that he was liable to 
have his land resumed in a certain way for public 
purposes. 

The PREMIER : The law does not say so. 
Mr. MOREHEAD : It does. 
The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN: It does, and 

the Premier must read the law again. 
The PREMIER : One section does. 
The HoN .• T. M. MACROSSAN sa.id that the 

Act having provided the way in which land was 
to be resumed when it was required for public 
purposes, and given the lessee a right for twenty
one years, unless it was resumed in that way, it 
seemed to him that by bringing in a Bill now, 
by which the Government ·could operate on that 
run and take it from the holder, would be an act 
of repudiation quite as great as the withdrawal 
of the pre.emptive right. The word "may " 
having been left in clause 54 of that Act, it gave 
the Government the power of exercising it or not. 
That was the opinion he had formed simply on 
listening to the speech of the hon. the Minister 
for Lands. The :Minister for Works had dis
tinctly stated that it was an optional thing. But 

a new light had struck the Minister for Land,,, or 
else the Minister for \Vorks did not understand 
the Bill. Had the Minister for Lands given the 
answer that it was optional for those who did not 
elect to come under it to remain out till the end of 
the term, he considered that the matter '"mid have 
been quite a fair one, and the Government could 
do as they pleased with the leases which fell in, 
or which had fallen in at the present time, or 
which would fall in at any time between now 
and 1890. That was the basis on which he 
argued when he Bpoke on the second re:tding 
of the Bill ; considering that it was optional, 
and that the Government would have only a 
certain number of leases-between 400 and 500-
to operate upon between thi" year and 1890 
-about 500 leases in six years ; but now they 
found that not only would they have those leases 
to operate upon, but that they might, if they 
chose, take away the whole of a man's run if he 
did not come under the present Bill, and 
devote it, not to agriculture or to purposes 
of settlement, but to smaller graziers. That, 
he maintained, was simply carrying out the 
operations of the squatting system as it now 
existed ; and in reality the Government were 
going to give the power, under the Bill, to take 
away a man's lease that he had for twenty-one 
years, and carry out the same system '" before. 
He knew sevllral men who had been gold-miners, 
and were fortunate enough to get a few hundred 
pounds together, who had gone squatting upon 
twenty-five square miles. He knew several, 
within 100 miles of Charters Towers, who had 
done so ; so that it was utter nonsense 
for the hon. member to talk of the pre
f:ient systmn as not giving opportunities to 
srnall graziers ; because it really did so, so long 
as land could be found open for selection. Of 
course, as he had said before, if there was no 
land open the Government could not make more, 
ancl those who came last must take the conse· 
quences. It was just the same a~ men going to a first
class rush ; the first comers took up all the payable 
ground, and those who came afterwards had to 
take what they could get, if they could get any. 
And so it was with the class which the hon. the 
lVfinisterfor Lands imagined existed in the colony. 
He (Hon. J. J\L Macrossan) should be very glad to 
know that there was such a class, but he was 
very much inclined to doubt it; but what he 
had stated about tha Act of 18G!l, giving the 
squatter an absolute right to his lease for twenty
one years, with the condition he had spoken of, 
could not be denied. Therefore, in his opinion, 
the Bill should not be compulsory, but per
missive; and all the runs in the last paragraph 
of the clm!Se should be operated upon at once
that was, runs the leases of which had fallen 
due. Those men had no legal right whatever to 
their runs. It was simply an act of grace 
on the part of the Government to renew their 
leases under any terms whatever ; tend he held 
that it was upon those runs the Government 
should first begin to operate, and not to takeaw:ty 
leases from men who did not wioh to come under 
the Bill. 

'l'he PREMIER said the country would be in 
a very deplorable condition indeed if the hon. 
g·entlernan'scomparison was correct. He compared 
it to a goldfield in which every clflim had been 
taken np. He (the Premier) hoped the colony was 
not reduced to such a deplorable condition as that
that the hundreds of millions of acres of land they 
had were not in the position of a goldfield every 
claim on which was occupied. The bon. gentle
man had actually told them that under the Act 
of 1869 land could only be resumed for public 
purposes. Did he think that was a provision of 
that Act? 

The Hox. J. M. :aiAOROSRAX: \Vould you 
rezume it for private vurpoceo? 
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The PRK1'v1IER : What did the hon. gentle
man mean by "public purposes" ? \Yas he 
playing upon wnrds? Lnnd might be resumed 
under that Act for any purpose the Government 
thonght fit. There was no restriction whtttever 
in the Act of 1H!)(J :ts to the purpose to 
which lands resmned should he put ; aml 
it contc:Lined no HUch word::; aH had been Hug~ 
gested by the lwn. member. There was 
Rintply power given to re:::nnne any vortinn, nr 
the whole of a run ; in order to do so, certa.in 
notice must be given, anrl if not dissented from 
by both Houses of Parliament, the resumption 
would take effect, an<l the land would become 
Crown land, to he dealt with in any way the 
Government thought proper. And that was 
what the hon. gentleman now called repudiation. 
In the name of fortune, what was the next 
thing that would be called repudiation? They 
had been told over and over again that all the 
Act of lSG!.J really conferred upon the pastoral 
les.':lees wrts a six n1onths' tenure; and now, 
when it was proposed to exercise that power, 
it was called repudiation. There was no argu
ing with hon. Inernbers who used such argun1ents. 
The facts were that under the Act of 1869 runs 
might be resumed upon six months' notice when
ever the Government or Parliament thought it 
desirable to do so ; and when resumed the Gov
ermnent could do whatever it pleased with the 
land. The object, of course, in resuming the 
land was to pnt it to some better purpose than 
that to which it had been devoted, and Parlia
ment would determine from time to time 
what was a sufficient or better way of deal
ing with it. The Government considered that 
the lands of the colony were being monopolised 
to an injurious extent by large owners, and that 
they should be t::tken ont of their hands, anrl 
placed iu the hands of small owners to be 
settled upon as closely as possible. Hon. gen
tlemen opposite used to say that was their 
object, but now they said it was not their 
object, and that it ought not to be the object of 
the country. That was the power that the 
Government and Parliament had, and that 
power must be exercised from time to time as 
land was required for settlement. 'That power 
had never been exercised oppressively, but it 
must be exercised as fast as land was wanted for 
close settlement; and if the pastoral tenants 
did not take ad vantage of the provisions of the 
Bill they woulcl remain under the Act of 18li9, 
and any portion of their runs would be liable to 
resumption whenever they were wanted for 
settlement. They could not say where settlement 
would be required in the course of three or four 
years, but wherever it wa,; re<]uired there mnst the 
land be taken away from the pastoral tenant' 
who held it under the Act of 1Hli!.J. Of course, 
land held under the Bill could not be taken away 
until the lease expired ; but if it wae not under 
the present Bill it could be taken mvay. He 
wished to say a word or two with regard to the 
position of leases in the rail way reserves. Under 
the Railway Heserves Act, and the \Vestern 
Hailway Act, the provisions of which were 
substantially analogous, it w'ts provided that on 
the resumption of runs in the re,erves created by 
those Acts-thctt was, by exercising the powers 
of the Act of 1HG9-the land would neverthele,;s 
be subject to lease. It was a kind of formal 
reqnnption by which the land was made avail
able for alienation, if re<[uired, but not other
wise. In fact, while the html was opened for 
selection, it still, for all practical purposes, 
remained " portion of the run. };xcept in 
regard to certain powers of selection, nothing 
was to interfere with the rights of the 
Ie~:seeR; so that, in point of fact, the 'dwle of 
the laud nnt actually alienated or selecteLl re
mo,ined a pMt of the nm. That wao the efiect 

of those Acts. It might be desirable to make 
the matter ~omewhat more clear by inserting an 
express provision in the next section; and he 
was glad that attention had been drawn to the 
rmttter by the h<m. member for Burnett. 

The Hox .• T. M. MACHOSSAN said the 
hon. gentlen1an had not n1et hir-; argtunent~, and 
he thought ·it was because he could not do so. 
\Vhat he said, as plainly and distinctly as pos
sible, \\·as tlmt a lessee under the Aet of 11-l(;!J 
had got tt twenty-one years' lPasc under certttin 
conditions, one of which was that the land should 
be resumed in a certain way ; and he held that 
if they wanted to take land away from him they 
should do so in that way. But instead of that 
they were now going to pass an Act by which 
they could resume the whole of the run if they 
pleased. 

The PRE::\IIER: 1'\o. 
The HoN. J. l'vi. MACBOSSAN maintained 

that it was so. That was the very thing they 
were doing. The Minister for Lands had stated, 
in reply to a question put to him, that in the 
case of lessees under the Act of 1SG9, within the 
schedule, who did not choose to come under the 
Bill, the whole of their runs might be taken 
from them. He (Hon. J. J'vl. Macrossan) main
tained that that was repudiation. That was not 
the way in which the lessees bargained that their 
land should be taken. The bargain was that it 
should be taken from them in a certain way, and 
to take it in any other way was illegal. 

The PREMIER said of course any other 
way was illegal. If a man did not choose to 
come under the provisions of that Bill, the Bill 
would not affect him in any way whatever. If 
the larul had to be taken from him it must be 
under the Act of 1869. That had been said all 
along, and nobody ever said anything to the 
contrary. If a man chose to come under the 
provisions of the Bill there was no repudiation. 
He could not understand the hon. gentleman. 
There was power under the Act of 18G9 to take 
the whole of a run if it was wanted; and it 
was perfectly optional for a man to come under 
the provisions of that Bill. 

l'vlr. ::YlOHEH:EAD said that was not actually 
what fell from the hon. the l\1inister for Lands 
and the hon. the Premier. \Vhat the Minister 
for Lands said was, that if lessees under the Act 
of 18{)(1 did not come under the provisions of that 
Bill they had better look out for themselves, for 
they would have notice given them that their 
runs would be resumed under the fi:Jth clause of 
that Act. There was a disclosed threat made by 
the J\;Jinister for Lands and by the Premier. He 
(Mr. Morehead) joined issue with the Premier in 
his interpretation of the 55th clause of the Act 
of 18Gfl, and maintained that it did not intend 
that lmul should lJe resumed from the lessee to 
be utilised for the same purpose as it was before. 
And that wa:; proved by the fact that the 
lessee was entitled under the existing law 
to a renewed lea;;e for fourteen years. He 
would read the clause relating to that, as 
it would show which was the more liberal 
measure-the Act of 1SG9, or the Bill before the 
Committee ; and also that the lwn. gentleman 
w>ts utterly wrong in his arguments in reply to 
the hon. member for Townsville. The 44th 
clause of the Act of 1HG!.J said-

•· [t ~hall be lawfnl for the Governor, on the expira
tion of a11y cxistiug lea.se or proJ11ise of lem<P, to grant to 
the holder tlwreof a renewed lease for fourtC'en vcart' or 
the la.nd lleld by him, or such )Jortion thereof ;ts f'hall 
not be requlrecl to be resumed for s::~le, or otherwbe 
lawfnlly withdnLWll from merrly pa~toral OCCUlJation."' 

The PHE:\ITElt : c\ny existing lc>tSC? 

::'llr. ::'IIOREHEAD oaid the hon. "entlc111an 
kuew au wcllao he did whatthJ.t c!o.uoe lllballt, aud 
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he had admitted it in that House before now. The 
words he (iVIr. Morehead) wished to call atten
tion to were, "merely pastoral occupation." 
That did not mean what was proposed under the 
Bill before the Committee-namely, to withdraw 
land from pastoral occupation, and put it under 
pastoral occupation again in what were callccl 
gmr,ing farms, which ~were to be locked up for 
thirty years. That was the liberal land law 
which the present Clm·ermnent proposed to pass. 
'J'he Act of 1869 clearly laid it down that where 
lnnd was wanted for better purposes than "merely 
pastoral oceupation"-that was, where the settle
ment of land could be effected by throwing it open 
to selection-resum ptionshoulci take place. There 
could be no misconception as to the intention of 
the law, for the phraseology was f[uite clear. 
\Vhen closer settlement was desired there was 
all the machinery in the pre,;ent statute by 
which it could be achieved. But wlutt he rose 
to point out was that the Premier was utterlv 
in error with regard to his contradiction of tlie 
hon. member for Townsville. As he (1Ir. 
Morehead) had shown, the 55th clause of the 
Pastoral Leases Act was intended to be put in 
operation when they required to secure closer 
settlement ; and proof positive of his statement 
was found in the fact that the Act had 
always been worked in that direction, and had 
worked very well indeed. The Minister fo~ Lands 
had stated that one of the chief reasons that 
that Bill should become law was that he wanted 
to give his sons and his overseers and his friends 
an opportunity of obtaining some land. That 
was the principal reason why the land was tu be 
taken away from its present occupants. He 
thought if the Premier would read the 40th :tnd 
subsequent sections he would see that what he 
(Mr. Morehead) had said was absolutely true. 
He would tell the hon. gentleman that opinions 
of legal gentlemen, possibly quite as capable as 
himself, had been taken as to the meaning of the 
40th clause, and they agreed that any intelligent 
man, could only read that one way. In resuming a 
mans run, not only was the balance of his 
twenty-one years' lease taken away, but also the 
renewal for a further period of fourteen years, 
to which he was absolutely entitled under that 
clause. 

The PREMIER said the sooner thn,t delusion 
was expelled the better. The 40th section had 
nothing whatever to do with leases under the 
Act of lSGD .. It siJ:?ply referred to pre-existing 
leases rnentwnecl m clause fi. The wording of 
the clause showed that very clearly. The 5th 
clause stated that lessees who surrendered " their 
existing leases or promises of lease" could "obtain 
new leases under the provisions of this Act." 
The 41st section perhaps referred to leases, under 
the Act of 1869, but if it did, it could not possibly 
come into operation until 1890. There was 
therefore no necessity to discuss it now. 

Mr. NOR TON said he did not think it was 
wise to go on with that discussion about the 
provision with reference to renewal of leases 
for fourteen years. 'rhere were other clauses 
which indicated the intention of the Act. He 
had no hesitation in saying that the intention 
was to allow the Government to resume 
lands for ~election, but not for re-leasing 
under the circumstances under which they 
were now leased. If the contention of the 
:Premier were any good at all, it amounted to this : 
that the Government might say to the lessee, 
"If you do not choose to pay us an increased 
rent we will resume your land, and cut it up into 
blocks of twenty-five sqnare miles each, and let 
these small blocks to anyone we choose." Let 
them look at the G.'Jth clause. According to 
that clause the < ~overnment had the right to 
p;Gume from runG any portion not exceedins 

2,iiGO acres. Bnt if that was not sufficient they 
might, by a pl"ocess which was laid down in the 
statute, resume the whole of the run. 'J'he land, 
however, was not taken from the leHHce, even 
though it was resumed. The last part of the 
clause said :-

"The lessee of aH land:-; so reserved may reqnirc that 
lands alienated or selected for ~ale iu -virtnc of sw·h 
re~8rYation~ shall be computed in dcdnetion or tlu) 
l'f·nt paid by such lcH~ec, and the :unonnt of rent, to he 
rmnit te(l Hlmll be detpJ·mincd bv arbitration i11 rcrcrcnee 
to the grazing capabilities or tlie said lea~;ello1d.'' 

If that country were to he taken away from 
them merely to be resumed, why was that 
provision made for a reduction of the rent in 
the case of sale or alienation? There was no 
object in making a provision of that kind if it 
were to be re-let. It stood to reason that if the 
tenant had the rnn which he held for twenty-one 
years they could not take it from him and chop 
it up or re-let it. 

The PRKi\IIER: You will sec. 
:Mr. NORTON said he did not doubt what 

was the hem. member's intention, after what 
they had been told. It was to dispossess the 
lessees of tho'e runs, and re-let them to other 
lessees. The intention of the Act was laid clown 
very clearly, ami there was no mistrtke about 
its meaning. The next clause, 5G, dealt with 
the same subject in another way. He presumed, 
from the manner in which the Act was drawn up, 
that when a run was resumed, the lessee should 
g·ive up all right to it; but, according to the 56th 
cla~me, they were told-
"~otwitllstanding any notice of resumption, the 

lessee shall have a. right to depastnre on the re\ilumed 
portion until the s:.nnc shall be actually alienated or 
otherwise disposed of by the Crown, when the lessee 
shall be entitled to claim, and be paid by the Crown, the 
value of his improvements ereeted or made on the lnnds 
so alienated or dispo:-;ed of, such value to be ascertained 
by arbitration under the provisions of this Act." 
There they had in the first place a resumption by 
the Crown. Then they had a provision in the 
1st clause that after the resumption of that 
land the lessee should continue to occupy th<:l 
land if he chose, and, in the event of the land 
being alienated, the portion of the land which 
he then held he would hold under a different 
tenure, and he should be paid for improvements 
included in the land which was alienated. It 
was already provided that so long as he 
did hold he should continue to pay rent, 
and that when alienation or selection took 
place he should cease to pay rent upon the 
portion taken away. Could anything be cleaJ·er 
than that? The run should not be taken away 
and re-let. He did not think any sane man 
would contend that it entered the minds of the 
framers of that Act that the Government, during 
the duration of those leases, would attempt to 
take away those leases and give the country to 
someone else. If that were to be clone why 
should not the run he taken from the present 
holder and he let to somebody else? If they 
once admitted the argument that the run could 
be taken away, then they must admit that it 
could be taken away and re-let in one block to 
one man, or cut up and re-let to several. It 
appeared that that was the only construe· 
tion that could be put upon the Act. 
But there was another question. According 
to the contention of the Government, the 
whole of the lands within the schedule would 
he brought under the Bill when it became law. 
That was to say, it would be optional with the 
present lessees to hold under their previous 
tenure if they chose; but they would be always 
in expectation of their land being resumed if 
they did not come under the Bill, and re-let to 
other persons. The hon. Premier thought it 
probable that they would copw under the l3ill1 
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and if they did they would pay a higher rent 
than they did at present. The object of the Bill 
was to compel lessees who held country under a 
certain tenure, and at a certain rent, to pay 
a higher rent. There were numbers of runs 
enclosed within the schedule which were held 
for a ;,hnrt length of time; they would have to pay 
that increased rent, and would have a tenure 
of fifteen years. Compare them with the favoured 
few who were down in that lower corner of 
the colony which was excluded from the 1st 
schedule in case X ew South \V ales men should 
come and occupy that land. The men inside the 
schedule from the Yery first paid a higher rent, 
and g·ot a lease for fifteen years ; but the men on 
the Lower \Vanego who had held their runs for 
twenty years or more would continue to occupy 
them until there would be '' risk of them being 
ln·ought within the schedule, or until, for some 
renson, they whlhed to come under the Bill. 
They would he left undisturbed until the rail
way went there; at any rate they could 
reasonably expect to be undisturbed for many 
years. The result was that they would 
g-o on occupying the whole of that country 
at a lower rate than they now paid, and not
withstanding the term they had already had it, 
until toward:; the end of their lease there was no 
prospect of being brnught within the schedule, 
when they would make an application to be 
brought under the Bill. \Vhen that application 
was made they would come under the Bill in 
exactly the :;ame position as other men who came 
in at once, and who had not held their country 
half as long. They would probably be compelled 
to pay the same rent, and would get fifteen 
years' tenure for the part not resumed. \V as 
that fair to men all engaged in the same 
occupation, and a large number of whom, in 
the unsettled districts, were engaged in a much 
more lucrative occupation than those inside the 
schedule! A larg·e number of the men living on 
the Lower \V arrego an<l in the interior were 
sheep-farmers, and sheep-farming was far more 
]Jrofitahle than cattle-farming. All those ad
vantu,ge1j were given against those in the 
schedule, many of whom were merely cattle
farmers, because the country was not good 
enough to put sheep on. They had seen too 
much of those divisions. ]~very body who had 
been inside, or had seen much of the settled dis
tricts, knew that the condition in which they were 
placed :;ome years ago, when the Pastoral Leases 
Act was passed, was very favourable to those out
side compared with those inside; and it was a mere 
continuation of the same thing. There were ad
vantages and benefits conferred upon one class 
of lessees which the others were deprived of. 
The hon. :Minister for Lands could not meet his 
contention when he said it was unfair to place 
certain tenantH in an nnfair pnHition, and he 
could not meet his argument when he contended 
that the object of the Act of lSmJ w:cs to enable 
the Government to resume w h:ct lands they 
liked for selection, but certainly not to let them 
to graziers for grazing purpo.set':i. 

The 2\HNTRTER FOR LANDS ~aid that, if 
the alteration of the schedule so as to include the 
Lower \Y arrego "ould be sutficient to prevent 
their having another such interminable speech 
from the hon. member as that they had just 
heard, he might see his way, when he came to the 
schedule, to alter it. He ·was very glad to hear 
that there was a very well determined line of 
difference between the Government and the hon. 
member for Port Cnrtis and the hon. member 
for Balonne as to the manner of settling the 
country. They had consistently contended all 
through that the squatters were entitled to hold 
their runs until they were wanted for other pur
poses-he presumed, for agricultural purposes. 

::\1:r. MOREHEA.D: They never said so. 

The MINISTER l!'OR LANDS said that 
was what had been contended for all through by 
the member for Balonnc-that the squatter was 
entitled to hold his run until it was required for 
other purposes. 

Mr. MOHEHEAD: Yes; sale or selection. 
The MINIS'fER FOR LANDS said if that 

were the case they might as well give those men 
the land in perpetuity, or at least they might 
hold it for the next half-centmy. In many parts 
of the country it would be quite that time before 
anything couid be done in the way of agriculture, 
as the land could not be used for such a purpose 
until they bad irrigation. 

Mr. AHCHER: The question is whether the 
htw allows that ; we are dealing with the law as 
it stands. 

The MINISTER FOH LA::\TDS said the law, 
as it stood was very defective in that respect. 
It shut up that land, according to the contention 
of the hon. member for Balonne, for all time. 
The hon. member claimed that nobody should 
deal with it except in some way different from 
the way in which it was. de~lt with ":t pr~se_nt. 
That was where he mamtltmed the1r eXIstmg 
land laws were wrong; they did not allow a man 
to have the land to carrv out the same work as 
was being carried out on.it now. That had been 
a want felt all over Queensland, but it did not 
suit what he must call the grasping notions of 
the hon. member for Balonne, who wished the 
present holders of those lands to hold them in 
perpetuity. 

Mr. MOHEHEAD' I want a contract to be 
carried out. 

The :MINISTER :FOR LANDS said it had 
been maintained over and over again that thP 
contract was not an absolute one. 'l'here was 
the power of resumption, and they might as well 
take ;1,way the whole effect of the resumption as 
to say that the resumption should only be forcer
tain purposes-that the land was to be resumed 
for gold·digging, or for a cabbage garden. 'fhe:v 
might just as well say that nothing but a China
man with his cabbage garden shoulrl be allowerl 
to encroach upon the leaseholder's property. If 
that was so, and if that was the contention of 
hon. members opposite, it at all events served to 
define very clearly the difference of opinion he
tween members on the Government side of the 
Committee and members opposite. 

}\fr. XOHTON said he was glad to hear thP 
hon. member say that, after such an intenuinabln 
:;peech as he had made just now, he would con
sider the advisability of altering the schedule. 
Did he speak ten minutes? 

The MINISTER FOR LA::'\DS : An hour it 
~emned to nte. 

Mr. NORT0::\1 said upon his srml the hon. 
n1e1nber was the Ino8t gros.H exaggerator he ha1l 
ever heard. And what the hon. member hacl 
j u~t said waR groH~ exaggerati{)ll. He n.tten1pted 
to meet his (Mr. X orton's} argument, that the Act 
was intended to allow the Government to resume 
land for sale or selection, by saying that the~· 
contended that the land should not be resumed 
except for cultivation. \Vhoever said such a 
thing'? Over and over again the hon. metn ber 
had got up to answer an hon. member on that 
side, and had never once attempted to argue 
with the :;tatements made. He continually 
misrepresented and exaggerated what they 
said, and never applied his arguments to 
what was really said on the Opposition side 
of the Committee. The fact wa•, there waK 
no attempt at argument on the Government side. 
The hrm. member talked of "interminable 
speeches," but what had the hon. member done 
when he introduced the second reading of that 
Dill? The hon. member spoke for hours, ~nrl 
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there was not a clause in the Bill he did not 
refer to. The hon. member had occupied three 
hours and a-half of the time of the House in 
introducing the second reading of the Bill ; and 
the greatest portion of that time he occupied in 
reading the marginal notes to the clauses, and 
sometimes in reading clau>es that they had in 
the existing Land Acts. That was what he called 
explaining the Bill on the second reading ; and 
now he talked about "interminable speeches." 
He (Mr. Norton) could speak as long as the 
hon. member if he thought it necessary. There 
was this fact to be noticed. The hon. member, 
during the whole of the evening, had got up to 
speak several times, and he had not once taken 
the absolute statements of hon. members on the 
Opposition side, but had exaggerated them, 
and had then argued against Hmnething 
which was never said at all. He observed that 
in the hon. member's speech just now. 
Neither the hon. member for Balonne nor 
himself had ever said, or even hinted, or ever said 
anything which would give even the shadow of a 
hint that the intention of the Act was only to 
allow the Government to resume lands from runs 
for the purpose of cultivation. He had read the 
words of the Act himself-" Land may be 
resumed for sale or selection." It was not 
a question what ought to be done; what 
they had to deal with was the Act as it 
existed, and the leases given under that Act. 
They were held under certain terms, and he for 
one contended that whatever those terms were, 
were they bad or good for the country, so long as 
the lease was given the Government had no 
right to break faith with the les,~ees and take the 
land from them merely for the purpose of letting 
it again. If that Bill was introduced merely to 
extract an increased rent from the lessees, which 
they could not have extracted from them under 
the present Act, he said it was repudiation of 
the worst kind. 

The PREMIER said that, now that they had 
had a clearly formulated statement of what the 
views of the Opposition were-and they were 
the views of the old squatting party-he would 
venture to suggest that instead of discussing the 
Minister for Lauds they should discuss the clau,;e 
under consideration. Hon. members must see 
that discursive speaking simply prevented the 
discussion of the Bill. If a division took place 
upon the amendment now, one-half of hon. mem
bers would not know what it was about. Dis
cursive speaking really prevented an intelligent 
discussion of the Bill ; and if hon. members 
would confine themselves to the discussion of the 
clause, and propose amendments which they 
thought necessary, if a division took place hem. 
members would understand what it was about. 
Hon. members could also see that they had 
:tctually driven members out of the Chamber 
by discussing endless things which were not 
before the Committee at all, and particularly 
their favourite object, the Minister for Lrmds. 
There were some hon. members who had a real 
desire to make progress with the Bill, and there
fore he asked that the discussion should be con
fined to the clause under consideration. 

JHr. NORTON said he thought the hon. 
member was guilty of a great piece of imper
tinence. Did he refer to him (l\Ir :\orton) 
as discussing the Minister for Lands? He had 
never done thn,t, :tnd therefore he hoped the 
hon. member would reserve hi:; renucrks for those 
who did discuss the Minister for Lamk If the 
Premier thought that by laying down the law 
in that way he was going to advance the Bill 
much faster, he was greatly mistaken. That 
matter had been brought forward because it was 
connecter! with the clause before the Committee. 

J\!Ir. JORDAN said he should like to know 
what the hon. member for Port Cnrtis meant. 

As he understood him, he meant that unless land 
wa:; w:mted for alienation the lessees under the 
Pastoral Leases Act of lSG\l had a right to its 
pos.,ession in perpetuity. 

Mr. NORTOX: No; I did not. 
J\Ir. JOHDAX said he would then like to 

know exactly what the hon. member rlicl mean. 
Did he mean that unlesB the !mu! was wante<l 
for alienation it would be a violation of the 
compact with the lAssees to resume the 
whole or a portion of it'? \V ns it maintainerl 
that unle.,s it was wanted for a higher 
purpose the lessees had a l'ight to it in per
petuity? lt was fair to assume that it would be 
wanted for a higher purpose. The very fact that 
the selectors must fence it in in three years 
showed that pastoml occupation would be on a 
different principle; and the higher rent showed 
that the holders would have to spend a certain 
sum of money on the conservation of water ; 
therefore it was that those ~mall holdings would 
be put to a higher purpose. That, as he under
stood it, was the main object of the Bill. 

1\Ir. NORTON said that if the hon. member 
would rend the :)6th section of the present Act 
he would understand what he (Mr. Norton) 
meant. It was there clearly laid down that the 
Government had a right to resume the land they 
required; that the lessees had a right to depasture 
their stock on the resumed portion, and would pay 
a rent on that, but the land was open to selection 
or sale ; and when it was selected m· sold, then 
the lessee ceased to pay rent on it. 

Mr. STEVENSON said they had been told by 
the Premier that if a division were now to take 
place on the clause not a single 1_nember would 
know what it was about. He qmte agreed w1th 
the hon. gentleman, because they found that 
the Minister for Lands and the Premier con
tradicted each other. The :Minister for Lands, 
a little while ago, in reply to the leader of 
the Opposition, distinctly stated that under 
the Bill there was no opportunity for the small 
o-razier to come in, and that that was the chief 
~eason why he wanted it passed. On the other 
hand, the Premier said that under the Bill they 
could resume land for any purpose they liked, 
and that it would be let out to the agriculturist 
or small grazier to use in any way they thought fit. 
The two hon. gentlemen, as usual, th~refore, 
contradicted each other. If the Prenner was 
right, what was the good of the Bill? If the 
sm"ll grazier could be accommodated uncler the 
present Act, what was the use of taking all the 
trouble to pass that Bill? The Minister for 
Lands did not know what he was talking 1cbout. 
He complained about the hon. member for Port 
Curtis making long speeches. The hon. member 
for PortCurtis at any rate generally talked sense, 
anrl. that was more than they got frml). the 
Mini,;ter for Lands as a rule. \Vhat did the 
hon. gentleman want to do with the Bill? The 
Premier distinctly said it wa:; only to be a per
missive Bill, but then he said that with respect 
to those who did not come under it they would 
see what would be done with them. 'rhat was a 
threat. They had been told by the 1\Iinister for 
\Vorks that it would not affect him one single 
bit, but that they would see what would be done 
with those who did not come under it. He as 
much as threatened that if they did not come 
under it the whole of their runs would be re
sumed. If what the Premier said-that they 
could resume the whole of the land, and 
put it to any purpose they thoug-ht fit
was right, what was the use of all the 
fuss about passing the Bill? 'l'he ::Yliniste~ for 
Lands accused hon. members on the Opposrtwn 
side of wishing to retain the land entirely for 
pastoral purposes when it might be wanted for 
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cultivation. There was not a •iugle member 
on that side who had set up any contention of 
that sort. The hon. member had set up the 
contention by his own argument in saying that 
there was no opportunity for the small grazier 
to come in. The hon. member said he wanted 
to assure the position of the squatter. Consi
dering the hon. metnber's action since he carne 
into ofnce, he had better hold his tongue about 
that. Considering the reputation he had 
obtained, not only in administering the law, but 
by his legislation, he ought to say nothing 
more about assuring the position of the squatter. 
He had clone more to destroy the security of the 
~quatter than any man who had previously 
administered the Land:; Department. The only 
little security the squatter had was the Jll'e
emptive right, and the Minister for Lands had 
attempted to do aw'"Y with that; and yet he 
talked about assisting the squatter. They had 
better understand what hon. members on the 
Government side really meant, and it would be 
well if, as he had before suggested, the Premier 
and J'>Iinister for Lands would come to some 
decision between themselves before they go~ up 
and made contradictory statements, as they were 
in the habit of doing, night after night. 

Mr. J\IIDGLEY s"'id, to facilitate the passing 
of the measnre, he frequently refrained from 
saying what he felt dis)J<'"ed to say, but the dis
cussion they had had for the last hour had been 
to him an eye-opener. He had felt considerably 
startled and dismayed at the doctrines which he 
had he,rd proponnded in Committee that night. 
He had as keen a nose for anything in the shape 
of repudirttion as the Inqnisition had for heresy, 
and he abmninated it as much as anyone; but he 
had heard doctrines propounded setting forth that 
the squatters had a claim to hold hundreds of 
sr1uare miles of available country to the exclusion 
of settlement. He thonght that doctrine was 
exploded, and that it was a creed of which most 
men would be relnctant out of policy to 
acknowledge themselves the disciples and 
admirers. The speeches he had heard showed 
really how brittle and uncertain the tenure of 
the s<JUatter was now, from the fact that the 
whole of the runs might be resumed at any time. 
If they were to accept what they had heard 
that night as being the correct version of the 
case, ~he fact was that no Government would 
ever feel itself at liberty to propose any 
modified, or different, or better form of tennre 
or settlement than that which now existed. The 
large pastoral lessee was not the most desirable 
form of settlement. He was a man who did his 
work and played his part-a man against whom 
he had not a word to say ; but there came a time 
in the history of the colony, in the progress of 
events, when it was desirable, and not only 
desirable-for it was desirable from the begin
ning-bnt when it was possible for a hundred 
men to engage in the same pursuits, and reap 
something of the sttme advantages that were 
derived by the originttl occupier and on 
the same area of lnnd. The doctrine they 
had he,,rd, if cnrried out, would prevent 
any Government proposing such a land systmn 
as that proposed in thn Bill. He was really sorry 
thnt wha.t they ha•l heard seemed to be the old 
spirit and asiJirations of which they used to 
know so much, but which he had begun to 
think were clead and buried. Since the Bill 
had been in committee he had not lost 
sight of the discussions that had taken 
place ; and he was free to confess, constrained 
to confess, that he considered- though it 
might seem an ungracious thing to say so
that the proposed system of resumption was 
too elaborate, complicated, and involved. ~What 
they were attempting was a mere experiment, and 
the whole thing C01lld have h8en :tccomplislwd 

by a less elaborate and complicated machinery 
than those clauses and the schedule. Under the 
Act of 1869 it would have been possible to have 
obtained possession of land in sufficient quantities 
to try the experiment in all its varions branches. 
The Government could have resumed land 
in portions large enough to have a large quantity 
of land available for grazing fltrms and for agri
cultural farms. They could have done that under 
the existing Act, but at any rate they could have 
embodied their principles in the Bill in a much 
less elaborate way. But they could not have 
done one thing. 'fhey could not have made the 
pastoral tenant pay a larger rent under the Act 
of 1869, and that was really where they had got 
into some measure of difficulty and dilemm~ 
by wanting to give the squatter an option, 
and wanting to constrain him into doi~g 
something which was not !t part of lns 
present agreement. Perhaps that h~td arisen 
through the desire to do two almost antagonistic 
and cert,inly different things. He would like 
to ask now if there was no further information 
available as to what w"s likely to be the effect 
of the Bill upon the revenue of the colony. They 
anticipated from the measure not only in
creased and closer settlement, but they antici
pated increased revenue. Now, supposing 
a great number of those squatters should 
say, ''The offer of a different and better tenure is 
not sufficient to induce me to part with my pre
sent tenure, inasmuch as I will have to pay more 
rent and get no different conditions "-supposing 
a large number should refuse to come under the 
Act, was it probable that the anticipations with 
reganl to increased revenue would be rea
lised 1 If those men were compelled to take 
the alternative, and if the land wa" 
resumed, would that not also be likely to 
tell against an increase of revenue? If the 
Government could give any information as ~o 
what would be likely to be the effect of the B1ll 
on the revenue of the colony, he was sure it 
would he more satisfactory to the minds of " 
good many members of the Committee. He WM 
certain of this: that they ought to have~ great 
many more gmzing settlers than they had already 
in the colony, and certainly they ought to have 
a larger revenue from pastoral occupation ; but, 
seeing that the measure was to a certain extent 
optional, was it likely that from the squatters 
the result of an increased revenue would be 
obtained? If there was any information that 
could be given it would be a very valuable help 
to the Committee. 

The PHEMIER said it was quite impossible 
to give more accurate information in respect to 
the effect the operation of the Bill would have 
on the revenue. 'fhe hon. gentleman had dealt 
with only one object of the Bill-to provide for 
closer settlement by areas of grazing and agri
cultural farms. But there was another object 
of the measure-to secure a more adequate 
return for the was-te lands of the colony and to 
give a tenure to the pastoral lessees, under which 
they were likely to put the land to a better 
use. The Government believed that the induce
ments offered to the pastoral tenant by the 
Bill were such that he would take advantage 
of its provisions, but they could not make him 
do so, because that would be breaking a bargain. 
If, however, the pastoral tenant came under the 
provisions of the Bill, the Government would 
receive more rent; if he did not, the Government 
lost any increase of revenue from that source, 
but would get an increase from the grazing and 
~tgricultural selections. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said that, to his mind, the 
word "run" in the clause under discussion had a 
meaning different from the meaning it had in the 
interpretation c!anse, and in thP- 6th 0ln1we. 
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proposed by the hon. member for Stanley. The 
3rd paragraph of the llth clause said :-

"Provided that any 1Htst.oral tcn::tnt of a run w·ho 
takes advantage of the lll'Ovisions or the third part of 
this Act in respect of ;o,uch run shall not be entitled to 
purchase under the provisions of this section anv lanct 
comprised in such run." ~ 

And the 23rd clause said :-
"At any time \Yithin six months after this 11art of 

this Act becomes applicable to any rnn, the pastol'al 
tenant thereof may give notice to the Minister that he 
elects to take advantage of the provisions of this AcL 
with respect to snch run. 

"The notice of election shall be in the form in the 
third schedule to this Act or to the like effect,. 

" In the case of two or more conterminous runs being 
held by the same pastoral tenant, the whole sl'"ll be 
dealt with as one nu1." 
It also provided that the board might require 
any consolidated run containing more than ;)00 
miles to be subdivided, so that any two portio11s 
should not contain less than 500 miles. \Vhat 
he wished to know was, whetlwr, if the right 
of pre-emption were used to the extent of 2,ZiGO 
acres, of the value of £1,280 on each block, the 
pastoral tenant would be debaned from any 
supposed privileges which might exist nnder the 
23rd clause l 

The PREMIER said that notice would be 
given under the provisions of the Bill with 
respect to each separate run, and the pastoral 
tenant would have six months in which to make 
up his mind whether to come under the clause 
or to pre-empt-supposing he was entitled to do 
so. Of course, if he pre-empted on a particular 
run, that rnn could not be reckoned in the 
consolidation. If a tenant had thirty runs, and 
wished to pre-empt on one, he could give notice 
with respect to the other twenty-nine, and have 
them consolidated. 

Mr. MO REREAD said he as~umcd that if >t 
pastoral lessee had ten runs of fifty square miles 
each-which might be treated as one consoliclated 
run-if the lessee had the right to pre-empt on 
five of them, >tnd exercised his right, those runs 
would stand outside the Bill altogether, anrl 
would have to be dealt with separately. The 
word "run" semned to have two rueanlngs. 

The PHEMIEH said that a "rtm" was a 
"run" throughout the Bill. It was defined in the 
interpretation clause to be " the land eo m prised 
in any such lease or license." There was a 
separate lease or license for e:tch block of country. 
If there were several conternlinonfi runs belong
ing to the same owner, and he desired to bring 
them under the provisions of the Bill, they would 
be treated as a consolidated run. 

Mr. MO REREAD said that if there were ten 
runs of fifty square miles, which might take a 
zigzag direction, and upon five of which the 
lessee had the right to pre-empt-that would give 
an opportunity to a wettlthy man tn "peacock" 
the different blocks. 

The PREMIER said they would have to get 
a map to see how that would be worked out. 
Bupposing a man had sixteen runs in the position 
of the squares composing a quarter of » ches:.;
board, and that he happened to have nmcle 
improvements to the extent of £1,280 on each of 
the hlocks represented by the white srruares, and 
none on those represented by the black S<Juares; 
if he then desired to make a pre.cmption in each 
of the white sqnares, he would be entitlecl to do 
so ; but the black squares, not being conter
minous, could not be consolidated. But that 
there should be improvements on all the white 
squares and none on the black, was extremely 
improbable. 

Mr. MOREHEAD asked whether it would 
not be well to introduce et clan'e by which the 
consolidation of pre-emptiYe rights .<h"11lrl he 

allowed in such a case as he had indicated. He 
knew some blocks where a considerable number 
of pre-emptives mi:;ht be taken up under the 6th 
clam;e, which would seriously hamper the sub
didsion of runs; and the matter was worthy of 
the consideration of the Premier. 

The PREMIER said that a tenant would find 
it so extremely inconvenient to cut up his holding 
into a number of separate runs, that they might 
trust to his self·interest not to attempt it. As 
to consolidated pre-emptions, he wa• aware that 
he had to share the blame with others foJ' 
what was dlme many years ago, when they di<l 
not perhaps know so much on the subject as 
they did now ; but he was not going to be a party 
to consolidating pre·emptions 1my more. 

Mr. MOHEHEAD said the Committee were 
entitled to know how many leases had expired 
by eflluxion, since the 3ht lleeember, 181':2, with 
the IUtll1CR of the lessees. 

'l'he PREMIJ;;R said he was under the im
pression that a return to that effect had already 
been laid on the table. 

The 1\HNISTJ;JR FOR WORKS (Hon. W. 
Miles) said the hon. member for Balonne 
and the hrm. member for 1'\ormanby had 
done all they possibly could to injure the 
pastoral lessee, by the way in which they 
had set themselves to attack and badger 
the Minister for Lands ; they had been the 
means of preventing a number of beneficial 
amendments lJeing made iu the Bill. By their 
offensive manner towards the l\Iinister for Lands 
they had prevented that attention being gi\'en 
to the Bill tu which it was entitled. As to the 
Act of 1869, which the hon. member for Balonne 
considered the most libeml J~and Act that harl 
e~·er been pasoed, the object of the framers of 
that measure was to provide land for settle
ment whenever it was required. Under that 
Act the pastoral lessee wa., simply a tenant
at-will, whereas under the Bill the Government 
proposed t<J give him half hi:; run with security 
of tenure as compensation for giving up the other 
half for settlelllent. As to pastoral lessees not 
coming under' the Bill, he did not think they 
would be such fools a:;; not to take ad vttntage of 
it. The rents \v<mld be trebled, and no hon. 
member would dare to say that the rents now 
paid 'vere anything like aclAqnat~:. By con1ing 
under the Bill the 1Jastoral tenants would have a 
security for one-lutif of their runs, which was not 
the case under the Act of 18()(). 

Mr. 2\ICYREHJ~AD said the Minister for 
Works had jnst admitted that the Bill introduced 
by the Government stood in need of several 
beneficial amendments. After some very in
coherent abuse of himself and the hon. member 
for Norrnctnby, he went on to say tho,t the Act of 
1860 gave only tt teuancy-at·will, whereas the 
present Bill gave a secure tenure to those '\vhn 
chose to avail themselves of it for one.half of 
their rnns. < ln the latter point he was utterly 
at vnriance with the hnn. gentle1nan. He had 
always heen oppose<! tu fixity of tenure so !nr ;1S 
regarded the srp1::~tter:.;, and from that pomt of 
view the Act of l~G9 was the l1est Act for the 
good of the people that was e.-er passed l1y the 
Legisbture. A:; tn the pretended fixity of tmmn; 
given by the Bill, what was it worth? The1·c; 
wu.:-5 no tenure ever given ln~ the H onse that 
could not be repealed by the ·House. l~vcn the 
Dill itself proposed to re[Jeal a certain portion of 
the existing la \V--·--

The ;vnKISTEll :FOR ·woRKS ; N'n. 
:\.fr. :\fOREHEAD said that was the case ; an cl 

he wns referring to the pre-e1npti \re right ; flnd :t 
future Parliament could repeal thele::cse that ·.v>ts 
110\V proposed to be gi \·en. Tl1o.-.:e lt>ase:-: cnnhl 1 ,e 
nnc(on<' ns easily as the prrsrnt 111ajority of thnt 
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House proposed to abolish the Act of 1809, and 
destroy the tenures and pre-emptive rights 
therein contained. If a pre-emptive right could 
be destroyed most certainly any lease created by 
that House coulcl be destroved. The :Minister 
for vVorks might laugh. The hon. gentleman 
knew as well as he did that what he said was 
true. The hon. gentleman had told them too 
that night-and had said it with an assumption 
of earnestness that would lead those who did 
not know him to believe that he was in 
eamest-he had told them that the squatter 
had been too long paying too smi1ll a rent in 
this colony. The hon. gentleman discovered 
that when he ceased to be a pastoral lessee. 
\V hen the hon. gentleman got rid of hi;, free
holds and leaseholds, he then came to the con
clusion that he could give an unbiassed opinion 
on matters-pastoral and other». He was sorry 
that old age had not made the hon. gentleman 
Hwre generonR or kind. He was :-mrry that, 
having got np the ladder of Hucces8, and 
through the ladder of sqnatterdom having got 
to th9 top of the tree, that the hon. gentle
man should try to kick away the ladder 
by which he achieved the position he was 
now in. He recollected that in those days 
the hon. gentlen1an \Vas very conservnti ve in 
regard to the rents ; that he thought the rents 
were amply sufficient; in fact, that the squatters 
were a very highly taxed portion of the com
munity; but no\\" having-to use a vulgar ex
pression-feathered his nest, he had come to 
the conclusion that the sqmttters did not pay 
half as much as they ought, or anything like 
it, to the revenue. He (:Yfr. :Morehead) thonght 
that every hon. gentleman in the Committee 
knew how the hon. member (the :Minister 
for \Vorks) macle his fortune. It had been 
through squatting, and now he would do all he 
could to prevent any other 1nan attaining· his 
position by the same means. The remarks of 
the hon. gentleman about the Act of 18()9 
were quite illogicnl, bemmse he had admitted 
that power was given in it to dispo,;sess 
wh:tt he was plensed to term teJmnts-at-will; but 
umler the Act which the hon. gentleman nnd his 
colleagues now :1sked that Committee to pass, he 
proposer! to lock up the lanch of the colony to 
pastoral tenants and otherwise, for spaces from 
fifteen to fifty years in wlut he was pleased to 
term indefeasible leases. All he (l\:Ir. ]\forehead) 
could say w:1s that if he lived five years and 
should be a member of that House, and if the 
Bill became law-he was perfectly certain that it 
wunld be undone-that indefeasible leases would 
he broken up, not by action inside t.he House but 
by action outside the House. 

Mr. STEVEXSON said that the hon. member 
for Halonne and himself got a grei1t deal of credit 
from the :Minister for \Vorks for obetrncting the 
Bill or preventing it from being amended. The 
hon. gentleman seemed to admit that a good deal 
of what was bad must be in the Bill, since he thought 
it was capable of amendment. At any rate he was 
not going- to have the blame thrown on him of 
having the Bill amended, and the hrm. Minister 
fur ·works, if he thought the )~ill was passing in 
a lmd shape, harl better take the bl>1me to him
:-;elf, the ~Iini~ter for Landf.>, and 1ds co1leagnes, 
instead of cns..;ting it on the OJ )position. The 
~1inie>ter for Lands had brought forward seveml 
amendments already ; and let him bring- forward 
other amendments if he could not accept them 
from the Opposition, anclnot place the blame on 
them. He knew what the hem. gentleman 
meant perfectly well. The lwn. gentleman 
wished to thr•>W tlHl blame on the members of 
the OppoRition sirle of the Committee, alHl wished 
to excuse himself in that w<~v for not fulfilling 
his promise to a certain seetion. on the :3Iinisteri,;1 
side. On thH seennd reading of tlw Bill tlw 

Government found out that certain concessions 
would have to be given in the homestead clauses, 
and on that point they kept their prorni,e. A 
section on the Ministerial side of the Hcv1se was 
strong enough to make them keep their prc!1~1ise 
with the inflnencethnt came from the Opposrtwn. 
Another promise was made in regard to the 
pre-emptive right to a certain section of the 
House. '!.'hat promise hi1d not been kept, 
and the Minister for Works was going to 
put the blame on the Opposition for their 
not having kept that promise. But the Op
position were not prepared to take the blame 
on themselves. They knew perfectly well that 
the Minister for Works and his colleagues 
were not 3incere in rnaking that prmnise. rrhey 
had exposed the Government who clid not 
like it, i1nd wanted to cast the blmne 011 

the Opposition, and the Minister for \Vorh 
got up and said that had it not been for the 
action of the hon. members fur Balonne and 
Normanby, very beneficial amendments might 
have been made in the Bill. \V ere they coming 
to this farce, that they had got a Ministry so 
paltry, that even any cavilling from the hon. 
member for Balonne or himRelf could stop them 
from lJutting any beneficial a1nendrnents into 
their Bill, and were thus m:1king the whole colony 
suffer for the action of the hon. member for 
Balunne and himself. The Minister for \Vorks 
was surely going off his head ! The hon. gen
tleman knew perfectly well what he wished to 
sBy, and knew that he had kept a certain 
section of the House quiet under the 
impression that he was going to make certain 
concessions in regard to pre-emptive rights, and 
other matters which he had failed to do; an cl 
therefore he wished to excuse himself by blaming 
the members on the Opposition side of the Com
mittee. Thnt was what the hon. member wished 
to do, but they did not intend to accept the 
blame. He thought that Committee, and the 
country, had to thank the hon. member for 
Balonne and himself for getting a great deal of 
the information out of the Premier and the 
J\1inister for Lands, that would never have been 
got ont of them except for the action which they 
had taken. 

The :i\UNISTJm l<'OR WORKS said he had 
pointed out that in the very last clause of the 
Bill which was discussed some valuable amend
ments had been made. He maintained that if 
h<m. members on the other side would approach 
the Bill in n calm deliberate spirit the Govern
ment would be prepared to accept any reason
able amendment in it. The Jwn. member for 
Balonne, who had accused him of being ac
tuated by selfish motives, ought to be the 
last member of the Committee to make such 
an accusation ; because he and his firm had 
got more out of the Crown lands than all 
;,ther people put together. If the Opposition 
had made a proposition that ought to have 
been made, their proposal would have had fair 
consideration, but what had been the conrse 
they had followed'? 'fhey had got up and 
abused the J\finister for Lands, night after 
night, like a pickpocket. If he (the Minister 
for \Vorks) had had charge of the Bill he woulct 
not have accepted one single amendment. 

Mr. MOHEH.EAD Raid that the amendments 
in the Bill had all been brought in by the 
C~nvernrnent, am! with regard to the clause-

d I<'or the pnrpo:o:;es of this f.!cetion, the lease of any 
run, the term 'vhercof has expired 1Jy effiuxion of time 
since the 31st dflY o! December, 1882, shall be <teemed 
to be a sul)sisting.lease nntil the expiration ofthe veriod 
of ~ix months hcrciubcfore mentioned'·'--
it dealt with all leaseH renewed under the 
40th clause of the l'astoral Leases Act of 187(), 
which waR the clanse he proposed to renew. 
Now, those runs which had lJl'en held under 
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various tenures-under the Crown Lands Occu
pation Act of 1863, under the Orders in Council 
and other provision~-were to be put in the 
same category, after a rene\v:tl for fourteen year'-', 
with runs taken up under the Act of lSGH, aml 
were only to suffer-if there was any suffering in 
the matter-by having one-half taken away 
from them. He hel<l that that waB very 
nnjust. Some of those runs had been held for 
over thirty years ; and therefore, if there was 
any jURtice in the measure, they shonld snffer 
proportionately. He should like to know from 
the Ministerfor Lnnd" whether there was not to be 
smneRpt~ci:tl provi~ioniW.tLle for those l'UllS that had 
boon held for so many years? ] f the contention 
of the hon. gcntlmnan w~LH a just one, those run:-; 
should sufi"er a proportionrtte loss of territory, or 
more than the othernmscontained in the schedule. 
He therefore asked, were they not to Le treated 
on the same differential scale as the other runs 
proposed to be dealt with by the Bill 1 

The 1\DNISTJ<:R FOR LANDS srtid that 
runs that had been held for thirty years 
\Vere ver~... 1nuch in the san1e position as 
thoee that had been held for twenty years; hnt 
the hon. g·entleman seemed to think that they 
shoulcl ha ,·e a larger area taken fl'llm them than 
tho.,e that had been held for twenty years. 

l\Ir. M< lR:EHEAD : Why not; if there is 
anything in yonr contention? 

'rhe l\1 ENISTER FOR J,ANDS said he 
thought thrtt nms that had been held for twenty 
years wer~:-: in a position to surrender as large a 
proportion of territory, or larger, than those 
that had been held for thirty years. Outside the 
•ettled di,tricts there was very little country 
that had been held for more than twenty-two or 
twenty.threeyearH, excPpt in one or two districts, 
and those were not distriets that would be 
especially affected by the Bill. 

.Mr. NOR TON: Where are they? 
The 1\U:'\IST:EH JCOJt LAXDS said some of 

the we,;tern portions of the Darling Downs 
district, which were very inferior country. The 
portions that would be affected by the Bill would 
probably be treated as scrub land more tlmn any
thing elBe. Some portions of the {: pper ])aws:on, 
which had been held probably for twenty-seven 
or twenty-eight years, were al:'lo very inferior 
country. There were patches of good country 
in it, but the greater portion would more 
likely come under the definition of "scrub 
lands" than anything else. He had heard 
the hon. gentleman contending before that runs 
that had been held for twenty years should be 
treated leniently-even more leniently than those 
held for a shorter period ; but now he took up 
different ground, and said tlutt runs that had 
been held for thirty years should surrender a 
larger proportion. 

Mr. 1\WREH:EAD : Admitting yonr theory, 
which I deny. 

The M1NISTRR FOR LANDS said the pro
portion w:ts fixed according to the time the runs 
had been helcl. 

Mr. STJ<~VEKSON said tlmt as the Minister 
\Vorks had finished his obstruction, he would 
ask some questions with reference to the Bill. 
A question had been aske<l of the :Minister for 
Lanrls that evening in regard to country which 
had been already resumed by the Government, 
but the former lessees of which were still paying 
rent for. He understood the hon. gentleman to 
say that that country would be considered as 
included in the runs, and he wanted to know 
if he intended making any special provision for 
that, because he thought there was no provision 
for it in the Bill at the present time? 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS said he had 
answered the question befme. Land that had 

been resumed from runs, and was opened for 
selection, and upon which the lessees were still 
paying rent, would he trented as p~rt of the 
rented run and dealt with as portwn of the 
consolidated run when it came tu be divided. 

1\b. STEVENSO:'< said what he wanted to 
know was whether rtny provision of that kind 
appeared in the Bill; and, if not, whether the 
hon, gent1mnan intended to n1ake provision for 
it~ He did not wtmt to know what the hon. 
the J\Iinister for Lttnds thought he ought to do, 
bnt that the matter should cbe clearly and di~
tinctly lai<l dO\m in the Bill. 

The 1\Hl'\ISTER FOH LANDS said a provi
sion of the kind referred to could he introduced 
in the next clause. 

:Mr. ::YlOTIEH:EAD : \Vill it be introduced? 
The MINISTElt JcOR LANDS: Yes; that 

is the proper Jllace for it. 
Mr. J\TOREH:EAD said the hon. the Minister 

for Lands hrtd stated that only a smallm:mber 
of nms would be affected by the last pm·tion of 
clause 23. Could he give "the Committee any 
idea of what the number was? 

The l\IIXISTJm FOR I,ANDS: No. 
1\Ir. l\IOimHEAD srtid he could do so. 
The 1\fiKISTElt :FOR LANDS : Why did 

you ask me, then ? 
1\Ir. 1\J.OUEHEAD said he did so because he 

wanted to ascertain if the hon. gentleman knew 
as much about his own business as he (.iHr. 
1\Iorehead) dirl. The number of runs that would 
be affected by the latter part of the 23rcl ~lanse 
was over 4ii0. The hrm. gentleman had tned to 
hoodwink the Committee by saying that only a 
small number of runs would be aifected by it, but, 
as he had stated, over 4;"i0 runs would be affected, 
certainly not less. 

The MIXISTJ·~R FOR LANDS : Held over 
twenty years? 

1\Ir. 1\IOimHJ~AD said: A great deal longer 
than twenty yertrs-many of them had been held 
over thirty years. If the hon. gentlema': would 
take the trouble to look at the return winch had 
been moved for by the hon. member for 1\Iackay, 
he would see that what he (Mr. Morehead) had 
staterl was perfectly correct; and if he would 
look into the mlttter a little more closely than he 
had apparently done hithert~, perhap~ he would 
be able to give the Connmttee a httle more 
infor1nation. 

The l\IINISTEH :B'OR LANDS said possibly 
the hon. gentleman might be correct as to the 
number of runs that would be affected by thrtt 
clause. But even if he were, he (the Minister for 
Lands) still thought that the holders of those 
runs should not be dispossessed of more than ~me
half. He did not wish to do any man a serwus 
injury any more than the actual rer1uirements of 
the country demanded ; and because a man had 
held his run for more than twenty years that 
was no reason why he should be dispossessed of 
more than one-half. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said he was surprised at 
the sudden con version of the :Minister for Lands. 
The hon. gentleman was now using exactly the 
same arguments that had been advrtncedal~ along 
by members on that side of the Commlttee
nmnely, thrtt not more than one-half of those 
runs which had been under lease for twenty 
vears should be taken awav. The arguments 
the hon. gentleman brought 'forward that night 
were scouted by him the other evening when 
they were user!" by members of ~he Oppositi?n. 
Lessees of runs on the Barcoo, formstance, whwh 
had been held for twenty years, but which had 
changed hands more than once, would suffer a 
«reat injustice if the measure were passed as 
it stood, by having their runs taken away 
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from them. All he asked was whether the 
runs were to be dealt with on a sliding scale? 
The hon. gentleman said the lessees referred to 
should not be dispossessed-he fancied the hon. 
gentleman used that word unthinkingly - of 
more than one-half. The hou. gentleman had 
introduced a system in his Bill, and he now told 
the Committee that certain lessees should not be 
disposr;essed of more than one-half of their runs, 
more especially as some of them might Jucve 
only held them for a few years. That was 
pxactly the contention of members on that si< le 
of tlw Committee, but it had not been admitted 
hy the CMernment side until that night. 

Clause put and passed. 
The MINISTER FOR LANDS moved that 

the Chairman leave the chair, report progress, 
and ask leave to sit again. 

The PREMIER said he had prepared two 
amendments with reference to land formally 
resumed but not actually taken from the lessee, 
and for which rent was paid; and with reference 
to runs within the rail way reserves. It was 
proposed to insert them after the 1st subsection 
of clause 24. The amendments would be circulated 
in the morning, but for the convenience of hon. 
members he would read them now :-

Land which has been resnmed from a run under the 
provisdons of the 5;Jth section of the Pastoral Leases 
Act of 1869. but has not been alienated or selected for 
sale, shall be deemed to be a portion of the run for 
the pnl'}JOses of the division thereof. 
That was the first; and the second was as 
follows:-

In the case of runs within the railway l'Cserves 
crea,teU by the "\Yestern Rail way Act, and the Railway 
Reserves Act, the whole or any part of which has, since 
the pusHing of those Acts, respectively. been rcsnmed 
from lands under the provisions of the 55th section of 
the Pastoral Leases Act of 1809; so much of the rc
~nmed lands as has not been rf'gerved, selected, or 
alienated, shall be deemed to be a portion of the run for 
the purpose of the division thereof. 
In each case he had followed the words of the 
section giving the parties the right to use the 
land. 

Question put and passed. 
The House resumed; the CHAIRMAN reported 

progress, and obtained leave to sit again 
to-morrow. 

NATIVE LABOURERS PROTECTION 
BILL. 

The SPEAKER reported that he had re
ceived a message from the Legislative Council, 
returning the Native Labourers Protection Bill, 
with certain amendments, in which they re
quested the concurrence of the Legislative 
Assembly. 

On the motion of the PREMIER, the con
sideration of the message was made an Order of 
the Day for Tuesday next. 

HEALTH BILL. 
The SPEAKER reported that he had received 

a message from the Legislative Council, returning 
the Health Bill, with certain amendments, in 
which they requested the concurrence of the 
Legislative Assembly. 

On the motion of the PREMIER, the con
sideration of the message was made an Order of 
the Day for to-morrow. 

ADJOURNMENT. 
The PREMIEH, in moving the adjournment 

of the House, said : I have not had time to con
sider the amendments made by the Legislative 
Council in the Rettlth Bill, but I believe that 
they are likely to be ones to which this Rouse 
will agree. As that measure is an urgent one, I 
propuse to take it first to-morrow, and afterwards 
to go on with the Land Bill. 

The House adjourned at twenty-eight minutes 
past 10 o'clock. 

Motion for AdJournment. 955 




