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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 
ThuTsday, 9 OctoueT, 1884. 

Questions.-I,oan Estimates.-:J.Iotion for Adjournment. 
-Health Bill-Consideration of Legislative Council's 
Amendments.-Sk:rring's Roa·l l~ilL-.:\Iotion for 
Adjourmnent.-Crown Lands Bill-comrnittec.­
Adjournment. 

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

QLTESTIOXS. 
::\[r. ALAXD asked the Colonial Secrctary-
1. Ha~ he ref'dvetl a letter from I .. m·d Denbigh re­

questing the relnndment ot certain expenses ilwuneLl 
by the 'rranscontinental Raihvay BynLlic:Lte ~ 

2. Has he replied to such letter::-
3. \\~ill he lay on the table of the House copies or the 

conespoudence P 

The COLOXIAL SECUETARY (Hon. S. W. 
Griffith) replied-

1. I have received a letter fron1 Lord Denbig·h as 
chairman of the Australian Tntnscontinental Railway 
Syndicate, suggebting that the Government should 
indem1111'y them against the expenses incurred by the 
company in connection with their proposal to construct 
a railway to the Gulf of Carpentaria. 

2. I have replied to the letter, declining to entertain 
the claim. 

3. Copies of the corre:o;pondence will be laid on the 
table as soon as possible. 

Mr. NORTON, in the absence of Mr. Chubb, 
asked the ::\Iinister for \Vorks-

1. ·what 1H'0~'1·ess, if any, has been made during the 
present year in surveying a line of railway from Bowen 
to or towards the Bowen River~ 

~- \V ill the 1Iinistcr, during the pre:-;ent se~,-;ion, Jay 
upon the table of this House the plan and book of 
referenee of such railway, ot a section thereof, and as.k 
the neecssary Parliamentary sanction for the srnne? 

The MINISTim l<'OR WOltKS (Hon. W. 
Miles) replied-

1. A preliminary survey has been made from Bowen 
to the Coalfiel<ls, and a party is nowengagedsurveying 
a trial line. 

2. rntil further reports are received from the Chief 
Engineer, it is difiicult to state positively when plans 
nnd book of reference can be submitted for approval of 
Parliament; bnt if snch plans, etc., can be furnished in 
time, they \Vill be submitted for approval tllis session. 

LOAN ESTIMATES. 
The HoN. Sm T. };foiL IVRAI'TH said : Sir, 

I understood the Treasurer some fortnight or 
three weeks ago to intimate to the House that he 
expected to lay the Loan E'timates on the table 
of the House within a few days. May I, without 
notice, ask the Colonial Treasurer when he ex­
pects to put the Loan Estimates before the 
House? 

The COLONIAL TREASuRElt (Hon. J. R. 
Dickson) : In answer to the hon. member fur 
JI/Iulgrave, I may say the Government are giving 
attention to the formation of the Loan Estimates, 
and hope, as soon as further progress is 1nade 
with the Land Bill, to lay them on the taule of 
the House. 

The Hox. Sm T. M oiL WRAITH : If I 
understood the hon. gentleman rightly, when he 
promised them about a fortnight ago he said he 
would lay them on the table in a few days from 
that time. I forget exactly when he rmtde the 
promise, but I have been looking out for the 
Loan Estimates every day. 

The COLONIAL TREASUUER: I do not 
wish to retract anything I said. I did say within 
a few days, or shortly, and I hope they will be 
laid on the table of the Hmme within a reason­
able time. 

MOTION FOR ADJOURNMENT. 
Jlilr. NORTON said: Mr. Speaker,-There is 

a matter to which I think it is desirable the 
attention of the House should be called; and I 
beg to move the acljoumment of the House in 
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order to bring it under the notice of the Minister 
for vVorks. In the Courim· of this morning there 
is a paragraph referring to the carrying of 
corpses on the railway line. The paragraph 
reads thus:-

"As an outcome of complaints recently made, a 
circular memorandum has been issued by the Acting 
Commissioner for Railways in reference to the con­
veyaY.tCe of corpses by rail. Attention is to be paid 
t.o the selection and special preparation of vehicles for 
this purpose. It is considered that a. covered goods 
waggon, thoroughly clean and having a wagg-on 
sheet spread neatly on the fioor, would answer 
the purpose ; horse-boxes are not considered suitable 
for this purpose. It is scarcely practicable to have a. 
1nortuary-car specially constructed, and the instructions 
now given will doubtless prevent further complaint on 
this ground." 
I ca!l:tttention to this matter becau,.;e I think at 
the present time, when there is a good deal of 
disease and infection hanging about, it iB highly 
undesirable that corpses should be carried in 
waggons used for the carriage of ordinary goodK. 
If this l'lan is :tdopted we may have the corp,.;e 
of sotne per::-;on who died of smnc contagion::; 
or infectious disease carried in a goods 'va:.tgon 
one day, and the next day we may have the 
same waggon used for carrying food or clothing 
to people in the country. The idea of carrying 
corpses in waggons which may be afterwards 
used for carrying goods appears to n1e unplea­
sant. It may be considered sentimental on my 
part to say so, but to my mind there is a cer­
tain unpleasantness and nastiness in the idea. 
The great clanger is that of infection from 
adopting a system of this kind. I notice that in 
the '!ther colonies they have waggons or vehicles 
speemlly constructed for the conveyance of dead 
bodies to the different cemeteries along the line, 
and I cannot see why the same could not be done 
here. However much we may desire to prevent 
a waggon used for this purpose being used for any 
other, we may be sure it will be used for 
some other. IV e may be quite sure that one 
special waggon will not be set apart and kept 
apart for that purpose, unleb'l it is made for that 
purpose alone. \V e are told in the paragraph 
that "horse-boxes are not considered suit:tble 
for this purpose." I should not imagine they 
were. It would not occur to anyone that 
horse-boxes were made for that purpose. 
If, >es it appears, it is in contemplation by the 
Railway authorities to adopt this plan, I would 
suggest to the Minister for 'Works that the only 
proper vehicle that should be made for the pur­
pose-and I am sure it can oe made very easily, 
and would be very easy to put up-would be one 
of the light waggons. It would want cover­
ing, of course, and it would then do just as well 
as the best covered waggon. It could have a top 
put on for the purpose, and it could be marked, 
so that it would not be likely to be used for any 
other purpose. I am quite sure the hon. member 
will see the force of what I say. By adopting a 
course of this kind, there would not be the Fame 
possibility of dangerous diseases being c:trried 
from one place to another. 

'l'he MINIS'rER FOH WORKS said : I can 
assure the hon. member that, whoever caused 
that paragraph to appear, the department lmcl 
nothing to do with it. There has been no mention 
of carrying corpses in a covered goods waggon, nor 
was it ever entertained. The matter was brought 
under my notice by a paragraph which appeared 
some time ago, to the effect that a dead body 
had been brought duwn from Toowoomba in one 
of the horse· boxes, and complaint was made that 
the box was in a filthy condition. I made inquiries 
and was told that the statement was entirely 
untrue, and that the horse· box was swept out 
clean I talked the matter over with the Acting 
Commissioner for Railways, and it was found 
ntt~rlyimpossibleand absurd to carry dead bodies 

in wa"'"ons used for carrying goods. If we con­
Rtruct~raggons for the purpos.e, considering that 
the sunnner months are com1ng on, 've should 
require one at every station along the line. 
lT nless that were done, a waggon really would be 
useless. I can assure the hon. member that, so 
far as I am concerned, I will endeavour to s~e 
that dead bodies shall not be conveyed m 
waggons that are used for carrying goods. 

Mr. KORTOX : I am glad to hear that the 
paragraph is not correct, thoug-h it had the 
:tppearance of being so, bec:tuse i1: ref~rred to. a 
circular being sent out. ·when 1t sa1d ~o dis­
tinctly that a circular had. been sent. 1t was 
only natural to suppose that mther the wnte.r had 
seen it, or had seen someone who had seen 1t. I 
accept the assurance of the hon. member, an.d ant 
glad to hear it. I beg to withdraw the motwn. 

Motion withclrawn accordingly. 

HEALTH BILL-CONRIDJWATION OF 
LEGTRLA'l'IVE COL':XCIL'tl Al\f:E::\'D­
MEKTS. 

On the motion of the PREMIER, the Speaker 
left the chair, and the Hnnse resolved itself 
into :t Committee of the ·whole to consider the 
amendments made by the Legisbtive Council in 
this Bill. 

The PREMIER said that the first amend­
ment made by the Legislativo Council was in 
clause 23. Tliat provided that a local authority 
miiTht if it thotwht fit, provide a map exhibiting 
a syst~m of sew~~·age for effectually draining the 
dis'trict. The Legislative Council's amendment 
provided that the local authority-

" Shall, whenever any sewer IS made in its district, 
provide a map indicating the position of every such 
sewer." 
He had no objection to the principle of the 
Council's arnendment; but thP tern1 "sewer" 
was, by the interpretation clause, applied to ot.her 
kinds of drain~, including open Htreet dra1ns, 
and drains made by private persons for <!raining 
their own land. By the amendment he propo~ed, 
the application of the clanse wonld be lnmted 
to what was evidently intended-covered drains 
made by the local authorities. He proposed t0 
insert the word " coYered" between the words 
" any" and " sewer." 

The HoN. Sm. T. M oiL WRAITH s:tid he 
did not understand why they should make the 
clause apply only to covered sewers; why not to 
open sewers as well? 

The PREMIER said that the word" sewer," 
unless qualified in some way, would include the 
drains running down the side of the street. The 
interpretation was taken from the English Act-

"' Drain '-)leans anv c:'lrain used for t.he drainage or 
one building only, or~ of premise:-; within the same 
curtilage, a.nd made merely for the pnrpose of e~m­
munieatiug therefrom with a cesspool or other hke 
receptacle for drainage, or with a sewer into which ~he 
drainage of two or more buildings or premises occupied 
bv different persons is conveyed; 

-•· 'Sewer '~Includes Rewers and drains of every descrip­
tion, except drains to which the 'vord 'drain' as abO\'B 
defined applies." 
He understood that the ohject of the amendment 
was to enable persons to connect the drains from 
their own premise~ with the public drains; but as 
the Council's amendmentstood,adivisional board, 
whenever it made a gutter down the side of '' 
road, would have to put it on the map. He 
should propose another amendment which would 
exclude private drains from the operation of the 
clause. 

Mr. KATES said he took the opportunity of 
correcting a statement which was made in 
another pbce, and appeared in the previous day's 
Hansanl, in connection with this Bill. Speaking 
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of the town of \V arwick from a sanitary point 
of view, it was said :·--

,, 11he reason why ·warwick waR so unhealthy was 
because of the porous natnre of the soil, which allowed 
the ti.lt.b to percolate into the wells." 
And later on-
.. Ancl n~ for 1\~arwirk, he was aware that the people 
had ::;nft'cred from (ll'inking foul water." 

ll c th•mg-ht he shnulr! be nhle tn prove, from 
><tntistics which had been laid on the table of the 
l I ouse, that \V arwick was not such an unhealthy 
place; that, in fttct, the dettth-ratein \Varwick was 
the lowest in the c-1lony. Compared with other 
municipalities, it was the lowest according to the 
statistics of 1883. He found that in the muni­
cipality of Bowen, with a population of 900, the 
death-rate--

The HoN. Sm T. MciL\VHAITH rose to [t 

point of order. They were discussing the HNt!th 
Bill,.and what had they to do with thedea.th-rate 
in \Varwick ? 

'rhe CHAIH.l\IXi'\ said that, so far as he had 
an opportunity of judging, the hon. member was 
not speaking to the question, which was ''that 
the Legisltttive Council's amendment be further 
amended hy inserting the word ' covered' after 
the word 'any.'" 

Mr. KATES said that he should reserve his 
remarks till the House resumed. 

Amendment agreed to. 

On the motion of the PRE:VIIER, the clause 
was further amended by inserting the words "by 
it" after the word ''made." 

Question-That the amendment, as amended, 
be agreed to-put and passed. 

The PREJ\UER said that in clause 2fl the 
Legislative Council had struck out the words 
"the carriage-way of" in 8Ubsection 2. 'The 
clause, as it originally stood, prohibited the 
rnaking of cellars under the carriage-way of any 
street, and the Council's amendment extended 
the prohibition to the construction of cellars 
under the footpath. He thought the amendment 
a good one, and moved that it be agreed to. 

The Hox. Sm T. MciLWRAITH said that 
that was rather a sweeping prohibition. How 
would it apply to places in Queen street, for 
instance, where they already had cellars under 
the street? 

Mr. BEATTIE said he was afraid the amend­
ment would not be an ad vantage, for the reason 
that in some of the principal towns of America 
a system had been 'adopted by which the foot­
paths were excavated underneath and the cavity 
used for carrying telegraph and telephone wires, 
and gas and water pipes, all over the city. The 
system allowed the authorities to place the whole 
of the wires and pipe,-which were generally over­
head or just underneath the ground-in the cavity 
he spoke of, which was a great convenience. If 
the ttmendment wtts agreed to, that experiment 
would be prevented here ; an experiment which 
had proved a great public convenience in other 
large cities. 'rhe latest information he had was 
that in San Francisco all the wires and pipes 
were now carrie(l underneath the footpaths, with 
openings here and there so that they might be 
got at if anything went wnmg. If he was 
assured that the amendment would not prohibit 
that which he had mentioned, he had no objec­
tion to it. 

The PREJ\IIER said the amendment would 
only prevAnt such an experiment being tried 
without the consent of the local authorities. 
He had no doubt the system mentioned would 
be tried some day, but it was proper that the 
local authorities should approve of it, and give 
their consent, 

Mr. SCOTT said in the caRe mentioned by 
the hon. member for :Fortitude V ttlley the whole 
of the footpaths were excavated and the cavity 
used for many purposes. The experiment lmd 
proved most useful, nnd he did not suppose tlmt 
nny local nutlwrity woulrlobject to anything of 
tlul>t sort being done . 

. \rnendment t\greed to. 
The PRK:VIIEH. s'1id the next awe1Hlment 

war; in clansc 4(), in whid1 u. printer'K prror 
occurred, and which hnrl escaped notice. He 
moved that the ttmendment be agreed to. 

fluestion put and passed. 
The PHE::YIIER said the next amendment 

would be found in clause G8, where an attempt 
had been made to define a common lodging 
house. Hon. members would not have forgotten 
that the question had been previously discussed 
and there was a great difference of opinion as to 
whether it was desirable to insert a definition in 
the Bill, and they had eventually come to the 
conclusion to give it up. The definition inserted 
by the Council was taken from the municipal 
laws of the State of Chicago, but some verbal 
alterations had been made. Nothing required 
more care than a definition of that sort, and 
he thought a further verbal amendment would 
be an improvement ; for the omission of a 
comma in one portion of the definition as printed 
in the " Votes and Proceedings " rather altered 
the meaning of the sentence. That was a verbal 
criticism, but it was the sort of criticism that 
would be made use of if there was an appeal 
against a conviction in respect of a cominon 
lodging-house. He would propose now that the 
amendment be agreed to, and he would propose 
a verbal amendment afterwards. 

The HoN. Sm T. J\lciLWRAITH said the 
amendment would include every boarding-house 
in town. There were !Tlt\ny highly respectable 
hoarding-houses which took in people for two or 
three days. The amendment was absurd. They 
had discussed the question before, and why 
should they accept a definition which had been 
discarded before? 

'l'he PHEMIER : It is not the same definition. 
The Hmr. Sm T. 1\lciL ·wRAITH said it was 

the same in spirit, at all events, and would 
include all respectable boarding-houses, and make 
them subject to police supervision. 

The PREMIER said it was not intended, nor 
was it desirable, that the definition should apply 
to all boarding-houses of the better class ; and of 
course it was quite true, as pointed out by the 
hon. gentleman, that the most respectable lodging­
houses took in people for less than a week; 
but if they limited the definition to houses 
that took in people for a single night, or 
part of a night, those that took them in 
for two nights would escape the provision. 
He was afraid they would have to give 
up trying to define a common lodging-house. 
No doubt the definition in the Chicago regula­
tions was intended tn cover house.; of ill-fame, 
giving the municipality authority over them. 

Mr. SCOTT said it would be a great mistake 
to legislate in such a way as to induce persons to 
break the law, which would be the case if the 
proposed definition were agreed to. The law 
could be easily evaded by persons going to a. 
lodging-house, paying for a week's lodgings, 
staying a night, and getting the balance of the 
money returned to them. 

:\fr. 1\iOREHEAD said he did not see the 
necessity for the words " or are harboured." 
The definition of a common lodging-house given 
in the proposed amendment must be admitted to 
be a most unEatidactory one, 
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The PREMIER said that upon further con­
sideration he thought it was of no use trying to 
define a common lodging-house. The term had 
a recognised meaning in l~ngland in analogous 
stntutes, and it wonld perlmps be better to leave 
the chtu;e as it stood. If they found that it 
would not a1"wer, they might try afterwards to 
find a fitting definition. In the meantime, he 
\Vould ask permi""ion to withdraw the motion 
that the amendment be agreed to, with the view 
of n1oving tlutt it be disagreed to ; the rmtson to 
be assigned being that the proposed definition 
would include lodging-houses of all classes, tu 
wany of which the provbions of the Bill were 
not applicable. 

Motion withdrawn accordingly. 
The HoN. Sm T. MaiL WRAITH said that 

;ome definition of a common lodging-house oughi; 
certainly to be inserted in the Bill beeause it 
was provided that a person keeping a common 
lodging-house should be punished if he did, 
or neglected to do, certain things. If they 
could not define a common Ioclging-house, 
how could it be ascertained that a person 
kept one, and was punishable for breaches of 
the Act? A suitable definition ought not to 
be a matter of difficnlty, and he would sugge.~t 
to the Premier to defer the consideration of the 
matter till Tuesday ; and in the meantime the 
hon. gentlm11an's h:nowledge of ~English would 
enable him to solve the question. It seemed 
absurd to punish a man who kept a common 
lodging-house without registering it, when they 
conlcl not put into decent English what a common 
lodging-house was. 

The PREMIER said that, as the mrctter was 
one of importance, it would perhaps be better to 
postuone it for further consideration. 

On the motion of the ria.:MlEH, the CHAIR­
MAN left the chair, reported progress, and 
obtained leave to sit again on Tuesday next. 

SKYIUKG'S ROAD BILL. 
The SPEAKER reported that he had received 

a me, sage from the Legiohti ve Council, return­
ing the Skyring's Hoad Bill without amendment. 

l\IOTIOX l!'Olt ADJO"GRI'\:i\II£XT. 
l\Ir. KATES said: l\Ir. Speaker,~ I rise to 

move the adjournment of the House for the 
purpose of bringing under the notice of hon. 
members a statement I find printed in yester­
day's Hansrml which, if not corrected, will cer­
tainly damage and inj nre the reputation of 
\Varwick from a sanitary point of view. I read 
in yesterday's Hansanl :~ 

"
1rhe reason why 1Yarwick was ~o unhealthy was 

becam;;e of the porous nature of the soil, which allowed 
the filth to percolate into the wells. And if the hon. 
gentleman lived many years-\vllich he hoped he would 
-he would find that typhoid would be the result of the 
system he carried out at his present residence. * * * 
And as for ·warwick he was aware that the people had 
suffered from drinking foul water." 
And so on. I have been a resident of vVarwick 
for twenty ye.:trs, and I can assure you, :Mr. 
Speaker, that thi~ statement isnotcorrect. There 
may be people in Brisbane inclined to go to the 
Downs to take a few months' holiday in \V ar­
wick, who, if this statement is not contradicted, 
will certainly hesitate about going there. I have 
taken some trouble to look at the statistics 
which were laid on the table of the House the day 
t1efore yesterday, in connection with the popula­
tion and death-rate of various municipalities in 
the colony, and comparing \Varwick with six or 
seven other municipalities I fiwl that \Varwick 
has the advantage of showing the lowest death­
rate. I tind that in 1883 llowcn httd a popula­
tion of UOO, number of deaths 28, or 3'll per cent.; 

· Dalby, it popu!<ttion of 1,300, number of de<ttho 31, 

or 2'38 per cent.; Ipswich, a population of 6,100, 
number of deaths 143, or 2·34 per cent.; l\Iary­
borough, a population of ll,OOO, number of deaths 
300, or 2·72 per cent.; Hockhampton, a population 
of 9,MJ2, number of deaths 240, or 2'ii2 per cent. ; 
Toowoomba, a population of i5,400, number of 
deaths 151, or 2·79 per cent. ; Tuwnsville, a popu­
lation of 7,000, number of deaths 274, or 3'91 per 
cent. The borough of Gym pie, with " population 
of 8,000, had 131 dea,ths, or 1·62 per cent.; and 
\Vnnvick, with a population of 3,GOO, had 50 
deaths, or 1·3g per cent. 

The HoN. Sm 'l'. ::\I elL \VHAITH: How 
much? 

Mr KATES: 1·39 per cent. I cannot under­
stand why \Varwick should be mentioned as 
being the most unhealthy place in the colony. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciLWRAITH: vVho has 
said so? 

Mr. KATES: It was stated in another Cham­
ber. If the hon. gentleman looks at yesterday's 
Hansard--

The HoN. Sm T. MciLWRAITH: If you 
had not mentioned it, no one would have found 
it out. 

Jliir. KATES: It is very easy to destroy the 
reputation of a place, but it is very difficult to 
recover it. 

The l\IIXISTER FOR WORKS: Whttt 
about Allora ? 

Mr. KATES: The death-rate at Allora has 
been mixed up with Central Downs, and I could 
not find it ont. I think the hon. the Minister 
for \Vorks knows well that Allora is one of the 
healthiest of places. Allom can do without a 
doctor, and has done so for many years. I con­
sidered it my duty, in the absence of the hon. 
member for \Varwick, who is delayed in Sydney, 
to bring this matter before the notice of hon. 
membe1·s and of the country. There is not the 
slightest reason for any hon. member in the other 
Chamber to say that \V arwick is an unhea1thy 
place. For that reason I move the adjournment 
of the House. 

Mr. ALAND said: Mr. Speaker,~! some­
what agree with the leader of the Opposition, 
that had the hon. member for Darling Downs 
not taken so much notice of this matter it would 
not have been heard very much about. However, 
we can quite nnderstand the hon. gentleman 
being exercised in his mind because a place with 
which he is intimately acquainted has been ma­
ligne<l in the manner in which \V arwick has been 
done in another place. If I mistake not, one of 
the hon. members of that House, in speaking of 
this matter, spoke in very 1nuch stronger language 
than anything which has been made use of by 
the hon. member for Darling Downs. I have 
not read the report in HnnsaJ·d, therefore I 
should not like to give expression to the words 
which have been attributed to one of the hon. 
members of that House. 

The HoN. Sm T. JliiciL WRAITH : Who was 
he? 

Mr. BEATTIE : Mr. Pettigrew. 
Mr. ALAND : As a resident of the Darling 

Downs, I myself feel some interest in this matter, 
and I think that the libel which has been sought 
to be cast upon the fair city on the Downs 
ought to be refuted. \Ve have ever regarded the 
top of the mountains where we live as the most 
pleasant part of the colony tu reside in. It has 
been our wish and effort in times gone by 
and at the present time to induce people from 
the city of Bri,;bane, who live amongst smells 
and things of a nii~er;;tble nature, to pay us a 
v-isit on the Down~ now a,nd again, and I a1n 
quite onre that after readinr; the account which 
h<to been publiched in Hanaard they will come 
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to the conclusion that those Downs certainly 
cannot be as hP.althy as what we wi'h to make 
them out to be. I think, if the people living- on 
the Downs-in fact, sir, you have only to look 
at the faces of the people-the women and 
children more particularly-were contra,terl 
with those who live down here on the sea­
coast--

The HoN. Sm T. l\IciLWRAITH: Oh, oh! 
Mr. ALAND: \Veil, perlmps I ought not 

to say that, ::Yir. Speaker. But of cmm;e I 
do not refer to mere personal beanty. I S"-Y this: 
that there is a degree of healthiness in the 
appearance of the women and children who live 
above the Range which is not possessed by the 
women and children who live, at all events, 
about the city of Brisbane. \Ve meet with pale 
faces here, and we meet with rosy, ruddy cheeks 
on the Downs. I am very gbd that the hon. 
member has taken notice of this matter, although 
I still think if it had gone unchallenged nothing 
would have come of it. 

The SPEAKER: I must remind the House 
that this debate is quite irregular. The 88th 
Standing Order provides that-

"Xo member shall allude to any debate in the other 
House of Parliament." 

Question put and negatived. 

CROWN LANDS BILL-COMMITTEE. 
On the 0l'der of the Day being read, the 

Speaker left the chair, and the House went into 
Committee for the further c<msideration of this 
Bill. 

On clause 24-" Consequences of surrender"­
The MINISTER J<'OR LAl\DS (Hon. C. B. 

Dutton) said he proposed to introduce some 
amendments into the clause to follow subsec­
tion 1, providing for case;.; in which runs were 
held under the Rail way Iteserves Act and the 
\Vestern Railway Act, portion> of which had 
been resumed ; and other cases in which there 
had been parts of runs open for selection but 
which had not been alienated, so that they 
might still be dealt with as portions of the run. 
The amendments were as followed :-

2. Land which has been resmnefl from a run under 
the provisions of the fifty-fifth seetion of the Pastoral 
Leases Act of 1860, but ·has uot been alienated or se­
lected for sale, shall be deemed to be a portion of the run 
for the purpose of the division thereof. 

3. In the case of run~ within the Railway Reserves 
created by the "'\Vestern Railway Act and the Rail­
way Reserves Act, the whole or any part of which has, 
since the passing of these Acts respectively, been re­
sumerl from lease under the provisions of the tifty-fifth 
section of the Pastoral I;eas£C'~ Act of 1869, so mueh of 
the resumed lands as has not been reserved, selet\ted, or 
alienated shall be deemed to be a portion of the run for 
the purpose of the division thereof. 
Those two amendments would meet the cases 
which were referred to last night in the matter 
of resumption under the Hail way Heserves Act, 
and resumption in other parts of the colony for 
the purposes of selection. 

The Ho.\'. Sm T. MciL WRAITH said that yes­
terday the Minister for Lands, when speaking­
he admitted, in a passion--made some personal 
allusions to himself. He intended to replv to 
those allusions at the time, but, as two or tl1ree 
speakers had interp<>sed before he had time to do so, 
he allowed the matter to go. He had an additional 
reason for so doing, and that was that last night 
he determined to confine himself as much as pos­
sible to one object, aJHI that was the furtherance 
of the business of the Government in their Land 
Bill, and with the exception of trying to assist 
in the progress of that measure he did not speak 
at all, just to see wlmt the effect of the hon. 
gentleman's statement would be upon the Com­
mittee. He did not think they progres.;ed very 

much, even with all the assistance he could give 
by his silence. He had not the slightest intention 
of allowing any personal attack made upon him 
by the l\Jinister for Lands to pass. He had by 
him the report of the statements made hy the 
Minister for Lands, which he characterised as a 
scandalous libel, of which the hon. gentleman 
ought to be ashamed:-

.. Ijook at the wav in which the Lanrl Act had hm~n 
aflmini~tf'red for tllC last ci~ht or ten years! The hon. 
m em bel' ror 'rowm;;ville hart ~aid that he did not believe 
in the aggreg-ation of big estates, or ill the lanrl being 
aliemtle{l before there was an.'· po.-;sibility of competition 
or any possiUility of keeping it.. Yet that had been 
done. 

"'l'he Hon. Sir 'r. )lciLWRAITH: -where? 
" 'l'he )1Ir-<IsTtm FOR l.JAXDs: On the verv land held 

by the hon. member for 11ulgrave; that· was on the 
Burr'lekin-40,000 acres, at 5f'. an a.cre. 

"The lion. Sir T. )lclLwJurru: On the Burdekin? 
"'fhe 11LXISTER FOR L.\.XD~: Yes; on the Burdekin. 
'' 'I'he Hon. Sir '1'. }lciLWRA.lTH: By whom? 
f< The :J.IIKTsTER FOR LAl\"DS: sugnr lands were ob­

tained at 5s. an acre, which were worth a good deal 
Inore now." 
If there was any meaning at all in all that, it 
meant that he had got from the Government 
40,000 acres of sugar land on the Burdekin. It 
was a scandalous and untrue statement ; it 
was monstrously untrue. He did not own 
40,000 acres of sugar land, or 40,000 acres of 
land at all, on the Burdekin. He never did 
own it there or in any other part of the 
colony. There was not the slightest grounrl 
for the statement except the abominable cries 
that were got up at electioneering times, and 
which found every shelter in the busy brain of 
the lHini,ter for Lands, who was alwayil glad to 
find anything which he thought might go against 
his opponents. 'l'here was not the slightest 
truth in the statement; and, so br from that, he 
would go a little further and explain the para­
graph which attributed to the late Ministry the 
throwing open of those lands for selection. All 
the sugar lands of the Burkekin were thrown 
open at fis. an acre, not by the late Government, 
but Ly the Government of which the present 
Premier was the Attorney-General, and which 
was led by the Hon. John Douglas. They lay 
open for selection for many years, and were 
afterwa.rds taken up by different parties; so that 
the late Government had nothing to do with 
their being thrown open at all. The late 
Government were not responsible, and it was 
only a long time afterwards that people com­
menced to call them sugar lands at all. As a 
matter of fact they by open to the public for 
yPars before they were taken up. The Ministpr 
for Lands came in and blamed him with having 
been one of those who had aggregated large 
estates. He did not own any such thing as a 
l:Lrge estate in the colony. The whole thing 
was a scandalous and false statement. The 
Minister for Lands said the late Govern­
ment had let all the land go at 5s. per 
acre when it was worth more as sugar land. 
·whether the hon. gentleman knew the truth of 
the matter or not, he did not know, but before 
making a statement of that sort in the Committee 
he should, at all events, have used all the informa­
tion he could get in the Government offices, and 
not go and hear all the scandalous tittle-tattle 
which he ought to know was so often levelled at 
public men. He gave the statement the hon. 
member had made a most unqualified denial. 
It was the only opportunity he h:~d of denying 
it in the colony. He had seen the statement in 
some papers before, but the hon. member should 
have made full inquirie" before he came forward 
and repeated it in that Committee. 

The J\U::\ISTER FOR L\.::\DS sai<l he did 
not Hpeak of any quantity of land with which 
the hon. gentleman was personally connected ; 
but he was represented by repute as well as in 
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the records of the office to be connecter] with the 
purch.ase of tha~ land. It might not be his entirely. 
He sunpl_y smd the hon. gentlenmn was con­
neeted w1th the pnrchase of tlmt land. The 
hon. gentleman sairl he did not throw tho.,c 
hnds open ; bnt when thev knew the mine of 
t.lwsc lands, why did not the h•m. gcntlem:m':; 
GoYenunent exercise their rirrhf"-" an~l witJJdl'~tw 
t.bcm_or limit the qtmntity to"be taken np? At 
the tnuc the hon. gentleman, or the firm with 
whwh he was connecter!, took np tlmt hond, they 
knew very we)l the valne of the land, aml they 
made use of 1t then. He did not say the hon. 
gentleman t!uew tlutt land open, but simply 
that he acqmred the land at that price. 

The Ho:l'. SIR T. MciL WRAITH said the 
statement that was being made by the hon. 
gentleman that the firm with which he (Hon. 
Sir 'r. Mcilwraith) was connected acquired that 
land at that price-40,000 acres of the Burdekin 
lands at 5s. an acre-was a scandalous falsehood. 
He repeated the statement was a scandalous 
falsehood-he did not care who made it; and the 
hon. gentleman had no right to utter it in that 
Committee. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS said he had 
stated the hon. gentleman was connected with a 
firm that had acquired 40,000 acres in that dis­
trict. 

The Ho:>. Sm T. MciL\VRAITH said that 
was not the statement made. The statement 
made was that they had acquired 40,000 acres of 
sugar lands in that district, at 5s. an acre ; and 
he characterised that statement as an unqualified 
falsehood, whoever made it. 

The MINISTER :FOrt LANDS said he was 
very glad to hear that they were not all sugar 
lands. 

The HoN. SIR T. MciL\VRAITH: I am not 
protecting myself under the phrase " sugar 
lands." 

The lVII~ISTEH :FOI~ LAKDS said no doubt 
the hon. gentleman had got as much as he could. 
One thing he knew also, and that was that 
the surveys of those lands even were not 
carried out according to the usual method 
of surveying selections. They were allowed to 
extend along the banks of the river very much 
further than they should have been allowed 
to extend; in many instances the lands which 
the hon. gentleman had selected on the Bur­
dekin \Vere Rurveyerl so aR to Recure the rin~r 
frontages. That he knew for a fact and he 
asserted it from his own knowledge.' As to 
the amount paid for the lands, the hon. 
member tried to take a point in that matter. 
He thought there were some 400 or 500 acres 
in one block for which an additional 5s. per 
acre had to be paid. It was not all sold for 5s., 
but the greater portion of it was sold for that 
amount ; ~nd to say it \Vas not, because a very 
small portwn was sold at 10s., was only a quibble. 

The HoN. SIR T. MciL WRAITH said the 
hon. member was wandering amongst scandal 
that he tried to get up in the Lands Office and 
tried to bring out in that Committee. 'l'he'hon. 
member was not speaking from anythino- he 
knew, but was hinting at untruths, 'and ~-hat 
he ought to know were untruths. \Vhen the 
hon. gentleman connected him (Hon. Sir T. 
Mcilwraith) with a firm that had made selec­
tions in that district, he made an u11true state­
lnent. The hon. member had not the slio-htest 
warranty for making such a statement as~ that. 
He (Hon. Sir T. Mcilwraith) was not a member 
of a firm that had selections in that district at 
all. He held his own station there, and was per­
fectly entitled to do so, and he was perfectly en­
titled to select on it. He wonld like to know where 
the hon, gentleman had the &lightsot warranty 

for making the statement he had made. If the 
hon. gentleman intended to make that state­
ment, he hac! uttered a deliberate falsehood 
in that Committee. :If he meant to make 
~nch an aHHertion, the hnn. gentleman uttererl. 
a rlcliberate falsrhnnd. TlH' hon. member 
ought to take hettcr Juean~" of getting in­
fol'lnatinn h~fore 1naJ..:ing- such state1nents ar-; 
that, especially when he presumed to com"> there 
to alter their land laws, to complain nf th'l 
\ray in which those laws had been administered, 
'md to clntrge those who hac! been in office 
before him with maladministration. The hon. 
member had brought that forward as the 
case in which the greatest maladministration 
had taken place. If there was any malad­
ministration in that case it \\·as due to the 
Government of which the present Premier was 
Attorney-General, as it was that Govern­
ment who threw open the whole of the 
Burdekin lands. The hon. member said that 
if his (Hon. Sir T. Mcilwraith's) Government 
knew the value of those lands, they should 
have raised the price. So they should, and 
that was what his Government did do. 
They raised the price from 5s. to £1 per acre. 
\Vhere was the scandal in that? Yet that was 
what the scandal was raised about, and was 
actually uttered by the Minister for Lands or 
some of the JI,Iinisters in trying to secure votes. 
'rhey said that he had secured all he wanted at 
fJs. an acre and then raised the price to £1 for 
everybody else. That was just the kind of 
scandal men in public positions might expect; 
but they had certainly a right to expect 
something very different from a .:\linister of the 
Cmwn, especially a Minister in charge of a Bill 
such as that before them. They had aright to expect 
also that, when speaking of the character of 
public men, the hon. member should be prepared 
to substantiate the statements he made. 

The PREMIER said that it would have been 
more convenient, if the hon. member had a 
cmnp1aint to rnake concerning ~tuything said by 
the Minister for Lands, that he should have 
made the correction at once. It would cer­
tainly have been more convenient for the 
carrying out of the object which the hon. 
gentleman professed to have in view-that was, 
the pas,age of the Bill through the House. He 
had listened to the hnn. gentleman carefully, 
and he asked himself what it was the 
hon. gentleman contradicted after all. The 
hon. member said he had not 40,000 acres 
on the Burdekin. \V ell, of course, they knew 
he had not 40,000 acres, but the Minister 
for Lands said that the hon. gentleman, and 
the firm with which he was connected, held 
4o;ooo acres. The hon. member took a point that 
neither he himself nor the firm had that amount. 
He (the Premier)thought this would not be denied 
-that the hon. member and the firm with which 
he was connected had between them-individu­
ally, he supposed, though that was no business 
of theirs-an area of land not far from 40,000 
acree, on the Burclekin. The hon. member did 
not deny either, he thought, that that land was 
taken up by selection at 5s. an acre. 

The Box. Sm T. :MaiL WRAITH: I hope 
the hon. member is not assuming that I do not 
deny what he eays. Because, if he wants a 
denial as he goes on, I deny both statements. 

The PREMIER said the records of the House 
would show that the hon. member had 5,000 
acres, and other persons connected with the 
firm with which the hon. member was also con­
nected had about equal areas on the Burdekin 
Hiver. That land was nearly all taken up at 5s. an 
acre, thnngh a little more was ]Xtid for some. It 
WllS true tha,i, that land was thrown open by the 
:Pou;;l2,s Govemment. That was perfeclly tn1e1 



but it was abo true tlmt it was selected by 
the hon. gentleman and others ; and, as he 
had said himself, after they had selected their 
land at 5o. an acre he raised the price to J::l. 
\Vhether that occurred five months or only two 
months after, he did not know, but the f>tct that 
the price of the land was raised by the hon. 
1nernber\; Gover111nent to £1 an acre, nfter 
he had secured land there at 5s. an acre, was 
freely commented upon at the time. Xobody 
disputed that it was a proper thing to mise 
tl,e price of that land from 5s., but the fact 
remained that the Government of which the 
hon. member was the hea,d did not raise the 
price until he had himself, and others, got 5,000 
>teres apiece. Those wore the facts, and he (the 
Premier) did not want to draw any inference 
from them. They were commented upon at the 
time. He did not want to express an opinion 
upon them--he let the people do that for them­
selves-and he did not intend to express an 
opinion on them now. 

The Hox. Sm T. MciL\VRAI'rH "aid the 
hon. member was too cautious to m"ke state­
ments of that sort. 'l'he :Minister for L~nds, 
with his vile temper and his ideas of in­
sinuation, always came out with matters 
,dfecting- the personal honour of members of 
the Opposition. In referring- to those lands he 
was perfectly wrong- in trying- to insinuate what 
he did in regard to members of the firm. 'l'hey 
took up only what they were entitled to do, and 
they would be fools if they did not ; but the 
amount did not appn,ach the mag-nificent fig-ures 
given by the Minister for Lands. The hon. gen­
tleman had spoken about the late Government 
having allowed the whole of the lands on the Bur­
dekin to be t>eken up at 5s. >tn acre. "\Vhy, it was 
very difficult to get men to take up the land at 
iis. an acre at that time, and as a matter of fact 
it hw doing nothino- for about five years bein" 
left alone ~ven by tlw station-owners them~elves~ 
Then with regard to the 5s. an acre; the Premier 
found out tlmt they rose the price, and that gave 
an opportunity for bringing forward the charge 
of having done that not against themselves, but 
that, having served themselves, they raised it 
against others. That was the charge that was 
brought against the late Government. \V ell, they 
had forced out of the :Yiini,ter for Lands what a 
good deal of the m>eladministration of the land 
had been. The hon. gentleman had been 
~ome time in office, and they had now 
an opportunity of he>ering wh>et he had found 
out. 'l'hey had heard his ideas about Cullin-la­
ringo. That was a very small matter. But the 
hon. gentleman had quite forgotten that it was 
his colleagues who were the authors of almost 
all the great estates in the colony, and most 
undoubtedly of all those which had intenupted 
in any way the progress of settlement. They 
had only to look at the J'viaranoa district to see 
how the land was not only sold at auction, but 
how the pre-emptives were granted in those 
railwav reserves. 'rhe late Government had 
no voice in the matter, because it vms compul­
sory on them that they should be granted. The 
late Government never made great estates, and 
the hon. gentlmnan wa~ dri Yen into crevices 
and corners to find all the little scandals he could 
against them to show that they did n great deal 
towards creating them. As to that, his (Hon. 
Sir T. Mcilwraith's) views on the subject had 
always been the same. He had >elways been in 
favour of the settlement of the people, and he 
had shown tlmt in every Bill he had broug-ht in. 
He challenged the hon. member to search the 
records, and see whether he had not always given 
his vote for the settlement of the people on the 
!>ends. Vilhy, the hon. gentleman was ~imply 
making a fool of himself, and showing what a 
little man he was ; otherwise he would not make 
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charges or ~tatements against' any mah in the 
Committee nntil he was able to prove them. He 
would not try to take a way the character of 
any man m1les> he actually had some proof to go 
on. The hon. member had been allowed to work 
his hobby in a way that he (Hon. Sir T. 
Mcilwraith) never saw any man allowed to do 
before. He came forward at the general election 
as an advocate of the leasing system. He had 
abandoned that; and why it should have received 
such countenance in the House, he (Hon. Sir 
T. Mcilwraith) did not know, except owing to 
the extraordinary way in which it was taken up 
by the Premier. It reminded him of a story 
told by Douglas J errold, about a man in the city 
of Bagclad who had a withered leg, and who 
used to sit in the market place holding 
the leg up and calling out, " This is the 
finest leg in creation." Nobody believed 
him ; but at last, after he had sat day after 
day, and month after month, a man high in 
office-a grand magistrate, or the premier of 
th>et place-thought that as the man had been 
crying out for months, "This is the finest 
leg in creation," there must be something in 
what he said. He therefore took the man into 
his house, and after a while he really thonght 
tl1e leg was the finest in cre>ttion ; and 
then other people got to believe it, and public 
opinion was divided about the leg. The 
result was that it led to a revolution. And 
so the hon. g-entleman's hobby was something 
like that leg. But although it was believed 
in by the Minister for Lands, it was not 
believed in by the public outside. The hon. 
gentleman, since he had been in office, had done 
everything he could to black8n the character of 
hi:; opponents and make people outside believe 
that he wa~; a good judge and understood all 
that had been done in the Lands Office. 

The PREMIER said the hon. gentleman's 
desire to facilitate business was surprising. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciLWRAITH: I am 
not in a hurry about the Land Bill to-day. 

Mr. MOREHEAD : Men's characters are at 
stc1ke. 

The PREMIER : The hon. gentleman said he 
was not in a hurry about the Land Bill. He 
was. at all events, trying to irritate the Minister 
for Lands as much as possible. 

Mr. NOHTON: Irritate him? 

The PRE::YIIER : Yes ; irritate him. The 
leader of the Opposition talked about his con, 
nection with the Burdekin land. The more he 
stirred up that story, the worse it would be. Did 
not the hon. member know that the deeds of that 
land were issued the day before he left office? 
Did he not know that they were rushed through 
in a manner unparalleled before? The returns 
laid on the table of the House showed it ; they 
were rushed through for some extraordinary 
reason ; probably because if they had not been 
so dealt with-it they had been left a day-· 
they would have had to be dealt by the 
succeeding Government. In two instances the 
deeds were issued before the three years were 
up within which they could not be applied for. 
There were three years after which only proof 
could be given of the fulfilment of the conditions; 
but within that time the deeds were actually 
issued to the purchasers. That all appeared in 
the papers laid on the table of the Housn. He 
did not want to say anything more about it than 
was necessary. They were quite content to allow 
the thing to drop ; but when the hon. member 
referred to the Burdekin land it was necessary 
to reply to him. In one or two instances the 
bnd was conveyed to someone else immediately 
afterwards. All that, as he had said, s.ppe'a;red 
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in the papers laid on the table of the Hou"e ; 
and he thought the less said about the matter 
the better. 

The Hox. Sm T. MaiL WRAITH said he 
had to thank the hon. gentleman, and thank him 
not very sincerely, for the compliment he had 
paid him; but if the hon. gentleman thought he 
was d<_Jing hhn the slightest kinclne~s in keeping 
<mythmg back he was very much mmtaken. He 
dmllenged the hon. gentleman to tlo his wor.st. 
The h:•n. g-entleman lmd trietl to do his worst 
cYer smee they lmd been politic,cl antagonists, 
;nv:l he \Vn~ not going to aHk 1nercy frou1 the hem, 
1:entlem'm now. 'fhe hem. gentleman said tlutt 
>ome of the leases fur the Bmclekin ,;electors were 
hurried through. He (Hon. Sir 'f. Mcllwraith) 
was not a,;tonishecl at that, if the selectors 
thought they were going to have to deal with 
such men as the present :Minister for LanclK. 
The matter to which the Premier referred w,cs 
one with which he (Hon. Sir T. Mcllwraith) 
had not the slightest connection, and never had 
had any connecticm in his life. The hon. uentle­
lH:tn \VaH put right in his position now, he hoped. 

]\fr. SCOTTsaid there was one observation made 
by the Minister for Lands which struck him as 
Homewhat strange. He talked about hmcl t::tken 
up on the Burdekin River by the leader of the 
Opposition. Kow he (::\fr. Scott) happened to know 
something about the Burdekin, and he could tell 
the Committee that the only selections taken up on 
the frontage to that river were held some years 
unforfeitecl. All the different selections which 
were taken upmanyyearssubsequenttothem were 
not taken up on the Burclekin frontage at all. As 
to the land taken up by the leader of the Oppo­
sition, he might say that it was the only river 
frontage that was left. He did not take up river 
frontage specially or particularly. Therefore if 
there was any point to be worked, it was due 
that could be worked either way. 

::\fr. l\IOREHEAD said the hon. the Premier 
W»S trying now to drag a red herring across the trail 
lmt they wonlcl hold the Minister for Lands clown t~ 
the statement he made last night. He said that 
the hon. leader of the Opposition had obt::tined­
he insinuated, improperly-40,000 acres at 5s. ,en 
acre. He had been told that was absolutely 
fttlse, but he haclnot the manhood to admit that 
he had made a mistake. The Premier had asked 
why exception wtts not taken to the statement last 
night. The leader of the Opposition had given 
one reason, which was that two or three speakers 
h!tervened before he had an opportunity of alln­
<hng to the matter while it was hot in the 
memory of hon. members. He (Mr. 1\Iorehead) 
could give ttnother reason, and that was that he 
suggested to the leader of the 0 ppositiou that 
they should wait till they saw it in print-till 
they saw actually recorded what they knew the 
hon. member had said-and not give the hon. 
member an opportunity of revising his speech 
before it got into H<tnsnnl. The statement made 
by the Minister for Lauds was made delibemtely, 
:tnd when shown to be untrue should have been 
withdrawn and arJologised for. It was evident on 
the face of it that the statement was not true aR 
anyone could see by looking at the record on 'the 
table of the House. The hrm. the Minister for 
"\Vorks had inveighed on the p;eviousnight against 
hou. members on the other side for the attacks 
they made on the hon. Minister for Lands · 
but were the reputations of men to be stabbed 
under the cloak of privilege by hon. members 
opposite, and were they to remain dumb ? 
Were they to have their characters aspersed and 
malignPcl, and suffer abuse from the J\.Iinister for 
Lands night after night and say nothing? The 
hon. member had only himself to blame if he 
had been roughly handled in the Committee ; and 
until he lea,mt to dual witl1 queotiuns ~>.u;h" the 
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one before them on brottd principles, instead of 
trying to blacken the reputation of those opposite 
him, he would get as good as he gave. The hon. 
the Minister for Works was in error when he 
charged hon. members on the Opposition side 
with being the first to throw stones and indulge 
in personalities. The member of the House who 
was pl'imarily to blame was the :Vlinbter fur 
Lands himself :uHl nobody else ; and it wa" 
eleal'ly pro1·ed that hn had !unde statenwnts the 
prcYious nig-ht which had ]Juen properly des· 
cl'ihcd as utalieiou:-;ly untrue. 

The 1\lll'G~TEH FOH LA::\U:-; saicl thal. he 
did npt think it was in order to eharactm-i>m 
a statement nmde l>y any hon. member a5 
1na.lieiously untrue. He \Ya:-5 not ym·y sen~itiYe~ 
in f,wt, as " rule, he was perfectly indifferent to 
charg-e:; of this kind ; but unles,; he objected to 
it, people would snpprme that he accepted it as 
true. He certaiuly objected to anybcrly using 
such terms towards him. It was not fair at all. 
He had said that the hem. gentleman or tho:;e 
connected with him-·-

The Hox. Sm T. ::YiclL\YlU.I'l'H: Why not 
tell the truth? 

The MINISTEH l<'OH LANDS: I cannot 
dh;tinguish between you and your rmrtner. 

The Hox. Sm T. M oiL WRAITH : I say that 
if this statement i,; made with reference to my 
partner it is maliciously untrue. 

The MTl'\ISTElt FOR LANDS : At all 
events, your reputed vartnert:~. 'fheir nan1eH 
arJpear on the list of tho~e who have taken up 
land. How am I to distinguish hatween those 
and others"? 

'fhe Hox. SIR T. J\.IciLWRAITH: You o!tl 
scanda.lrnonger ! 

The J\HNISTER :FOR LAKDS said the hon. 
member for Balonne had accused him of com­
mencing personalitie:;. His memory told him 
that it was the hon. member who first attacked 
him. He could as.,ert em]Jhatically that he had 
never been the first to commence, and the man who 
said to the contrary said what was not true. 
He did not pretend t'o posr;ess any disposition to 
a void attack ; and if any man chose to trail his 
coat he was not going out of his "~ay to avoid tread. 
ing on it, nu 1natter who or what the 1nan might 
be. \Vhat he had objecte<l to was not the hem. 
member"s honesty, but to hi:; policy in dealing 
with the land--not only in that particularinstance 
on the Burrlekin, but in numbers of other 
cases. It might accord with the hon. gentleman's 
ide" of what was the proper policy-to h;;,nd over 
hundred:; of thousands of acres to a few men 
under cover of the pre-em ption clause of the 
Pastoral Leases Act of 18GU n.nd the exchange 
clause of the Act of 1876. He could ,;how what 
had been done under those two clauses and the 
auction clause. 

The Ho~. Sm 'r. 1IciL WIU.ITH : Tlmt i:; 
wha.t we want yon to do. 

The l\UXISTER J<'OH L),::'\DS said enor­
mous arens of land had been alienated under the 
audion clnuse. Look at the lands round Spring­
sure and Clermont-whose hands they had got 
into! How did they get into those hand,.;-how 
was it effected., Let the hon. member for 
Balonne tell them. vVhen called upon to ex­
plain, the hon. member lucl stood upon his 
dignity; he had not the ordinary pluck of a 
man to say how and why it was done-to clear 
hi:; no.me from the imput:ttion which was clearly 
leYelled at him. 'Whatever he thought of tho 
hem. Ulember before, he thoug-ht less of him 
after that. l{o\vever, he \\'aN not going t1l pro~ 
long the discussion. 

The Hox. Srn T. :'llc!LWJL.UTH srcicl tlw 
hnn, memher had very little re,.,wn tu expect. 
c~-ne.:ideruticu 1n the b.ngu;;ge ~~~J to YlC1rdJ 
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him if they were to judge !Jy the hm­
~uage he con~tantly indulged in with regard 
to hon. memberH nppoHite him, and the violent 
insinuc1tions he was cow.;tantly 1naking, :·meh 
a,; the one with which he had Hat <lnwn. If 
he had been a member of the Hou,;e at the time 
the charge wa~ Inade against ~lr. 1\[orehead, he 
would. have HOen that it wa:-; (llle of the 1no:-:t 
da:-;tardly attack:-; e\·cr lU::tde u,ga.in:-:t ~t 1uan':-; 
pri vat" <·lmmeter. "\fter the attack lm<l bee11 
lJW .. rlc, it wa~ ingeniously nttt>lupted to f(ll'ce evi­
delH~~~ out of tlu:tt hon. n1muber'~ own llWUth to 
provP the a:-::-;ertionH again~t hi111. Tlw hon. gen­
tleman was " gre<tt <lea! too ,;en,;ible to he 
lt-·d into the trap. He did not stand on his 
dignity, but he saitl, '" ] f you have any charge 
to nHtke aga.inr-;t rne, why in thoua1ue uf Cllllllllon 

:-;en .... e nmke it Lefore ~'oU are in a. po~ition to prove 
it:'' \Vhen he declinetl to open his lips, the 
whole thing fell to the ground. The hon. gentle~ 
tnan wa,t:-l perfectly innocent of anything wrong, 
either frmn a, bnsine:-;:-; lJoint of view or as 
<Ln houonra.ble lU<tn, in the tran:-;actiou referred 
to bv the AiiniKter for Lands. Tt was t~ 
perfect waste of time to throw out inHirnmtions 
which mu't inevit<ebly len,d to long debates ; and 
it wa~ a cowardly thing to refer back to a thing 
of that Hort, \\'here a charge lmd been made 
aga.im;t an hon. member and ha< I distinctly failed 
to be proved, as was acknowledged by everybody. 
The hon. 1\finic;tn for Lands was nnnstantly 
harping on the ,;ame thing-that the prei<ent 
Oppt>sition while in power had so administered 
the land law.s and so leg·ic;htted a,; to favour the 
a.ggrega.tiqn of larg·e estate~. That ;.;bttenwnt 
was untme. He hafl put the nmtter to a dis­
tinct bstH~ lH··fore in a, preyiou:-; part of the 
debate. He had dmllenge<l the hon. gentleman 
to pnt on the table of the Honse a map showing 
the big estates acquire<! under the late Uovern­
lnent, and under the previous (~overnment. If 
the hon. gentlem:tn did th:<t he would see thn,t, 
so far from the late Uo,·ernment having been 
blamable for h<tving done so much towards the 
aggregation of great e~tates, the great 1ni~chief 
had been done by the previouH ( iovenunent. 
Comparatively spe,cking, if his part~' ha<l done 
anything to a,ggregate large e:..tate~, they were 
guilty of ,·ery little as cmnpared "'ith the other 
::;ide. Take the 1-lmua auction :-;ales a,.., an 
intitauce; let thmn Le umrke.d out on a n1ap, HaY, 
iu blue ; and let the ln.nds sold by the opp;,_ 
:-;itc :-;ide he 1narked in another colonr, mul 
then see who aggreg~ttPLl the largest e;:-;tate.-.;, 
He dared the hon. geutlenmn now, if he 
desired to prove what he said, to adopt that "'R­
gestion. The maps could be prepared in a week 
by putting on two extra men ]n the Land~ 
Office, and he thought the country Wtmlrl be 
Htttisfied with hi,; statement when they Haw tho,;e 
maps. The hon. gentlerrmn knew quite well 
he was t~tlking " bnnknn1." He could not prove 
what he had said, and if he could he had the 
n1eans of doing :-;o. It would co:-;t hhn nothing, 
and the proof might he forthcoming by TueHday 
next. He (Hon. SirT. Mcllwmith) lmd not the 
1 east umnner of doubt how the Libeml sicle of 
the Houfle wonld come out of the test. 

The P.Rl,;i\fiER said he die! not at pre,ent see 
the drift of the hon. member. He supposed he 
hacl some object in view, hut it did not appear 
to be a matter of very great interest to the Com­
mittee whether the DouglaH (-}overnment held 
""rtnin viewH or not. He himself held viewH 
then which he held to be entirely erroneous now, 
:mrl he W:tR not at <tll ashamed tlmt he .should havo 
dmnged his mint!. He wao rather proud of it. l>id 
the hon. gentleman wmtt tlw ""'mtry to IJelievethnt 
he ne' er ~rJlrl JaJ·,:~c quanUtiG~ <1f laud·: \VtL~it nnt 
Pal'l rJf the hun, ,:..;•Jilt!r..;J!w,n':--: ~·ulic~· Lt) aliena1,e 
:,_:dllrnnc 0f %m~e:.< -_; It 1v;; ~ ~.!.r) ,_L~e i..elliEr:.· tht; 
Ccnunittes that that ·t,'JS n:.t his 1- Jli~~:7 ~ :;.~~Ca.u~~e 

he could not make hon. members believe the 
statement. He (the Premier) should be very glad 
indeed to !war that the hon. gentleman had 
ehaugerl his policy, but he fttilecl tu understand 
what the vre<ent discussion had to do with the 
qnestion bdm·e the Committee, nor did he Bee 
wluLt '"a~ the good of going back to the thue of 
tlw Dongla~ Uo\·er1uneut, \Vhich died ::;ix years 
ago. He hi led to see the drift of the hon. 

1 g'BlltlcJll<tll. 
The Ho'>. :->rrt T. ::\lcJLWH.\JTH: WI1V dn 

you uot re .... trmu your ::\lini~ter for Laud . ...;'! ~ 
'!'he PRE.YlTEI{ said the hon. gentlewan ,.,, 

ferred to the Peak Downs ln.mh; but that HUb· 
ject wet~ di:-:;pm;ed of two year,..; ago. He could 
not help ~aying, h<nvever, that the hon. n1e1u~ 
be1·~~ nwnwry wa . ..; Yery inaccurate. lJeeaut:le if he 
lookPd back lw wonld fim! that the motion for 
the al'pointment of the Select Committee was 
not made by himself, but by him (the Premier). 
Bnt tho~e recrirnination~ were tfpr@JW8 of nothing­
llefore the Committee, nor could they "erve <tny 
useful pnrpuse. 

The Ho'>. S1B T. :\IoJL\VH"\ITH Haid tl1e 
hoB. gentlenwn wat':\ ju~t "hedging" again. No 
cloulJt when the committee on the Cnllin-la-ringo 
lands waH granted ]ast year it waH on the 1notion 
of the hon. gentleman ; hut he knew perfectly 
well that it was becatme he (Hon. Sir T. Jlilcii­
vd·aith) ]Juillted uuL il1aL iL wa.s the unly 
course to propmH-"', and it ''7 a:-; intiinated that he 
would not oppo"e it. If he ha<l wante<l to have 
prevented the appointment he could have dmw 
"'' because he had a better mttjority then thmt 
the hon. gentlmmm lmd now, and a majority of 
nnteh 1110re intelligent 1uen than the hon. gentle~ 
mttn had behind him. The ttppointment of the 
committee wa,; directly the act of the late ::Ylinis­
try, and it waH done for the purpo:-;eofgiYingthc 
hon. member an opportunity of bringing chttrges 
which he fttiled to sub,;tantittte. 

J\Ir. 1\IOltEHEAD said he quite agreed with 
the Premier, because he thought it very wrong 
th<tt "'eh recriminating H)Jeeches should be made; 
but who was to blame for them, and why did the 
l\Iinister for Lands nwke such Htatements as 
tho"" he had made ~ The alHme had come 
directly from the Aiini,;ter for Land:;, aml it had 
em ne frmn hhu eYen before he was a nte1nber of 
the House; when he was on his election· 
eeriug tour he c<elled the late Gm-ernment 
thie,·e,;, and he charttctel'i:;ed the Trans­
contineuta,l Rcherne a~ a sche1ne propo.:;ed by 
scouudrels. The hon. gentleumn was the author 
of that infamous yellow pamphlet, or if he was 
not the author he was one of those who took 
care that it was difltrihuted throug-hout the 
whole colony. 1f that pamphlet had simply 
contained arg·uments, he for one would not have 
objected to it; but when it sunk into the grossest 
persmmlitie:;-when it aspersed the character and 
reputn,tion of men who differed from the authors 
in their political views-then those who were 
maligned had a right to feel aggrieved. He said 
n,gain that all the ahu:;e had originated with the 
::\Iini:;ter for Land~-:, and there wafri no language 
too strong fm him to apply to his political oppo­
nent~;. 

The ::\-IINISTER FOR WORKS (Hon. W. 
MileH) saicl the hon. member for Balonne hn,d 
n1ade a rernal'k a.bout drawing a red herring­
acros,; the track, hnt the hon. member had don<• 
it himst•lf very effectively. Thn whole history of 
the S<Jnabhle wa:; that thn ::\linistnr for L:tml" 
h:td seceded from the S<J<HLtting party. 

:'11 r, ::\lOt:EHI•:.\.D : Su ha-Ye you. 
The )!L\-1:->TFI\. }'!)T: i\"OltKS: Tlt•c lu•n. 

i the 1\Iiniste~· f··~· La.n(b -,·;ant:.:d t~; 1...Ltl~ r:.:· rlu 
·~n the lo.nd. 



Mr. :MOREHEAD: There is a red herring, if 
you like! 

The MINISTER FOR WORKS said hon. 
members might laugh, but such was the case. 
He looked upon the squatting party as the latter­
day saints. He was perfectly satisfied that every 
member on his side of the Committee wns 
in sympathy with the Minister for Lands. 
There was no language, apparently, bad or 
violent enough for the hon. gentleman ; hn 
was this and that, and a To'ry, and every­
thing else, and all that becanse he had seceded 
from the squatting party. He (the Minister for 
Works) had been obliged to submit to all that kind 
of abuse in years gone past, and he had told 
the Minister for Lands that he must submit to it. 
He would never be forgiven for taking charge 
of a measure whose object was to settle people 
on the lands. That was the offence of the hon. 
gentleman, and if in reply he had used strong­
language he deserved much consideration. He 
did not think it wise to use violent lang-uag-e, and 
he never did it himself, but he wonlcl advise hon. 
gentlemen to be more moderate. He was bound 
to admit, however, that they were not all alike­
there wm·e some honourable exceptions among-st 
them. But the hon. member for Balonne and 
several others had been night ccfter night un­
warrantably attacking the M.iniHter for Lawls 
ever since he took his seat ou that side of the 
House. 

The Hox. Sm T. J\IuiL\VHAITH ertid it 
was a good thing that the Minister for \V orb 
should dmw a distinction between squatters and 
squatters. The hon. gentleman wa:; himsel£ one 
of the squatters who sat on the so-called Liberal 
side; "" was the JHinister for Lands and the hon. 
member for \Vide Bay (Mr. Melior). A squatter 
was all right so long- as he sat on the Govern­
ment side ; they generally rewarded him for 
sitting with them, and the reward given to the 
hon. member for Leichhardt (:Yir. Dutton) was 
the position of Minister for Lancl,;-tmd a pretty 
mess he had made of it. That hon. member 
had brought in a Bill which he did not under­
stand at the beginning, and which he understood 
fa.r ]e,;s now. But the country was commencing 
to understand something about it--

The PREMIER : Hear, hear ! Aml they 
understand the opposition to it, too. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciLWRAITH: And when 
they became fully alive to the provisions of it 
thev would send the Minister for Lands to the 
rig lit-about, and his master, too. He did not know 
that the Minister for Works was particularly in­
terested in settling people on the land ; he had 
certainly not clone very much in that line so far. 
Indeed, not so v-ery long ago that hon. gentleman 
was a squatter of the squatters. 

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Not nearly 
so much as you. 

The HoN. SmT. MciLWRAITHsaidheknew 
that hon. member well in the old days, and there 
was not a right a squatter could make under any 
Act that he did not claim, and insist upon get­
ting-, in spite of the Government. Talk about 
the aggregation of big estates! \Vhy, there had 
Leen an aggregation of big estates on the Downs 
tlmt had made a rich man of the hon. member. 
As far as the Bill was concerned, instead of 
><ettling people on the land, its first tendency 
would he to prevent it; ::md that was why the 
Opposition had always opposed it. But he w:>s 
not going to rn.ise a diHcussion on that point now, 
although invited to do so by the Minister for 
·works, who evidently intended to obstruct the 
Bill, so as to g-et the Premier out of his ditliculty. 
The Premier was frightened lest six months after 
the passing of the Act the ~quatters choulc! 
j?ive ltp their ]eabes, and he \~Wu]d have to 
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cut up the land and sell it to the Jml>lic ; 
and he was praying that the Lord would 
send something to prev-ent anything of that 
sort happening. The :Minister for Lands would 
he more muddled than any previous l\1inister 
for Lands had been when he commenced to cut 
up and throw open those lands for selection. 
Lease would come in on the top of lease, and in 
six months there would be such a state of con­
fusion in the Lands Office as had never been 
witnessed there before-and that was saying a 
great deal. Although he had been charged with 
obstructing the progress of the Bill, he would in­
form both th8 Premier and the l\'Iinister for Lands 
that they would hav-e to keep much more civil 
tongues in their heads if they intended to prevent 
similar discussions taking place. If they thought 
he was going to sit silent under any untrue 
charges made ag·ainst him they were mistaken ; 
and if they thought he was going to be responsible 
for the waste of time they were also mistaken. 
The r0,ponsibility for that lay mainly with the 
Minister for Lands, and if the Premier could 
not compel his colleague to keep a ci vi! tongue 
in his head he would have to take the conse­
CJuences. That hon. meml>er might have pluck 
enough to say that he was not afraid to tread 
on the tail of any man's coat; but if he did, 
there were plenty of men on the Opposition side 
who were perfectly willing to take up the clwl­
lenge. 

The l\IINIST:ER FOrt WORKS said it wa;; 
impossible to tell what the leader of the Opposi­
tion meant. In one breath he told the Com­
mittee that the Bill would not settle people on 
the land, and in the next, that within six months 
the l\1inister for Lands would be overwhelmed 
with selections upon selections. He did not 
think the hon. gentleman himself knew what he 
meant ; but no doubt he had not yet got over 
the defeat of his nonsensical amendments, and 
so he took every opportunity of quarrelling 
with the :Minister for Lands for the purpose of 
retarding the progress of the Bill. 

The Hox. .T. M. MACROSSAN said the 
Premier had very properly deprecated dis­
cussion on any issue not before the Committee, 
and if that advice was attended to by some hon. 
members on the other side he would not have so 
much reason to complain. But the hon. gentleman 
must recollect that when a charge was made and 
repeated continually--a charge which had con· 
tributed very materially towards placing him 
in his present position-some notice should be 
taken of it, and " challenge of proof insisted 
upon. \Vith respect to one charge, he (Hon. J. M. 
Macrossan) was a member of a l\Iinistry which 
had been repeatedly charged, both cl uring the last 
general election and since, and especially by the 
Minister for Lands, with being guilty of aggre­
gating large estater-5 to a, greater extent than was 
ever the case before. That he denied. He 
himself had always been opposed, as far 
as possible, to the aggregation of large estates ; 
and they all knew how the large estates 
which were a~·gregatecl under the late Ministry 
were g-ot together, and it might be looked upon 
as a sort of condonation. The only large estates 
that he knew of that were aggre!'(ated under the 
late Ministry were aggregated because there was 
a financial necessity. But no such necessity 
existed for the ag-greg·rction of estates under the 
previous ::VIinistry; it. "'"' with them a matter,,[ 
settled, deliberate policy. It was easy to see 
who had been the greatest offenders in that 
direction. \Vhen the Premier was in opposition 
he wa£ continually making charges similar to 
those now being- made by the l'vlinister for Lands. 
The hem. ~entleman also at tho,t time threatened 
-~hat the prgeon·holes oi the different departmentf, 
would !w?e to be cleared out and exposed to the 
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people. He intended to take care before the 
end of the session that those pigeon-holes 
were cleaned out; and he took tlmt oppor­
tunity to ask the hon. gentleman to clean them 
out, for he had been long enough in office to dis­
cover the villanies of the late l\Iinistry. He 
thought it was the hem. gentleman's duty, if he 
ha.d any regard for his honour or reputation, in 
view of the charges he lmd made, and which he 
allowed his followers to make, against the late 
l\Iinistry, to have those pigeon-holes cleaned ont, 
and their contents placed before the public. 
The leader of the Opposition wanted no mercy, 
nn<l neither clirl any member of the late Ciovei·;,_ 
ment. }Jo n1ernber of the late G-overnment waH 
:tfraid to have his most sem·et actions laid l.ntre. 
He knew that he for one was not afraid ; 
and he Wl"LH 11nite Knre all hiH fonner colleagneH 
wem of the smue opinion r,s himself. So it would 
be much better and would probably be the 
means nf stopping that kind of debate in the 
future, if the hon. gentleman would simply just 
do tlmt. 

The PHEMmR: How shall I do it? 

The Ho~. J.l\I. MACHOSSAN said in the fhst 
place the hon. g·entleman should lay on the table a 
r_eturn Hh<nving the aggreg~ttion of large estateR. 
In the second place, let him clean out those 
pigeon-holes-expose all the secret workings, all 
the secret policy, all the secret wrong-doings of 
the late ::Ylini~try. There were many ways of 
doing it. The hon. gentleman knew every one of 
them; and he also knew which was the most con­
venient. He challenged the hon. gentleman-as 
he had been challenged that afternoon--to prove 
anything against the late ::Yiinistq which had 
been detrimental to them as honourable men. 
He challenged him or nny member on the 
Government sicle to do so. As regarded the 
present Bill, there was no necessity for it. The 
present Act lmd its defects, but he believed it 
had worked very well, and the defects could 
have been verv well overcome without another 
Land Bill. 'l'he hon. gentleman had con­
fessed that he made a mistake in 187fl in 
regard to railway reserves-under the \Yestern 
Httilway Act, he presumed he meant. It was 
very good when a man knew that he had 
made a mistake to confess it, but he (Hon. 
J. ::VI. 1'1-Iacrossan) expected, if he remained a 
member of the House-or whether he did or not 
--he expected if the hon. gentleman remained a 
m em her for a less period than had elapsed since 
1876, he would make the same confession in 
regard to the Bill now before the Committee as he 
had made that afternoon in regard to the measure 
he was instrumental in passing in 187G. 

Mr. ::\H~LLOH sttid he really thought the 
manner in which matters were brought up in the 
Committee wag very much to be deprecated. 
He was very much nstonished, and he thought 
every new member would be astonished, to find 
that so much of the bitter feelings that hac! 
arisen in the past should be revived there. 
He thought the legislation of the country 
would be conducted very much better if 
they \vould look a little to the future and 
not so much to the past. He had been 
taunted that evening about rnaking some re~ 
marks the previous night with reference to the 
Land Bill, but he did not know why that s)lt)u]d 
be done. He had drawn attention to what he 
thought might be an injustice to settlement in 
the districts where the proposed railways were 
going to be made. He woul<llike it to be known 
that if he made any remarks on the Land Bill they 
would be in the tendency to promote settlement 
on the land. He wanted to see the Land Bill 
such a Bill that it would settle the people 
on the lands of the colony ; and, in making 
the remarks he din on the previous night that 

the runs in the settled districts where the rail­
ways were going to be constructed should not J;>e 
leased for a further term of ten years, he d1d 
so because he thought it would be an injustice, 
and would not cause S@ttlement. He did not 
think there was any wrong in calling attention 
to that matter. But it had been very fref[uently 
repeated from the Opposition side of the Cmn­
mittee that hem. members supporting the 
Government had not discussed the matter of 
settlement up to then. He thought it would be 
admitted that most of the discussion which had 
taken place was upon the squatting interest of 
the colony. The real settlement of the coast 
<listricts --of the ag-ricnltnml districts- had 
not come nnrler consideration. He though1, 
that every night-night ltfter night-the dis­
cussion had allude<! to the squatting interest' 
in the colony. ·when that part of the Bill 
which referred to agricultural holdings came on 
for discussion, he thought the hon. gentlemen 
behind the Government-who knew more about 
the subject--would take a fair part in the 
debates. He certainly deprecated the conduct 
of the Opposition, and of the manner in which 
they carried on the debates in Committee. 

n:rr. NOH'l'O:N said he thought the hon. 
member (Mr. Mellor) could hardly understand 
the subject that had led up to the discussion. 
The hon. gentleman, he thonght. if an insinua­
tion had been made against his personal cha­
mcter, would not be disposed to sit still and 
say nothing about it. That was what he thought 
to be the origin of that very unpleasant discus­
sion which had taken place that afternoon. 
vllhether the Minister for Lands had intended to 
make an insinuation against the personal character 
of the leader of the Opposition or not, he was 
not disposed to say. He thought that the hon. 
gentleman sometimes did not realise the full 
force of the words he made use of. He had 
thought so once or twice, and he thought the 
hon. gentleman sometimes made statements thttt 
he did not fully weigh before he made them. 
The hon. gentleman got a little put out-they 
all clicl sometimes-and when he got into that 
state he was apt to say words which gave 
offence to others. The Premier had expressed 
his surprise that the leader of the Opposition 
did not contradict the statements at the time 
they were made, but he (Mr. Norton) had since 
been informed that the leader of the Opposition 
had not heard all that was said by the Min­
ister for Lands. But when the hon. gentle­
man saw it in !Jrint, he saw that it was neces­
sary, in defence of his personal character, that 
he :;hould take up the matter, and that was what 
led to the recrimination and the unpleasant 
debate. It was "' matter for regret that such 
things should take place, but they had occurred 
to his know letlge for the last five or six years, 
and would continue to go on, he supposed. He 
was quite sure, if the hon. member for \Vide Bay 
(:\Ir. Melior) realised the full importance to the 
char~cter of some hon. m em hers on the Oppo­
sition side of the statements that were made the 
previous night, he would hardly be disposed to 
blame them for their action. He did not think 
hon. members on the Opposition side had in­
tended the discussion to go on so far, but 
when those things were once commenced it was 
impossible to see where they would end. It 
was simply like striking a match: tbey knew 
where the striking commenced, but they did not 
know where the fire was going to be put out. 
He was quite sure, if the hem. member (l\1r. 
l\Iellor) had gone fully into the matter-if he were 
placed in the same position, and if he realised 
the position in which they were placerl-he w:ts 
quite sme he would not have blamed the Oppos~ 
tion for the action they had taken. ·with regar<l 
to what had fallen from the hon. memb<'r 
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about the ~quatting que~tion, he thought it 
must be admitted by all hon. members 
who had watched the progress of the Bill that 
as a matter of neces~ity debates or continued 
discussions in connection with that rruestion 
must necessarily arise. It was proposed to take 
from a large number of Crown lessees the right 
which they now had or which they fancied they 
had. ]'or his part he did not hesitate to say that 
he thought they were entitled to the land they 
held. He was not speaking of hmd in the 
settled districts-in which he himself was per­
sonally interested -but he was speaking of 
lan<l in which he had no more interest 
than the hon. member for \Vide Bay had. 
He said that with regard to those lands the Bill 
proposed ~o take from the holders the rights­
the legal rights-that they now pm>sessed. It was 
designed to abolish a contract which now existed, 
or to force the holders themselves to ac<tuiesce in 
its being cancelled. Under the circumstances, 
everyone who had studied the position of the 
question was bound to express his opinion in 
regard thereto. He mentioned the matter becau'e 
he really thought that the hon. gentleman who 
had lately spoken, without intending to do so, 
had cast the blame upon the Opposition side of 
t.he Cmmnittee, which wa.<; not fair. He hac! a 
greatdealtoRay about tho::;e 1nen; he wa;.;notnwre 
intm·estcd than the hon. member himself, but he 
simply spoke upon the question of tho•e leases 
which the squatters in the outside districts heltl 
as matters which had been decided by law, 
and which depended entirely upon the law under 
which they were held. The Bill would have the 
effect of creating a breach of the agreements 
under which squatters held those runs in the 
unsettled districts, and holding that view he felt 
bound to express an opinion upon it. He was 
Rnre the hon. member would not blame him for 
that. I•'or his own part, he should be very glad 
if the Bill got on quicker; but he did not think 
it was desirable that it should get on too fast. 
It was desirable that a great deal of discussion 
should take place in order that the outside 
public, who had no other means of ascer­
taining what the operfLtions of the Bill 
really would be, might have an opportunity 
of reading the opinions expres,;ed in that Com­
mittee, and therefore form an opinion of their 
own about it. He would point out that a great 
many peor•le outside the Committee, who, of 
course, were interested in the question, had no 
n1eans of seeing the Bill or forming their O\\~n 
judgment in connection with it until they saw 
and read the discussion that took place. On 
that ground he thought it was important that 
every matter of any serious conserplence should 
receive the fulle-;t di;;cussion whiCh they were 
able to give it. If the Bill was to be passed let 
it be passed by all means, and let those who 
opposed it express their own opinions und 
reasons, and let the majority be entitled t,, the 
full honour-if they were entitle<! to honour-or 
the full blame, if there was any. He hoped he 
had expressed himself clearly. 

Question-That new subsection 2 stand p>trt of 
the Bill-put and passed. 

The MINISTI~R :FOR LANDS moved the 
second new subsection he had read to folio\\· the 
subsection just passed. 

Mr. MORI~HEAD said he only rose to correct 
an error that the 1\finister for Lands made when 
speaking of that addition to the clause. He had 
said that the tenancy was a yearly one under the 
\V estern Hail way Act. There was no such thing 
as a yearly tenancy. He would ask the :Minister 
for Land;; a rruestion that should have been 
asked when the other subsection that had just 
been carried was under discussion. In a case 
when a mn was r]i,·ided, where the land was 

open fnr selection, autl ha.tl not 1Jeen t~elected, 
and was thl'Own, m; it wonld be by the clause, 
into the aren of the rnn, would that portion 
to be devoted to the public be that upon which 
the land had already been given up to settle­
ment "! That was to say, would the portion 
near a township be the portion that would be 
taken by the Government? He assumed that 
\\·ould be the c~tse. 

The Ml~Ii'iTER }'OR LA::\'DS said there 
was very little doubt that that would be the 
course taken. It 1\·cmld necessarily he so. 

Question-That new subsection 3 stand part 
of the Bill-put and passed. 

Mr. PAL::YIETI said the clause was almost a 
Land Bill in itself, and it was hard to get at 
any particular part of it. \Vhat he wanted to 
get at was the duties of the commissioners in 
respect to the divisions of nms. He found by 
subsection 3-

" }'or the purpo~es of making sneh divi:-oion. the com­
nlissioner, or smne other tit and proper person apiJoint.etl 
by the Governor in Conncil on the reconimCHdatiou or 
the hoard. shall he reqnired to ilt~pect i he run :tnd 
report as to tlw best motlc of making :L rair divisiou 
thereof.'' 

That looked very well npnn paper, but he snp­
J""ed the }linister for Lan<ls understood what 
an innnense anwunt of work it would entaiL ] t 
would take a whole regimm1t of cmrnni~:-doner:-.: to 
inspect 8\'ery rnn. That was a case he would 
point out in which the assistance of a local hoard 
such as had been proposed would h:we been 
very cmwenient. If there was to he no assista1we 
given to the commissioner, he did not think h 
would ever be able to carry out the duties 
entrusted to him. It would take years 
of time before the provisions could be 
ca,rried out and the resumptions notified. 
"VVith reference to the average rrua.lity 
and capabilities of different parts of a run, he 
saw that a general average was to be Btruck 
between the inferior and better parts of the run. 
\Vas that matter of the division of runs all in the 
hands of the commissioner or in the hands of tllP 
board? He saw it was not to be a division of 
mileage, bnt a percentage was to be allowed ac­
cording to the quality and capabilities of different 
parts of the run. He supposed the }1inister for 
Lands understood the principle upon which the 
division of the runs was to be arranged. 

The 1IINISTER :V-.OR LANDS £-:aid thB 
clid,;ion of the run,; was not left entirely in the 
hands of the commissioner. He had to make his 
report, and upon his report the board would have 
to decide whether the division he pro] >Osed should 
he carried out. It was easy for a man to see, if 
he understood his work - and he supposed 
no commissioner would be appointed who di<l 
not understand the 'vork on going on to a, run 
-how it should be divided. As to the time 
it would take to divide the runs, it might take 
a number of men to do the work : and the 
number of men in that work would have to be 
increaser! according to the proportion of settle­
ment. If nne man could 1wt do the work, 
two men wonhl have to be appointed; and 
if two coulcl not get through the work, they 
would have to appoint more. In the ca'e of 
runs in which the <[uality and capabilities 
of different part;; uf them were unequal, allnw­
''nce wa.,; to be made in the area, and that 
wonlcl be a matter for the commissioner to 
report upon, and he would have to say in what 
proportions the division Hhould be made. He 
had to deal with second-class anrl first-class 
countrv on a rnn f-:O a~ to 1nake the diviHion.~ 
proportionate in value. He conld not himself 
see any rlifficnlty in the way of carrying out th 
clau:;;p., 
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Mr. SCOTT said it appeared to him that, by 
that cbuse, the whole thing would be in the 
hands of the commissioner, and he did not see 
what the board would have to do with it in any 
shape or form. They sat in Brisbane 11nd 
received the report from the commissioner; 
they got his information and none other. The 
matter wa.s therefore completely left in the 
hand.;;; of the connnissioner, who waR non1inated 
by the ( ~overnment ; so that it would he 
seen th<tt after <tll it was in the hands of 
the (iovernment, and not in the hands of the 
ho<trd at 11ll ; and the board were being ,;tuck up 
in that case for the :11inister to get behind. He 
appointed the cmnn1issioner~ ; the con1n1issioners 
made reports, and the board <tcted upon them. 
1'hat w<ts what they had been tolrl by the 
Minister for Lrmds just now; and it could be 
seen that the matter was to be left after all in 
the hands of the Minister for Lands, under cover 
of a board that was thoroughly irre.sponsible. 

The J\IIXISTER FOR LA:i\DS said the hon. 
gentlm11an waR wrong. T'he con1n1issioner n1ade 
his report am! sent it to the J\Iinister, and he 
refPrred it to the hoard. The board had to 
decidR whether tl1e clivi,;inn proposed by the 
l~urrnnis;.dt~nf>r was a. f~tir onP, and npml xnch 
infurma.tiun as lw snpplie,I to t}JeiU. 

Mr. MOREHEAIJ ,;aid the ol1jection he had 
to make to that particular el<tuNe he \Vould 
reserve till a later hour. He might eay he did 
not hold with the opinion expre,;sed by the 
hon. member for Leichhardt, as it appeared 
to him that the bonrcl had a great deal 
too much power given to them uwler that 
clause. He would like to know from the 2\1in­
ister for Lands, what was the principle upon 
which the subdivi,;ion was to be made, as laid 
down in the seeond portion of the 24th chtuse '? 
The hon. member must be aware that a number 
of le,;seeH under subsection (<t) had not been in 
poRSessiou for more than three or four years, 
and that should be borne in mind-and it was 
a very importa,nt point, more e,;pecially as that 
Bill had been brought in Ulltler the <tssumption 
that the Crown tenants of the colony were not 
paying a sufficient amount of rent for their land. 
As a mattet· of fact, thoRo runs which had been 
held for twenty years were re<tlly paying a very 
1nnch large,· rent, and had been doing so ever 
since the Act of 18li9 W<LR passed--a verv much 
heavier rent t.han the run~' included ii'r sub­
section~ (b) itnd (r·). That should have been 
taken into considcmtion by the Government 
when prepm·ing the measure. Those who held land 
under the Act of 181i3 and came under the Act 
of 1!:)~\J-and they comprised the bulk of the 
runs included under subsection (n)-were pay­
ing a rental of frmn 2f"iR. to 30:-;, per :-;quare 1nile ; 
whereas tho,se who held uncler ,;ubsection (IJ) 
were paying less tlmn half that sum. The bulk 
of thc'"e who held under subsection (l1) were not 
paying more than 1 Os. per sr1uare mile. '!'here­
fore, the men "-ho held under subsection (a), 
although they might ha,-e occupied their runs 
for twenty years, had as a rule contributed at 
the rate of three to one-so far as the rent was 
concerned-as compared with those who came 
under suh.;ections (/1) and (c). I''urther than that, 
thosn holding~ were in very few instances in the 
hrcnd,; of the original occupant,; uf the country. 
lie thought 8mue consideration Rhouhl have 
been giyen to those who ca,1ne nncler sub:.;ection 
(a.), and that if only one-third of their runs we.re 
taken from them, or even one-fourth, it would 
not be doing more than a fair thing, and would 
really ]Je only equn.lising matters for them as 
compared with those who held under sections (b) 
and (c). He thought the Minister for Lands 
did not g-ive a full and fair consideration to the 
position occnpierl hy thn8e men, even though 

they might have occupied their runs to the full 
extent of twenty years. They had contributed 
very much more to the revenue than those who 
held under (b) and (c), and that should be taken 
into consideration in the division of those runs. 
There was a great deal to be s<tid in favour of 
those pastoral lessees who had been persistent fm· 
a period of twenty yearR. There were very few 
of them ; they were the original pioneers, n.ncl 
they opened up the country for others, wlw 
therefore had the benefit of their energy. Those 
men also had paid during that period of twenty 
years a very much increased rent since 1869. He 
thought thoRe matters should be taken into 
consideration in framing a clause of that sort, 
because, as it stood, tho,;e who came uuder subsec­
tious ("),(b), <tnd (c) were on equal terms, except 
those who had reaped the benefit that accrued 
from the operations on the land in twenty 
years, or in other cases in ten or eleven years. 
They were not in any way onane'qual footing, and 
he thought that if they were equalised, and one­
fourth taken in each case, it would be a fair way 
of dealing with the question. He would point 
out further that, should it be considered neces­
R<try to resume more land from those who canw 
undPr Rubsection (a.), the provision was contained 
in the Bill. .MoRt certainly it was provided in tlw 
clauses of the Bill, thn.t if land were rerruired for 
public purposes it could be taken. 

The MIXISTER :b'OH LANDS said the hon. 
member was wrong in that respect,, Once the 
divLsion was made and part of the run resumed, 
the lessee got a fifteen years' lease for the 
remainder that could not be interfered with 
during the term of fifteen years. At all events 
that W<ts the view the Government took of the 
mn.tter. If they gave a lessee an <tbsolute lease 
for fifteen years he could not be interfered with 
by anybody. He did not agree with the hon. 
gentleman that men who had held their leases 
for twenty ye<trs should be in a better position 
than those who had held theirs for only four or five 
years, or any'period leRs than twenty years. It 
might be said that, in the cn.se of some leases which 
had run for a period of twenty years, the present 
holders had obt<tined them only three or four 
years ago by purchn.se from the original lesRees. 
But he presumed the value of a lease would be 
determined by the number of years it had to 
run, and if anyone chose to give more for it than it 
\.vas rt:u.lly worth, that. wa:-:; a (1uestion for him, aud 
not for the i:lt<tte. H!' thought the proportion 
laid down in the Bill was a fair one. 

Mr. JI!IOREHEAD said the argument of the 
hon. m em her was scarcely a fair one with regard 
to those men who, within the laRt two or three 
years, had bought leases which had had a cur­
rency of twenty years. They not only bought 
a leaRe terminating in 1890, under the 1869 Act, 
but also the right of renew<tl for fourteen yen.rR 
given by the !5iith clau"e. 'Vhen the hon. gen· 
tlcman told them that they had no right to 
take those men into consideration, he begged 
to differ from the hon. gentlemn.n. It wa~ 
a queRtion which affected the i:ltate, and 
the faith of the State. ThoRe men bought 
under an exi8ting law. Had it been fore­
Rhadowed, or indicated, or believed, or snppoRod 
th<tt there was a pos"ibility of any such altem­
tion or repudiation of existing lawf.; aR wax 
contained in the clause before them, tho"' 
leases wonkl not have been Bold in the way 
they were. Those individuals had bou~ht on 
the g·ood faith of the State, and that good faith 
"eemed now to be Rimply worthless paper. 
'Vhen the hon. gentleman told them that the 
lessees who came under the Bill would have 
<tn indefensible lease of one-half, two-thirds, 
or three-fourths of their run, did he not 
concPive the pm~~ibility-althongh conceiving 
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possibilities seemed to be a difficult task for the 
hon. gentleman-of the next Parliament reversing 
those leases? He(Mr. Morehead) could see it in the 
very near future. Those indefeasible leases, as 
they were called, would be struck off the Statute­
hook. When the people wanted the land they 
would have it, and the Act of 1869 provided 
that they should have any portion that was 
thought necessary. If it were thought necessary 
to alter the laws with regard to selection, 
after the land had been resumed under the G5th 
clause of the Act of 1869, it was perfectly easy for 
the Government to have brought in a measure 
effecting that, and it would no doubt have 
received the assent of lt large proportion of 
members on both sides of the Hon•,e. The hlm. 
gentleman had not made any attempt to n.nswer , 
the objection he had raised a·< to the injustiee ' 
dealt out to lessel'~ under suh;ection (a) --­
that for years past, since 18G!J, they had paid 
a rental largely ·in excess of the rents pai<l by 
those who held under subsections (b) and (c.) Those 
who had held persistently under subsection (it) 
were really the cause of the development of the 
western country, and some considemtion was 
therefore due to them. The " indefeasible 
lease" was simply a farce. \\7 henever the land 
was wanted for the people, the people would 
have it, no matter how much the hon. 
Minister for Lands-in a Tory way, he 
thought-tried to fence in the squatters with 
indefeasible leases. No wise squatter would 
be caught with that bait, however tempting it 
might appear on the first blush. He did not 
think any pastoral lessee in the country wanted 
any such indefeasible tenure. The fatal objec­
tion, according to his view, to offering such a 
thing to the pastoral tenant was its im­
possibility. There was no such thing in 
the world as an indefeasible lease, except 
freehold. The right of entry upon these leased 
lands was a right inherent in Parliament, and, 
no matter how much fenced round the tenants 
were by indefeasible leases, the lands would be 
entered into whenever it was for the benefit of 
the State that they should be. The (~overn­
ment were holding out to the squatter Dc:td 
Sea apples- very pretty to the sight, but 
crumbling to ashes when touched. He war; 
perfectly certain the majority of squatters 
in the country did not want imlefeasillle 
leases ; they were perfectly satisfied to hold 
their land for grazing purposes under the 
1869 tenure, so long· as they were not wanted by 
the public, and no longer. He said, without 
fear of contradiction-and he thought he "poke 
with some little knowledge of the subject---that 
there had been no outcry in the colony 
for any interference with the Act of l86!J. 
As had been stated over and over again in that 
House, wherever land held by squatters in the 
unsettled districts had been wanted for the 
people it had been obtained. There lutd not 
been a single instance where any attempt at 
obstruction had been put in the way by pastoral 
tenants in such cases. The land could be 
resumed at any time under the Gotl1 claw;e 
,,f the Act of 1869, and all the GoY­
ernment required to have done-even if 
there had been a demand for land--wrts to 
have put that clause into opemtion, and 
brought in a subsidiary Land Bill dealing with 
the land so resumed. That was all that was 
required to be clone. One contention set forth 
by the Government was that the squatters did 
not pay sufficient rent. That might or might 
not he true ; but, at any rate, those who would 
come under subsection (et) of the Bill had paid 
rent very much in excess-more than double that 
paid by those who came under suhsections (/J) mul 
(c). The proposed indefeasible leases were nothing 
more than a glittering bait that would probably 

have the effect of trapping some unsuspecting 
squatter. They would not hold water for one 
moment. \Vhen the people wanted the land, the 
land they would get ; rtnd therefore he srtid that 
if it was deemed nece,;sary by tlmt Committee 
that a certain portion of country ,;hould be 
thrown open to be dealt with under the pro­
visions of the Bill, one-fourth of the runs under 
subsection' (a), (&), and(!-) would be quite suffi­
cient to take. If the people wauted more, thero 
were two we~ys of doing it. One was by--what 
would probably happen-breaking the inde­
feasible leases to take tlw balance of the runs, 
and the other was bv extending the schedule of 
the Bill. He tho1!ght the :Minister for Land , 
would see that his contention was a just and 
eqnit,lble one. Admitting the principle of t~e 
Bill--which, of course, he objected to-he helct 
tha.t the course he had sng:Siested was the most 
equitable that could be adopted. 

The ::\IINISTER :FOR LANDS said his view 
of the value of an indefeasible lease was slightly 
different from that held by the hon. gentleman. 
The hon. member said the only indefeasible 
lease was a freehold, but even a freehold was 
liable to the same method of resumption as in­
defea, ihle leases under the Bill. \Vhen the land 
\\as wanted for public pm-poses it would be re­
sumed rtnd s£lt aside for special requirements, and 
the lessee would get his share of the run for a 
certain specified time. He believed there had 
never been a Parliament that had sat in that 
House, or was ever likely to sit in it, that would 
set that at nought tts a matter unworthy of 
thought. 

::\h. ::\IACDONALD-PATERSON: Non­
sense! 

The JHI::'\ISTJi:R FOrt LANDS : He could 
not believe it for one moment, unles~ it might be 
the hon. gentleman himself. He might desire to 
deaJ with it in that way. 

::1-Ir. ~IOREH:EAD: \\'hat abont the pre­
einptive right·? 

The MI:-\ISTER .FOll LAXDS said the pre­
emptive right had never stood in that po&ition. 
The 13i!l g·aye a specified qnantity of land for a 
definite time, and it could not be interfered with 
unless required for some special purpose outside 
the ordinary requirements of the resumptions of 
the nms in the first instance. As to the bir­
ness of the amount of resumption, that was 
simply a question as to the quantity that 
would be actually required for settlement ; 
and, a.t any rate, there was proYision 1nadc 
that the lessee should retain the grazing right 
over the land until it was needed. In reality it 
would be only taken from him in portions, and 
therefore only the same power was asked as was 
exercised under the Act of 18GH. The pastoral 
tenant woul<l, nnder the Bill, remain in possession 
of the resumed portion of his run nntil it was 
actually required, mHi he \Vtmld get an assured 
tenure for the other portion for a definite time. 
The hon. ~entlemen had said that he did not 
believe that an;~· squatter" desired to have in­
defeasible leases, hut preferred to remain under the 
Act of 1809, and he (the :\Iinister for Lands) had 
no doubt that if the wants of the people werfl 
attended to in the future as they had been in the 
past, they would be willing to do so, because they 
would rema.in in possP'''ion of the country and 
could not be int-erfered with except by an increase 
of rent. But the Bill was something different 
altogether. It proposed to give the people an 

1 opportunity of settling upon the lands in such 
qua.ntities as to 1nake it a paying occupation, 
and at the same time to secure the s~uatters in 
posseo;sion of the remainder of their runr; for a 
certttin fixed period. 
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:\Ir. GOVETT said the question as to the 
portion to be resumed from any run was one 
of very great irnportance; because anyone who 
understood anything about carrying on " station 
would know that as soon a" land was resumed 
from a run it became of Yery little use to the 
original holder-the squatter-because he could 
not go on making his in1proven1ents. Hisin1prove­
ments on that portion must all cease, and would 
cea:-3o whenPver it was resnn1ed ; and on thR.t 
ground alone he thought the hem. member for 
.Burke had asked a question of very great import­
ance-as to the time that would Jje t<tken by the 
commissioner to divide " run. The squatter 
would not know what half of the run he would 
be able to retain : he would have no say in the 
matter at all as to which portion of the rnn 
he would be able to hold; so that it was a 
most necessary thing that he should know, as 
soon aR pos~dble n.fter his rnn was bronght undel' 
the Act, what portion he was to retain. He 
might have his woolshed or his house taken 
away from him, and, in that case, he would have 
to go to work to make further improvements. 
He thought the hon. the ~\Iinister for Lands 
would agree with him that no one would go on 
making improvements on the resumed part of 
his run, which was practically of very little use 
to him. · 

Mr. MOREREAD said the Minister for 
Lands had fenced, or rather did not reply to, his 
question as to the relatiYe position, so far as 
rent was concerned, of the holders of runs under 
subsections (a), (b), and (c). Re had pointed out, 
over and over again, that those who were 
now under sub5ection (a) had, since 1869, 
paid more than twice the rent of those who 
held under subsections (b) and (c); and he main­
tained that that was an element which should be 
considered by the Government, and that some 
reason should be given by the Minister for 
Lands why it had not been taken into considera­
tion, as it evidently had not been, in calculating 
the portions of hmd taken from the holders 
under those subsections. He certainly thought 
that those who held under subsection (a) were 
entitled to very great consideration for the reason 
he had giYen; and the hon. member himself had 
had to admit that there was a right of rt'"lmp­
tion of even indefeasible leases under the Bill, 
for public purposes. The hon. gentleman used 
the word "freehold," but he (Mr. Morehead) 
maintained it would apply to indefeasible leases 
if the land was reqnired for public purposes. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS : And free­
holds too. 

:\fr. MOREREAD said he was talking about 
indefeasible leases-there, was that right? 

Tho ;\1I::'\n5TER I<'OR LANDS: Yes. 

]\Ir_ MOREHEAD said that was what he 
had said in the first instance. He knew 
perfectly well that there was provision for 
the resumption of indefeasible leases even 
nnder thn Bill. The hon. gentleman harl 
said that he did not share his opinion as to 
the value of indefeasible leases, and no doubt he 
was perfectly correct on that point. He (Mr. 
Morehead) held that any Parliament had power 
to undo what a previous Parliament had done. 
It had been done over and over aaain; it was 
done by that Bill, inasmuch as o it repealed 
the existing pre-emptive right. The hon. 
gentleman said it was not a right, but he 
(Mr. Mnrehead) maintained that it was. If 
it was not a right, why did the hon. gentle­
man take the trouble to introduce a clause 
in the Bill to repeal it ; and why did he 
introduce a Bill last session for the same purpose? 
However, as far as he had gone, he had repealed 
that right, except under certain limitations, 
those limitations admitting the existence of 

a right which the hon. gentleman and the 
Premier had on more than one ocmtsion denied 
the exL,tence of. Re had stated, and would con­
tinue to state while he hat! a seat in the House, 
that the talk about an indefeasible lease w"s 
simply an attempt to cheat the pastoral tenant, 
because there could not possibly be any such 
thing. · 

The Rox. B. R J\IORETON said he quite 
agreed with the hon. member for Balonne that 
there could be no such thing as an indefeasible 
lease. The Bill distinctly stated that the 
whole 11r any part of a holding could be 
resumed with six months' notice, the same 
as under the present Act, If they looked 
back at the meaning of "holding" in the 
interpretation elause they found it meant 
"the land held by any lessee." If they looked 
nt what "lessee'' meant they fnnnd he wr,s 
''the holder of a lease under the prodsions 
of the Act"; and they read fnrther that "pas­
toral tenant" meant ''the holder of a lease or 
license under 'my of the Acts hereby repealed." 
It was Yery evident, therefore, that no lease was 
an indefeasible lease under the Bill. 

The MIJ'\ISTER FOR LAKDS said the hon. 
member for Balonne tried to draw a distinction 
between freehold and leasehold property and 
the way it could be dealt with by resumption. 
There was no practical difference between them. 
Freehold might be resumed and compensation 
had to be paid, and if leasehold were resumed 
full compensation for the land and improve· 
ments was paid ; so that it was in exactly the 
same po;;ition as freehold. The Bill recognised 
the claims of a leaseholder to compensation 
for resumption just as much as that of 
the freeholder. The hon. gentleman objected 
also to the method of arranging the quantity 
to be resumed. The basis upon which the 
holders were compensated was according to the 
length of time the lands had been held, and he 
thought that was the fairest way. He thought 
the length of time a man had held his run should 
determine the quantity to be remmed. He 
could not conceive any fairer way than that. 
Certainly, the hon. member had suggested 
another intricate method, but they might just as 
well take into consideration the amount of profit 
a man had extracted out of a run, in determining 
the quantity to be resumed. The only way the 
holder could be got at was the number of years 
he had had the use of his run ; and the fact of 
his paying a higher rent after having held his 
run for a long time was the result of the Act 
under which he held 

:i\fr. MOREREAD said the hon. gentleman 
knew perfectly well that he was in error in what 
he stated, and he would lead the Committee to 
believe that the rents were determined on the 
basis of a sliding scale. To a certain extent 
that statement was correct, in so far as those 
who had taken up land under the Act of 
1869 were concerned ; but, as he had pointed 
out, those who held land under the Act 
of 1863 were fixed at a rental based on 
the rent paid by the tenant on the 30th 
September, 1869. That rent was paid by 
the holders who had got their runs for the 
second term. There wore two periods. The 
twenty years' holders were those who came 
in the second period, and their rents were fixed 
at a very high rate. They were fixed at some­
thing like 20s., or more, when they came under 
the Act of 1869. Now, those who took up country 
under the Act of 1869 took it up at 3s. a square 
mile, but the highest rent they could pay for the 
first period of seven years was 5s. a square mile 
and then came a sliding scale by which the rent 
was increased. Re said that those men who 
came in then, and who had held for twenty 
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years, were those whose rent., were fixed at a Yery 
lngh rate on the 30th September, 180\l; and from 
thn,t date until now they had paid three or fonr 
times the rent of thn~e who would come under 
subsections {11) and (!'). l:'utti1w e,·erythino· to­
gether-the high rent those mc~1 had paictand 
the development of the countrv which thev had 
brought about~hadng g\nle inin the wildel·ne~~, 
nna haYing been aR it were the crea.tol'R of the 
territory-their cases should be taken into consi­
deration. \Vhat he had llll,ntioned uot onlY ' 
went a long\\ ay hut \Yhollr ectnali~·a>d Uw !J()sitir.~t 
of the twenty year.,· hnldcr.s with the position of 
those whn held under the shmtcn· tenure and 
who wouJ1 l not ha Ye ~one out into the 
country lmd it not been for those "·hose 
runs were inchvlecl under subsection (a). He 
was putting on one side altogethel' thm:e 
whom the ::\linister for Lands seemed to 
diHre~ard, :tn(l alwa.y:-; lu.vi disregnrded ~ those 
were the illt'n who hnd cmw~ in a.fterw::trds, and 
had bought rnns whm·e the tenure wa.'-i of twenty 
yea,r~' dur, tion. Suppo;-;ing all were equal'~ 
onpp•Jsing(ol, (/J), and (c) were held by men nnder 
nach of thm.·~ pro\·i~ions; he then ~aid that c\·en 
on tbat gr<llllld tho~e nnchw :-;nbr:mction (a) \Vt~rn 
t·ntitlPtl tot·[ p1al eonsidenttin11, if not ntnre, thnu 
tho::H" ,;dlo WPl'P- nnder ~nh:-;P-l·tion:-> (/J) and ( 1'). 
'f~1er<~fnre, lt:~ thought hi;-; :·mgget-:'tiou :-;htlttld Hlt'et 

\vtth the a pi >roval of the Um·er!llllf'llt. 

'!'he MTC\ fSTElt FOJC LA::\DS Raicl he did 
not at all recoguiKe or atbnit the jnr-;tiee 
of the hnn. gentlmnan\; contention in that 
matter. H u maintained thio; : that if a man 
had been in pm;se:-::,.,ion of a run for a long period 
he ought to IJe in a, position to surrender a larger 
proportinn than a man who had hel<l his run <>nly 
for a period of, Ba?, five year::;. 0u1ue 1nen in th·e 
older settlecl clictricts had held all their rum fur 
tweHty years. Ao a matter of bet, in a gTeat 
ma~>y distric·ts, the present occupiers had held 
!heir runs fur twenty-five years, but in many 
mRtances n<Jarly lmlf of the runs had not b.een 
hel<l fnr 1nore than twelve years. Smne of tho,-e 
men had originally only taken up sufficient to 
Hecure their pmdtion; hruJ ta.ken np \Y<tter 
frontages; and while o;ome had held their runs for 
twenty-five years, a full half of "'me partR of the 
runs hac! not beell held for more than twelve 
years. ;-.;o that the argtnuent of the hou. gentle~ 
man in that respect dicl not altogether hold if 
thR~' can1e to the practical ontconte of the l_l'!-"!_e\4-
tion. If a man had held his run for a lmw 
pel'iod he shonld surrender a largt:>r p01'tio~ 
than a 1nan holding- for a :-~horter period. 
That was an incoHtestnhly just dew to take, ant! 
he could not conceive tl1u pos~ibility of viewjn(l· 
it in any other wa.y. The hon. g-cntlema~ 
wanted to put all pastoml le;;sees on the '<lllle 
footiwr, so that a man who hac! only held his 
lea,se ti ve or seven years should snr'render the 
Hmno proportjou of hi:; run as a. 111an who had 
lwld his lease for twenty or thirty yem·o; ; and he 
could not see the jw,;tice of that. 

:Mr. XORTOX Sllid he woultl ask why the rlis­
tinction should be any longer retained between the 
settled and the uno;ettled rlie;tricts ~ There was 
no object in keeping it up now ns far flH he eonld 
Re e. The :-<mne division wa:-: tn bfl 1nade on alJ 
the rmts in thn settled di•tricte;. ]H his own dis­
trict there were runs which had been taken up 
within the past twelve months, ~tncl it semued 
unfair to treat then1 in the same way a:-; run:-: 
which hat! beeu held for a number of years. J f 
the hmt. gentleman would refer to the records in 
the Lauds Office he wonld iind that what he had 
stated was pel'fectly correct. Xot only w, but 
along the northern coast the country was loft 
vacant for years, because people could not be 
found to take it up at £2 per square mile. A 
great deal of that land had been taken up within 

the last year or two, but other portions were left 
until people were allowed to take it up at £1 per 
S(jll>I!'C·' mile. He should like to hear from the 
.Minister for Lands the object there was in keep· 
ing up any longer the distinction between the 
settled "nd the nnsettled districts. 

'l'he :\UC\ISTEH FOH LAKDS said the 
hon. nlen1ber ha.d giYen one or t'vo ifmlated 
in~tance~--

Mr. XORTOK: There are plenty of them. 

'!'he MTNISTBR FOR LAKDS said that 
there were not. He knew the Rettled districtR 
very well, and the land that had not been 
taken up there till within the last year or two 
could not he of yery much value; otherwise it 
would have been taken up years ago. As to the 
distinction between the o;ettled and the unsettled 
districto;, he wonld remind the hon. member that 
the 8ettled districts had for many years been 
open for selection, and a great deal of settlement 
lmd taken place there. There had been large 
resmnption8 for that J>nrp<JOfl. But the lease­
hol,lers in the settled <listricts had the advantage 
of l>eing near to milwayo; and markets, whi0h 
ga\ e theil' rnn~ nil arlditional \'aJne. ReRide"', 
uJore o;nttlewent wonld prohahly talm plat:e in 
the fntme1 in the sPttled districts than in thte 
llllsettled t listricts. lf the Gm·ernment wen' 
1ikel.v to di~]>n:-;t' of the reHtnned portions in the 
mtsettle<l district;; as qnickly, he shonlcl be dis­
posed to extend to them a lease of not more 
than ten ~·ears, '"' in the settle<! districts ; but lw 
did nut think tlmt was likely to be the case. 

::\lr. NOHTOK sai<l the question as regarded 
settlecl districts wao; not one as to the Yalue of 
the runs, but a;; to the time which they had been 
occupied; >eiHl his <]Ueo;tion with reference to the 
settled and the unsettled districts was not so 
much with respect to length of tenure, as to the 
principle of subdivision. In the central and 
southern portions of the colony one-half the runs 
would be re:·nuned, nnd \vas there any reason why 
runs in other parts of the colony, which ha<l 
been occupied quite aB long, and from which the 
le;;s,;es had derived just as great henefits, should 
be treated more leniently both in the matter of 
subdivision and tenure, especially when the 
latter country would probably be taken up quit!\ 
as rapiclly when thrown open for selection? 1f 
the question was to be based upon length of occu, 
l1n.tinli) all rnn53 which h::td been held for the 
Rame length of time ought to be treated alih', 
both ns to oUlHlil'bion and term of lease to be 
given. 

The HoN. Sm T. 1\fulLWHAITH said that 
hou. membero; who remembered the position of 
the sqnattero; when the 1.8G9 Act was pasRed 
won1(l :-;en tha.t there was a goofl deal of roon1 fur 
the contention of his hou. friend. That Act 
settled mattero; up t<> that time between the 
Govemment and the sCJuatters, and put all the 
pastora.l le,o;ees of the colony on the same foot­
iug. h1 dt~ciding no\v the anwunt of land to be 
taken away from the different pastoral leo;sees, 
the Committee ought simply to consider tlw 
length of time thoo;e leao;e,, had been helrl under 
the Aet of JS(i\1, Matters were deliberately 
sqnnred up to that time, aml the tenure of runs 
was so fixed as tn put all "'luatterR in the colony 
OH thn Name footing, rrhe hon, gentleman- Hs 

Rtated by the hem. member for 13alonne-in fixing· 
the amount to he resumed, had not tttken that 
matter into con,ideration. J f the hon. gentlemau 
wonlrl look at the lao;t paragraph of clanse :?3, lw 
wouhl o;ee th 'tt it was there provided that-· 

" For the pnrpO.<l.f:"- of this sed ion, the lea!'e of any 
run the term ,,·hpreof lms expirc!l by emnxion of time 
~dnce the thirty-first day of Dercmbcr, one thons:nHl 
ei~ht hnnrlred anfl eighty-two, shall he deemed to he a 
subsisting lease until the expiration of the veriod of six. 
months hereinheforc mentimwd,'' 
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The iease~ referred to there mu't have run at 
least twenty-nine years before the 31st Decem­
ber, 181:)2, or thirty-one year, up to the lJl'l'"ent 
tiJ?e· Then it was quite pOHHible that they 
m1ghthavc been heltl under the Onlerq in Council. 
He spoke of them as taken up under the Act 
of 1863, or some previous Act, but there were 
so11,1e runs held under the Orders in Council, by 
whiCh wme had been heltl for a !ono-er time-for 
thirty-one years. The clause propm;ed to put 
those who held runs for twenty year" exactly in 
the _s~me category as those men. From the very 
pos1twn of matters, those men must have held their 
runs for thirty-one years at the present time. If 
the hon. gentleman had laid down as a distinct 
principle the length of tinw those leases had been 
held1 he was most glaringly departing from it in 
puttmg those men who had held their runs for 
thirty-one year., in the same category as those 
who had only h:Id their runs for twenty years. 
It must be plmn, to those who remembered 
the legislation in 1869, that there was a clear 
squaring up of all account,; between the pastoral 
le~see and the Government. They were all put 
on the same footing under the Act of lRo!l, 
and why should they not recoanise that 
position now? lf the Govermne;t regarc1e<l 
the amount of t1me that they held their 
lease in c1eciding how much sh<;nl<l be taken 
from them-and determinetl l>y the time of the 
lease they had held uude1· ti1e Act of 1809-he 
thought that would be only hir. He maintained 
that the principle was right that they should 
decide hy the amount of time the.y had helL! 
their leases. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS said he did 
not know whether he could add anything to 
what he had said before on that question. The 
hon. gentleman had just repMted the argu­
ment of the hon. member for Baloune. He 
must remind the hon. gentleman how the runs 
which he ,;aid were held for thirty years were 
taken up under Orders in Council. A very large 
number of them were taken up under the Act of 
1863. Numbers of them were held in outside 
places for seven or eight years-in some cases for 
nine or ten years, under the Orders-in-Council­
before they came untler that Act of 1Rf33. The 
lessees held them by paying their rent ; and he 
kne:v of on~ instance where he hacl to go for fifty 
or e1ghty rrnles beyond one of those runs before 
he could get _anything like fresh country; and that 
ru~~older d1d not occupy hif-l run until lm (tl!e 
J\hmster for Lands) occupied country nearly 100 
miles away from him. l\mnbers of cases of that 
k!nd were to be founll all over the country. He 
<hd ;wt see .why t)'wse runs should receive any 
spemal cons1deratwn. All the runs which had 
been occnpied abou~ ~wenty years were in pretty 
much the same pos1t10n as those that had been 
thirty years, except on the coast, where they 
proposed to deal with them in a different way. 
There they had had superior advantages, and 
therefore they had got a shorter term of lease. 
'rh ere might be some rnns nlso on the Downs and 
in the Burnett district-about 250, as the hon. 
member for Balmme said the other ni"ht. In the 
majority of instances the runs were i~ very poor 
c1istricts indeed, and he thought they ought to be 
dealt with under the scrub leases of the Bill. 
He did not see that the distinction was so ureat 
as to justify or require any such alteratiou ~r re­
arrangement in the time or quantity, as the hon. 
tlw leader of the Opposition had suggested. 

The Ho~. Sm T. MaiL WRAITH said it had 
been a principle in all legislation aJ>plicable to 
pastoral lessees, that they should do everything 
they possibly could tn induce the pastorallesseesto 
occupy and stock their runs. It had been con­
sidered a merit if they did it, and it had been con­
sidered almost a crime, especially in the eyes of the 

hon. member, if they did not stock their runs. But 
here the hon. gentleman came forward and said 
that certain lessees had held runs and that there 
\Vas ~tn excuse for then1 in not occupying tho;:.;e 
runs. Instead of punishing the lessees for that 
non-occupation, the hon. gentleman actually 
claimed it as a merit for them, and said they 
ought to be considered, because they had not got 
advantages, and had p;~id their rents and had 
not stocked their runs. That was a kind of 
monopoly they hac! been waging war against all 
along. The hon. gentleman wanted to protect 
those nwn, and giYe thmn an a.dvantago over 
other lessees. 

The PREMIER said that in those days 
the lessees were under no oh!io-ation to stock 
their runs. He thought that~ the attempts 
of his colleague, the :Minister for Lands, to 
enforce the stocking of runs had not met with 
that sympathy from the Opposition that they 
ought to have received; so that their indignatiUII 
seemed to he expended in vain. In a matter 
of tlmt sort they must dmw the line in 
some way. It might be an improvement to 
draw the line in another way than that 
proposed. But the host they could do in 
legislation ·waR to draw the line sornewhere that 
wonlcl he, on the whole, just. That was thu 
neare.-.:t they cnnld do in fra1lling the law. SmtH• 
othP-1' seheme might do eqnal justi<"e. Tlw 
sch:mc proposed was that if people had enjoyed 
thmr runs for twenty years they must give up 
one-half, and if they had enjoyed them for a less 
period one-third, and so on. 

The Ho~- Sm T. MaiL WRAITH said that 
the hun. member, the Premier, was rruite right 
in saying that in tho"e days it was not obli~atory 
on the pastoral lessee to stock his runs."' The 
very fact of his not doing so W»s not justified by 
saying that the law did not compel him to stock 
his run. The lessee did what monopolists 
always did: he monopolised land to the public 
detriment without stocking it. If it was an 
evil not to stock a run now, it was equally 
an eYil at that time. Although the law did 
not say it was an evil, there was no question 
that it was. 'rhe hon. gentleman had evaded the 
argument he had used. He h>td not heard the 
hon. member for Balonne use that argument; but 
what he did say was that there was a srJnaring 
of accounts between the pastoral lessee and the 
Cnnvn in 18G!J. ~len 1vere allo\\·ed to culf18' 
untler that Act or to go outside it. All men were 
put on an equality at that time. He thonght 
that in dealing with SCJl!atters their position 
ought to he considered as under that Act. A 
lease ought to date from the commencement of 
the Act of 18f39. Thus they would deal equally 
with all men, because they had left them equal 
with each other in 1869, and from that time 
their lease shonld date. Let thelll eHtablish a 
principle that they should take half of a man's 
run which he had enjoyed for fifteen years; then, 
for ~very year he hitd enjoyed over that time, 
take so much less. lt could be framed into the 
clause in a very little time, and would be appli­
cable. He had not heard that argnment answered 
at all, and he woulrl like to hear it answm-ed. 
~t wa:; n_ot against the principles of the Bill; 
1t wa:; snnply to get something like e<ruity. 
That wa;.; going on the s~n1e principle that had 
been establi,;hed bv the Minister for Lrl!lds-'" 
namely, to take a\\~ay from lands in proportion 
to the tnne they had been held under lease. That 
established the amount of land that should be 
resumed from men who had held longest under 
the Act of 1869, >tnd showed that it would be 
reduced in certain proportion every year. They 
had a simple state of things to deaJ with, an(J 
it would make it much more simple and 
equitable than by the clause under consideration. 
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'l'he MINISTER FOR LANDS said he 
understood the leader of the Opposition to 
argue that in the year 1869 arrangements were 
made by which squatters who held land under 
the Act of 1803, as well as those who took up 
country afterwards, could come under the Act 
of 18G9, and that everything in the way of a 
new arrangement ought to start from that year. 
But he did not think so. He thought that the 
men who took up land under the Act of 1863 
ought to he dealt with in the same way 
as those who occupied bnd under the ~\et of 
1869. He was not quite sure that he understood 
the hon. gentleman ; hut it seemed that he 
wantecl everything tn start from the year 18()0, 
rtc< if all the men who occupied country held it 
under the Act passed in that yea.r; whe1:eas there 
were plenty who held runs under the Act of 
1863, and some who held runs taken up even 
before that time. 'l'he arrangement for the 
appointment of runs in the Bill, according to the 
time they had been held, was quite as fair as 
that proposed by the hon gentleman. 

J\Ir. MOREHEAD said he did not think the 
Minister for Lands grasped the contention of the 
leader of the Opposition, who had dealt with 
every part of the matter except the element of 
rent. The lessees who came under the Act of 
18{)9 were taxed at the rental paid on the 30th 
Septem her of that year, and from that time they 
had to pay on a largely increased scale. That 
was a matter which should be duly considered 
in such a Bill as that before the Committee; and he 
thought that a fair solution of the mattei· would 
be to accept the proposition he had made-to 
resume only one-quarter of the run instead of 
one-half. The leader of the Opposition in the 
statement he made dealt broadly and fairly with 
the question, when he said that in the year 18G9 
every rnnholder had the opportunity of coming 
under the Act passed in that year, that a large 
majority of them did so, and that those who did 
not were not much to be pitied, hecau•e by the 
40th clause of that Act they con ld get a re­
newal of their lease for fourteen years. So 
that the latter stood practically in the same 
position as those who put themselves under the 
Act of 18()9. He held that the increased rent 
paid by those who took up land under the Act of 
1863, and afterwards came under the Aet of 
1869, should be taken into consideration; and 
with that exception he agreed entirely with the 
statement of the leader of the Opposition, who 
gave a succinct and proper description of what 
took place when the Act of 18G9 was passed. 

Mr. P ALMER said that although the Minister 
for Lands might he immovable when assailed 
by the arguments put forward against the division 
of runs proposed by the clause, he thought the 
Premier was more amenable to any appeals 
which might be made for common justice and 
fairness. According to subsection (n), those who 
had held leases for twenty years would lose half 
their runs ; and, as had been shown by the hon. 
memb~r for Balonne, those were the very men 
who had borne the burden and heat of the 
day-who had been instrumental in settling 
the colony and making it available for those 
who came years afterwards. The hon. gen­
tleman had shown also that those lessees 
who had occupied their runs for twenty years 
were paying rent in excess of that paid by those 
who took up land afterwards, by 15 or 20 per 
cent. ; and he agreed with the hon. member that 
in those cases only a quarter of the runs should 
he resumed. That would meet the requirements 
of settlement for years to come. \Vhen more 
land was wanted for settlement it would be time 
enough to resume it from the older occupiers. 
But, in any case, it was unjust to resume 
half of a run because it had been held 

for twenty years, while in the case of a 
run taken up yesterday only a quarter 
would be resumed. :Nlany runs were composed 
of blocks held under leases varying in length­
having five, ten, fifteen, and twenty years respec~ 
tively to run, for instance; and, that being the 
case, they could not fairly he divided according 
to a common basis. Many of those who held 
runs under the Act of 1RG3 came under the Act of 
18G9, but in the latter year there was much dis­
tress all over the country, and it was well known 
that many of the runs in the western districts 
went begging at that time. The consequence 
was that many occupiem kept only the blocks 
on which their head-stations were, forfeiting the 
rest; so that when they came under the Act of 
1869 they did so only with respect to one 
block. 'l'he marginal note to the clause was 
'' ConRerruences of Rnrrender," and one of the 
consequences would l1e the cli vision of the runs. 
One matter which was full of consequence to 
the owners was whether a straight line drawn 
through their runs would meet every purpose. 
Anything else would be quite a secondary 
matter. It would be a matter of very great 
impmtance to the owner of a station if his 
head·station, on which he had employed the 
hest years of his life, were left in the resumed 
part, and it would be a very great injustice. It 
was not a matter of the mere value of the head~ 
station, hut the years that he had spent in 
building it up; and it was generally on the best 
portion of his run. He had centred his energies 
on that one place, and the compensation that 
would be given would be the smallest matter 
connected with it. If a division were made the 
head-station should be on the part that was 
retained by the owner. There was no provisioN 
made in the clause, although it was a very 
long one, whereby the lessee should ha:e 
a choice in the matter-whether he was to retam 
the parts upon which his head·station and im­
provements stood, or whether they were to he 
taken out of his hands. The pre-emption clause 
came in then ; many of those gentlemen had 
taken up those lands became they thought that 
compensation would he given. He trusted the 
Premier would use his influence with the :Minis­
ter for Lands, who, he must say, generally 
rubbed against hon. membem of the Opposition 
by the manner in which he referred to any argu­
ment against him. He said, "I have said so 
and that is sufficient;" he was immovable, and 
gave no reasons. The hon. gentleman should 
listen to a little reason when it was put to him. 
]3etween the hon. member fur Balonne and the 
Minister for Lands the squattBrs seemed to be 
"between the devil and the deep sea," and must 
take their chance one way or the other, or else 
go to the floor. 

The PRE11IER said it had been pointed out 
that the Government had endeavoured to draw 
a line which would be the most convenient for 
the working of the scheme contained in the Bill, 
without attempting to do minute and exact 
justice in every case. If he had followed the 
debate correctly, there appeared to be two 
alternative schemes which had been suggested, 
one by the leader of the Opposition, and the 
other by the hon. member for Balonne. If he 
understood the hon. member for ~Iulgrave aright, 
he proposed that the area to be resumed should 
vary in proportion to the length of time the lessee 
had had his run. If they took half as the maxi­
mum amount, and twenty years as the period 
to justify the resumption of that half-then if a 
run had been held for less than that time the 
proportion would be a quantity varying in the 
same proportion. To put it in another way, one­
fortieth part of the run would he resumed for 
every year the run had been held, up to twenty. 
The other scheme, proposecl by the hon. member 
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for llalonne, was that ltll runs should be treated 
alike. They should be divided into two, and then 
divided into two again, and one-fourth should be 
taken. But one-fourth would not be enough. 
'rhey could not afford to give up three-fourths for 
fifteen years. If there was a provision to take 
another fourth, at a fixed period, it would be 
more reasonable. That would probably come to 
about the same thing as the Bill proposed now. 
The board could not afford to give leases inde­
feasible-in the common acceptation of the term 
-for three-fourths of the runs for fifteen years. 
Those were the two schemes which had been 
suggested in opposition to the one contained in 
the Bill, which was admitted to be an arbitrary 
scheme. The question was, which arbitrary 
scheme would do most justice to the tenants and 
give most satisfaction ? That was the question 
to be considered by the Committee. 

Mr. DONALDSON s:dd he recognisetl the 
position in which the GoYernment \~ere phLced 
as this : that they were anxi0us to have a certain 
quantity of land which they thought would be 
sufficient to meet the requirements of settlement 
for the next term of years. Hccognising that 
necessity, he thought it was a great pity that 
they had not certain information before them 
to show how much land would be avail· 
able for selection, so th:tt they could compare 
that with the settlement "hich had taken place 
since the foundation of the colony. Then they 
might have a fair idea of what amount would be 
required in future. Certainly it was antici­
pated by the Government-and, no doubt, by a 
great number of other hem. members, himself 
included-that larger settlement would take place 
under the Bill than had taken place under the 
previous Acts. It was only natural to suppose 
that that would be the case, because there was 
not only a larger population, but, if the Bill be­
came as popular »s the Government claimed it 
would be, it would h:tve the effect of inducing 
settlement from the other colonies. Therefore, 
he recognised that they were desirous of obtaining 
a sufficient quantity of land to be able to satisfy 
the demand. He thought th>tt a much less 
quantity than that proposed would be sufficient ; 
because, first of all, the line on the map 
was not a hard-and-fast one. If the demands 
for land were as great »s was anticipated, the 
board could extend that line »nd go further 
afield. There was a large portion to the 
southward and westward of the colony, that was 
not at present coming within the scheme. He 
therefore thought it would be a harsh measure 
that one-half of »ny run should be taken from 
the lessee at the present time. It should be done 
more gradually. His idea was, as he said on the 
second reading of the Bill, that one-fourth should 
be taken now and another fourth within :live 
years, and a security of tenure be given for the 

.remaining half for fifteen years. One-fourth 
would be quite sufficient for all requirements for 
the present, and the other could be taken within 
a reasonable time. If more land were required, 
the board could extend the line of the present 
schedule. He could quite sympathise with the 
Government in wishing to have sufficient land 
to satisfy the claims of people who wished to get it. 
They had also to consider the case of the pastoral 
lessees, _some .of whom would suffer very severely. 
In a t1me hke the present a man would have 
to sacrifice half his stock. He trusted that some 
modification of the scheme would be adopted. 
Another thing they should remember was that 
they had not only to provide for the people in 
the colony now, or who would come here im­
mediately, but that they had to legislate lt little 
for the future. 'l'hey had " growing population 
in the colony who were not of a sufficient 
age now to take advantage of the Act, and it 
was only fair that they should keep something 

in hand for them. They should not think 
only of people who came from other countries, 
hut should think of their local-bred stock also. 
There w:ts another matter to which he wished to 
allude, in subsections (f) and (g). He found 
those subsections read as follows:-

"The average quality and capabilities of the resumed 
part are to be, as far as practicable, the same as the 
avera<5e tluality and capability of the whole run. 

"In c-ases 'vhere the qwdity anti capabilities or 
different parts of a run are une(iual, an allowance may 
be made in area; and the proportion to be includf d in 
the resumed part may be increased or diminished 
accordingly, so as to make the relative values of the 
resumed part and the remainder of the run bear the 
relative proportions herein before pre..,cribed." 

He thought those very fair provisions indeed; 
but as the pastoml lessee would not have the 
power to retain any portion of lantl that he 
might wish, that matter would rest with the 
:i\1inister, the board, or the commissioner. He 
did not know which of the three the responsi­
bility would rest upon ; but, as it would rest 
with some of them, and not with the lessee, he 
thought it was only fair that a small addition 
should be made to the claw;e to the effect that 
the home-station and woolshed should not be 
included in the resumed part of the run. 
He thonght that that was particularly neces­
sary, after the arguments they had heard to 
show that the improvements would be paid for 
according to their value to an incoming ten»nt ; 
and that tlmt would be very unfair to the pastoral 
lessee. He was not going to follow all through 
the arguments of the hon. member for Balonne, 
with regard to the old and new lessees. It 
seemed like a handicap horse-race, and the hon. 
member argued that because certain men started 
some time before with heavier rentals they should 
now receive extra consideration. That was a matter 
of opinion, and he was not going to argue against 
the hon. member. The Minister for Lands, in 
drawing up the Bill, had attempted to arrive at 
what was a fair calculation in making the sub­
division of the runs, but he thought the hon. 
gentleman went a little too far in proposing to 
take as much as one-half of the runs at the 
present time. He would suggest-and he trusted 
the concession would be made-that a fourth 
should be resumed now, and a fourth in 
five years, and for the remaining portion 
security of tenure should be given. He th0ught 
if that plan were adopted there would be 
sufficient land resumed for all the require­
ments of settlement at the present time. As he 
had already pointed out, if under that plan the 
runs within the schedule did not afford sufficient 
land the schedule could be extended. ·while 
speaking upon the subject he wished to say that 
he was not arguing from selfish motives in that 
matter. If the runs in which he was interested 
were within the schedule he would prefer himself. 
that one-half of them should be taken, because it 
would be of advantage to him on account of the 
quality of those runs. There were others, how­
ever, who were not in that position. He made 
those few remarks to show that it was not from 
selfish motives that he desired to alter the 
clause. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS said he had 
not the slightest doubt that, if one-fourth was 
resumed now, that would be ample for the next 
five years. The hon. member was right in saying 
that it would not put the lessee in a better posi­
tion to take one-fourth of his run now and one­
fourth in five years, because, aR he had pointed 
out, for the half which was not to be resumed he 
would have to pay a higher rentaL He had 
no objection to that altemtion, as he waB quite 
satisfied they would have quite enough ; they 
would have as much as they could possi­
bly require for all purposes of settlement 
within the next five years, if they took one 
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f<mrth now and the other fourth within five 
years from the time of the resmnption. If he 
had any doubt that that would not be ample for 
the requirements of settlement he would object 
to it. As it was he did not object to the altera­
tion at all. It would be an ad vantage to the 
State in another respect, inasmuch as the State 
would receive more rental under the Bill. 

'l'he Ho:-~. Sm T . .McJL\VRAITH a,;ked if 
he was tu umlerstmFl th<et tlm Uuvermnent had 
ar:cepted the propo.<ition tu take one-fourth of 
the run now and one-fourth in fiye vears--that 
was to "'W' only lmlf of the lmlf to "be re."uuecl 
now, and the lmlanee in five years'? 

The ::\IT:::\ISTI<:R FOit LA?i'DS: Yes. 

The Hox. Sm 'r. MciLWRAITH said he 
thought ~hat '."as '" m,,1tter worthy of _a great 
<lea! of d1seusswn, and It had not been d1scussed 
yet, w fccr as he could see, unle:;s by the 
hon. gentleman who made the proposition. 
He did not think the hem. the :Mini,ter for 
Lnncls could have considerecl his own Bill or 
the arguments which were used by the Govern­
ment against smne amendments br~mght forward 
by the hon. member for Gregory. He thought 
the proposition of the hon. member for IV arrego 
was settled I by the arguments used by the 
Premier in answer to the amendments brought 
furw>ud by the hon. member for Uregory, with 
regard to the improYements that would have to 
be pe1id for ~vhen the hctJlf wa~ resu1ned. He 
understood thnt it was admitted by the Govern­
ment, thoug·h it was not in the Bill, that the 
pastor"'! lessees were to be eo m pensaterl for all 
the improvements they put on their holdings. 
If the ::VIinister for Lands or the Government 
accepted the prol><Jsition of the lwn. member for 
\V an·ego, were they going to pttt in additional 
clauses to pre\·ent improvement., being clapped 
on at such a ~-ate within the five years as to pre­
vent any profit>Lble second resumption? 

The PltE::\HER : It would be necessary to 
do so. 

The Hox. Sm T. ::\IuiLWHAITH sai<l 
that it would be necessary to do so, and he 
thought the proposition >LlJsunl. lt was just the 
sort of thing to induce the pastomllessee to pre­
,-ent resumption when the time came for his 
land to be resumed, by putting up improvements 
which would make it scarcely worth while for 
the Government to resume the l:tnd. \Vhatever 
wns to be resumed, he held, should he resumed 
at once. 

Mr. ::\-IOHEHJ-:AD : Hear, hear ! Let us 
understand what we are going to do, 

The Hox. Sm T. }IciL\VRAITH ,;aid he 
would like very much to hear the clause dis­
cussed, as it seemed to him at first blush a most 
objectionable clause. Tf a lessee was to be paid 
for all his improvements on the portion of his 
nm reommecl, nncl they took a quarter now, and 
:tnother qunrter five years hence, the (~oYern­
ment would have to pay for so many improve­
ments th>Lt it woul<l not he worth their while to 
resume it. In fact, it was the very argument 
u;;ecl by the Premier ngainst the proposition of the 
hem. member for Gregory. At all events the 
proposition had not as yet hePn sufficiently 
discussed, and he would like to hear it further 
discussed. 

Mr. HIGSON said he thought the objection 
the hon. member for JYiulgrave had put before 
the House could hn got over very easily-that 
was to say, by suneying the runs now and 
dividing thern into halves now. ~rhey could 
then set apart the <1mwter which was to he 
rf':·nuned nnw~ ;_tnd the tJluu·ter whicb wa.--:; tn he 
resumed :c.fter fin2 vev.n;. 1f,; tbuughL that 
~Nould nveruorr1c :d! lU1s d!~Hcu!ti~' fE !0 lh~ 
ia1provemento. -

Mr. MORJ.<~HEAD said he thought they 
should have perfect definiteness with regard to 
the clause. He believed the proposition he 
made-that one-fourth should be taken from the 
leases, except those under subsection (c)-would 
fully meet the case. If a lease were given for 
fifty ye>Lrs, whenever the land was wanted it 
could be obtained from those who chose to come 
under the provisions uf the Bill. He agreed 
with thH hun. member for ::Ylulgmve that the 
modificatiun proposed by the bon. member for 
\\r :_trrego was in no \vay an irnprovetuent; if, 
would neither be good for the pnotoral tenant 
nor for the State. The prol""ition to give 
a lease for fifty yem·s, and to resume one­
fourth at the end of five years, was fmught 
with danger. He could concoiYe the pos­
sibility of a pastoral teuant putting improve­
ments on the one-fourth tu be resumed, and 
enforcing the Stnte to pay fo1' them when it was 
thrown open to the public. He maintained that 
it was very much better to take one-fourth abso­
lutely from the runs included in the schedule, 
and throw that open to the public, ]e,wing the 
future to look after itself to a certain extent 
whenever resun1ptions were necessary under the 
£)8th clause. He hoped the Government would 
see their way to aceept that !Jroposal. He 
should like to hear from the l\Iinister for Lands, 
assuming that proposal were crtrriecl, how much 
land within the red line would be thrown open 
to the public. 

The HoN. Sm T. MuiLWRAlTH said he 
recognised the de."iralJility, that had Leen pointed 
out by the Premier of fixin" a Lasi:; that would 
be equitable to all' lessees. n He harl no doubt 
the Government lmd done their best to study the 
interests of them all. He thought the :Minister 
for Lnmls misunderstood his argument when he 
inferred th>Lt he(Ron. SirT. :Vlcllwmith)wished 
to cleprivH lessees under the Pastoral Leases ,\et 
of 1869 who had fourteen years' leases, from 
coming under the present Bill ; he did not wish 
to distnrb them at all. Eecognising the clifti­
cnlty of dealiug with the paHtoral leases under 
chuRe :m, there was another point that the 
Uovermnent mig-ht consider, by which they 
might come to an understanding on the present 
clause. Re thought they ought to discuss what 
"·as really wanted for purposes of settlement; 
and if they arrived at a settlement on that 
point the clause could he easily <lispoHecl of. 
Considering the extension of population in the 
colony, the facilities they were making to increase 
it, the large amount of land that was included 
within the red line, the powers the Government 
had for extending that bncl wherever additional 
settlement was required, and the ad vantage of 
encouraging settlement in one block--he thought 
the 1\.rinister for Lands must see that he had pro­
vided tuo mnch in the Bill. There was a great 
dcwger of' doing that because the land to be 
resumed was to be given in fifty years' lenses; 
and as it was a clanger, they ought to try what 
an experiment would do. In making his proposal, 
it was with a view of limiting the evils of 
the Bill as much as possible. He was qnite 
sure that under the Bill the greater part of 
the resmuptions woul<l be nnder subsection (a) ; 
that would he lt long way the largest portion of 
the land at present inside the red line. Of 
course, if they had taken the whole colony it 
would not have been. The leases for the most 
part had existed twenty yenrs; that was since 
the lands were taken up. Then the next ]Jcriod 
was ten years and less th>m twenty, and of those 
lands one-third was to be included; and in sub­
section (c), where the period was leKS than ten 
yea rH~ the <LlllOlUJt waK one-fnnrtb. The l\ljni~tf~r 
fur J.,,.nds had pointed uut t!Hct there was a very 
:~!nall clat:cB under that subsectit"Jn" In additi<J!! 
to that, the ~;ry fact that th:Be lea~es were 
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taken up la't showed that it was bad land and 
not likely to be taken np for lease uwler the 
Bill ; they might therefore exclude subsection (<:) 
as not worthy of consideration, and con1prmnise 
the matter by making sulmections ('c) ant! (/,) 
the same, taking one-fourth from the whole nf 
those lands. He thought that wouhl be a great 
<leu,] more equitable tlmn the propo,;al iu the 
Bill ; it would pro,-ide quite "" nnwh land as the 
hem. gentleuutn requiredl a11J it would .~i\t~ 
quite e!lllltgh for a.ll .settlelllent that ,,·,ml<l klkc· 
place before the expiration of the lca,;es tlmt 
were put down there fur fifty years. 

The MINISTER lilHt .LAKLIS ,,dd he 
thought the lil'st pr<>po.sal made by the hon. 
g-entleman was better than the lac;t one, bec>Luse 
the l>Ltter would altogether limit the effect of the 
Act. The one would be very much the same as 
in the Bill, the only difference heing that it 
would have been a more eqnit,tble snbdivi,.;ion 
<tnd al'l'angement of runs. The prop•"al in the 
Bill certainly divided the l'nns into three 
lots. The proposal formulated by the Premier 
showed that " fair quantity would be taken 
up on each run, and the rmmlt would 
be the same as that proposed in the Bill. 
He was, therefore, not inclined to accept 
the proposal of the leader of the Opp<Bition. 
The hon. member for Balonne asked what 
amount of land there would be available for 
resumpticm if a fourth were taken'? The 
~'Hnonnt in the unsettled districts would bo 
40,000 square miles, and in the settled district,; 
2,(i00 sc1uare miles; that was a fourth of the 
total area within the schedule. One-fourth in 
the settled districts would certainly not be 
sufficient ; the half at least would have to be 
dealt with there. Then the hon. gentleman 
asked whether the Government could give an 
estimate of the probable amount of settlement that 
would go on under the Bill. He (the Minister 
for Lands) thought that any attempt to approxi­
mate to that would be a very vague one indeed 
-so vague that it would be hardly worth while 
entering upon the calculation. The object was 
to get enough land for probable requirements. 
The land would not be thrown out of use by 
being resumed; the lessees would still have th9 
use of it, and it wouE be available for settle­
ment when re<1uired. 

J\I.r. ::\lOEEHEAD : The lessee will not im­
prove it. 

The MINISTER FOE IJAKDS: He would 
very likely improve it enough to make it usefuL 
Par instance, country that waH nnwatered, the 
lessee would probably provide with water. He 
could not conceive of anyone neglecting to use 
his l<>tnd in that way; and water was an improve­
ment that could be used by the occupant who 
would come afterwards. 

Mr. STEVENS said he would ask the Minis­
ter for Lands whether he preferred the scheme 
proposed by the leader of the 0 pposition of 
amalgamating subsections (a) an<l (b), to the pro­
position made by the hon. memLer for vVarrego 
to resume a fourth of the run now, :1nd then 
:1nother fourth five years hence? 

The MIKISTER :FOR LANDS said he 
preferred the proposition of the leader of the 
Opposition, providing for a gradual scale for leases 
from five years and upwards. 

Mr. STEVENS said tl)e leader of the Opposi­
tion rnade a propoF><al for arnalgan1ating the leases 
in subsections (cc) and (u). That was-the scheme 
he referred tn, and he wished to know whether 
the Minister for Lands preferred that to the 
proposition of the hou. member for vVarrego that 
a fourth of the run should be taken at first and 
aiV)ther fourth in fi l'e ymtrs' time. 

The Hos. ,T. M. ::\IACHOSSAX · .. ,id the 
~chm:n.e ··vhich the ~Enister f~r Lan·Js etated he 

was willing to adopt was rather too complicatecl. 
It would be mther difficult to work. They had, 
therefore, better take a certain <tuantity, say a 
third or a fourth, and make that absolute. He 
thought the hon. gentleman had made a m_istake 
as to the quantity of land that would be av-mlable, 
taking one-fourth of the area within the schedule 
There were 1GO,OOO,OOO acres within the ,chednle. 
That wa., stated in that House hy the Minister 
for Lancls hill18Plf, nnd it lw,d been eo111Lneutcd 
upon in the pul,Jie l'ress as IGO,OOO,OOO acres. 
The fourth uf that was -!0,000,000 "ere;, tmd that. 
W:JS the quantity that W«tlld be available for 
,-ettlement-- not -l:l,GUO square miles. Of course, 
if a third wore taken the ttrea would be greater. 

The PH E::\UKR said it was difficult to get. 
the exact a.rmt of conr~e, 1Jecau~e sou1e country 
was unavailable ; but, according to the jnfonna­
tion he l1>1.d, the area under lease in the unsettlecl 
districts was 1()0,000 square miles. ;\_ fourth of 
that was 40.000 squa.t·e 1niles, '"half 80,000 square 
miles, and "third 33,000. That estimate was only 
approximate. The proposition first made by the 
leader nf the Opposition to take from one-lmlf of a 
run downv\'ards according to the tenure, had, :.ts he 
(the Premier) harl pointed out before, the app<t­
rent advantage of being very f:cir; but he doubted 
very much whether it would be so fair <tfter alL 
The proposition of the hon. member for \V>~rregn 
would have the etfed of providing more land for 
settlement than the proposition in the Govern­
lneuL Bill; tha,t waH to :-5<A·Y, uwre land for ~ettle­
ment in the cour,;e of five years, though it would 
not provide so much at first. The objection had 
been raised that a tenant might put valtmble 
improvements on his run with the view of pre­
venting a five vears' lease fron1 being restnned ; 
but that could be met by deciding that he 
should not be entitled to com(Jensation for any 
improvements put on the land without the 
consent of the board. Probably there would 
be no objection to that ; it would be a 
very fair proposition to make. Hon. members 
<tppeared to be divided in their opinions as t" 
the best plan to adopt in the matter, and had 
suggested three modes which would probably 
come to the same thing in the long run. It was 
entirely a question of wh<tt would he the moot 
convenient in adrninibtration, and \vhat would 
be the fairest to the pastoral tenant. It was 
essentially a matter upon which the Government 
otwht to be assisted, and the Committee also 
as,rlsted and g·uided, by an expression of opinion 
from hon. members conversant with the subject. 

The Hox. Sm T. 1IciL W JL\.TTH said he had 
admitted, with thcPremier, that there were many 
difficulties to contend with in dealing- with the 
question ; and he had tried to get the matter put 
on a fresh basis by asking what amount of land 
would be required for settlement. There appeared 
to he some difference of opinion as to the area th<tt 
would be available within the schedule. Ta-king­
the figures of the Minister for Lauds he found 
that, supposing under subsections (a.) <tnd (h) 
one-third of the runs was taken, they would 
have 36,000,000 acres available for settlement. 
That was suppusing there were 40,000 square 
miles in the unsettled districts, and 2,000 srtuare 
miles in the settled districts; 42,000 square 
miles altogether. It was n:;eless cnnsitlering (c), 
because it was necessarily ba<l, and not likely to 
be required for selection ; so that they practically 
had only to consider (a) and (b). If they were 
pnt in the same schedule, and one-third b<keu 
from both, he thought both sides of the Com 
mittee would ag-ree that it was a fair compromise. 
Th<tt plan would make very little less land avail­
able than before. 

:'\fr. ,TORD"\ ;\ 'aid tlmt. unle's theJ'O was 
likely to be a very gre<tt derrw,nd, which he did 
n0t a,nt!c!pa.te ts tho e~:.:tent ths ~Iinic-ter f:::! 
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L>tnd~ did now, it would not be desirable to re­
sume too much htnd, because the resumed portion 
of !he runs, until aetu>tlly occupied, would re­
mam at the old rents, whereas the portion let 
for fifteen years would be at increased rents. 
The proposition of the hon. leader of the 
Opposition commended itself to his jud•cment­
that one-third should be taken of (b) ~nd (n), 
:tnd one-fourth of (c). He would not leave (c) out 
:tltogether. He thought that would meet the 
Idea of the hem. gentleman, who, perhaps, under­
stood the question better than he did; tmd it 
would provide quite sufllcient land for all pru­
bab_le requiren;ents for the next fifteen years, 
?esJdes posses~:nng the advantage of securing an 
mcreased rent for the portions leased. 

The HoN. B. B. MORETON said he thought 
the compromise ought to be taken into consiclera­
tion by the Government, as it was one which a 
great number of members on both sides of the 
Committee would agree to. 

The MINISTER FOR LAKDS said the 
question was whether there would be sufficient 
land to meet all requirements for fifteen years. 
'fhe Government did not wish to interfere with 
the leases of the pastoral tenants in case more 
lttnd was required for settlement. They wished 
to give them an assured position. Smail settle­
ment, such as was contemplated by the Dill, 
could not be spread at once all over the 
area compritJed in the schedule ; it would 
have. to be concentrated in many places ; 
and If more land was required for settlement 
within the fifteen years than the Bill provided, 
they would be shut out. If one-third was not 
enough, where was rnore to be got? 

Mr. MOREHEAD: Under the !J8th clame, 
or by extending the schedule. 

The lVIINISTim J!'OR LA.l\DS: Well, it is 
quite ]Jossible that the country outside the 
schedule, away towards our South Australian 
border, mizht be able by that time to support 
small settlement. 

Mr. MOREHEAD: Hear, hear! The country 
is not likely to go back, I hope. 

Mr. STEVE::'\SON said that, according to the 
exposition given by the :iYlinister for Lands a 
few nights ago, the Governn1ent had potver [tt 
any time to extend the schedule. 

Mr. MO REREAD said he would point out to 
the .;'\Iinister for Lands that it would make very 
little difference if the lands comprised in sub­
section (c) were omitted, and one-third taken 
of (et) and (b) combined. He thought the hon. 
gentleman would not find more than a million 
or two acres in the whole thing, and that would 
be all the difference between his plan and that of 
the leader of the Opposition. 

The HoN. Sm T. l\fciL WRAITH said that 
the hon. Minbtcr for Lands would see that 
there would be 36,000,000 acres immedi<Ltely 
available, and there wae power of extending that 
at any time to lDO,OOO,OOO. That appeared to be 
enough to provide for settlement for the next 
fifteen years. 

The PRKMIER said that, according to the 
figmes he had before him, the effect of altering 
subsection (et) by taking only one-third instead of 
one-half would be to give up G,OOO,OOO acres. 

The HoN. Sm T. lVIciLWRAITH said there 
would be 3G,OOO,OOO acres inside the red line, and 
there was power of extension so as to include 
the block on the New South \Vales border­
there were 12,000,000 acres there-and then it 
could be extended tow,uds the western boun­
dary. 

Mr. P AL~IER said that as far as he Wa.l\ con­
cerned he was dibinterested in the mattel·, as he 
was far removed from the schedule ; but he v.-ould 

point out that the extension of the schecluie dowil 
to the New South \Vales border would give an 
immense m·ea of country to be operated upon ; 
and he thought the simpler they made the resump­
tions the better. He believed that if they 
treated all the runs alike, and extended the 
schedule to the border, they would give ample 
room for all the settlement that was likely to 
take place during the next fifteen years. 

The MINn:lTER FOR LANDS said the 
whole <ruestion resolved itself into what quantity 
of land would he rec1uired for settlement ; and 
he did nut know t,nybody who wonld attempt 
to give a fair estimate of that. The object 
of the Government was to secure enough land 
for all jJOSsible requirements, as long as they 
did not throw it out of use altogether. 
Under the Dill, the land resumed would not 
be thrown out of use, because it would be 
utilised in the same way as at present until 
required for other purposes. He could not 
consent to reduce the area to one-third, and 
lose, as the hon. the Premier had pointed out, 
G,OOO,OOO acres of land in the schedule. If no 
use was to be made of the htnd re,umed, of course 
thP matter would be one for serious consideration; 
but as it would be used in the same way that it 
was no\v, and by the ::;mne lllf.m, he did not see 
nny good reason for consenting to the proposal of 
the hon. gentlernan. 

l\Ir. MOREHEAD said the whole matter in 
dispute between the :Ministry and hon. mem­
bers of the Opposition, in reg:nd to the propo­
sition of the hon. member for 11ulgnwe, 
appmcred to have resolved itself into a question 
of 6,000,000 acres. As had been pointed out, 
if the loss of that area was likely to have the 
effect of checking settlement, it could easily be 
remedied by extending the schedule at the present 
time, so as to give 6,000,000 acres more for settle­
ment. In that case he assumed that there would be 
no objection on the part of the 1finister for Lands 
or the Premier. The Premier had stated that 
he did not think they should give up G,OOO,OOO 
acres, but he had not proved that he would be 
giving up anything at all. He (Mr. Morehead) 
doubted very much that he would give up 
2,000,000 acres. Probably the hon. gentleman 
had arrived at his conclusion by having before 
him a table showing the area in acres held for 
more than twenty and for more than ten years. 
Other hon. members had not got that in­
formation; but he (Mr. Morehead), sveaking 
with some knowledge on the subject, was of 
opinion that the hnn. gentleman had exaggerated 
the loss in the amount of htnd that would be 
thrown open if the proposition of the hon. 
the leader of the Opposition were accepted. He 
thought, with the hon. member for Durnett, that 
that proposition was one that might very fairly 
be accepted by the Ministry. It bore out the 
principle of the Bill, and if it did decrease the 
area that would be 10hrown open to the public, 
that area might be almost indefinitely increased 
by altering the boundaries of the schedule. 

J\Ir. ALAKD said it appeared to be one of 
those matters upon which one of "the silent 
majority" might offer a remark. 

Mr . .;'\'JOREHEAD: How a "silent majority" 
can speak, I do not know. 

Mr. ALAN D : ·when a "silent majority" 
had anything to say--

l\1r. MOEEHEAD : They cease to be silent. 
J\Ir. ALAKD : They would say it. However, 

he rose for the purpose of expressing his opinion 
upon the subject, and he thought there was " 
great deal in the C')ntention of the Opposition. 
The chief force of the argument of the 
Minister for LP"nd;, he took to be that ha was 
not aware how much land would really be 
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l'C<juic·c,] fm ,;eLtlcmcnL Hllder the BilL He 
(IUr. ,\land) cou-ld not see that the li,OOO,OOO 
<teres referrecl to could really m<•ke ·,cery much 
ditrercnce. 'The m<ttter was one that bv in the 
hands of the 'Minister for Lrtnds, because if he 
found thrtt he wn,s G,OOO,OOO '"cres short 11ll 
he required to do w<ts to extend the schedule. 
He (Mr. Aland) was therefore clisprhed to think 
that the hon. gentlemrm should yield upon a 
point of that kind. 

The PHE~fU~R sai<l it must be l'emembered, 
when trtlking of land being locked up, that the 
propo,;ition of the hon. the lm1der of the Oppo­
,;ition was that the oldest runs in the country, 
which, of course, were those nearest to ,;ettle­
ment--

:Mr. J'I10HEHEAD : Many of them are not 
near settlement. 

The PHE:YHER: The greater ]Ktrt of them 
were near settlement, and were those which 
would most likely be wanted for the people 
before many years ; and to lock up two-thirds of 
that land absolutely for fifteen years was a very 
serious proposition. It was a proposition to 
lock up land with a vengeance. The Gm ernment 
wished to give a~ good a tennre as they could 
to the pastnral]e,sees, ancl<tt the smne time they 
wanted sufficient land for settlement. He be­
lieved the proposition in the Bill was the fairest 
that could be made, but cert<tinly the proposition 
made by the hem. member for \V arrego was 
much fairer than that made by the leader of 
the Opposition, which, as he had pointed out, 
amounted. to locking up two-thirds of the lm1d 
for fifteen ye11rs. 

Mr. STEVENSOK said he woulclremind the 
hon. gentleman that he had alre<tdy said that 
they had enough land within the schedule for 
purposes of settlement to last for fifteen year.s; 
and as they had beE\11 told by the :Minister for 
Lands that the Gm-ernment could extend the 
schedule at any time they liked, wheno>-er they 
found more bnd was required for settlement, he 
did not see what objection there could lJe to one­
third being t<tken, instead of one-half. Surely 
they could get enough land by going beyond the 
schedule to satisfy the requirements of c,ettle­
ment! 

Mr. DOKALDSOX said the matter in dispute 
had been argued for some time, and the difficulty 
<tppearecl to be to arrive at a conclusion a,; to 
which of the propositions thrtt had been made 
was the fairest. He had aclvoc<tted tlmt one­
fourth of the rmw should be trtken at once, 
and that after fiye years the other fourth should 
be taken. He should therefore introduce an 
amendment to that effect. He proposed that 
after the words "in other cases," in part 2 of 
the ob use, the words "one-half also is to be in­
cluded, provicled," be inserted. 

'fhe PHEMIETI: Leaving us to fill in the 
proviso? '-

Mr. DONALDSON: Yes. 
Question-That the words proposed to be 

inserted be so inserted-put. 
Mr. :MOREHEAD s>tid he would point out 

--assuming that the amendment would not be 
proceeded with-taking into consideration the 
fnvour with which the proposal of the leader of 
the Opposition had been received-he would 
point out to the Premier that he was in 
error in stating that those squatters who had 
'lC~npied runs for twenty years outside were 
not to be affected, in so far as half of their 
runs would be taken. He would point out to 
the Premier, <tnd the :!\Iinistcr for Lands, aJHl 
the }Jini.·,ter for \\'orb, tlmt the mu.'0 of "dtle­
lllCllt in the \Vestem cliotrid' wac: this-·-tlmt ;Ill 
t.he P~ain 'vatercnu1 e:_; \VEre ',etLlcd upon. 
'Vherever there w'\ watH· vn C1e ThomprwD or 
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Darcoo, or br~mch river,;, the frontages were taken 
up, :tnd wore held even up to the present time; 
but the best country was the country back from 
the frontage, and that was taken up long after­
wards, and w'"s nearer settlement than those, 
frontages were at the present time on the 
Lower Barcoo ami elsewhere. The country lying 
between the Barcoo and Thompson was nearer 
to rail way communication, and was taken up more 
recently th<tn the country on the rivers. Those 
portion,; were much more favourable for settle­
Inont for grazing and agricultural fanns than the 
earliest country taken up. Therefore the hon. 
gentle1nan \Va8 in error in saying that those, 
possibly, who were actually inside, so far as 
settlement was concerned, should be treated 
in a more favourable way than those outside. 
The propos<tl of the leader of the Opposi­
tion was to equalise things and say that 
a thircl should be taken from both the 
holders inside and outside-both of them being 
included in subsections (a) and (b). There 
should be no serious objection raised to that; and 
the Premier, had he known the circumstances 
under which the country was taken up, could 
mi:ce no objection. As far as the amendment 
was concerned, he (Mr. Morehead) objected to it 
on belmlf, not only ofthe pastoral lessees, but of 
those who wanted to settle on the country. 
If a lease for five years were to be given for the 
lmlf of the half, which was the proposal of the 
member for \V arrego, the result would be that 
improvements would be put up by the wealthy 
leaseholder in order that if the country was 
resumed a large amount would be paid for com­
pensation by the incoming tenant. \Vhat the 
actual resumption would be the squatter would 
nut know. It would not benefit him ; for in that 
case he took it that the Government under the 
Bill ,·ouldc.ay, "No; we will let this land stand 
as it is. That portion can fall in if it likes, but 
that country will he useless, because it will be so 
crammed with the improvements that no small 
man can touch it ; but we will go on to a 
portion where there are very few. improve· 
ments, and we will pay compensation for the 
lease an cl for the improvements." The squatter 
who adopted that system, he was afraid, 
would be "hoist with his own petard." 
If the Bill was to become law, let them 
have something definite. Do not let them give 
to one n1an a five years' lease and to another a 
fifte;·n years' lea,;e. Let them say they would 
take one-third of the runs ; and he thought that 
was a brge amount to take. He would have 
preferred one-fourth; but as it was the general 
wish he would be contented that one-third 
should be taken, rtnd that subsection (c) should 
stand as it was. He thought that was the proper 
way of dealing with the question. He was cer­
tain the squatters wanted something definite, and 
they should by all means give them something 
definite. 

The PREMIER said the hon. member for 
vV rtrrego had moved the amendment that one­
half should be taken, adding the word ''pro­
Yicled" and leaving the proviso to be inserted. 
As he understood the hon. member's argument 
it was this, and he h<td heard the same scheme 
proposed long before to-night-in fact, every pos­
sible scheme for the division of runs had been 
proposed and discussed outside-that after the 
division of the run by the commissioner and 
board the resumed half would be divided into 
two again. The tenant would be told which 
piece was to be t<tken now, and which in five 
years' time. Vvhile the matter was being dis­
cussed he had endeavoured to formulate the 
provisions which wonld h:wc to be inserted to 
;;he effect to the scheme. All that was required to 
l1e provided was, that the resumed part was to be 
divided into two equal varts, and that the board~ 
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when they were confirming'the division, should 
decide which half was to be immediately avail­
able for settlement, and which would be re­
quired in five years time. The point that 
the tenant might endeavour to embarrass the 
Government by piling up improvements was 
a serious one, but he \vould suggest, as he 
had done before, that the improvements should 
not to be made without the consent of the 
board. There was a provision of that kind 
already in the Bill with respect to another 
matter. Of course it could not be permissible to 
allow the tenant to pile up improvements on a 
five years' lease, in order to prevent the Govern­
ment resuming the land. In comparing the pro­
posed scheme with that contained in the Bill, it 
would have the advantage that it gave enouo·h 
land at once for immediate settlement. :f3y 
the scheme of the Bill the country would get 
rather more than one-third of the whole land. 
Under the amendment they would get one-fomth 
at once, and in five years anotherfourth. It was 
not likely that the whole of the first fourth would 
be taken up in five years, but if it was there 
would be more at the end of five years. So that 
on the whole the scheme would be more advan­
tageous to the State than the scheme in the Bill. 
At the end of the five years there would be more 
land available for settlement than under the 
scheme proposed in the Bill. The proposition 
was therefore in favour of settlement, while that 
of the leader of the Opposition was as distinctly 
against it. Such being the case, the amendment 
appeared to be a beneficial one. As to the 
argument that the schedule could always be 
extended, of course it could; but it was not 
UesirabJe to scatter settlement unneceSMarily. 
The land most accessible-most easily available 
-ought to be first settled upon, and leaseholders 
nearest the coast and largest towns ought to be 
the first to give way. The Government had 
determined to support the amendment of the 
hon. member for W arrego, with the intention, 
if it was carried, of introducing other amend­
ments into the clause to give effect to it-­
such as-the division to be made at once, the 
tenant to know which half he was to get for 
fifteen years and which fourth for five years, and 
not to prevent the Crown getting it at the end 
of five years by making excessive improvements 
upon it. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciLWRAITH said the 
hon. member for Warrego must surely have made 
a mistake in placing his amendment in that 
particular part of the clause. If put and carried, 
it woulcl preclude him from moving his amend­
ment, and he intended to test the opinion of the 
Committee by moving that in the last line of 
paragraph (a) "one-half" be omitted, with the 
view of inserting ''one-third." 

The PREMIER said that, as a matter of 
convenience, it was necessary that the hon. 
member for Wan-ego's amendment should be 
moved at the commencement of paragraph (a), 
because it made the area to be resumed entirely 
independent of any period that had elapsed, 
and would ~upersede the whole of paragraphs 
(cc), (b), (c), ~.nd (d), which, if the amendment was 
carried, would have to be omitted. If not car­
ried, the clause would remain as it stood, and 
could be dealt with in any other way the Com­
mittee might think fit. It was desirable to so 
put amendments, that if one was moved and 
negatived another might be moved afterwards. 

The HoN. Sm T. MaiL WRAITH said he 
did not wish to have his own amendment 
blocked. The Premier had succeeded in ex­
plaining the amendment of the hon. member for 
\Varrego in a way which that hon. member him­
self did not do, and it must have been the result 
~f wme private arrangement made between that 

hon. member anu the Premier. The proposition 
was absurd. The G,wernment proposed to take 
one-third, and the hon. member for VV arr·ego 
proposed to make it one-half, although that hon. 
member never said so in his speech. It seemed 
very like a trick to place that amendment in 
front of pamgraph (a) instead of at the end of 
it, and again at the end of paragraph (b). If the 
amendment of the hem. member for \V arrego was 
as explained by the I'remier-although the bon. 
member did not explain it in that way-it would 
have his most determined opposition. 

Mr. MOHEHEAD said that if three persons 
had been concerned in the amendment he should 
have called it a conspiracy; but, there being only 
two, it could hardly be called by that name. lt 
was a ll10tion of surpri.-;e. rrhe ~lilli:-;ter for 
Lands had stated oYer ttncl over again that he 
would not depart from the sliding scale nnder 
any circumstances. The Premier had st<icl the 
same thing; and now he told the Committee that, 
if the amendment were carried, paragraphs (a), 
(u), (c), and (d), would be swept from off the 
face of the Bill. One would hardly suppose 
that that decision could have been arrived 
at without colluoion with the hon. member 
for Warrego. There must ha\·e been some 
consultation with that hon. member outside the 
Hou~e before that sudden change was brought 
about; and he coulcl not but d~scribe it as "an 
unholy alliance." Hon. members on the other 
side might laugh, but that was how he should 
describe it. They had been led to believe 
earlier in the evening that the compromise pro­
posed by the leader of the Opposition would be 
accepted by the Government, but since then " 
change had come over the spirit of their dream, 
and the Committee were now asked to put 
the country into a \\"orse ]J<mition than if the 
Government had stuck to their own Bill. 
Let them also consider the proposition made by 
the leader of the Opposition, and they would 
come tq the conclusion that the better proposal 
of the two was that made by the leacler of the 
Opposition. He certainly would do all he could 
and all he knew to prevent the amendment 
being passed. He considered it was not only 
unjust to the State, but it was unwise on the 
part of the squatter, in trying to push such a pro­
posal as had been made by the hon. member for 
\V arrego; and in the interests of the State, and 
in the intere't of the pastoral interest­
which he helcl to be one of the largeot in­
terests in the State-he should certainly 
do all he coulcl to prevent the amendment­
which, by the way, he hacl heard very little of, 
except those words that had just been read­
being passed by the Committee. He would like to 
know from the member fc•r \Varrego what his 
scheme was. They had not had it fully ex­
plained, and he supposed the hon. gentleman 
was father, or reputed father--if the hon. gentle­
m>1n preferred that-of the amendment. "Puta­
tivefather,"perhaps, would be a better term. He 
thought they should have a full explanation from 
him as to the purport of the amendment, and as 
to what its effect would be, perhaps, on the acre­
age that would be open to the public after the 
five years had passed. He hoped the hon. 
m em her would take steps to prevent the 
one-fourth, which was to be resumer! after 
five years, being so crowded with improvements 
m; to prevent an individual coming in. He 
himself saw through and throug·h the amend­
ment. Its intention was simply, not to benefit 
the State, but to benefit the individual by allow­
ing him to crowd such improvements on the 
unresumecl·one-fourth, during five years, as would 
prevent its being thrown open to the public. 

::\Ir. l\HUGLEY said he had listenecl Ycry 
care fully to all thn t heLd been "'Lid un both thm;e 
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points. He really thought the very best thing 
the Government could do was to >;tick to the 
clause as it was originally in the Bill. 

Mr. MOHBHEAD : I would rather see that 
than the amendment. 

l\Ir. MIDGLEY said the land that would 
be ref}uiren for the purposes of settlement would 
be the land in the settled districts-the land that 
was nearest the railways, and those railway.s 
tlmt were contemplnted to be constructed. It 
would not re(rnire a great 111a.ny grazing far1ns 
to bke up all the lan<l, which would he resumed 
in a very few yean;, He thought the best plan 
\Voulcl be fm· the Government ju:;t to stick tu the 
Bill '" it was in th:1t respect. 

:\Jr. FJ;:HGUSON said he wao< quite of the 
f';nlle opinion as the la:-;t speu.kor. lle could not 
t-~ee wh~Lt groundK the Uovel'lllnent had at all for 
cleparting from the Bill "' far '" the division of 
run:-; wa:-; concerned. ] f the land \Vas nut re~ 
quired for settlement the squatters had the 
bnd as it stoml now, and if the land was 
retjuired for settlement the Government had the 
privilege then of using it for settlement. It 
wns his opinion, if the Bill was to be a success 
at all, that the country would require at least one­
half of the land to be at their disposaL They 
could not force settlement in one corner of tlie 
country. They must have scope for people to 
settle it. The people must have a choice, and 
they would be refusing them that small choice 
if they should reduce the area OlJen for settle­
ment. He was very much surprisetl at the 
JVIinister for Lands yielding in any way so far as 
that point was concerned. He would not yield 
to either the member for \Varrego <Jr the leader 
of the Opposition, if he were the Government. 

:\lr. l<'OOTE said his opinion was that the 
Government should stick to the Bill on the lines 
they had laid down. He saw a dispo:;ition on 
the part of the C+overmnent to make a cmnpro­
mise with the Opposition in regard to somethin~ 
which he thought would not be an improvement 
in the Bill, and at the same time would not 
benefit the State. Of com·se, if the hon. mem­
ber for \Varrego pressed the amemlment, he would 
vote for it. He did not see anything- \Vrono· in 
it, but :ct the same time he confessed that, itthe 
(~overnment would stick to their Bill, it would 
be better and would save considerable time. A 
great d mtl of time lutd been taken n p in the 
disen~~ion, not u~ele~sly, because it wa.-; a 
matter worthy of contention and required to 
be well Considered. rrhere \Vere a gl'eat many 
interests involved on both sides. At the san;e 
time, when he took into considenttion that, by the 
lands being resumed in the way bid down by the 
Bill, those which were not wanted were still in 
the h:tnds of the grazier, he thought no real harm 
could be done. Therefore he advised the :Y[inister 
for Lands to stick to hi,; Bill. 

Mr. JORDA=" said he wbhed to know whether 
the Government intended to support the amend­
ment of the hon. member for \Varrego. He 
would very much rather have the Bill a' it was. 
If he had his choice of accepting the amendment 
l'roposed by the hon. member for \Varrego, and 
of th:ct proposed by the leader of the Opposition 
he would certainly choose the latter. He would 
like to know whether the Government intended 
to support the amendment of the hon. member 
for \Varrego, or whether they would agree to 
what hl>d now been suggested-that they should 
adhere to the Bill as it was. 

The Hox. Sm T. J\IciL \VEAITH s:>id he had 
watched the debate very carefully. He had not 
had the olighte,;t donbt the hoiL iuembers on the 
other Hide would ca ... rry the conq,l'mllisP, he ha,d Hn"·­
;:estetl. Heveraloftlw~e hon. 1umubcr~ l1~vlalread~' 
u.1id iL Wet.:, <.t rea~uua,Ule c.u111pru111i . .,;b, Tht:·y 

not only spoke of it in the way of a compromise, 
but they went beyond that and said it would be 
more prudent to elect to take a small quantity. 
After that the hon. the Premier-by what he could 
not call anything else than :t trick- chooe to 
take ad vantage of the inexperience of the hon. 
member for Warrego, and had the impertinence 
to propose an :tmendment that would put the 
country and things generally into a worse posi­
tion. The prorJosition put before the Committee 
now was a ridiculous one, and it was all done 
through the very clever trick played by the 
Premier on the innocence of the hon. mewber 
for \V:urego. 

The PltEMIEil s:ticl he gave the hon. member 
for \Varrego credit for knowing what he wat-: 
about quite welL The leader of the Opposition 
thought he W<tH going to get bun. tll8lllher~ to 
tLgTee to a, propn~ition to block :-;ettlmnent ; and 
thought that by u~iug HpecionH argtuuentH he 
would obtain th:tt effeut. He (the Premier) con­
fetlsed he was rather surprised when the hon.mem 
berfor \V arrego prOJJOsed an amendment which was 
so liberal; because, as he had pointed out, it was 
more liberal in the interests of settlement than 
that proposed by the Government, ~tnd, therefore, 
how could they refuse to agree to an amend­
ment of that kind? They wanted to keep as 
much land as they could for the people. If a 
pastoral tenant thought the amendment was a 
bir one, he (the Premier) thought they could 
not be so foolish as to decline to accerJt it. They 
were prepared to take the Bill as it stood, but if 
there was to be any alteration it must be in the 
direction iUtlicated by the hon. member for 
\Varrego, and not in the direction indicated by 
the hon. member for J'vlulgrave. 

::\fr. MOHEHEAD said that, not ten minutes 
before, the hon. the Premier had told them 
that the Government had decided to accept the 
amendment of the hon. member for \Varrego, 
but now the hon. gentleman told them he 
intended to accept the Bill as it stood. \Vith 
regard to the proposal made by the hon. member 
for Mulgrave, he said it was better than the 
proJ"lsal contained in the (a), (b), (c), and (d) 
subsections of this clause. It was more just in 
every way that one-third should be taken, and 
two-thirds left in the conditions contained in 
this Bill, than that one-third and one-half 
should be taken from the pastoral lessees. 
It had been shown over and over again that 
those who would come under subsection (a) had 
special cJ,irns on the State, which more than 
counterbalanced the proposal that they should 
be put under the clause ; and the Premier knew 
it himself. He did not think, however, that the 
h<m. member knew the Act of 1863 until that 
night. As he had pointed out before, those who 
would come under subsection (a) had been 
paying for years more heavily for their runs 
than those who held their runs under the 
Act of 18G9 ; and it was only fair that those who 
hac! held runs over twenty years should have the 
small act of justice he had suggested shown to 
them. If hem. members would take the trouble 
to read the Act of 1863 they would see that those 
men had paid for years four times the rent 
paid by tho8e who came after them, but 
who were more leniently treated by the Bill ; 
and that the hulk of their runs were further 
out than those runs that had been taken 
up later, but which were probably of more 
value so far as water and grazing farms were 
concemed. The proposition of the leader of the 
Opposition was a very fair one, especially when 
the amount in dispute was infinitesimal as com­
pared with the mnount stated by the Premier­
li,OOO,OOO acres. Tlmt, however, was a matter 
which they were not :tlJle tu calculate, bec;m,;e 
they had twt Uw !i<;ures before them which the 
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Premier evidently had. There could be no possi­
bility of any lack of land for settlement if the 
proposition of the leader of the Opposition were 
carried out, which he still hoped might be the 
case, seeing that it had the support of the hon. 
member for Toowoomba (Mr. Aland) and the 
hon. member for Bnrnett. 

The MINISTER :B'OR LANDS said he did 
not know whether the hon. member for vV an·ego 
knew the effect of his amendment or not ; but 
he was r1uite willing to n,ccept it, as it would 
give better terms to the State than the clause 
as it stood. If the hon. gentleman really did 
not understand its effect, he had better with­
draw the amendment. 

The MINISTER }'OR WORKS said he 
understood that the object of the amendment 
was to divide the runs into two, and then sub­
divide the halves again, the Government resum­
ing a qua,rter at once and another quarter in five 
years' time. If that was the object of the hon. 
member it was a very good one, bee:tuse one­
fourth of each run would give sufficient land for 
settlement at present, and the Government 
would a.t the same time have the benefit of the 
full rents of the remaining three-fourthe. If the 
half were taken it was possible that a large por­
tion of the resumed half would not be occupied, 
and the State would receive no rent for that 
which was not occupied. He was always glad to 
accept anything beneficial to the State, and he 
considered the amendment of the hon. member 
for \V arrego an excellent one. 

The HoN. Sm T. MoiLWRAITH asked 
what form the remainder of the clause would 
take if the amendment of the hon. member for 
vVarrego were inserted_? It would be absurd to 
a.gree to the amendment without knowing what 
was to follow. 

The PREMIER Raid that he st,ted in an 
earlier part of the evening that he had written 
down what he conceived would follow. 

Mr. MOREHEAD : Are the Government 
going to accept the amendment? 

The PRE.:VIIEll said the Government would 
he very glad to accept the amendment if the 
\Jommittee would give it them, because it would 
be more liberal to the Stttte than the clause as it 
stood. He would not profess to say that what 
he had written out was verbally accurate. The 
amendment of the hon. member for \V arrego 
was-" One-half also is to be included, provided;" 
one that shoulcl follow, "that such half shall be 
further divided into two equal portion"." If that 
were carried, he proposed to insert the follow­
ing subsection at the end of the clause-

·• In cases where the resu1ned part has. nnder the 
provi:::ions hereinbefore contained, been divided into t1Yo 
portions, the order shall specify which IJOrtion shall be 
hmnediately available to be selected or otherwise dis­
po~cd or nuder the provisions of this Act, and which 
portion :-;lutll be included in a lease for 1ivc years as 
hereinafter provided.'' 

That would apply to all runs, so that subdivisions 
(a), (b), (c), and (d) would come out. In suhsection 
:J the word "divisions" would have to be substi­
tuted for " division" ; and there would be one or 
two verbal amendments in subsection 4. Then 
there would have to be a new clause to follow 
clause 25-

" In cases 'vhere the resumed part of the run has, 
under the provisions hereinbe!ore contained, been 
divided into two portions, the vastornl tenant ~hall also 
1Jc entitled to receive a. lease from the Urown for the 
}Jol'tion of the resnmed part which is :-pecified in the 
m·der of the board con !inning the division as to be so 
jncluded. 

·~ Such lease shall be subject to the san1e conditions 
aml stipulations as in the last preceding section men­
tioned, as !a1· as the same arc rcspcctivoly applicable 
thereto." 

Those were the amendments necessary to make 
the scheme complett•, and he hoped no hon. 
member would vote for the amendment under a 
misaj>prehension. 

Mr. STEVENSON said he could not under­
stand the position they were in at all. It 
seemed from what the Premier hac! said that 
there had been a pre~arrange1nent. An arrange­
ment had been made to strike out all those 
chmses ; anfl after all those arrangements 
between the Government and the hon. member 
for \V arrego, the :Minister for Lands httd the 
impertinence to tell the hon. member f0r 
vV arrego that he did not underKtand his own 
amendment. It phtced the hon. member for 
\V arrego in a nice position. He wiRhed to kno\v 
whether the Government were going to accept 
his amendment or not. 

The PREMIER s"'id that when the amend 
ment was proposed he sat down at the tttble, 
as he usually did, and endeavoured to see how it 
would work out, so that when the question was 
asked he would be in a position to answer it. 
He did not know until he did so, how it would 
work out consistently with the reilt of the Bill. 
Hon. members knew that that was his usual 
practice. 

The Hox. Sm T. l'!IciL WRAITH said the 
hon. Premier spoke as if the only object of the 
Government was to get as mueh land tts they 
possibly could from the pttstoral tenants. If 
that were the case why did not they make a Bill 
that would take away three-fourths? The hrm. 
gentleman did not frame those clauses without 
some consideration. The thing was pr·eposterous. 
It was a contemptible trick, and taking advan­
tage of a member on the Opposition side of the 
Committee. 

The MINISTER :B'OR LA:i'\DS said he did 
not see what justification the hon. gentleman 
had for calling it a contemptible trick. It was 
a proposition made on his own responsibility by 
a member on the opposite side. He at once 
got up and accepted the amendment, yet the 
hon. gentleman said it was a contemptible trick. 
By whom? He talked about hon. gentlemen on 
the Government side being offensive ; he never 
heard anything errual to that. The hon~ gentle­
man could not listen to any such remarKs from 
the Government side. To whom did he allude; 
was it to him? 

The HoN. Sm T. MoiL WRAITH: Put on 
the cap if it fits you. 

The MINISTJm FOR LANDS said he 
accepted the amendment proposed by one of the 
hon. gentleman's own supporters, without having 
had any talk to him at all in connection with it; 
it was openly accepted. 

Mr. :MOREHEAD: It was through a caucus 
outside. 

The l\fiKISTER FOR LANDS said he had 
never spoken to the hon. gentleman outside at 
all about that particular portion of the Dill. 
The htm. member for Normanby said he had 
charged the htm. member for Warrego with not 
understanding his own "'mendment. He did not 
do so. The hon. gentleman was very apt to 
make misstatements ; but he should make them 
more skilfully, or leave them to the hon. member 
for Balonne to do so. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said he rose to a point of 
order. The hon. }\linister for Lttnds had accused 
him of being in thehahitnf ni::tkingrnis~~tatelnfmts, 
ttnd he insisted upon the words being withdrawn. 
He did say so-- · 

The :MINISTER J<'OR LA:i'\DS : :i'\o. 

l\fr. i\IOREHEAD said the hon. g·entleman 
had ;;aiel that the hon. member for N ormanby 
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had better leave the making of miRstatements to 
the hon. member for Balonne. He insisted upon 
the words being withdrawn. 

Mr. JfOOTE : Chair ! Chair! 
Mr. MORKHEAD said the hon. member for 

Bundanba could howl as much as he liked out of 
hi" flabby stomach. The hon. Minister for Lands 
was not justified in making use of that language 
and he would appeal to the Chairman to know 
whether he was. The words were unparlia­
mentary, and should be withdrawn. 

The PRE:\IIER: What are the words? 
Mr. MORE HEAD said he had mentioned the 

words, and he wanted a ruling upon the point of 
order. The Chairman knew as well as he did 
that the words were as he had said. 

The lVII~ISTER l<'OR LANDS said he cer­
tainly did not mean to say that the h<m. member 
for Balonne had made misstatements. He said 
that the hon. member for Normanby had made 
some, whether from misapprehension or not he 
could not say. ·what he said was that if the 
hon. member for vVarrego did not understand 
his amendment, or the results of it, he had 
better say so. 

Mr. MOR};HEAD said that was not the 
question. The hon. member sairl that such mis­
statements had better be left to the hon. member 
for Balmme. It had nothing to do with the hon. 
mcmher fo1· "\Varrego. He only hoped that, if 
not thiN session, then in a future session, they 
would get tt Chairman who could get up and 
give a rnling. 

The CHAIRMAN: I did not hettr whttt the 
hon. member said. 

Mr. MOREHEAD: Then I shall not httvo 
ttny more to say. 

Mr. STEVENSON said the Minister for 
Lands distinctly twitted the h<m. member for 
\V arrego with not understanding the amend­
ment he had proposed, or what its effects would 
be. Then he denied he had said so, >tnd then 
again he admitted that he had said so. The 
hon. gentleman did not know what he wag 
talking about. 

The HoN. SIR T. MciLWllAITH said the 
hon. Minister for Lands had said th,tt the h<m. 
member for W arrego did not understand his 
mnendment or what its effect would be. 

Mr. MACDONALD-PATETISON said that 
what he understood the Minister for Lands to 
say was that if the hon. member for "\V arrego 
did not understand the effect of his amendment 
he could withdraw it. 

Mr. MIDGLEY said he again expressed the 
hope that the Government would keep to the 
Bill. He supposed that in drawing it up theY 
had taken into consideration what land they 
would be likely to want, and had also considered 
in >mne respects the revenue the:v were likely to 
derive from the system. He was sure that hon. 
gentlemen would he put into a difficult position 
if the Bill were not kept in its original form; and 
it would be a mistake to alter it. There had 
been no collusion, and the Government would be 
in danger of tnaking a tnistake, and dividing 
their side of the Committee unnecessarily, if they 
accepted the amendment. 

Mr. DONALDSON f'.aid that he had been 
taxed, in propo~ing his an1enchnent, with 
being a tricl'"ter, and also with being a 
fool. The amendment had been charac­
terised as trickery, which he denied in toto. 
As for understanding- the amendment, he 
thoroughly Ul)(lerstoocl it, ancl he noticed that 
the hon. Pren1ier, \V bile he was speaking, formu­
lated certain amendments to give effect to it, and 
the hon. gentleman had subsequently shown them 
to him. Since the Lttncl Bill w:os introduced, 

he had tried to introduce two or three amend­
ments, and all of them had utterly failed. 
He was sorry to see the way in which 
amendments were received ; it did not matter 
who proposed them, they were being con­
tinually opposed. He had certainly bemi 
att>tcked that night from a quarter from which 
he did not expect any opposition. But as he 
did not wish to divide the harmony that exi"ted 
on his side or on the opposite side of the Com­
mittee, he would, with the permission of the 
Committee, withdraw his amendment. 

The Hox. SIR T. :MciL WRAITH said the 
hon. member who had just Rat down was quite 
wrong- in saying that he (Hon. Sir T. Mci!wraith) 
attributed trickery to him, because he never, for 
l1 moment, said anything of the kind. He had 
charged the Premier with trickery, and he only 
charged the hon. member for IV arrego with 
innocence, and he hoped he woulcl get over that. 

~1r. FOOTE said he was surJ.>rised at the way 
in which the hon. member for \Varrego httd 
been sat upon ~tnd accused of trickery by his 
own side of the Committee. 'rhe hon. member 
for "\Varrego, he felt sure, was respecter! hy 
members on both sides of the Cmnmittee. 
For his own part he was sorry that the h<m. 
member hncl withdmwn his amendment, as he 
should h>we liked to have voted for the amend­
ment after the way the hon. member had been 
treated. That was his disposition; when he saw 
the manner in which the hon. gentleman had 
been sat upon by his own side, he should 
have votecl for his amendment whatever 
wonld be the result of it. He thought, from 
the way in which the h<m. member had put 
his ttnienclment, notwithstanding the banter 
he had been subjected to by his :Jwn side, 
it should be supported by the Government side of 
the Committee. He could not agree with the hon. 
member for J:<'~tssifern that every Bill should be 
carried through the House upon a strict line, 
There were times when it was both necessary 
and wise to give way; when fresh light 1night 
be thrown upon a Bill, and it was "'metimes 
discovered that the propos>tl of the Opposition 
w>ts even better than that of the Government. 
How nmny times had that not been the case when 
the Premier was leader of the Opposition ? The 
h<m. gentleman put the last Government's Bills 
into form for them. Every member in the House 
knew that their Bills hnd been licked into shape 
for them and made workable by that gentleman, 
and they would not have been workable had it 
not been for that gentleman's perseverance in 
amending them. Hon. members had certainly 
acted with but scant courtesy to the hon. member 
for \V arrego, and had accused him of trickery 
without any reason. 

lVIr. NOHTON said he was sure the Committee 
were highly edified by the principles which the 
h<m. member who had just sat clown had given 
expression to. If a member on the Opposition 
side proposed an amendment, and was not 
treated with conrte'y by his own party, the 
hon. member did not care a straw what the 
result of the amendment would be-he would 
vote for it. The hon. member's constituents 
had reason to congratulate themselves upon 
the possession of a very worthy representative. 
The hon. member for \Varrego was mistaken if 
he suppr'"ed for one moment that the leader of 
the Opposition attributed to him any trickery, or 
suspicion of trickery. \Vhat he understood the 
leader of the Opposition to say was that he 
accused the Premier of trickery. There was no 
mistake about that. The hon. gentleman accused 
the Premier of trickery in taking ad vr.ntage of 
the innocence and inexperience of the hon. 
member for "\Varrego. '!.'hat was where the 
trickery came in; and the h<m. member for 
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\V arrego need not think for one moment that 
anyone on the Opposition side of the Committee 
had accused him of having any part in the 
trickery. 

Mr. DONALDSON said he flattered himself 
that he had sufficient backbone not to be led by 
either one side of the Committee or the other. 
The hon. the Premier would not be able to "get a 
loan" of him-as the C<Jmmon term was-if he 
:ttternpted to do so. "L p to the present time, 
however, he had not attempted to do so ; and, 
on the contrary, he had to thank that hon. 
gentleman for the assistance he had given him 
that night. What he advocated was that the 
runs should be divided into halves; that one 
quarter was to he resumed at once, and the other 
quarter after a term of five years, while, for 
the halance of the land, security of tenure was to 
b<J given. He proposed that as his amendment, 
because it embodied his ideas of what he thought 
best for the settlers, and best for the country. 
That was his only reason for proposing the 
amend1nent, and it was not bec[tuse it was sug­
gested to him by the Premier or anybody else. 

The PREMIER said he had listened with 
contempt to the accusations made against him of 
trickery. Hon. members, he supposed, would 
yet learn that accusations of that kind would 
only bring discredit upon those who used them. 
There was not a living soul in that Committee 
who believed that anything of the kind had taken 
place. The first he had heard of the proposition 
was when something of the kind had been 
suggested to him some weeks ago ; 2.nd he did 
not know that the hon. member for \V arrego 
was going to propose it until that day. It was 
not in any way snggested by him. \Vhen the 
hon. member for vVarrego had got np in the Com­
mittee that afternoon and advocate<! it, he (the 
Premier) did as he always had done, and as he 
always shonld do, and sat down at once to see how it 
would work out, and formulated as far as posr;ible 
the clauses or amendments necessary to give effect 
to it. He did that simply with the desire to assist 
the hon. member. If there was any trickery in 
that he supposed it must be according to the 
new dictionary of hon. members opposite. He 
called that honourable and straightforward deal­
ing, and a proper way to conduct the lmsinegs 
of that Committee. \Vhen an hon. member on 
the other side of the Committee asked assis­
tance or information he endeavoured to assist 
him in every way in his power ; and if hon. 
members opposite called that trickery he 
would always be guilty of such trickery as that. 
Hon. members might just as well say he was in 
collusion with the hon. the leader of the Oppo­
sition, because, when he proposed a different 
scheme for the division of the runs, he sat down 
and worked that out, and subsequently showed 
hem. members how it would work. 

Mr. NOR TON said he hoped the hon. gentle­
man did not mean to say that he (Mr. Norton) 
had accused him of trickery ; because he had no 
intention of doing anything of the sort. 

The PREMIER: Y on did it in the phtinest 
language. 

Mr. NOHTON said the hon. member was 
quite mistaken, and if he would listen he would 
show that he was mistaken. He (Mr. Norton) 
was not in the Chamber at the time the proposal 
was made--in fact, he had been ont of the 
Chamber nearly the whole of the evening-but 
he had heard the statement made by the leader 
of the Opposition, in which he accused the 
Premier of trickery in taking advantage of 
the inexperience of the hon. member for 
vVarrego. He had merely repeated what he 
understood the leader of the Opposition to 
say, and he did not profess to know anything 
at all about it himself, as he had heard nothing 

about it until alJOnt ten minntes before. He 
hoped the hon. gentleman wonld Hot attribnte 
snch statements to him, as he certainly should 
not feel inclined to make them under any circmn­
stances, and especially without hearing the whole 
of the case. 

Amendment withdrawn. 
Mr. KORTON said there was another matter 

which he would like to refer to. The 4th sub­
section, paragraph (e), provider! that "the whole 
resumed part is to be in one block." That 
block might be taken in such a way as to destroy 
the value of the whole run. There should be 
some provision to prevent the block being taken 
from the middle of a run, and thus destroying 
the value of the remainder of the run. By 
taking a block out of the middle it would leave 
a ring which could only be worked at very much 
greater ex pens e. 

The PHK~IIER said that surely they could 
not conceive of the con1missionerH lJeing such 
fools as to allow that ; their object would not ]Je 
to allow the run to be destroyed altogether. 

:Mr. N"ORTOJ'\ said that most unfair divisions 
might be made. He knew that very inequitable 
divisions of runs were made; and under" Bill of 
that kind divisions might be carried out in such 
a way as to do a great deal of harm. 

lVIr. l' ALMER said the Premier had stated 
that they could not conceive of the commissioner 
resun1ing a run in such a 1nanner; but he could 
conceive of com1nissioners doing any ahfiurd 
thing· in the division of runs. He had not yet 
got an answer from the CYiinister for Lands to 
the question he asked him some time ago about 
the resumed part, including the head-station. 

The MINIRTER FOR LAJ'\DS said he 
could see something in the objection of the hrm. 
"entleman; and he would have no objection to 
lnsert a clause to the effect that head-stations 
should not be included in the resumed part of the 
run. 

The Hox. SIR T. MciLWEAITH sairl the 
l'IIinister for Lands had promised before that he 
would bring in amended clanses with regard to 
compensation for improvements that were re­
sumed. That we uld be a great deal better th,;n 
providing that the he:cd-stations shonld not 
lJe included. He did not think the com­
missioners should be hampered at all. The 
case would be completely met by gtvmg 
an an1onnt for irnprovmnents; at all eventH, 
the amount of damage that was clone would be 
taken into consideration by the commissioners. 
He thought it was much more important to have 
a clause proviLling for the improvement,; on the 
resumed portion than that there should he a hard­
and-fast line to the effect that the head-station 
should not be included. As a matter of economy 
to the Government, the commiHsioners "·ould 
consider whether it would be desirable to resume 
the head-station or- not. In most cases they 
would not do so. 

The MIJ'\ISTEE :FOR LANDS said he 
should fancy there were very few cases indeed in 
which it would be necessary to divide a run 
otherwise than by leaving out the head-station. 
If it were provided that, wherever practicable, 
divisions should be made so to leave thn head­
station on the last half of the run, he thought 
that would be qnite sufficient. 

The PHE:\IIJ;~R said that in his copy of the 
Bill he some time ago framed an amendment to 
the effect that "wherever practicable the head­
station was not to be included in the resnmerl 
part." That was only to be " direction to the 
commissioners. Ko HenHiblecomn1iHsinner \voul<l 
take the head-station except nnder special 
circumstances, but it was impossible to lay down 
a hard-and-fast rule. 
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1\fr. XORTON srtid he did not very much fear 
rtny clause with regard to head-strttions. 
If a hertcl-station was resumed the lessee 
would have to be paid for it. \Vith regard 
to the difficulty he had spoken of a few 
minutes before, he thought the lessee might be 
called upon to subdivide the run unless the 
board decided which portion should be resumed. 
Subsection 3 provided for the subdivision of 
runs, and enacted thrtt the commissioner, or some 
other person appointed hy the Governor in 
Council, was to report upon the hest mode of 
mrtking the subdivision, and then, the subdivision 
being made, the board had to choose which 
portion they would resume. He thought it 
woulrt work fairer for all parties-it certainly 
wonld for the Government-to allow the lessee to 
rnrtke the subdivision, because if he were cttlled 
upon to do that, not knowing which portion 
would be taken from him, he would be very 
ca,reful to nmke the division as bir as he could. 
lT nder the clttuse as it stood the whole matter 
rested with one party to the transaction. The 
commissioner, or whoever was appointed for the 
purpose, made the subdivision, and it might 
be done in such a way that tha lessee would be a 
very grea,t sufferer. 'He would therefore suggest 
that the subdivision slJOuld be left to the lessee. 
\Vould the Government allow that? 

The PREMIEH said that would be all very 
well if the run were to be divided into two 
equal parts, but it would scarcely do under the 
provisions of that Bill. 'l'here were many things 
to be taken into consideration. 

Mr. XORTON said the lessee was not likely 
to divide his run into two such parts that one 
would be more v:.tluable than the other, because, 
if he did so, he might lose the most valuable 
part; he would make a fair division. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS said that 
question had been very carefully considered, :1,11d 
the Government cnme to the conclusion that the 
better plan was the one proposed in the Bill. If 
the board were to decide which half should be 
resumed the division might as well be made by 
the commissioner. 

Mr. NORTON said the lessee would be able to 
divide his run better than the commissioner, and 
the commissioner could then judge by riding· over 
it which was the best half to resume, but he might 
not have sufficient knowledge to make a cli vision. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciLWRAITH said by 
clause 19 the commissioners were to be appointed 
by the Governor in Council on the recommenda­
tion of the board, and by subsection 3 of clmlSe 
24, if " any other fit and proper person" was 
appointed to take the place of the commi"sioner, 
he also was to be appointed by the Governor in 
Council on the recommendation of the boanl. 
·what was the object of making those two pro­
visions? 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS said when 
the commissioner did not undertake the duties 
some other fit and proper person would be 
appointed. 

:VIr. MOREHEAD said it would he con­
sistent with clause HJ, if the wonh "on the 
recommendation of the board" were struck 
out. On clause 19, hon. members would remem­
ber there was a difference of opinion betwRen the 
Premier and the l\Iinister for Lands, the Premier 
interpreting that clause to mean thrtt the com­
mi,.sioner should be appointed by the board. 
Xow by a sidewind they were introducing the 
very principle to which the Premier objected. 
He (Mr. Morehead) thought the words were 
unnecessary and should be omitted. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS said if the 
hnn. gentleman would move their omi;;sion he 
wonld make no objection. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said he would move that 
the words "on the recommendation of the board" 
be omitted. 

Amendment put and passed. 
Question-That the clause as amended stand 

part of the Bill-put and passed. 
On the motion of the MINISTER FOlt 

LANDS, the CHAIRMAN left the chair, reported 
progress, and obtained leave to sit again to· 
n1orrow. 

ADJOURNMENT. 
The PREMIER moved that the House do 

now adjourn. 
Mr. MOREHEAD : What business will you 

take to-morrow? 
The PltEMIER: PriYate business. 
The HoN. Sm T. MolL WRAITH: It would 

be convenient to hon. members if the Premier 
would state what business will be taken next 
Tuesday. 

The PREMIER : The Land Bill will be the 
business of the day, but we sha,ll probably dertl 
with the a,mendments of the Legislative Council 
in a few Bills first. 

Mr. MOREHEAD : When will yon allow us 
to go on with the Defence Bill? 

The PREMIER : When we can get to it. 
The House adjourned at twenty-three minutes 

to 11 o'clock. 




