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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 
Wednesdety, 22 Octoue1·, 1884. 

Drainage of \Ynste Lands Bill.-Qncstion.-Petition.
Auditor-Gcneral's l 1relilninary Report.-QllCstion 
without Xotiee.-l3ritish l 1rotectorate at Xew 
Guinea.-Orown Lands Bill-committee.-Adjonrn
ment. 

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

DRAINAGE OF WASTE LANDS BILL. 
Mr. STEVERS, pursuant to notice given on 

the 31st Jnly last, presented a Bill to provide 
for the drainage of certain lands in the uolony of 
Queensland, and moved that it be read a first 
time. 

Question put and passed. 
On the motion of Mr. STEVENS, the Bill 

was ordered to be printed, and its second read· 
ing m>ede an Order of the Day for :Friday, 31st 
October. 

QUESTION. 
Mr. P ALMER asked the Colonial Secre

tary-
1. Ha1.ring regard to the n.mount of revenue received 

last yetLr at 'l'orres ~traits, exceeding £10,000, and the 
number of (tualified voteri; at Thursday Islancl and 
vicinity being now a.bont ninet~v, i.s it his intention to 
include thH,t part of the territory in either the Bnrtw 
or Cook electorate ? 

2. If not. in whfLt 'vay will the residents lJe likely to 
obtain reprt.}sentation P 

3. Has the ~nrvey cteflning the exact boundary be
tween Queensland antl South Au:Stralia been carried out 
yet nt the northern end? 

The COLONIAL SECRETAHY(Hon. S.W. 
Griffith) replied~ 

1 an(l 2. rrhe matter will receive (~onsi(lerntion when 
the subject of revising· the electoral boundaric::; is dealt 
with. 

3. Xo advice as to the completion of the survey of 
the boundary betvmen South Australia anrl Queens
land has lJeen reecived. All that is lnwwn is tllat the 
survey e•Jmmenced at the southern ext,rcmity of the 
boundary. 

PETITION. 
Mr. HORWITZ presented a petition from 

Horace Charles Ransome, of vV arwick, with 
reference to a decision given in the Supreme 
Court on the 8th of August last, and praying 
relief. He moved that the petition be reacl. 

Question put and passed ; and petition read. 
The SPEAKEH ilaid : It is my duty to call 

the attention of the Honse to the document 
attached to the petition, because it is contrary 
to the 200th St>ending Ch'der, which reads as 
follows:~ 

"1\io letters, affidavits, or other documents 1nay be 
attached to any petition." 
There are several signatures of timber merchants 
and others attached to a document appended to 
the petition, and for that reason it is informal, 
and cannot be received. 

AUDITOR-GimEHAL'S PRELil\HNARY 
REPORT. 

The SPJ~AKER announced that he had 
received the following letter fr0m the Auditor
General:-

"Audit Department, Queensland, 
" Brisbane, 22nd October, 1884, 

"SIR,-In pursuance of the provisions of the 47th sec
tion of the Andit Aet of 1874 (:38 Vie., Ko.121. I do myself 
the hononr to transmit herewith, for presentation to 
the IJegislntive Assembly, n preliminary report on the 
receipts and expenditure of the Consolidated Revenue 
and other pnblic moneys, for the fifteen months ended 
the 80th September. 1884. 

"I ha.ve the honour to be, sir, 

"The Honourable 

"Your obedient servant, 
"W. L. G. DRICW, 

''Auditor-General. 

"The Speaker of the Legislative Assembly.'; 

On the motion of the COLONIAL TREA
SURER (Hon. J. R Dickwn), the paper was 
ordered to be printed. 

FOR;yiAL J\IOTIO~S. 
'rhe following motions wHe agreed to :
By l\!Ir. NOR TON~ 
rrhat there be laid upon the table of the IIonse, all 

l'ClJOrts and other ]Japers connected with the use of the 
tramcars on the raihvay lines. 

By Mr. BLACK-
That there be laid upon the table of the House, a 

Retnrn showing the amount to the eredit of l 1olyncsians 
in the Government Savings Bank, showing the districts 
in which such moneys have been deposited, and the 
number of Polynesian depositors in e:teh district; sncll 
return to be np to October 11th, if practicable. 

QUESTION WITHOUT NOTICE. 
Mr. STEVENSON said he would ask the 

Minister for Lands, without notice, when he 
expected to lay on the table the return with 
regard to rnns in the Burke district which he 
n1oved for son1e time ago? 

The MINISTER FOH LANDS (Hon. C. E. 
Dutton) replied that he hoped to lay the return 
on the table next week. 

BRITISH PROTECTORATE AT NEW 
GUINEA. 

The Ho'"'. Sm T. l\1oiLWRAITH said: Mr. 
Speaker,-Before the Orders of the Day are 
dealt with, I should like to invite the Premier 
to give us some information on a subject of very 
considerable impor<ance, and on which the in· 
formation before the public at the present time 
is very meagre. I refer to the annexation of 
New Guinea as attempted by the English 
Government. I do this all the more, because, 
from the information we have had in the 
newspapers, Queensland is, to a certain 
extent, connected with it- a semi-official 
notice in the B1•isbnne Cou1·iu· stating that Mr. 
Chester, the Police Magistrate at Thursd>ey 
Island, has been instructed to take part in what 
is called the ceremony of the annexation of New 
Guinea. Of course, I do not wish that this 
should lead to a debate on the way in which the 
En•"lish Government have responded to the 
eff,;'rts for annexation made by the colonies-· 
that I leave for a future day-but I think the 
Queensland Government should give ns all 
the information in their possession, so as 
to keep us thoroughly up in what they 
propose tu do--at all events, >es to how far 
thev are committed in this matter. vVe have 
had some information with regard to the 
movements of the British fleet from Sydney 
during the last few days. By one statement, 
one of the ships was to have left on Sunday; 
and according to another it was to leave on Sun
day with two others. These orders seem to have 
been countermanded; bnt one of Her :Majesty's 
ships, the "Espieg·le,"left on Saturday, herdesti
n>etion being K ew Guinea. It was also stated that 
the "Nelson" was going there; bnt instead of that 
she is coming to Brisbane. The B1·islmne CoU7·ie1' 
of Monday informed us that Mr. Chester had 
been wired instructions to represent Queensland 
at the ceremony. What I wish to know is 
whether such instructions have been sent to 
him, and also what information the Government 
have with regard to the movements of Her 
Majesty's ships besides that we have had in ~he 
Press. In what way are we connected w1th 
the movements of Her Majesty's ships in regard 
to the >ennexation of New Guinea? That is a 
matter of considerable importance to us ; and 
for that reason I bring it forward, because it 
ought not to pass without some comment. 
J<'rom the movements of Her :Majesty's ships, 
I notice a want of decision on the part of 
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the Ene:lish Government with ree:ard to their 
action in connection with ~ ew Guinea ; and if 
the Government here can supplement the informa
tion we have already it will be of considerable 
importance to the country. At all events, we 
.should like to know in what way we nre con
nected with thi:; expedition, and whether 
instructions have been given to 11r. Chester to 
join the '' ]~spiegle" at Cuoktown. 

The PRJi:JYIIElc (Hon. S. W. Griffith) said : 
1\Ir. Speaker,-I will very willingly give the 
House all the information in the possession of 
the Govermuent, thoue:h I am sorry to say 
it is very meagre. In re,;pect to the movements 
of the fleet, I know no more than has appeared 
in the papers. I have myself noticed the 
apparent change of mind indicated by the 
movements of Her lYiajesty's ships, but I am 
not able to o!Ier any exphnation on the subject. 
I believe the Commodore himself intends to g·o 
on to New Guinea, and I believe he intends to 
visit Brisbane on the way. 

The HoN. Sm 1'. MciL WRAITH : ·what 
information is that? 

'l'he PltEMIER: I have information to that 
effect. I believe that is so, but I am not sure 
even of that. 

The HoN. Sm T. 1\IoiLWJL\.ITH: ·what 
you said was, tlmt yon had information that he 
\Va~ going on to N B\V G-uinea. 

The PRE:\HER: Yes, I understand he is 
going to New Guinea, and will call at Brisbane 
on the way. I have seen a telegmm-not 
addressed to me, but shown t<, me - which 
would lead to that inference. I understand he 
will go there, but what the ships will do there I 
do not know. At present I only conjecture that 
the "~ elson" will go to X ew Guinea. I under
stand that the "E:;;piegle," the "l{aven, '' and 
the "Swing·er" will be there; and I believe the 
"Harrier" is already in those wr~ters. I have 
no official information on the subject. As to 
1\Ir. Chester, the Commodore re<}Uested that 
he might be instructed to proceed with the 
Briti:;h ships of war to New Guinea to a"ist 
at the ceremony to take place there, whatever 
its nature may be. Instructions have been sent 
to him to come down to Cooktown, where 
he is expected to arrive by next Tuesday, and 
where some vessel will call to take him across 
to New GninE'a. That is all I know about the 
matter. The Government very willingly placAd 
:Mr. Chester's services at the disposal of the 
Commodore to assist in the ceremony. I may 
add that I am sorry I do not know distinctly 
what are the boundaries of the territory in New 
Guinea over which the Imperial Government 
intend to exercise jurisdiction. It is difficult to 
get a good map of those parts. As far as I can 
understa,nd, it does not extend eastward beyond 
the Ea:;t Cape. 

The HoN. Sm T. 1\IciL WRAITH : And no 
islands to the north of that? 

The PRE:WIER: And nothing to the north 
of that. I may add that I received to-day a 
communication from the Agent-General, which 
I am at liberty to make use of-at least, to this 
extent. I infer from it that the action of the 
Imperial Government in New Guinea-what 
they have done, and what they have refrained 
from doing, so far-has been after consultation 
with the :b-,oreign Powers of Europe. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciL\VRAITH: \Vhat is 
that? 

The PllE:\1IER: From a telegram I ha\'e 
receivecl from 1\Ir. Garrick, I understnncl that 
the action taken so far, with respect to New 
Guinea, by the Imperial Government, has been 
taken after consultation with the Foreign Powers 
of Europe. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciLWRAITH: May 
I ask whether the presence of 1\'Ir. Chester on 
board one of Her Majesty's ships is at the 
request of anyone connected with Her J'iiajesty's 
Go\'ernment, or has it simply been the result of 
spontaneous instructions from the Queensland 
Government? 

The PREMIER: I said that, at the rerJnest 
of the Commodore, 1\Ir. Chester was instructed 
to come to Cook town for the purpose of going 
across toN ew Guinea in one of the ships. 

The Hox. Sm T. MciLWRAITH: To join 
in the ceremony ? 

The PREMIER: Yes ; and I should add 
that I understand the Commodore has received 
full instructions from Her :Majesty's Govern
ment, and is their agent specially in the matter. 

The Ho:-~. Sm T. 1\fciLWRAITH: Will 
the hon. gentleman place on the table of the 
House the correspondence with the Commodore 
asking that Mr. Chester should be instructed to 
proceed toN ew Guinea? 

The PRKYIIEll : There is none directly. 
The HoN. Sm T. MciLWRAITH: None 

directly? 
The PREMIER : None with me. 
The HoN. Sm T. MaiL WRAITH: In what 

way was the communication made, then? 
'l'he PREJ\IIER: In the usual way. The 

Commodore always communicates with the 
Governor. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciLWRAITH: But there 
is some official way in which the Governor cmn
municates with the Premier. \Vhat has the 
Governor got to do with it? 

Mr. MORE HEAD: He is only the figure-head. 
The Hox. Sm T. MaiL WRAITH: I may 

ask, hrther, whet her the sudden departure of 
Her lYiajesty's ship" Swinger," on Sunday last, 
had anything to do with the report in the papers 
about the German ship "Elizabeth" having 
started from Sydney on the previous Thursday, 
ostensibly to go to A pia, but, in the opinion of 
most people, her destination being New Guinea? 

The PH.KMIEE: I can give no information 
on that subject. 

The HoN. Sm T. :'\IciLWRAITH: Is there 
any formal communication between the Governor 
of the colony and the Premier of the colony that 
can be given to this House, and that will justify 
the instructions given by the Government for 
Mr. Chester to attend on board one of Her 
Maje,ty's ships to go to New Guinea? 

The PREMIEE : There must have been a 
formal communication, but I do not remember 
what it was exactly. It can no doubt be pro
duced, with the instructions given to Mr. Chester. 
I suppose they are in my office now. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciLWRAITH: Will they 
be laid on the table of the House ? 

The PRE::VIIER : Yes, I will promise that. 
The Hox. Sm T. MciLWRAITH: My 

object in bringing the matter before the House 
is that I think it ought to be the sub
ject of a discussion very so<m, considering 
the action taken by the colonies and the 
very meagre reply given to our action by the 
Home Government. I think it is time we 
bestirred ourselves, and let the Home Govern· 
ment know, at all events, our opinion of what 
they have done in reply to our action. I hope 
the Government will appoint a clay soon-not a 
day interrupted by a dreary discussion on the 
Land Bill, for the full discussion of this subject. 

The PREMIER : I also think it is desirable 
that there should be a discussion on the matter 
soon, but I think it would be just as well to 
wait for fmther information. I have no doubt 
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tlmt we shall get further information, and that 
_very shortly ; and I am looking for it with grea,t 
mterest myself. 

The HoN. Sm T. MoiL\VRAITH: 1 do nut 
think that it is nec<>ssary for me to move the 
adjournment of the House, but I would like to 
finish what I luwe got to say on this subject. I 
think the matter is one of considerable impor
tance, and one which should be discussed in 
this House soon. I believe the Government 
should take some steps to appoint a day for its 
discus.sion. I do uot wish to hinder the Govern
lnent by nwving a.n adjourrnnent on any day to 
rliscuss the matter; but it is certainly one which 
is of so much importance that rt should be 
thoroughly discussed at an early date. I have 
no doubt that the people of the colony will 
believe that we are neglecting the interests of 
the colony in not having it discussed. If we 
have not got any information at the present 
time further than what has appeared in 
the Press, I think that in itself is a suffi
cient reason why we should have it dis
cussed. The grounds on which there ought 
to be a debate on this matter are that the 
EngliKh Government have so badly responded to 
what the colonies have done in their effortK at 
annexa,tion; and I believe that we should, ut all 
event:;, let our opinionH be kncnvn concerning 
this miserable attempt at annexation of the 
southern part of New Guinea. Such a propnsi~ 
tion as to extend protection over the southern 
rmrt of New Guinea is simply laughing at us; 
and T believe we should let our opinions be 
known on the subiect. 

Mr. BLACK said: Mr. Speaker,-It is quite 
evident to me that this House onght to be placed 
in possession of much more information than we 
luwe got at present. It seems quite incredible 
to me that one of our police magiKtrates, lYir. 
Chester, should be sent to New Guinea at the 
order of the Commodore in New South \V ales. 
I cannot understand the Premier allowing such a 
thing unless he knows what Mr. Chester is to do 
there. Here we have one of our public servants 
actin,:: under the dictatorship of the Commodore 
in New South \Vales, and being sent to New 
Guinea. \Vhatever his action may be there, 
surely this colony will be held responsible for it ! 
I cannot help thinking the Premier knows per
fectly well what Mr. Chester has to do when he gets 
to New Guinea, because the Premier has full con
trol of these matters, and I am sure he would never 
have allowed Mr. Chester to go without knowing 
what he was to do. This matter is exciting a 
great deal of attention in all the other colonies ; 
and the other colonies will certainly believe that 
the Premier of this colony knows perfectly well 
what is going to be done in New Guinea when 
he allows the Police Magistrate of Thursday 
Island to go over there on what might be a filli
bustering expedition, or perhaps an annexation 
expedition. The· hon. gentleman should certainly 
give a fuller explanation to the House than he 
lms yet done as to what was his object in allow
ng Mr. Chester to go to New Guinea. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciLWRAITH said: 
May 1 ask the hon. the Premier whether, when 
His I~xcellency received the communication from 
the Commodore requesting that someone on 
behalf of Queensland should represent the 
colony at the ceremony in New Guinea, it was 
possible that, considering the time the applica
tion was made, the Commodore had heard of the 
result of the advice given by an official of the 
Queensland Government to the commander of 
Her Majesty's ship " Swinger" in New Guinea 
waters? 

The PRKi\liER; T do not know what the 
hon. member is refeniug to. 

The HoN. Sm T. l\lciLWHAITH: Has the 
hrm. member not been rending the newspapers 
lately ; and has he not seen the result of the 
advice given by the Police Magistrate at Cook
town to the counnander of the '' S\vinger"? I 
should think that ought to be sufficient to satisfy 
the Commodore that the less he has to do with 
Government officials the better. ·what I a.sk 
is, whether it is possible or likely, from the date 
of the Connnodore'~ connnunica.tion, tha.t he 
knew of that advice and its results when he 
asked the Governor of this colony that queeno
land might be represented by some authority 
aboard one of the ships? 

The PREMIER said : The Commodore did 
not request that the colony of Queensland might 
be represented. \Vhat he asked was that Mr. 
Chester, the Police Magistrate at Thursdtty 
Island, might be instructed to proceed to New 
Guinea with the fleet. 
Ho;<~OUHABLE MRMBEHS on the Opposition 

Benches : What for? 
The PREMIER; To be of assistance. He 

has been to ~ ew Guinea two or three times ; 
he knows a great many of the chiefs, and I 
presunJe he could be of great assistance. The 
rerp1est was naturally acceded to by the Govern
ment. T cannot state exactly what was the 
Conunodore's rea~"Sun in asking for J\Ir. Chester'S 
attendance. 

The Hox. Sm T. ::\IciLWHAITH: But it 
hae been officially asked. 

The PHEMIER; It was officially asked by 
the Commodore through the Governor, and I 
gwe instructions to :Mr. Chester to go to Cook
town, as being the most certain and expedient 
way of meeting the men-of-war. As to the date 
on which the Commodore received information 
about other eubjects, I know that he was made 
fully aware of the action of the "Swinger" on her 
New Guinea cruise, immediately after she re
turned here. The ref!uest for l\1r. Chester's 
presence had nothing whatever to do with any
thing that took place in connection with the 
" Swinger's 1

' cruise in New (i-uinea waterB, nor 
c:tn it be connected with it in any way, positively 
or negatively. 

l\Ir. MOHEHEAD said: Mr. Speaker,-To 
put myself in order, I shall conclude my remarks 
by moving the adjournment of the House. I do 
not think that the hon. the Premier has made 
himself r1uite clear now. Are we to understand 
from him that Mr. Chester is to go as master 
of ceremonies to introduce the Commodore to each 
of the chiefs? The Premier himself has admitted 
that no application was made to him by the 
Commodore; the application was made to some
one else, and appears to have been passed on in an 
informal way to the Premier, who consented to a 
Government official being sent across to New 
Guinea with the Commodore. He does not 
know what he is going there for; he is in absolute 
ignorance. Supposing the Premier had been asked 
that the hon. Minister for 'vVorks should accom
pany the Commodore, would he have consented? 
Or even the Minister for Lands-who would make 
a toothsome meal for some of the inhabitants of 
New Guinea-would the Premier have allowed 
him to go? Suppose the Commodore had asked 
for any Ci vi! servant, or any member of the 
Government, or even yourself, lYir. Speaker, 
would the Premier be prepared to accede to this 
request? I think, before acceding to the 
request-or, apparently, demand-made by the 
Commodore, who has no status so far as this 
House or this country is concerned, the Premier 
should haYe had a good and sufficient reason 
given. Now the hon. gentleman further 
said tlmt he had received a telegram flom 
the Agent-General, and he communicated a 
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portion of it to the House. He might have saved 
himself the the trouble of communicating that 
portion to the House, because he had already 
communicated it to the Teler;mph. If anyone 
chocmes to pick up this evening'" 'l'elerwaph he 
will see exactly the same information which the 
Pren1ier, in his great condescension, hatl given to 
the House:-

"From information received hy the Gm·ernment, from 
the Hon. J. F. Garriek, it is nnder . .;;tood that the liluit~ 
flxed. of the Britbh protectorate in J\Tew Guinea have 
heen dctined after commlting the wishes of foreign 
Governments." 
Now I think we ought to know a little more 
about that. There is evidently something in 
the telegram the hon. gentleman desires to con
ceal. Of course, if it deals with matters irrele
vant to the question under cliscussion, I do not 
ask that it should be laid on the table of the 
House; but this House should have the fullest 
information on a subject which affects this 
colony more nearly than any other colony in the 
~\.ustralian group. I think the hon. the Premier 
either does not take much interest in this 
matter, or else he is held in check by a power 
which I shall not indicate, but which is well 
known, and which, I think, should not take such 
a prominent po~ition in this colony as that power 
appears to do. I never yet met a Premier so 
subservient to a certain power aH the preHent 
p,;emier k I do hope the statement is correct
though I doubt it-that there has been formal 
cnmmunication between the Premier m1d the 
<1overnor with regard to this request of the 
Commodore. 

The HoN. Sm T. ::YiciL \VRAI'l'H said: There 
i' another very important piece of information 
given in the newspaper referred to by my hon. 
friend the member for Balonne. It appears just 
under the paragraph that has already been read, 
and is as follows :-

" Inquiries have been carefully made in reference to 
immigt·a.tion to Queensland. rrhese ltave resulted in the 
Hon. J. l\ Garrick, aR Agent-General, being informed 
that too many mechanics are arnving in Queensland by 
bounty ships. 'l'he Agent-General luv;;, therefore, re
ceiYed instruction::; to moderate emigration~cspecially 
the class referred to~dnring the ~ummm· month::5, and 
to endeavour to despatch single men and 'vomen in 
equal proportions. Special efforts are to be made to 
~ecure yomtg ploughmen for thi~ colony." 
I should like to know what the Government 
have been doing all this time. The fact that 
there were far too nmny mechanics, and far too 
few agricultural labourers, arriving in the colony 
has been known for months past. Indeed, that 
was the only rf::ason the Governrnent could give 
for bringing forward their German Coolie Bill, 
and it was the only reason why it was rushed so 
rapidly through the House. And yet it appears 
that instructions have only now been sent home 
to stop the number of mechanics, and otherwise 
regulate the immigration to this colony. Surely 
the Government have not been asleep all this 
time! Have they consiclered the effect of their 
own policy in introducing ttn irnrnen::;e nnn1ber 
of mechanics into all parts of the colony, 
and especially in the North? \V e can all 
see the gig-antic efforts that are being 
made to keep the mechanics at work by 
means of GoYernment employment ; and that 
seems to be the only reoonrce now open to 
that class in the city of Brisbane. And yet, 
after all that has happened, it seems the Gov
ernment have only now-for no doubt they gave 
the information to the Tcleyraph as soon as the 
letter was sent off--have only now instructed the 
Agent-General to ease off the flow of mechanics 
into the colony, and send instead more plough
tnen ~1.nd ~tgriculturaJ labourers. They see~n to 
have been asleep since their Bill was passed. 
'fhey do ll()t :-;emu tu have taken into cou:-;ident
tiou the reason they ;;ave fur pasoin;; that extm. 

ordinary measure at that stage of the session. 
They will certainly be responsible for the 
influx into the colony for some months longer 
of those classes who are not wanted, for 
that need not have continned had they taken 
the ordinary precaution of telegraphing in tillle. 
It was known rnonths ago by all n1en of 8en::;e 
th:1t n1echanicB were ctnning out to the colony 
far in excesR of our ret1uirmnents, and that we 
were in wnnt of ploughnren and agricultural 
1::-tbnnrers. But it soerru; the Governn1ent have 
only now awakened to that fact, and sent mstruc· 
tions to their Agent-General in London to alter 
it. It would be satisfactory to thfl colony to 
know when those instructions were sent ; and if 
any special in"tructions have been given I hope 
the Government will table the correspondence as 
soon as pos;;ible. vV e want to know what the 
Go\·ernment mean-whether there has been any 
change in their policy-and especially what they 
mean by having delayed sending their instruc
tions for so long. 

'l'he PRE::YII:B;R: The hon. gentleman has 
found a mare's nest. If he had re::~d the cor
respondence that has been laid upon the table 
of the House from time to time, he would have 
Heen tlutt ~ilnilar instructions have been sent to 
the Agent-( ienera.I nwre tha,n once. Lately-a 
clay or two a~o-the Agent-General wired fur 
further instrnctinnt:i as to intntigration for next 
year, an cl in reply to him I informed him again 
that, not\vithstanding previous instructi<nl tn 
the same effect, too many mechanics are still 
coming to the colony by bounty ships ; that he 
was to confine his attention, as far as possible, to 
despatching Hingle rr1en-especially plougluuen~ 
and women ; and that he was tu moderate the 
en1igration arriving during the sumrner rnonthH, 
that being an unde,;irable time for many immi
grants to arrive in the colony. \Vith regard to 
single men-especially ploughmen-and women, 
that is really a repetition of instructions pre
viously gi\·en ; and the reference to n1echanics 
was a reminder that the instructions previLnmly 
given had not been sufficiently attended to, and 
that they were still arriving in too large mlm
ben;. As hon. members know, it is very difficult, 
in case of bounty ships, to select em' grants; 
that is done, to a certain extent, by the shipper. 
A gTeat many changes have been made in the 
system of selection ; but, notwithstanding all the 
care that has been taken, we find that there are 
rather too many mechanice coming out. There
fore, the instructions are repeated ; thttt is all. 
There is no change in the policy of the Govern
nl8nt-none whatever. 

Mr. BLACK : I understand the Premier 
has gi Yen instructions that a larger number of 
ploughmen are to be introduced. I should like 
some information as to whether any other agri
cultural labourers are to be introduced by the 
Government as well. I ask, beeause I find that 
immigration to the northern ports of the colony 
has alnwst entirely ceased. \Vhereas twelve 
n1onths ago a very large number of in1migrantt-i 
were being landed at those ports by the regular 
monthly mail steamers, it is now an exceptional 
case to find any agricultural labourers landed 
there. Ploughmen are, of course, a very neces 
sary description of agricultural labour to be 
brought out ; but they do not form one-tenth of 
the agricultural labour which the Government 
ought to introduce, considering the check they 
have imposed on the introLluction of coloured 
labour. If they wish to see the agricultural in
dustry of the ~orth carried on with any reason
able prospect of success, they should turn their 
attention tn agricult.ural labourers generally
nntespecially t<>plonghmen. This is a matter which 
is looked upon with very great anxiety and atten
tion-not only in the northem part of the colony 
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but throughout the whole of Australia-I mean 
what step the GOI-ernment really intend to take to 
relieve the present extreme depression in the 
ag-ricultural industry of Queenshtnd. Of course, I 
am quite prepared to hear the Premier tell me that 
an Act has been passed which deYolvesupon thr'"e 
wishing to employ this description of labom 
the duty of g-etting it for themselves. But 
there is one point in connection with that 
which I do nut think was sufliciently considered 
when that measure was passing through the 
House, and that is, that a scheme of such 
n1agnitucle - a schen1e requiring ::;mnething 
like 4,000 or 5,000 immigrants annually to Le 
brought to the colony, no matter from what 
ptut of the world they come-is entirely beyond 
the power of planters or agriculturists generally 
tn organise and carry out. It is becmning every 
day more apparent to the people of Clueensland 
that unless the Government take very much 
more energetic steps than they have taken 
hitherto-beyond passing the Immigration Act 
Amendment Bill-the agricultural inrlustry of 
(lueensland will become a thing of the past. 
'l'hat is a matter of very great importance, nnd 
I hope that before very long an opportunity will 
be given the House t0 consider it, entirely apart 
from the question of colour. It is n matter of 
such vast importance to the future of the cfllony 
tlmt I trust hnn. members on both sides will very 
seriously consider what are the best means to be 
adopted if Queensland is to remain an agricul
tural colony, and is to retain that amount of 
success as such which she has achieved in the 
past. 

Mr. GRIMES said: I can hardly nmlerstand 
the hem. gent.leman in the distinction he draws 
between agricultural labourers and plou~·hnH:~n. 
I think most ploughmen are agricultuml 
labourers, and I am sure that all agricultural 
labourers ought to be ploughmen. The idea of 
bringing ont persons who are agricultural 
labourers am! not lJloughmen seems to me 
absurd. The hon. member must know that in 
J£ngland there are no 1nen ke1)t on fanns e8pe
eially for ploughing, and that there is one sensmr 
of the year when there is no ploughing done, nnd 
labourers are required to do vttri<ms other kincb 
of work on the farm. 

:\[r. JESSOP saicl: I was surprised to hear 
the hem. member for Oxley say that there is 
no difference between ploughn1en and a,gricnl
tural labourers. There is alrmmt as much differ
ence between a plouglnnan and a. connnon agri
culturallabourer as there i8 between the bnner 
and the man who makes the plough. Ordinary 
hrm labourers have to attend to the repairing of 
hedges and ditches, and to feed ca,ttle and sheep, 
and do other kincls of work, l}ut they are not 
e1nployed in ploughing. Ploughmen, as a rule, 
hardly do anything else but plough. I do not 
agree with what has been said in reference to 
the introduction of mechanics. I maintain that 
there is not enough of that class of labour in
troduced. People weot from Brisbane, and be
yond I1"wich and Toowoomba, find it almo:;t 
irnpos;:;ible to get a bricklnyer, or carpenter, or 
other mechanics to do any work for less than12s. 
<>r His. a dtty, and even at that price the supply 
of workmen is inadequ<ete. 

JYir. ALA!\]) said : I was very glad to hear 
the l<est remark made by the hon. member for 
Dalby, because it has 'teen \>o often charged 
againRt the Governrnent during the ses~ion that 
wages >Lre being reduced very much in the 
colony through the action of the Government. I 
am, therefore, pleased to find that wages are 
really going up to the tune of something like 
12s. or 15s. a dny. I do not know much about 
ploughmen myself, but I suppose they umst 
be agricultural labumer:;, I think the lwn. 

member for JY[<eclmy w<es rather too hard upon the 
J\Iinistry in blmeingthemforthe present depressed 
condition of the sngar inclnstry. I cannot myself 
conceive why blame should be imputed to the 
Government in connection with this matter. I 
cannot see that they have had anything at all 
to do with the depression of the sugar indlhltry. 
:CS o action that they have taken has yet had time 
to produce any effect on that industry. I am 
rather diopoHed to think that the present conrli
tion is occasioned by a. falling ruarket ; and if 
my information is correct the quantity of juice 
produced this season has not been anything- equal 
to what it has been in former years. The small 
supply, and the depres~ed state uf the market, 
are, I think, quite sufficient to cause the present 
depression in the sugar industry. 

Mr. ,TOHDA::'{ said: I should like to say a 
few words in reference to the bounty system, or 
the bringing out of iu1n1igrants under the 17th 
clause of the Immigration Act. I think it is to 
be regretter! that the selection of bounty immi
gmnts is left entirely to the shipowners, as it 
appears to be. 

The PHEJYIIEH: No. 

Mr .• TORDA~: Oh, not now? I am glad to 
hear that. 

JYir. MOUEHE AD: Ever since you left it has 
been altered. 

Mr. ,JORDAN: Uncler that system the Gov
ernment pay the sum of £10 towards the vassage 
n1oney. Scnne yea,rs ago we had asRisted in11ni
grants coming- to the colo11y, and at th:tt time 
the asRisted passengers were all selected upon a 
careful system. \V e had c0rtificates of character 
from the employer of the immigrant, and from 
his fonner mnployer, tl. 1nagi:)trate, a elergynutn, 
and from two respectable householders living 
in the same locality. That was ulways inoisted 
uvon, am! the consequence was that the assisted 
pac,sengers "\vere the crean1 of the innnigrantB 
brought out at that time. The bounty system 
now in force ha::; been a great success as far 
as numbers are concerned ; but I think it would 
be Letter if a less number came out, and if they 
were carefully selected by our own officers. 

1Ir. ARCHER said : The hon. gentleman 
who has just spoken has taken it for granted 
that the preYious Government did not select the 
innnigrrtnts introduced during their tenure of 
otfice, but I can assure him that pasJengerJ who 
came out under th8 17th clause of the Act were 
as carefully selected as other inu11igrants. 
There was no lack of supervision. The hon. 
gentleman spoke disparagingly of the class of 
immigrants introduced by the late Govern
ment-I do not know on what ground; but I 
know that the Press of the ,country seemed to 
approve of the people brought out during their 
period of office. JYiechanics came out as immi
grants because there was a great demand for 
thein, and a great 1nany lll0f8 lJloughrrien and 
labourers than during any similar period pre
viously, because employment WlLS plentiful. It 
is since the present Government came into power 
that the demand for labour has been smaller 
than hitherto. I wili not say the Ministry are 
to blame for that; I believe it is partly owing 
to the drought that the demand is smaller than 
it wus. rrobably there are fewer objectionable 
characters brought out now than there were 
then; that is because the total number of immi
grants i.s fewer; but the proportion of the whole 
is not smaller than it was formerly. I repeat 
that there has always Le en careful 'supervision. 
The hon. member for South Brisbane evidently 
runs away with the idea t;mt anybody who does 
not agree with him in politics cttnnot be an 
honest 111an. The sarne t:;upervision was, in f::tet, 
exercised by the late Adminiotration as has 
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been exercised by the present Gol-ernment. 
I do nut see the slightest difference, as far as 
quality, physic,,l fitness, and conduct nre con
cerned, between thoHc in1n1igrant8 who cmne 
out, sny eighteen rnonths or two yearH ago, a.nd 
those COining out now. rrhe hon. gentl8ll1rt11 
always ttckes a chance of having a fling at the late 
Government, probably led away by the ::\Iini,;ter 
for Lancb, who looks upon his political opponent,; 
as dii<honest men. Again I stty thttt as much care 
was taken by the late as has been taken by the 
present Government in this n1atter, as is shown 
by the fact that the Premier has been obliged to 
ctcll the Agent-General's attention to the fact 
that he has not attended sufficiently to instruc-
tions given previou~ly. · 

Mr. JORDAN: In explanation of-
HoNOuRABLE ::\IE3IRERH on the Ol'Position 

Benches : Spoken, spoken ! 
Mr. ARCHER: I rise to a p•Jint of order. 
M.r. JORDAK: May I explain? I ask per

mission of the House to explain. I intended no 
1·eflection on the late Government. I was under 
the impression that, up to the present th1e, they 
were being selected by the shipowners. 

The Ho;, .• J. ::\1. MACHOSSAK said : The 
hon. member for South Brisbane seems to me 
tu be labouring under the delusion that the 
''lambs" selected under him, when he was 
agent for innnigration, \Vere the flower of the 
flock. It is quite a delusion. 

Mr. ,JORDAN: I did not select the "lambs." 
The selection was taken out of my hands, and 
the hon. member knows that well enough. 
They were Government "lambs." 

The HoN. J. M. MACIWSSAN : The hon. 
gentleman has just told ns that every immigrant 
at that time received a certificate of character from 
two respectable householders in the locality from 
which they came, and also from the clergyman 
of the parish. I think that is sufficient to stamp 
them as being the greatest loafers in the village. 
The people simply wanted to get rid of those 
gentlenwn to whon1 they ga\-e certificates. 
Jvi»ny years ago I met several of what were 
then called ".Tordau's lambs"; I had no 
expectation then of ever meeting the hon. 
gentleman in this Houc;e. I say I met several 
pertions \vho eame ont \Vhile he was Agent~ 
Ueneral, and the statement they made to me 
certainly did not bear out the statement made 
by the ·hon. gentleman jimt now. They were 
not selected at all. I met one in particular who 
told me that he h:td no notion of emigrating 
to Queensland on the very day he sailed-not 
even two hours before he sailed. He was 
picked up by the owners of the ship, who simply 
wanted to fill their vessel ; and he came out here 
as a speculation. It might posc;ibly have been 
a Yery good speculation for him. However, I 
think that hon. gentlemen are rather mistaken 
in thinking that labourers, because they are not 
called agricultural labourers, are not fit to work on 
farms. I think that almost any kind of labourer 
is a competent agricnltnral labourer if he only 
gets sufficient wages to induce him to take up 
agricultural work. It is Rin1ply because agricul
tnrallabourers are so poorly paid that the higher 
class of labourers, such as naYvies and so forth, 
will not go to work on farmc;. They will not 
\Vork for 7s. or Ss. a \Veek and rations, when 
they can rmtke Ss. a day at some other kind of 
labour. At the same time I believe that too 
many mechanics come out here when there is no 
employment for them. Any particular class of 
labour ought to lJe regulated according to the 
employment there is in the colony, and it ought 
not only to be the duty of the Government to 
call the attention nf the c\;;ent-Gener<tl to the 
fact that there is a scarcity of a certain kind nf 
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lalJour, once in every six months or so, but they 
should watch the labour market and keep him 
informed a.~ to the state of it, so that no 
mistake,, might be made. The hon. member for 
'l'oowoomba (l\Ir. Aland) seemed gratified at 
the statement made by the hon. member for Dalby 
that mechanics could at the present time get 12s. 
a day, and assumed from that statement that 
wages are not being reduced. I can assure the 
hon. gentleman that, if he goes to some parts of 
the colony I could name, he will find that men 
are not lJeing employed at any rate of wages
either l2s. or any other amount. I am afraid, 
therefore, the consolation he has taken to 
himself is of a very doubtful kind. There is 
a scnrcity of employment, bnt whether the 
Government are to blame for that state of things, 
or whether other causes have brought it about, 
I am not going to say. Such is the fact, and I 
think that anyone who doubts that can scarcely 
use his senses as he ought to do. There is no 
doubt that there is a scarcity of employment 
compared with what there was two years ago. 
There are scores of men at the present 
time "'all<ing about idle in the North, who 
would be employed if business was only half 
as brisk as it "''"" two years ag·o. \Vhether 
the men get 12s. a day, or whatever the 
wag·e» may be, is a matter of indifference so long 
as they can get any employment at all. For the 
reason that there is no work to be had, many of 
•mr workmen-not only immigrants, but those 
who have been in the colony for some time-are 
going down south, where there is a greater 
clenmnd for labour than there is here. I think, 
therefore, the Government would do well, as I 
have already said, to watch the labour market, 
and keep the Agent-Genera! thoroughly informed 
from week to week; and the cost of a telegram would 
be nothing as compared with the benefit conferred 
upon the colony by keeping people away for 
whom there is absolutely no work. We can do 
no greater harm to the colony and the people 
who are here, than by bdnging out men who can 
get no work. Now, I would like to know what 
the Government has done in the matter of 
keeping up the immigration leeturers? If they 
are in ectrnest in trying to bring out what they 
call agricultural labourers from England, Scot
land, and Ireland-and if they have kept up 
the system of immigration lectureships in the 
country districts at home? Have the Govern
ment done thot? I !mow that the former Govern· 
ment had several lecturers constantly employed 
throughout the country districts of both England 
and Scotbnd ; and I am not quite certain 
whether the present Government have kept that 
system up. 

The P.REMIER: The late Government re• 
called them all before they left office. 

The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN: Perhaps 
that is so, but have the present Government 
reinstated them? It should not be enough to 
say that the late Government recalled the 
immigration lecturers, because it is only by 
ke-eping the agricultural labourers informed o£ 
the capacity of Queensland for the employ• 
ment of snch labour, and the advantages to be 
derived by coming here, that they will be induced 
to come. It is extremely hard to shift the 
agricultural labourers in England. They are 
like limpets sticking to a rock ; and unless there 
is some means adopted to induce them to come 
out here they will not come. It must be 
borne in mind that nearly all the immigra
tion companies in the United States have 
agents all through England and the con
tinent of Europe, competing with the Australian 
colonie~ generally, aml (,!ueenc;bnd in Jmrticnlar; 
aml unless Queensland is brought prominently 
before the hhouring da:;ses at home they will 
go to _"unel'ic,L. I think it would be much mor\l 
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in the interests of the colony and the people 
themselves if the agricultural classes of England 
could be induced to come here instead of going 
t? the United States. But, at all events, I would 
hke the Government to bear the•e facts in mind: 
first, that the Agent-General should be kept 
informed of the state of the labour market ; and 
secondly, that immigration lecturers should be 
appointed to induce the agricultural cla,ses of 
England, Scotland, and Ireland to come here in 
preference to going to the States. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said : When I moved the 
adjournment of the House I did not think the 
debate would take the turn it has taken, but 
the time has not been wasted. ·when the 
Immigration vote comes on of course it will be 
fully discussed, but I have got a word or two 
to say to the hon. member for South Brisbane, 
who, whenever the word "imn1igration" or any
thing dealmg with it is used, rises in his place 
and pours a great deal of praise on his own back 
and censllm upon those who have succeeded him 
in the ofhce of immigration agent. He is con
tinually in this House patting himself on the 
back for having brought out the best class 
of immigrants who ever came to the colony. 
l~ven within the last six months, a friend 
of mine, who was in the Burnett district 
at the time that these "lambs"- if I may 
call them so without offence-of Mr .• Jordan's 
were introduced into the colony, described 
to me his experience with regard to them. 
He said they were a very bad lot ; and, worse 
than that, they did not appreciate the services 
of the hon. member for South Brisbane. My 
friend described to me that there was a high hiil 
between his station on the Burnett and the 
adjoining run, which these weary travellers had to 
pass over, not being able to get work, and having 
been induced to come outhereunderthe belief that 
they would be able to pick up gold in the streets. 
On the top of this hill where they rested there 
was inscribed on a large tree these words-the 
spelling was not good but the sentiment appa
rently _bore ~m~ the idea of the author admirably ; 
-the mscl'lptwn read tlms :-" DAnr .ToR JJ.\:-<.'' 
It is said there are "sermons in stones." \V ell 
that was a bermon on a tree. \Vith the permis~ 
sion of the House, I will withdraw the motion. 

'l'he PREMIER: No. 
Mr. MACF ARLANE said : l think the few 

remarks made by the hon. member for South 
Brisbane scarcely justify the hon. member for 
Balonne in thinking or saying that he blows his 
own trumpet in reference to the persons he has 
brought out here. The immigrants sent out by 
Mr. Jordan speak for themsehes; and I have 
heard people who have been over twenty Years 
in the colony say that they have seen no better 
class of immigrants than those sent out by that 
gentleman. And I think from the part I came 
from-Glasgow-some of the cream of society 
came out in consequence of lYir. Jordan's 
labours. I remember hearing him myself 
when he was in Glasgow, and I may say 
that what I heard him say then induced me 
to come to the colony. I thought that if only 
half of what he said in reference to Queensland 
were true I should be able to live, so I decided 
to come out. My hon. colleague was also 
induced to come out in the same way, so that we 
have the two members for Ipswich actually 
brought out by the labours of Mr. Jordan 
at home. Whether we are called "Jordan's 
lambs" or not I do not care ; but I know that 
no better class of immigrants have been brought 
to the colony than those introduced under the 
1'B[Jime of ::\Ir. Jordan. 

:VIr .. ANNEAR said : I shall be failing in my 
duty If I do not stand up on this occasion and 
10ay what I know of Mr. Jordan. I saw that 

gentleman in England twenty-three years ago, 
and the address I heard him deliver then in
duced me to come to this colony. I am quite 
sure that no class of men that ever came to 
Queensland have done more to raise themselves 
to a higher position and conduct themselves in a 
proper manner than the men introduced by :Mr. 
Jordan from twenty-three to eighteen years 
ago. Mr. Jordan told the truth when he in
formed the working men at home that if 
they came out they would have to fight their 
way-perhaps more so than in the old country. 
One lecturer who was sent home is reported 
to have said that when the young women 
arrived in the colony they would find the 
squatters on the wharf ready to marry 
them; but I do not think their expectations 
have been realised in many cases. I did not 
rise, however, to refer chiefly to the question 
of immigration. I think the great question for 
which the adjournment was moved-which has 
occupied the minds of Australians for many 
months-should receive more consideration than 
it has up to the present time. I think the 
Government would have been very much to 
blame indeed had they not fallen in 
with the request of Commodore Erskine
that Mr. Che,;ter should be allO\ved to acconl]mny 
him to New Guinea. There is no doubt that 
when they get there Mr. Chester will recognise 
the chiefs he saw when he was there before; and 
he will then introduce the Commodore to them. 
He will say-" I came here before, but I was the 
wrong man ; I had no business here. I thought I 
had a right to come, but I find that T was wrong. 
Allow me to introduce to you the Counnodure, 
who is the legal representative of Her Majesty 
the Queen." No doubt that is what Mr. Chester 
will ~Say when he gets to New Guineit. The 
question of annexation is a mo't important 
one ; but it cannot be settled at once. \V e 
must wait till those gunboats arrive and are 
duly manned before we declare war against the 
British :b~mpire; we are not in a position to do 
that yet. I wish to say one wmd now with 
reference to what fell from the hon. member for 
Dalby. I never knew an agricultural htbonrer 
in England who was not well able to plnugh. 
I have worked in places where scores and hun
ch·eds of them have been employed ; lmt I never 
yet knew an agricultural laboui·er-one who \Vas 

considered a real labourer-who was not a good 
ploughman. 

Mr. FRASER said: :\fr. Speaker,-! should 
not have risen had not some lwn. members been 
rather hard on my hon. collea.gne. It is a com
mendable feature in a11y puhlic man to haYe 
some enthusiasm, and we know tha.t he is 
thoroughly enthusitt~tic iu regard to innnigration. 
I wish to allude particularly to "'me remark,; 
made by the hon. member for 'f<>wnsville, who 
described to ns some of those charncters who 
came out apparently under the e~usvices of 
my hon. colleague. It 1Il1H>t he renlCrnbered, 
as my hon. colleague has often explained, that 
the immigmnts allude<{ to were not selected 
by him at all. At the time they came out 
the selection was taken out of his hands and 
placed in the hand' of the agents connected with 
the railway contractors; ni1d that is how thnt 
particular class of people came out at the time 
my hon. colleague was innnigration agm~t. The 
case allwled to by the hon. l!lemller for Balonnl' 
does not prove much. I remember very well 
about the same time crossing the river from 
South Brisbane in a ferry-boat with a party who 
had only been a short time in the colony. There 
was a good old lady in the boat, who said tlmt if 
she had Mr .• Jordan there the first thing she 
would do would be to drown him. 

~Ir. l'.IOREHEAD : He won't drown. 
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Mr. }'RASER: But I do not wish to stop 
there. I know that la<ly, and those connected 
with her. A considerable time afterwards I 
heard her speak of lVIr. Jordan again, hut thiH 
time she changed her tune considerably. She had 
acquired colonial experience, and had benefited 
by coming to the colony ; and whenever she saw 
him would treat him kindly. 

1\Ir. MOREHEAD: She may have been fasci
n:>ted with him. 

lVfr. FRASER: If what the hon. member for 
'fownsville said about lecturers be allowed to 
rest the impression may get abroad that the 
preBent Governrnent are doing nothing at all 
with respect to reinstating them ; but I under
>Jtand that the most successful of them as regards 
procuring people connected with the agricultural 
industry in }~ngland-Mr. H.andall-is at present 
1naking a tour of the colony, and inforrning 
himself of the requirements of the different 
industries of the colony prior to proceeding to 
J'ngland to procure labourers there. I do not 
know whether it is the intention of the Govern
ment to send a lecturer to Scotland; hut if they 
have not entertained that idea hitherto I would 
wess it strongly upon them, because I believe 
that at no time did there exist in that country 
uwre opportune circumt:)tances for securing a 
most excellent and suitable class of immigrants. 
IV e know that in the Highlands there is much 
dbtres:-:; among::-;t the class known as ''crofters," a 
capital class of men, than whom there is 
no better- a class fit for any agricultural 
labour whatever ; and we know also that 
they are wending their way to Canada, 
a great 1nany of their friends having pre
ceded them. I am convinced that if the 
advanta.ges of emigrating to Queensland were 
laid before them-advantages which, I maintain, 
<tre f<tr superior to those which Canada holds out 
--\ve Hhould secure a large nu1nber of a nwst 
desirable class of immigrants. 

Question pnt and negatived. 

CROWX LANDR BILL-CUl\Il}IIT'rEK 
On the (),·der of the nay heing reacl, the 

1-Ion~e went into Cmnn1ittee tn further con~ider 
this Bill in detail. 

On clmme 47, as follows:-
.. If there are upon any land :;;e}e(~ted nnder thls part 

of this A et any improvements, the ~elector shall pay the 
Yalue oE stU'h improvements to the (~ommissioner within 
f.lixty days from the date when tilC vaJue thereof has 
been determined. 

'' Sneh value shall be that stated in the proclamation 
rleclaring the land open to selection, or, if no value 
was therein stated, shall be (letermined hy agreement 
between the commissioner and the person entitled 
llnder the provisions of this Act to eompensation for 
the improvements. and, in ease of their not agreeing, 
the value shall be determined by the board in the manner 
hcroinhefore llrovided." 

Mr. MOREHEAD said the first portion of 
the clause said-

" If there arc upon any land selected under this part 
o! thh; Act any improvements, the selector shall pay the 
value of snch hnprovPments to the commissioner within 
sixty da,ys from the date when the value thereof has 
been determined." 
And then it went on to my--

The PEEMIER: That has to be omitted. 
Mr. 1\IOREHEAD : That is to he omitted. 

Very well, then-
•· ~uch value shall be that stated in the proelamation 

declaring the land open to selection, or if no value 
was therein stated, shall be determined Uy agreement 
bet,veen the commissioner anrt the person entitled 
llnder the provisions of this .\.et to compensation for 
the improvements, and, in (•a.--e of their not agreeing, 
the valnr, Rhallhc (lekrn~incd. by the board in the lllanner 
herein before provirled.'' 

The PllEMIEll: 'flmt rehtr·; to unsurveyed 
land. It io pruposecl tu be utuitted. 

Mr. MOHEHEAD: 'Vhat part is it to be put 
in? 

The PHEMIER : The printed amendment. 
Mr. MOREHEAD: This clause has to he 

negatived then, I suppose 1 
The PREMIER : The first part has to be 

negatived 
Mr. MOREHEAD said if the first part was 

wrong the second part was wrong. 
The MINISTER .FOR LANDS mowd that 

all the words after the word "date" in the 
3rd line be omitted, with the view of in,et-ting 
the following words-" of the approval of the 
application." 

Mr. DONALDSON: Why should sixty days 
be allowed 1 

The MINISTER FOH LANDS said the 
object of naming "sixty days" was that, in the 
case of unsurveyed land, considerable time would 
necessarily elapse before the snrvey was carried 
out, and therefore that period would give ample 
time to them to have the value of the improve· 
ments ascertained. The value would be a.scer· 
tained before the land was open for selection. 

Mr. DONALDSOX: Why keep "sixty days" 
in the clause then '! 

'fhe MINISTER :FOR LANDS said them 
was no necessity to fix that period, and he would 
move presently that it be reduced to seven days. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciLWRAITH said he 
understood the amendment which the hon. 
member had moved was that all the words after 
the word " drcte" in the 3rd line he struck out. 
That was the amendment. \Vhat was the hon. 
member going to move an earlier amendment in 
regard to the sixty days for 1 

Mr. 1\IOREHEAD : The hon. member will 
have to recommit the Bill. 

The PREMIER said that no amendment had 
been put. 

An HoNOl:HABLE 1\IEMREH : Yes. 
The PREJV1IER said that no muendment had 

been put because he stopped the Chairman when 
he was ~bunt to pnt the question. The hon. 
member for Balonne asked how the clause would 
read with the printed amendment, and his hon. 
friend the Minister for Lands informed him. 
Therefore when the Chairman was going to put 
the question he interjected that an earlier amend· 
ment was to be proposed. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciLWRAI'l'H: Why 
do you not let the lVlinisterfor Lands go on with 
the business 1 

The PRK\IIER : Hon. gentlemen opposite 
do not wish the Committee to go on with 
business. 

The HoN. J. 1\I. 1\IACROSSAN: You 
stopped him. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said if the Minister for 
Lands-instead of mumbling something which he 
supposed the Chairman understood, and which he 
supposed hon. members opposite understood from 
force of ho.bit-when he was moving that the 47th 
clause as it stood should be accepted by the 
Committee--if he had told them what amend· 
ments he proposed to move it would have saved 
a great deal of trouble. If the hon. gentleman 
had said the 47th clause was to be amended, in 
consequence of a change of front on the part of 
the Government, or to agree with sorne previous 
amendment, there would have been no trouble 
whatever. But the hon. gentleman did not 
choose to do that, and therefore had brought 
trouble on his own head by his own blundering. 

'fhe lVII~ISTER l<'OR LANDS said the 
objection to the time being fixed at sixty dayH 
was rai.<ed by the hnn. member for \Varrego, and 
he unclcrc;tood the hon. ;;entleuwu wao t;oing to 
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move an amendment on it. He had pointetl out 
why sixty days was adopted, and that there was 
no necessity for going into the matter then, and 
that he had suggested seven days as the time to 
he allowed. However, he would move now that 
the word "sixty" be omitted, with a view to 
insert the \Vord "seven." 

Question ~ That the word propused to be 
omitted stand part of the clause~put. 

The Hox. Sm T. l\IciL WRAITH saitl that 
was not the agreement come to last night, so far 
as he understood it. It was admitted at once 
that sixty days was necessary in order to give 
time for the completion of the survey, and to 
ascertain the nature of the improvements and 
for payment for them ; but when they had 
adopted the principle of survey before seiection 
that was done away with altogether, and then it 
followed that they should make that payment 
coincident with the other payment~that was, 
the amount to be paid down on application. 
They should do that for the reason that they 
ought not to give possession of the land to a man 
until he had paid that itenJ. On ap]Jlication for 
the land the man had to pay the first year's rent 
and the survey fee, and at the same time he 
ought to pay up the value of the improvements. 
\Vhy shou!tl seven days intervene between the 
two payment'·: It left the alternative of a 
lawsuit. The man had got possession, and the 
only way they could get the money for the 
value of the improvements was by a lawsuit; 
whereas, if it were made part of the first pay· 
ment~that was, the amount of improvements 
that was actually decided on by the board
he would not get the selection until he paid 
it. The board decided the amount of improve
ments, and that was the principle on which they 
had always gone. 

The :MINISTER JWR LA:l\DS said the 
cmnrnissioner n1ight ha Ye ap1Jroved of au appli
cation, but before it was confirmed and the 
selector could get his land it had to be confirmed 
by the board, and there was only an interva.I of 
seven days between the time of the commissioner 
receiving tl~e application and acceptiug it con
ditionally. On the board confirming it, the selector 
would have to pay for improvements within seven 
days, and he woulrl not get notice of confirmation 
until after the payment for improvements had 
been made, and need not necessarily get the 
license either. The selector had no control over 
the land until he had got his license. 

The HoN. Sm T. M oiL WEAlTH said that 
what the Opposition wanted tn know was, why 
they should set up a difficulty in the working 
nf the Bill when it was uot necessary. The 
selector had got to pay the first year's rent, the 
survey fee, and also the amount of improve
ments, and why should there intervene seven 
clays between the payment of the first two items 
and the payment of the third item? There 
was no reason whatever for it, but there was 
reason against it. The selector ought to be made 
to pay the whole fee at the one time. 

The PRE::YIIER said there was no difficulty 
whatever introduced into the working of the 
Bill by the scheme proposed by the Govern· 
ment, but there would be a difficulty introduced 
into its working by the scheme proposed by the 
hon. member. Suppose there were two or more 
applicants for the same piece of land, why should 
they have to pay down cash value for the im
lJrovenlCnts? :::;urely it \Va~ tinw enough to 
make that payment when it was known who 
would get the land ! If the hon. gentleman 
would pay a compliment to the Government by 
l'eading the arnendrrtents proposed consequent on 
the adoption of the principle of survey before 
,eJection, he would see what was proposed was 
ihi:;; ; that when the application mls approved 

~of course the applicant got notice~it was 
proposed that he should pay the value of the 
improvements; and it was proposed by an 
amendment in the 40th clause, which his hon. 
collea,gne would n1nve, that, ,vhen that \va::; done, 
the applicant should get a license to occupy, 
and that was the commencement of his title. 
So that he would not get his title until he paid 
the rnoney. ~o question of a Iav/snit, or any 
such difficulty as had been sug·gested, could 
therefore arise. 

The Hox. Stn T. MciLWHAITH said he 
did not contend for a moment that it would lead 
to the amount actually being paid, but it had 
a tendency to learl to disputes between the 
party selecting and the outgoing party that could 
be avoided by sktting plainly that he should pay, 
along with the first year's rent and the survev fee, 
the value of the improvements. 'The hon. gentle
man asked why ,;honlda lot of applicante be obliged 
to pay the value of the improvements in the first 
iustance '? He (Hon. t:lir T. iVIci!wraith) would 
ask why should they Le obliged to pay anything 
at all until they knew whether their applications 
were confirmed or not? '!'hat argument applied 
to the first year's rent and the survey fee <ruite 
as much as to the value of the improvementc. 
There wae no reaeon at all why the applicants 
should be oblig-ed to pay for the improvements 
until his application was confirmed. 

Mr. MOR:EHE.AD said the argnrnents of the 
hon. the leader of the Oppo.sition were un
answerable. At the present time a person 
taking up new country had to ]Jay for the 
license, even though it 1night prove, on inquiry, 
that the !ttnd did not exist, in which caee the 
money was refuudecl. He thought seven days 
was an absurdity. The two things should Le 
concurrent, and if the application was refused 
the money should be refunded. As the hon. 
the leader of the Opposition had pointed out, 
that was the system that already prevailed in 
reg>ucl to dealing with Crown lands and in 
other matters connected with GoYernment 
business. The money should he tendered for 
the value of the improvements at the same time 
as the rent and suney fees, and if it were found 
that the application could not stand the money 
could be refunded. 

The MINISTER FOU LA)IDS said the hon. 
gentleman no doubt thought his proposal the 
be1<t, and the Government thought theirs the 
best. '!'hat was what it amounted to. As the 
hem. the Premier had pointed out, if there were 
half-a-dozen applicants for one piece of land 
upon which there were £1,000 worth of improve
ments, why should each of those men be required 
to pay clown £1,000 '? 

The HoN. Srn T. J\IciLWTIAITH: Why 
should they pay the rent or survey fee? 

'I'he IVII="ISTER l<'OR LANDS: Becmme it 
was proof of their bonn ,!ides; but to rerjltire 
them to pay down ,., large sum of money like that 
was scarcely fair. As it was proposed to amend 
the clause, no iujustice could be clone to the 
owner of the in1prove1nents ; he was secure, 
because no person could acquire any legal claim 
until they had paid the valne of the improve
ments. In that way the owner of the improve
ments was sufficiently protected, and the Gov· 
ernment were sufficiently protected by ref[uiring 
payment of the first ymw's rent and survey feA. 

Mr. J\IOR!,HEAD said: After all, the hon. 
geut1mnan1s contention runonnted to very little. 
He h>td sunk his sixty days ; swallowed that at a 
gulp, and altered it to seven. Then, when asked 
to put the cbuse upon something like a proper 
footing, he said it would be a great injustice 
that applicant,; should be called upon to pay a 
bl';;e >Ulll of money, perh><J>S J::l ,000. 'Vhat 
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wnnlrl the interAst of tlmt he for 'even dnvs? 
lr thP hon. gentlmnnn .-.;trained at a gnat·· hH 
would swallow a camel. 

::\Ir. DON ALDSON said his reason for asking 
the f]uestion he did respecting the retention 
of the sixty clays wtts because he did not see any 
amendment of that 1 •eriod in the printed list 
of amendments. He could quite ull<lerstancl 
that in the original form of the Bill that provi
sion would be necessary in order to ascertain 
the improvemeY'ts on the land; but as they had 
decided that survey should be lwfore selec
tion, that difficulty had been remedied, as 
the improvements could be easily ascerbcined 
before the land was thrown open to selection. 
vVith regard to reducing the time tu seven days, 
he thought it was a very reasonable amendment, 
becmme in 1nany caf:)eS selectorr-; nlight have to 
make arrangements before they coulcl put down 
a large Bnn1 of nwney. He was, therefore, per~ 
fectly satisfied that the period should be reduced 
to seven days. 

'rhe Hox .. J. M. ::WACROSSAX said if there 
was any reason for protecting the applicant at 
all, and enaLling· him to keep his money in his 
pocket for seven days, he thought there was 
still greater reason for enabling him to keep it 
until his application was confirmed. That was 
the time when he should be ca.lled upon to pay 
for the improvements, inst<Cad of seven days 
after his application was received. He did not 
suppose that the application could be confirmed 
within seven days after it was sent in, aml he 
die! not know why seven days shoultl be taken any 
more than sixty, or sixty mmc than any other 
numher. It might be three months before the 
application was confirmed ; because there was 
no rule ref]uiring the board to reject or approve 
of an application within a certain time. They 
were expected to do so within a reasonable time ; 
and when the application was confirmed was 
the time the money should be paid for the 
in1provements. 

The Hox. B. B. MOllETON said he quite 
agreed with the hem. member for 'rownsville, 
that the time for the payment of the improve
ments should be on the confirmation of the 
application to select. He rose, however, chiefly 
for the purpose of asking the JYiinister for Lands 
if it would not be advisable to insert after the 
wnrd "ilnprovements" the word.-, "as stated _in 
the procbmation clecbring the land open for 
~election," HO aH to fix the actual improveuwnts 
that had to be paid for. 

The ::VITXTSTJ':R VOR Llc~IlS said he 
r\id not think any other interpretation could be 
pnt upon the clause than tlmt of the value nf the 
impmvements stated in the proclamation, and 
lw therefom did not think the t~tldition of the 
1\'lll'd::.: ~:·mgg·t'sted neces:-;ary. 

:\lr .. J ESSOP sai<l he q11ite agreed with what 
had fn.lh~n frmn the· hou. nwutbe1· fnr To\vn;;vilh•. 
It was quite poKNihle that upon son1e oceasions 
disagreements would arise as to the value of the 
iluproven1ent::::. The valuation in smne cases 
might he considered excessive. He took it that 
the con1n1isKinner or surveyor \\'ould send in a 
report of the impnn-ernents on the land, and 
that that report woulcl be adopted and given in 
the proclamation. 

Mr. DO:NALDSOK: No; it is done l1efnn• 
that. 

The PREMIER : The value of the improYe
ments will be stated in the proclamation. 

:VIr .• JESSOP said he would give a case in 
point. Huppmdng a, piece of la11d wa~ surveyed, 
aml the surveyor estimated the improvements at 
£1,000, it was then proclaimed in the CJa :ette, 
and thmwn open to selection. But the selector 
might not think that the imprcwoments were of 

the value of £1,000, anrl hn would appeal to the 
hmtrd to have theHt vt~lued. He therefore tlJ<>ught 
it would he much better that the selednr shuul.l 
not be called upon to pay for the improvements 
until the application was apvroved of. 

Mr. JOHDAN said that if the amendment was 
carried by which seven days would be substituted 
for sixty, the clause would read, according to 
the amendment which had been circulated 
amongst hon. members, to the effect that the 
value of the improvements should be paid within 
seven days from the approval of the application. 
One hon. gentlermw opposite had suggested that 
the payment should be made on the approval of 
the application ; and the amendment would 
make it within seven days of the anJroval. 

'l'he Hox .• J. M. MACROSSAN said he did 
not see why there should be any obstacle, as 
the land was all to be surveyed before any selec
tion took place. The amount of improvements 
shonld be known to the board and settled 
before the land was thrown open for selection 
at all ; aml if any applicant applied for the 
land the Government officer knew the value 
of the improvements, and the man would 
only have to pay down his first year's rent, 
and survey fee and improvements, and there 
would be nothing more re11uired. The selection 
should be confitmed there and then, and the 
nmn would ha vc possession, unless there were 
two applicants. In any c~tse, the money should 
be paid down upon application. 

Mr. JESSOP said he could see that a g-reat deal 
of trouble would spring out of that. The land 
might be surveyed and the valuation put upon it 
two yea,rs before it was applied for. vVho, then, 
was to dispute the valuation? The same trouble 
crept up in the case of Mr. Hig·son's land at 
Clermont, and in a case, which he brought 
before the House, of some land at Chinchilla. 
The land might be surveyed to-day, and a valua
tion rmt upon it by >1 surveyor, and it would be 
there until it was selected. If a selector con
sidered the valuation was unfair he could appeal 
to the board. If the clause read " within seven 
days after the proclamation by the board" it 
would give time to apply and have a valuation 
made, so that the selector wonld haYe a fair 
chance. 

The ~1INIST:ER FOR LA::-.!DS said he 
wished to withdraw his amendment, with a view 
of proposing another one. The present one pro
vided that the v11lne of the improvements 
should be paid to the commissioner. He thought 
it desirable that the land agent should be the 
person tn receive those payments. 

Amendment, hy leave, withdrawn. 
The MIXISTER FOH LANDS mov<><l tlmt 

the word " connniHsioner" in the 4Hth line lm 
muitted, with a view of inserting the wonls 
"land agent." 
tlnestion~ That the words proposed to be 

omitted stand part of the <1uestion~pnt and 
negatived. 

Mr. MOHEH:EAD said he should like to have 
a legal opinion from the Premier upon this point: 
The clause said, " If there are upon any land 
selected." Did not that ehow that it had passed 
from the Crown to the selector~would not that 
interpretation be put upon it? 

The PRElVIIER: I do not think so. 
The HoK. .T. M. ~IACROSSAN said that, 

after all, the approval of the board or the 
cmn1ni:.-:;sioner did not 1natter very much, seeing 
that they had adopted the principle of survey 
before selection. 'l'he selections wonld all be 
surveyed, and the amount of rent and the 
survey fees woulLI be contained in the pro
clamation. The value of the improvements 
woulcl also be in the proclamation, and 
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why should any man who wished to take 
posses•ion of a selection wait for the approval of 
the board? In speaking the other night, he 
mentioned the system which prevailed in 
America. There was no proof required there ; a 
man went to the land agent and found out the 
blocks which were open to selection. He put his 
finger upon one and said " I want this." He 
then paid his money andthere was an end of it. 
There was no proof to commissioners or boards, 
and why should there be here, under a similar 
system? What did the board require proof of
was it the status or the moral character of the 
applicant? If he paid his money why should he 
wait? He would like the Minister for Lands to 
answer that. 

Mr. MOREHEAD : It is all specified in the 
proclamation. 

The PREMIER said in those cases the 
approval of the board would a:lmost be a matter 
of course, as at present was the approval of the 
Minister. It must be remembered that the right 
of selection was not open to everybody, under 
the Bill. It was limited in many ways : m"'rried 
\\rotnen, for instance ; persons under eighteen ; 
any person who turned out to be an agent for 
anybody else; or any person who was the holder· 
of a run in the same district under Part 
III. He could mention other cases. There 
might be men who had several other selec
tions which they did not tell the commis
sioner about, and which might not be discovered 
until after the commissioner had granted the 
application. Other cases would suggest them
se! ves ; but all thoee matters would be discovered 
by the board, who would have to ascertain 
whether the applicant was competent to hold it 
or whether he was disqualified. It was necessary 
that there should be some power of revision 
before the lease was issued. 

The HoN. J. M. MAOROSSAN said the 
applicant took the land at his own risk, and 
there was an end to all those objections. If the 
applicant was under eighteen years it was an 
illegal selection, and it was forfeited at once. If 
a man had a selection elsewhere, and obtained 
another, it would be forfeited. The man selected 
at his own risk, and why, therefore, should that 
approval by the board be allowed to stand as an 
impediment to bona fide selectors, simply for the 
purpose of finding out the men who were not 
bona fide selectors? It was really preventing 
men from going upon the land at once. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said that surely the 
Premier could not be serious in the objection 
he had raised against the argument of the 
hon. member for Townsville. If he were, he 
haLl better provide some system of advertising 
all applicants under the Bill, so that the board 
might be quite certain there was no one applying 
who was not entitled to do so. Surely the 
argument of the hon. member for Townsville 
was a good one ! There was no getting outside it. 
If a man impro]Jerly took up a portion of land 
he suffered for it ; he would very soon be found 
uut. But if a man were not to get a piece of 
land until he could prove to the satisfaction of 
the board or the commissioner that he was 
entitled to it, there would be no settlement in 
the colony at all. It might take months to 
satisfy the board. Taking the question raised by 
the Premier himself-if the commissioner chose 
to raise that issue it might take months for an 
applicant to prove that he was really entitled to 
take up the land; whereas, on the other hand, as 
was poh;ted out by the hon. member for Towns
ville, if he took up land, and it was found he 
was in no way entitled to it, he would lose all he 
had put into it, and would be dispossessed. 

The PREMIER said that it would be 
much better to make. the inquiries first, than 

make them after the man hacl been in possession 
for some time, and then find out that he was 
wrongly so. It might cause a delay of a few 
days. 

Mr. MOREHEAD : It will stop settlement. 
The PRE:YIIER said it would not. How 

much did the delay of getting the Minister's 
approval, as at present, stop settlement ? The 
delay could not be more than a month in any 
case, probably less. The commissioner might 
make a mistake and grant an application 
wrongly, or an attempt might be made to defraud 
him ; all those cases had been fully discussed 
before, and he hoped hon. members would find 
it inconvenient to discuss them again. They 
were discussed fully at that time, and all those 
reasons were given then. 

Mr. MOREHl~AD said that, supposing John 
Smith applied for a piece of l~tnd, according to 
the Premier it would be much better that he 
should not be put in possession until it was 
determined by the board that he was entitled to 
it; much better, in fact, that a little delay should 
take place than that afterwards he slwuld be 
dispossessed of the land. But what machinery 
Llid the hon. gentleman pro ]Jose for the purpose 
of getting at the fact that .Tohn Smith was 
entitled to apply? Did he propose to advertise 
that all the .John Smiths should send in applica
tions before a certain day, and that, failing that, 
the land should be given to the first John Smith'! 
The hon. gentleman would, he hoped, see that 
the objection that had been taken was a very 
serious one. 

The PREMIER said he would give another 
illustration. Supposing· children of twelve or 
thirteen went in to select. That had been done 
under the present law ; children of those age',' 
had made declarations that thev were over 
eighteen. The commissioner said, '' l do not 
believe yo11 are eighteen." " Oh yes, I au1 !" v.raK 
the reply. "Then you had better give evidence 
of it." Some evidence was produced, and then 
the matter was decided. Under the present 
Bill the fraud would be discovered at once, 
instead of being allowed to go on for two or.three 
years. 'fhose things had already happened m the 
colony. 

The HoN. Sm T. :YiciL WRAITH said he 
remembered two or three cases of that kind, and 
he would like to know what there was in the 
Bill to prevent it. In the present case the 
fraud would be attempted before making a 
declaration, and it would be stopped by the 
board or land agent ; so that the illustration of 
the Premier was not a case in point at all. 
There was a good deal in the contention of the 
hon. member for Townsville, though there was 
much to be said on both sides. It was quite 
evident that the Government had not given 
consideration to the effect that the principle of 
survey before selection would have on the Act. 
When the Committee discussed that questiclll, 
it was admitterl on all sides that the work and the 
responsibility of the commissioner and of the local 
boards proposed by the Opposition side would 
be caused to a considerable extent by the fact 
th<tt there was free selection before snrvey. If 
it had been anticipa,ted that a change would b~ 
made by introducing survey before selection, be 
believeci that a different turn would have been 
uiven to the quP.Htion. Any tnan ,, ho looked 
lnto the Bill would see that a gretct deal of the 
work of the commissioner was taken away hy 
survey before selection. Although he (Hon. Sir T. 
Mcii\vraith) did not see how they were to do away 
with the commissioners tcltogether, yet the work 
had been so simplified and arranged that either 
the districts would have to be made bigger, ut· 
else simpler machinery provided. The Govern
ment, howe1·er, did not seem to have taken that 
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into consideration ; they simply met the con
tention of the hon. member for Towmwille by 
Ka.ying tha.t the s::trne tnachinery w:1s neceRsary. 
He believed that three-fourths of the work had 
been taken away by the new principle, and there
fore the machinery should be reduced. 

Mr. SCOTT said he wished to point out that 
the difference between the clause proposed by 
the Government and the proposal of the hon. 
member f<>r Townsville was that, in the former, 
the clause dealt with everyone, and that every 
applicant would suffer more or less by the delay ; 
where as if the proposal of the hon. member for 
Townsville were carried it would only meet a 
very few isolated cases. He thought, therefore, 
it would be very much better to do away with 
the clause altogether, and let those who broke the 
law suffer for it. 

1\Ir. JORDA~ said that he understood the 
hon. member for Townsville to move that 
confirmation by the board shcmld be dispensed 
with. r:nder the 22ncl, now the 24th clause, no 
deci:-3ion of n cornn1issioner would be fina1 unless 
and until it had been confirmed by the board. 
That referrerl to the power of the commi8sioner 
to deal with the applications for land. To do 
away with the confirmation by the boar<l before 
the Committee w:mld be utterly incon,;istent with 
the cl>1nse already p>es8ed. 

The Hox. J. JYI. MACROSSAN ,;a.irl that the 
whole of the machinery for the approval of the 
board and the commissioner was adopted before 
survey before Helection was passed; otherwise it 
would not, he was quite ,;atisfied, have been in 
the Bill. The Premier had quite forgotten 
that. There was really no necessity for the 
machinery, and if the hon. gentleman considered 
the matter more seriously he would see it in that 
light. 

~Ir .• TESSOP said he thought the question 
was very simple. Under the present law certain 
land was thrown open for selection on certain 
date,;. Applications were sent in to the land 
agent, and the connnissioner either granted or 
rejected them as the case might be. If he found 
that an applicant was not of proper age he refused 
his application ; aml if that was discovered after
ward,;, then the land was forfeited. He thought 
it would be about the ,;ame under the present 
Bill ; if persons put in n.pplications, those applica
tions would be dealt with by the commissioner at 
the monthly meeting. But what he wanted to 
arrive at was, how the valuations were to be 
made. If the :VIinister for Lands would consent 
to the insertion of a clause ]Jroviding that if a 
lessee considered the valuation unfair he might 
appeal to the board for a revaluation to be made, 
it would be a benefit to everybody; the selector 
would not have to pay an exorbitant amount 
for improvements, while the lessee would be pro
tected from receiving too little for his property. 
They could not do that very \Vell without giving 
a certain time. Under the present Act, when 
an application was received and approved by the 
emmnissioner, the applicant could go and take 
possession of the land and utilise it tmtil the 
confirmation would cmne from the board. By 
making the payment for the value of improve
ments due after a certain number of days they 
wnnld give the cmnrnisr;ioner thne, if the \ aln[L
tion was not correct, to revalue it. 

Mr. FERClUSO:!'\ said the hon. member 
seemed to forget that there was n. change in the 
Bill. 'l'he hon. member forgot that the land had 
n<>w to be surveyed before anyone could apply 
for it. He wished to know now, from the lYiinister 
f<>l' Lands, whether the whole of the conditions 
of the application would have to be fulfilled 
before the application was confirmed. He knew 
some young men in the colony whoRe parents 
were in ~J:;;nglaml, lllld lwfore they cnnlrl prove 

their age they would have to send home to their 
parents for the registers of their birth. If they 
wanted to select land they would be kept in 
suspense until they proved all the conditions 
required. All obstacles in the way of immediate 
settlement upon the land should be removed. 
If an applicant applied for land, and it was 
found out afterwards that he had not complied 
with the conditions-and that could be very soon 
found out-he would have to suffer for it by the 
forfeiture of his selection. 

Mr. NORTO~ said that there was something 
wrong about the clause. The commissioner might, 
of conrse, satisfy himself in some cases that the 
applicant was entitled to take up land; but it 
would be impossible for him to satif<fy himself 
upon that point in all cases. 'l'he applicant might 
try to satisfy the commissioner that he was 
entitled to take up land, and the commissioner 
might try to satisfy himself, but it would still be 
impossible that in all case~ the commissioner 
could arrive at an absolute conclusion on the 
point. The applicant might try to deceive the 
commissioner, or he might be perfectly honest 
and sincere, and yet be a stranger from 
another di,;trict, and the commissioner coultl 
not be sure that he was entitled to select ; 
n.nd if the applicant took up the land he 
would do so at the risk of having it forfeited_ 
Again, the commissioner might feel sure that an 
applicant was entitled to select, and his applica
tion might be confirmed by the board, and after 
all, if it was afterwards found that the land wa.q 
illegally taken up, it was bound to be forfeited. 
Men coming into the colony and going into a 
district to take up land would be anxious to go 
on to it as soon as possible. They did not want 
to have the confirmation of their application 
delayed. They did not want to have to go to n. 
place and then wait a month or more to have 
their application confirmed. If the land wa,; 
surveyed and thrown open to selection, and the 
value of the improvements upon it proclaimed, 
the applicant might go upon it the next day, 
and if afterwards it was found that his applica
tion Wlts illegal he woulcl be liable to be turned 
off as soon as that was found out. He thought 
there wns a real objection in the delay of the con
firmation. If a man attempted to take up land 
by fraud, he did see how he could possibly 
be found out until afterwards. In some cases 
the commissioner might be right, but he could 
not be right in all. 

The PREMIER said he did not know whether 
it was intentional on the part of some hon_ 
members, but somehow a discussion was always 
being got up on the Bill upon something which 
was not before the Committee at all at the time. 
The subject under discussion now was when the 
improvements were to be paid for. 

Mr. NORTO.N said that was quite true, but 
it had been suggested that the clause was not 
wanted at all. 

The PREMIER: It must be wanted. The 
improvements must be paid for some time. 

:VIr. MOREHEAD said he would like to see a 
little more energy thrown into the debate by the 
other side to help to get the Bill through a little 
quicker. To some of the members on the other 
side it did not appear to be a matter of very 
great consequence. The Premier had the whole 
of the work on his own shoulders, and the 
Minister for Lands hardly deigned to explain the 
amendments- if he understood them- which 
he was continuously bringing in on his own 
clauses. The Premier and the Minister for 
Lands had only themselves to blame for the 
delay. They could hardly extract any infor
mation from them, and they hardly condescended 
to answer the arguments brought forward on the 
Opposition side of the Committee. The hem, 
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member talked about their heing· ahsnr<l anr! 
langhable ; they wore very nearly making the 
Government ahsnrcl and langhahle b,;t night 
when they only escaped defeat, in a division, by 
the skin of their teeth. He hoped the Premier 
would put a little more life into the debate, and 
let them understand that he at all events was in 
earnest about the Bill. A large number of me m
bers on the other sir!e did not appear to c:tre two 
straws whether the Bill became law or not. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciL WRAITH said he 
was struck by the remark which the hon. 
Premier had made just now, to the effect that 
when a certain clause was proposed a discussion 
arose about something else. He had himself 
remarked the extraordinary way h: which tho 
debate was allowed to deviate from the subject 
under discussion, but hon. members would talk 
about what they liked in Committee. They 
always did that, and it required some force 
from the other side-from the 11inister in 
charge of the Bill-to direct the discussion 
into the channel in which it shoul<l go, and 
bring back hon. members to the subject 
under discussion. The hon. member could not 
accuse members on the Opposition side, any 
more than members on his own side, of w'wder
ing away from the subject, because members on 
the Government side had followed exactly in 
the same way and talked upon any subject 
started in the debate. It was particularly the 
duty of the Government to bring back the Com
mittee to the actual point at issue, and try and 
force by their speeche.,-in which, of course, 
argument should appear-their views through 
the Committee. Instead of that they had got a 
]a'l.y :\1inister for Lands, who sat still :md never 
said anything until something provoked him to be 
angry, and then he rose and spurted out some
thing or other. To enable the Bill to go through 
smoothly, hon. members of the Government 
should endeavour to understand the objections 
brought against it, and endmwour to meet those 
objections. He had clone more himself, upon 
that clause, to bring both sides of the Committee 
to an agreement than either the Minister for 
Lands or the Premier. He could not understand 
why they wandered away from the subject under 
discussion at all, and he attributed their ha>ing 
done so entirely to the want of force and energy 
on the part of the Ministry in keeping m em hers 
to the subject. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS said that, no 
matter how carefully a Bill was framed, anyone 
could critically find fault with it, and say that if 
so-and-so were to happen something would go 
wrong. vVhat else had the hon. member been 
doing but that? He now wanted to know why 
the commissioner should not at once han<l over 
the land to the selector. He had been told over 
and over again why the Government thought 
that should not be done. Thev did not desire to 
delegate w much power to the commissioner : 
they wished to leave that power in the hands of 
the board. 

The HoN. Sm T. MaiL WILU'l'H : I rise 
to tell the hon. member that I ma.de use of no 
such argument, nor of any words which would 
imply it. The hon. member i" talking simple 
nonsense. 

The MIXISTER JCOR LANDS sairl he did 
not know what was the exact point raiser! by 
the hon. member, except where he chose to 
remark upon his (the Minister for Lands') 
inattention or inability to carry out his duty. 
He confessed that, while he had the hon. the 
Premier to deal with matters he did not quite 
understand, he was quite prepared to leave 
them to him. He was always prepared to give 
way to a better man than himself. The hon. 
leader of the Opposition choimed to have done 

more towccrds putting the Bill as far forward as 
i~ war; nnw than nuy other lnmnber on either 
cnc!e. 

The Hox. Sm T. MuiL\VRAITH: I sai<l 
nothing of the sort. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS ;;aid he 
must have misunderstood the hon. member. 
The question now before the Committee was 
whether the commiosioner m· the land agent 
was to receive payment. If the hon. member 
did not object to the land agent being substitute<] 
for the commissioner, he shoulrl allow the 

· amendment to go, and deal with the rest after
wards. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said he thought the poli
tic.>l Rip van \Yinkle, who was at present 
J\1inister for J_,mHls, and who appeared to have 
awakened from a thirty years' sleep to take his 
place in tbat Chamber, should not put in the 
mouths of hrm. gentlemen opposite him worch 
they never made use of. He quite agreed with 
the hem. member in thinking that he clid not 
understand the Bill. The only portion of the Bill 
the hon. member ever did understand had been 
eliminated, and he had now to fall back on the 
real fc,ther of the Bill-the Premier-to eluci
date it. He was very glad they had wrung from 
the hon. member an admission of weakness. It 
WaR gratifying to learn that after all the holl. 
member was only human. It would be better 
if he woul<l continue slumbering, and let the 
Premier attend to the Bill. It ought to be in the 
hands of someone who understood it, and the 
hon. member had confessed that he did not ml
derstaml it. The hon. member would no douht 
be 1nuch n1ore cornforta.ble sleeping than legis
lating, and it would certainly be better for the 
colony. 

Mr. ALAJ\D said that, if the Minister for 
Lands occac,ionally misunderstoorl hon. members 
oppm;ite, he was continually being misunder
stoo<l by them. He <lid not think the hon. 
:\1inister for Lancls said that he did not under
stand the Lnncl Bill. \Vhat the hon. member 
said. or rather what he meant--

Mr. MOREHE)cD : Oh ! An interpretation 
clause. 

Mr. AL Al'\D : \Yhat the :\Iinister for Lands 
said was that he was quite willing to give way 
to a better man than himself, meaning that he 
was willing· to allow the Premier to deal with 
the hon. gentlemen opposite when tlwy con
stantly misinterpreted the clauses of the Bill. 

Question- That the words proposed to be 
inserted be so inserted---put and passed. 

The J\IINISTER FOR J_,A:NDS moved the 
on1ission of the \Vord '' :-;ixty, ., with the view of 
inf'erting the 'vorc1 '' He Yen." 

l\Ir. J\fOiiEHEAD rhkecl why they should 
1n:1ke it seven dayR? He thought the n,rgnn1ent 
of the hem. leader nf the Opposition, tlmt tlw 
paJnnentH shonld be concurrent, was vvorthy of :111 

ans,Yer by the Govet·nment. Hn did not wish 
to obstruct the amendment if the majority of 
the Committee were in fccvonr of seven <lays. It 
waR a couRidm·al1le corrting- down on the part of 
the hon. :\1inister fOl' Lamls. 

A 1nend1nent agreed to. 

The PRKVfiEl~ sai<l he wished to refer to a 
sug,~estion 1nade by the hon. 1ne1nber for Tov.·nR· 
ville which seemecl worthy of consideration. He 
had raised the question whether the money for 
the inlprnYoHH::'nts Rhould be paid v.rithin seven 
days of the date of the commissioner's lLJl]'l'OYal, 
or within seven cbys of the confirmation by thr 
hoard. As the land "·ns not actnally available 
to the ,,elector until after the confirmation by the 
bn:trd, the matter might be worth considering-. 
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In :.nswer to :i\lr . .T llSSOP, 

The I'RK\HElt snirl it had been pointed ont 
many times that tlw vnlne of any inq>rovements 
on land declared open for selection would Le 
stated in the proclamation. A man would 
know before he went to purchase a piece of blHl 
exactly what he luul to pay. If he did not like 
to pay it, he could let the lot alone. 

On the motion of the MINISTER I<'OR 
LANDS, the words "when the valne thereof 
has been determined" were omitted, am! the 
words "of the apprond of the application,. 
substituted. 

The l\HNISTEH FOH LANDS moved thrtt 
the 2nd paragraph of the clause be omitted. 

Amendment put and passed. 
Mr. JVIOREHEAD said there seemed to be 

something remarkable about the number seven. 
In the words of the poet, "\V e are seven." Then 
there were Heven days in the \Veek, seven 
churches, seven golden candlesticks, seven devils, 
seven :Ministers, and seven members of the 
Elections rtnd Qualifications Committee; and 
y_et not one of them afforded a good itnd suffi
Cient reason why the number seven should have 
been inserted in the clause. 

Clause, as amended, passed. 
On clause 48, as follows :-
" Xo veri1on shull at the ~ame time, either in his own 

right or as a trustee for any other person, except as 
hereinaftcl' Jlrovided, hold in the game distl'iet two or 
more farms of the same chss, the aggregate area of 
which if; greater than the maximum area of land for the 
time being pm·miLted to be selected as a farm of that 
class in that district." 

The MINISTER FOH LANDS moved thnt 
the following new paragraph be added to the 
clause:-

Nor shall nny person at the sa.me time, either in 
his own right or a.s a trustee for some other person, 
except as hereinafter provided, hold in the colony two 
or more agricultural farms, the :!ggregate area of which 
is greater than ni.ne hundred nncl sixty aercs, or two 
or more p:razing farms, the np;gl'Cgato area of ·which is 
greater than twenty thousand acres. 

The HoN. Sm T. J\!IciL WRAITH said thttt, 
under the clause as introduced, a selector might 
take up 9GO acres in every agricultuml district of 
the colony and 20,000 acres in every pastoml 
<listrict of the colony. Surely, in introducing 
HO impol'tant an amendment, the lVIini.ster for 
Lands should have some explan>1tion to offer to the 
Committee! They always expected reasons to be 
given for amendinentH; and the n,mendrnent jn&;t 
proposed introduced one of the greatest changes 
that had taken place in the Bill. 

The PREMIER said the hon. member knew 
perfectly well the rec~sons for the change, because 
the amendment had been notified for the last two 
or three months. The error which it amended 
was pointed out on the second re•uling of the 
1\ill, and was admitted by the Goven1mcnt; and 
that had been known to the Committee for two 
or three months. The hon. m em her wanted to 
know why an amendment of that kind was 
proposed. The Government were not ashamed, 
when they found they had made a mistake, to 
admit it, and they gave the earliest notification 
of their intention to correct it. That was the 
re:a.son why. 

The Ho;,. Sm T. MciLWRAITH ;aid lw 
heard for the first time that the Government had 
n1ade an error. He kne\v the Government hn.d 
made a gross mistake, :tnd hac! tried to force it on 
the Oppmition, and when they found the Opposi
tion woul<l not st<tnd it, and were determined to 
carry an a1nendn1ent similar to the one now pro
posed, the Government came down with their own 
amendment. The hon. gentleman would lead 
the Committee to suppose that it was actunlly 
only cc clerical error, wherea., it was tL deliberate 

part of the policy of the l\Iinister for Lands. 
That mnendment marker! the effect the Opj)(>si
tion lm<l lmd on the Bill. When the Bill was 
bronght in, it contained one of the most gigantic 
schemes for dunnnying that had ever been intro
duced in any of the colonies. The Opposition 
had gradually eliminrtted that element from it. 
He objected to the Minister for Lands trying to 
sneak in an amendment of that sort without 
saying a word ahout it. X o doubt it was a most 
important amendment ; and if the :Minister 
for Lands had changed his policy he ought to 
say so, and tell the Com1nittee his reasons. He 
(Hon. Sir 'r. Mcilwraith) claimed for the 
Opposition the credit of having kept the 
country from being hr111ded over to the pastoral 
lessees--

The PHEMIE.R : Oh, oh! 
l\lr. MORBHEAD: Hear, hear! 
The Hox. Sm T. l\1ciLWRAITH: In the 

way in w hi eh it was intended by the Government. 
They did not know the kind of man they had ""' 
J\Iinister for Lands, nor the kinrl of man they 
had as Premier. The <iovernment had sold 
themselves, body and soul, to their Minister for 
Lands ; hut they were very tired of him now. 
The present clause was one of those w hi eh showed 
the kind of stuff the Opposition were made of. 
The Minister for Lands thought he would be 
able to get through any kind of Bill for 
the sr1natters - thought he was going to 
play a splendid game, pleasing his squatter 
hiemls while deluding the men who sat along
side him ; and he believed the hon. gentle
nmn was assi.-lted to a, grent extent in that 
by the Premier. But they had found out that 
the Oppo~ition had done their duty as an 
Opposition. Exactly what he predicted last 
year had happened. He predicted that the 
present Government would have a l\linister for 
Lancb who would try in every possible way to 
~erve the squatters-that they would pay back 
the debt they owed the squatters for turning 
out the late Government. The present Minister 
for Litnds wa" actually put in to pay back thr<t 
debt, and he had brought in the Bill before the 
Committee; but the Opposition had exposed the 
true state of affairs. No wonder the l\1inister for 
Lands had not a word to say when he proposed an 
amendment of th>tt sor\ and no wonder the 
Premier told the Committee that the leader of 
the Opposition knew perfectly well why the 
J\linister for Lands said nothing upon it. He 
(Hon. ~ir T. Mcilwraith) knew the reason 
perfectly well, uut he thow,ht it was his duty, as 
leader of the Oppokition, to insist that he should 
tell those renHms to the Committee. But the 
Nlinister for Lan<ls was not man enough to state 
them, or he would do so. The hon. gentlemm1 
hnd trie,d to pass a Bill by which a srtnatter, in 
every district in the colony--. He was sorr'' 
the tea-hour had arrived, for it COlllt>ellerl him to 
break otf in the middle of a sentence. 

The I'REJ\IIEH sai<l the hon. gentleman had 
not observed in the speech he made just now 
the old proverb that "self-praise is no recom
mendation." 

Mr. 1I01tEHEAD : Why does not the 
Minister for Lands think about that? 

The P.REMIER srtid the lea<ler of the Opposi
tion woulrl have the country believe that he was 
the great opponent of land monopoly ; that his 
Htrut-!·gles thrnnghont the session, and throughout 
the discmsions on that Bill, had been to prevent 
land 111onopoly-to prevent the aggregation of 
brge areas of land into a few hands. Surely the 
hnn. gentleman dicl not expect the country to 
believe him when he posed asthechrtmpion of anti
htnrl-monopoly! The memory of the country was 
not so short. The peo]Jle remembered perfectly 
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well, not only wlmt took pbce dming the last 
two years' tenure of office of the b,te Govern
rneut, but a .. bo the Htrugg-lm; of hon. 111e1nber::; mt 
the OppoRition side when the Committee were 
dealing with an earlier part of the Bill tu secure 
more tavourable terms than were proposed bv 
the Government to be given to the pastor,i:] 
lessee. Yet the hon. gentlemitn wanted the 
country to believe that he was the person who 
wished to check land monopoly. He (the 
Premier) wa• quite snre the hon. gentleman 
would get all the credit he rleserved from the 
conntry for any amemlments made in the Bill by 
the Opposition. He did not think the hon. 
gentleman would get more credit than he de
served. The necessity for the particular amend
ment under consideration was admitted by the 
Government at an early st:<ge. If it was :<ny 
satisfaction to the hon gentleman to know ii, 
be (the Premier) would tell him that the sngges
tion camt~, not frnrn the OppoKition, bnt front 
the Uovemment side of the Committee. 

'rhe HoN. Sm T. MciL WRAITH s:<id he did 
not klw\\· how the Premier conld sav tlmt the 
Ru~gestion canto frorn the Cioverrnnent'"'~dde of the 
Committt-e, or how he cnulcl establish the st:<te
ment that :<t an e:<rly sbtge of the Land Bill the 
propositi( m to alter clau:-;e 4H, a.s wa:-; now r>roposed, 
was admitted by the Government. He (Hon. 
Sir T. :Vlci!wraith) was not present at the second 
rending of the Bill; but he could point out that 
the hon. gentleman who then led the Opposition 
took exception to the chtusn in the s:<meterms that 
he(Hon. ~irT.1Icllwraith)harltlonethat evening. 
He con]d point nut, a]so, that :-;everal nlf'llll>e~H 
on hiH own sicle, before he spoke, took the sa. me 
objection to the elause. He could point out, 
:<!so, that he, the first time he spoke on the Bill, 
spoke VeTy :-;trongly on the clan~e ; pointing out 
the great conce~~ion that waH being- granted, and 
that it W<mld have the result of the !awls nf the 
colony bt•ing dnmmied. . And he coul<l point 
out, further, tlmt it WcLS only at a very 
bte stage of the Bill that the Government 
became alive to the fact that there was 
not the slightest chance of the clause, as 
proposed by them, :<ctually p:<ssing. \Yhy, it 
was only :<fter the Bill had been in committee 
for some considerable time-unfortunn.tely, there 
was no date given on the amendments as put 
before the Committee, but it could be very easily 
:<scertained by the Coloni:<I Secretary from the 
Printing Office when the new cbuse was actually 
proposed and printed; but he remembered dis
tinctly thitt it w:<s not proposed until they had 
heen in committee for some consideraL!e 
time. The Government heard all the argu
ments on the second reading, :<nd then, 
when the Bill got into committee, and 
" number of clauses had been deb:<tecl, they 
came down with several an1endrnents, anwng 
which the one now unUer discu~Hion figul'ed
he could not s:<y prornineutly, because no 
attention whatever w:<s drawn to it by 
1nernhers on the other side. Since he spoke 
before dinner, nwre than one hon. n1ernber 
opposite had claimed that they themselves h:<rl 
objected to the clause as it origin:<lly stood. 
He did not deny them all the credit they de•,erved 
for that, and he admitted that objections were 
taken from the other side of the Committee, hut 
that did not :<tall detract from what he h:<d said
that the mnendment was forced on the Government 
by the action of the Opposition, and that it was 
never :<dmitted until the Bill had been for some 
considerable time in committee. Now, the ,·ery 
construction of the clause showed that the 
Government had no intention whatever of grant
ing the condition imposed in the amendment, 
because the clause in the original Bill said :-

uNo person 5lhall at the same time, either in his own 
right or as a trustee for any other person, except as 

hereinafter provWed, hold ln the same distrirt two or 
more farms of the same class, the aggregate area. of 
which il>i greater t.hau Llw maximum area of la nU for the 
t·ime 1JC 11Jg permitted to be selected as a farm of that 
clasfl. in that district." 
And then the amendment went on to say that 
neither should they hold more th:<n the ulti
mate m:<ximum in any a.gricultuml or pastoral 
areas in any of the district•. Th:<t w:<s cle:<rly 
an amendment brought about by the discussion 
on the second reading, and, as he had s:<id 
before, was snggested :<fter much progress had 
been made. In fact, they had got up to the 
12th clause before the amendments were brought 
down :<t :<Il. He did not know whether, under 
the present clause, they would be :<ble to discuss 
the point, but a discussion certainly would :<rise as 
to whether UGO :<cres w:<s reaiiy" sufficient area to 
be selected, :<nd subject to become freehold in 
the different districts in the colony. A gre:<t 
rHany n1e1nl>ers thought the arnount of DGO acres 
too little. But there wa.s>mamendment they ought 
to have before they went on tP the discussion of the 
clause, and he would Hnggest that the Govern
ment ought to intimate wh:<t they proposed as 
:<n arncwlment on the subject that was brought 
up for discussion the other night. They h:<d 
introduced a perfectly new element-namely, 
survey before selection-into the Biii, under which 
the (iovernment or the bn:<rd would have to 
survey the ]:<nd before throwing it open. IV ell, 
it w:<s quite possible, ns vointed out by him 
the other night, th:<t :1 m:<n might exerci:;e the 
rig-ht of selecting half-a-dozen surveyed allot
ments, but, according to the Bill :<s it stood 
:<t preseut, he could perform the residence con
dition ouly on one. Say " man took up 't 
1 00-acre selection. Under the J3ill as it stood 
his right of m:<king :<ny portion freehold was 
confined to thtct 100 acres on which he actually 
resided. Now, he understood the Premier to 
promise the othel' night th:<t he would submit an 
amendment tu meet " difficulty of th:<t kind. 
ThP Government had not yet introduced an 
a1nenchnent to Ineet Hnch a cm;e, and a Rtatenlent 
of the }linister for L:<nds as to the intentions of 
the Government upon that subject would 
facilitate the business of the Committee. He 
did not see how they could intelligently discuss 
the clause before them until they had th:<t infor
mation. He hoped the JHinister for Lands 
understood him. At all events, whether he did 
or not, he would give him an opportunity of 
explaining. 

The :\H::\'ISTEH J:<'OR LAKDS •aid the 
hon. gentleman w:<nted to know whether, in the 
event of a m:<n taking up one selection not of 
the maximum quantity, and other selections being 
added to it up to or within the m:<ximurn quan
tity, he would be allowed to m:<ke"a freehold of 
more than the one selection. !here was no 
intention on the part of the Bill to allow that. 
The selection a man took np :<nd resided upon 
he would be enabled to make " freehold of, but 
the others he would not. He would only hold 
the remainder under the leasing conditions of 
the Bill. That was the intention of the Bill 
:<nd the intention of the Government. 

The HoN. Sm T. MulL WRAITH: You do 
not intend to alter th:<t? 

The MI::\ISTKR l<'OH LA~DS : No. In 
the speech the hon. gentleman made before te:< 
it w:<s .-ery evident that the cl:<use under discus
sion had the eflect of lettin§f loose :<ll his pent
up bitterness towards the- Bill, :<nd towards 
himself (the Minister for Lands) in particulm·, 
:<nd the amendment seemed to have especially 
excited his ire, because it added to the rlif!i
culty that any person would find in evading 
the restrictions imposed by the Bill. He could 
not understand the animosity of the hon. 
gentleman in any other light th:<n that. 
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The hon. gentleman wanted to know why, 
instead of allowing people to take up 20,000 
acres in any district of the colony, they had been 
reHtricted to nne district. HiR own opinion war-i 
that it would not have mattered seriously whether 
it was allowed or not, inasmuch as it did not 
give any additional facilities for dummying
which was the reason the hon. gentleman assigned 
for objecting to the change--because if a man 
attempted to dummy he could carry out his 
schemes in one district as effectually as 
in another. However, the GovBrnment had 
determiner! that it would be better to restrict 
the selector to a 20,000-acre holding in one 
district of the colony instead of in each district. 
He had always maintained that if a man made 
proper use of 20,000 acres-if he utilised the land 
in the way intended by the Bill-he would do no 
lu;rm even if he held 20,000 acres in every 
district in the colony ; but he was satisfied, at 
the same time, that if a man profita,bly invested 
the money rer1uired to work a 20,000-acre 
selection he must necessarily confine himself 
to one holding. That any portion of the 
Bill had been framed, conceived, or advised 
by him in the interest of the squatters, he left the 
genuine squatters to am;wer for themselves. If 
the squatters thought it was fru.med in their 
interests, and not in the g-eneral interests of 
the country, all that he coulrl say wu.s that 
the sr1uatters were very ungrateful, as there 
wtcs no m:;n who had been more abused by 
them than he had been. There were some 
squatters-not genuine squatters--who desired 
to convert their squattages into large free
holds. Those were the men who detested 
anrl abominated the Bill, and everyone who 
had anything to do with it ; but the true 
srtnatter had alw,;ys recognised his true 
position. And no man in the country, who 
would compare his action since he had taken 
tt part in politics, in reference to the land 
laws of the colony and the squatting class, 
with the action of the leader of the Opposition 
and his Government for the last three or four 
years they held office, would ever come to any 
other conclusion than the one he had always main
tained was due to him-that he had acted in the 
interests of the country generally, and not in the 
interest of the class to which he belonged ; and 
no word he had ever uttered conld lead to the con. 
elusion that he had ever favoured the squatters as a 
class. But that he respecterl. and admired the 
genuine squatter, he would admit under any 
circumstances. There was no class he admired 
more ; but when they came to the men the 
hon. gentleman opposite had allowed to obtain 
in the country-by a perversion of the law, he 
maintained-70,000 acres or 80,000 acres of 
land in one block, he left the country 
to judge whether that hrm. gentleman acted 
in the true interests of the country or 
whether he (:\fr. Dutton) did. Then there was the 
action of the hon. gentleman in regarrl to the sale 
of lands. Enormous tracts of country in many 
districts were sold to the leaseholders-not to the 
genuine squatter, but to the men who desired to 
turn leaseholds into freeholds. The hon. gentle
man maintained that previous Uovermnents had 
clone the same thing ; but a comparison would 
show that while previous (iovernments obtained 
frmn 15H. to 30.'l. an acre, the hon. gentlen1an'H 
C-overnmentobtained onlylOs. an acre, ostensibly, 
at auction. \Vhich party, he would ask, had 
worked the land laws fur the benefit of those 
who wished to acquire large estu.tes? The 
hon. gentleman continually p<med as the orJponent 
.,f all attempts to acquire large estates; but 
what had he done to prevent the acquisition 
of large free holds? He freely admitted that 
previous Governments made a mistake in selling 
so much land at auction ; but that mistake was 

nothing when compared with the action of the 
late Uovenunent in ~elling, for 10s. an acre, land 
for which £1 an acre had been previously paid, 
as was prm·ed by official records. 'There 
could be no doubt, in the minds of mem
bers of the Committee who looked at the 
matter in an impartial light, that the real 
difficulty-the real animosity to the Bill and to 
that clause especially-was the very effective 
restricti<m which the amendment proposer! thn,t 
night interpr"ed between those who desired to 
acr1uire land improperly and those who were 
willing to take it up in accordance with the pro
visions of the Bill. He maintained that the 
measure would check dummying·, and that 110 

man would take the risk dummying would entail 
under its vrovisions. 

J>Ir. J>IbREHEAD said he was glad the 
leader of the Opposition had galvanised the 
Min·ister for Lancb into life. He hoped it 
would not be temporary, but that the hon. 
gentleman woulrl often address the Committee in 
the happy style in which he had just delivered 
himself. But it appeared that he was not at all 
unlike the fly on the wheel of the buggy, which, 
as the wheel went round, said, " \Vhat a 
dust I make !" He seemed to think he 
was running the whole concern. It waH a. 
sort of new revelation the hrm. g·entlem:m 
had made. He said that the leader uf the 
Opposition had poured out all his pent-up bitter
ne's on the head of the J>Iinister for Lands ; but 
he (:VIr. :Morehead) thought that all the pent-up 
bitterness had been poured out on the heads 
of hon. gentlemen on the Opposition side by 
the :l\Iinister fur Lands. L p to the present 
time they had not shown that disbelief in 
human honesty which hctd been shown by 
the lVIinister for Lands, who had gone from 
Dau to Beersheba, aml found the country 
barren -there \Vas not one honest 1uan, save 
the exponent of his own particular religion. 
The hrm. gentleman, and the Premier also, had 
stated that the amendment was the outcome of 
suggestion:-; 1nade by hon. gentlmnen on that 
side. That might or might not be trne; but, at 
any rate, the suggesti<m came from the Opposi · 
tion side. It was pointed out by the Minister for 
Lands on the second reading that the clause 
as it stood would enable people to take up 
20,000 acres in every distnct of the colony, 
except on the lessee's own run. He also pointed 
out that three trustees, holding a joint trust, 
would be entitled to take up 20,000 acres each. 
Now he had the pleasure and the privilege of 
replying to the hon. the Minister for Lands, and 
he would again point out that if the clause passed 
as it stood in the Bill at the present time it would 
give such a power of dummying to the pastoral 
tenant as had no existence in any land leg-islation 
of the colonies. He not only said that inside 
the House, but he had said it outside the 
House. He had Kaid it over and over again 
before that Committee that the Bill, as it stood, 
was the best dummying Bill for sr1uatters that 
ever was introduced into thttt House, or 
into any other House ; and he maintained 
that opinion still, notwithstanding the mo· 
difications introduced by the :Vlinister for 
Lands-modifications compelled by the action 
of the Opposition sirle of the Committee. He 
would ask the Premier to point to any speech 
made by any hon. member who snpportecl 
the Government, which set up that contention. 
Let the hon. the Premier look through the 
record of all the speeches made on the second 
reading of the Bill or subsequent debates on the 
Bill, and if he showed him any speech in which 
any of those hrm. members pointed nut the 
results in regard to dummying that would accrue 
from the passing of the clause as it originally stood, 
then he would admit he was wrong. He would 
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make one honourable exception in the case of, 
lw thought, l\Ir. lC1.tes, the hnn. llJBlllbPJ' f,n· Dar
ling I! owns, who did point it nut; but with that 
single exception it had never been pointed out by 
one hon. mmnber supporting the Governinent, 
that the Bill as it stood would have been the 
greateHt dumn1ying n1easure that eYer 'vaH intro
duced into that House. He thought they might 
go a little fnrther. Surely, having regard to 
what had taken place in the past-having 
regard to the fact that large areas of laud 
had been dummied, or were alleged to have 
been dummied, the Government should have 
had that point clearly before them as rme of 
the main points they had to avoid in any 
legislation they were to bring· into that House. 
Therefore they could only suppose tl1at the 
Government did that either by design or gross 
carelessness. They could not plead ignorance. 
He defied the Premier to plead ignorance--steeped 
up to the neck as he was in those dummying cases 
that took place under the Act of lSGS-of the 
effect of the clause as drafted into the Bill now ; 
and that the amendment had been brought upon 
him by the action of the Opposition-and their 
action only-with the exception nf tho hem. mem
ber for Darling Downs (Mr. Rates). He 
thought that the hem. th~ Premier therefore was 
entitled to state fully and clearly tho reason that 
had led him-because he held him to be the 
father of the Bill, the hon. the Minister for 
Lan1lS having abandoned his bantling and 
handed it over to the tender mercies of the 
Premier-to explain fully what had led him to 
make that great alteration in policy in the 
construction of that Bill. And he wnultl ask the 
hon. gentleman, further, whether he thought 
that even that alteration would prevent the land 
being taken up in the Kay that he had stated it 
was likely to be taken up under the existing law. 
It might be more difficnlt. It might be a little 
more difficult, but it could not be very much more 
difficult. The lands would be taken up. It would 
simply mean employing, he took it, a few more 
individuals than it would be necessary to employ 
under the existing law. And the Minister for 
Lands told them-as he had told them, not only 
that night, but on many other occasions-that 
he would abandon or cause to be abandoned all 
cleclamtions, all forms of oath, almost every 
obligation that was necessitated under existing 
I.-and Acts. The hon. gentleman had done what 
he (Mr. .~Iorehead) had said before in that 
Committee-made dummying simple to men of 
easiest honour, and had actually removed 
those objections which ha<l in manv cases 
prevented the land being illegally taken llp. He 
now told the Minister for Lands that, even if 
the clause passed in the modifier! form it was 
proposed to pass it, it would lead to the people 
surren<lering their rights to the lan<l>' to the 
sqnatters for the next thirty years. He did not 
know w·hat the hon. gentlenu~n j11st sa,i<l, as the 
hnn. gentleman nmmbled. He <licl not hear 
what he said, but if he would speak loud enough 
he wnnlcl answer him. He said that even pass
ing it now in that modified form they were 
putting an implement into the hands of 
the squatter or pa<,toral tenant that if he 
chose to Jmake use of he could certainly use to 
his own aclvantage, and possibly to the great 
detriment of the State. The hon. the Minister 
for Lands had also said a great deal about what he 
was pleased to term the genuine squatter. Per
haps the hon. gentleman would put something 
into the interpreLttion clause as to what he con
sidered was a genuine squatter, and what was 
not a genuine squatter. They shoul<l certainly 
have some interpretation on that point. The 
hon. gentleman had said he was a friend of the 
O"enuine sqaatter. \Vhat was a genuine squatter? 
\vas he a man who sold a run outside for a large 

price, an<l cleared to what was a mism•abl0 
ennntry on thn :-;ide of a erunk ; and hfL\'ing·lln~ 
rivucl every po""ihle benefit that he coulrl clerinJ 
from the outside holding, then said those 
men holding good country should suffer for it ; or 
'vas the gtmuine squatter the n1an 'vho went out 
into the interior and developed that country, 
and spent hundreds of thousands of pounds for 
the benefit of not only himself, hut of the com
munity? Let them have an interpretation from 
the :Minister for Lands as to what his descrip
tion of a genuine squatter was. The interpre
tation of the hrm. g-entleman mighL be right, or 
his might be right. He held the man benefited 
the State most who used to the best advan
tage the country which he rented from the 
State. He should like to hear from the 
:Minister for Lands what he conceived to be a 
genuine squatter, and what he (Mr. Morehead) 
supposed was the false one-the one who was 
not a genuine squatter. If the hon. gentleman 
held himself up to be a genuine squatter, all he 
could say was that that was not the reputation 
he was held in by those who followed the same 
occupation as himself. 

The PHEMIER said he was very sorry the 
hon. gentleman who last sat rlown ha<l so pool" 
an opinion of the respectability of the class whom 
he especia.lly represented in that House. 

Mr. l\IOREHEAD : I represent no class. 
The l'HR:YIIER: According to the hon. mem

ber, the srjtmtter intended, as soon as the Bill 
was passed, to make use of it to defraud the 
country to the greatest possible extent. 

Mr. l\IOREHEAD: I say it can be done. 

The PRE?.IIER: The hem. gentleman said 
they will do it. 

Mr. J\IOREHE~\.D said they would do nothing 
of the sort. He rose to correct the hon. the 
Premier. He said that in the Bill the same 
power would be given to the squatter, if he so 
elected, without limitation, to dummy the lands 
as under the present law. 

The PRK:VIII~R oaid he hoped the squatters 
were not so bad as the hnn. member seemed to 
think they were ; but if they were, they could 
defy them to dummy under the Bill. He 
did not see that the <Jnestion of dummying had 
anything to do with the clause. As hon. members 
opposite had fired off their rocket, an<l had 
pointed out how rleeply the country was indebted 
to them by recjuiring the amendment to be intro
duced, surely they might be pleased to accept 
it ! On the contrary, they desired to take credit 
for introducing- it and. yet to prevent its passing. 
They could not do both. \VIuLt harl dummying 
to do with it at all ? Snrely the <juestion of 
dnrrnnying conl1l cmne in nnder the eonclition:-; 
thnt were hirl down in the Bill to prevent tlw 
lan<l being ta,ken np in the interr:'t of 
other personH than the nomimtl holders, hut 
it could not come in there. 'rhe clnnse 
was intended to preYent monopoly, '" the 
J\Iinister for Lands pointed out. He was ~uite 
aware that hon. members opposite talked a 
great deal about dummying, and the facilities 
for clummying. The hon. member said that the 
amendments introduced at the instance of the 
Opposition had done a great deal toward,; 
preventing it. No single amendment had been 
introduced or suggested up to the present time 
by the Opposition to prevent dummying. He 
thought they might consider now what was to be 
the maximum-whether20,000 acre>< for the whole 
colony for one person for grazing farn1s, anrl as 
to whether 9GO acres was sufficient for agricul
tural farms. No one but the hem. member for 
l\Iulgrave had f;uggestecl that a larger area ought 
to he given. 
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The Ho:\', .T. l\I. MACROSSAX said he was 
not going to di><cnBs the question w hcther the 
mnendments proposed by the Government had 
been forced upon them by the Opposition or not. 
It was a matter of the utmost indifference from 
wlmt side amendments emanated, so long as they 
were good amendments. Bnt he had observed 
that. if amendments did emanate from the O]ll"'si
tion side, whether they were good or bad, they 
were certain to be rejected, because, as the hon. 
gentlerua.n stated~ he su:-:;peeted a,nything cmning 
from that side. Therefore, all hon. members on 
that side could do was to state their opinions, 
and let the Government bring in amendments 
if they agreed with the opinions expressed. That 
had, in fact, been done. He knew that he had 
found fault with the large quantity of land tlmt 
nlight be taken up by one 1nan in g1·azinp; farn1s 
,t]l over the colony, and expressed his opinion that 
he should be restricted to one district. ·whether 
his finding frtult with it had had any effect upon 
the Government or not he clid not know. The 
hon. gentleman said that the Opposition not only 
wished to take credit for introducing the amend
ment, but they wanted to prevent it from passing. 
Now, who had prevented the amendment 
from passing? vVhen he (Hon. J. M. Macrossan) 
entered the Chamber after tea, he heard 
the :Minister for Lands addressing the Com
mittee in such a sty le that if the late Oppo
position had been present they would certainly 
h:we kept the discussion going for three 
hours aften'n1rds. The hon. gentlmnan went 
back to the old story about the late Govern
Inent giving a\V·ay so rnuch land to the Bquatters, 
and it was just a>< well to bring him to hook at 
once upon that point. He had challenged the 
hon. gentleman several times before in the 
House to prove his statements, but he hn.d 
never attempted to do so. Now, he (Hon. ,J. i\I. 
JYiacrossan)moved the other day fora return of the 
number of acres given away under the pre-empti ve 
clause-54 of the Act of 1859-and what did it 
prove? He had just run the figures up roughly 
sincethehon.gentleman had spoken, and it prove,[ 
<Jnite the reverse of what he hart stated and had 
been continually stating in the House. He 
found by that return that the total number of 
acres taken up under the pre-emptive clau~e of 
the Act of 1868 amounted to 750,080 acre.,, He 
was not going to enter into the matter now 
so fully as he should have done had he had more 
time to examine into it, but he would take 
the greatest number of acres of pre-emptions for 
which executive approval had been given by the 
last two Governments-the Government of which 
he was a me m her for four years and more, and 
the Government of which the present Premier 
was a member for nearly five years-and what 
did he find? That the number of acres given 
mvay by the Government of which the hon. the 
Premier was a member was actually more than 
two for every one given by the last Government. 
So what did the hon. gentleman's stnternent 
come to? He onght certainly to correct his 
itnagination, and keep it rnore in harneRs and 
under control than to allow it to run riot as he 
did whenever he was talking about land. Taking 
the selections on page 4 of the return, the 
executive approval of which was given by the 
Go,·ernment of which the present Sir Arthnr 
Palmer we"s Premier-the whole of the pre
emptions on that and the following page, and 
ten on the next page, were approved of i.Jy the 
{:}overrnnent that can1e into office in ;ran nary, 
l.S74, the nntnber of am·eH an1onnting to 
4Hl,i!20; while the number of acres given by 
the last Government was 21G,040-more than 
t\vo to one being given by the previous Govern~ 
ment. Let the hon. gentleman correct his 
iumgirmtion and keep to facts. If he llid Sll he 
would ,-ery likely be able t.o pa":; t.hc Bill a ;;reat 

deal more quickly than he had done. He 
allowed himself almost every other night to get 
into a pa&rdon about smnething said on the 
Opposition side, and immediately he did so he 
flew off at a tangent and reveated his old st:cte
ments about members on the Opposition side 
acquiring land,, or helving their friends to do 
so. If anyone had helped their friends in that 
way, it was cert:tinly hon. gentlemen opposite. 
'fhe figures he had quoted did not bear upon the 
question of sales by auction at all. If the hon. 
gentlerrHLn furni~hed a return of s£:tle::; by auction, 
he would find that the difference between those 
sales made by the two Governments of which he 
had spoken was more than three to one. So that 
there was not a scintilla of tl'Uth in his state
ment ; and instead of the hon. gentleman at the 
hear! of the Government getting up and lecturing 
the Oppo;;ition, and saying that they llid not 
wnnt to pa.-;s the amendment, he ought to turn 
round and lecture his own colleague, the Minister 
for Lands, or pull him by the coat-tails in order 
to 1nake hirn sit down, when he wa::i 1naking 
such statements. 

'fhe MINISTER :FOR LANDS said the 
hon. member for Townsville had avoided the 
statement he had made altogether. He had not 
attempted to compare the quantity of land that 
harl been alienated, either by pre-ernption or by 
auction ; but he pointed out that the htnd sold 
by auction by G-cn-ernnlents preceding the late 
Govemment ranged in price from 15s. to 30s. per 
acre, the average being about 22~. Ud.; while 
the land sold by auction by the late Govem
ment averaged about lls. per acre. Another 
objection he made was as to the method of 
treating the pre-emptives -allowing squatters 
to consolidate their pre-emptions contrary to 
law. 

The Ho5. ,J. i\I. MACROSSAN: Not con
trary to law. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS : Most 
decidedly contrary to law, where the country 
was outside the rail way reserves. \Vi thin the 
railway reserves it was perfectly le~·al and 
]Jl'Oper, but outside it wa:-; illegal No reaRonable 
interpretation of the law could enable them to 
do it. Then u,gain the hon. gentlmnan had 
omitted 300,000 acres which the late Govern
ment had put through, so far as they were able 
to do so, before leaving· office. Probably, had 
they been three months longer in office, they 
would have succeeded in putting them through 
altogether ; but the present Government came 
in and managed to block the proceedings, and 
saved the country so much land. Many portions 
of it were so situated as to be of the greatest 
importance in regard to anything like future 
settlement. 

Mr. SALKELD said he understood the hon. 
leader of the Opposition to 'ay that no member 
on the Government side of the House had ex
pressed an opinion with regard to limiting the 
maximum area to be held by one person to 
20,000 acres, within the whole colony, instead of 
in each district ; and the hon. member for 
Balonne had also stated that no Government 
wpporter had alluded to it, P.xcept the hon. 
memher for Darling· Downs, JYir. Kates. 
The hon. member for Balonne often made 
statements that could very easily be shown 
to be inconect, but generally they were 
allowed to pa"s without notice. He had 
only to say that hon. members on that side 
of the House die!, on the second reading of the 
Bill, point out that very thing. He did so him
self, ami so did his hon. colleague the senior 
member for Ipswich, the hon. member for Oxley, 
and other hon. members. He clicl not wish in 
any wa,y to detract from hon. geutlCiuen ou the 
ot.her side of the Hontie, and wa,; very ;;lad t.o 
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hear them call attention to the matter; but, 
before the sec,md reading of the Bill came on, 
he himself spoke to members of the Government, 
and ~tated that he was very much opposed to 
allowmg selectors to take the maximum area 
in each district, and that the maximum should 
be made to apply to the whole colony, the 
same as under the existing land law. He 
thought, when the hem. member for Balonne 
made a statement like that, he ouo-ht to be a 
little more careful. There were th.:' records in 
Han.wo·d to go by. Since the leader of the 
Opposition had referred to it, he had looked up 
the report of what he said on the second reading, 
and found that he made use of the expression 
that a couple of hundred individuals under that 
clause could go and make a clmu sweep of the 
hest lands in the district proclaimed, and take 
uv the nu~.rxin1tun in every {listrict. He was glad 
to see that the Government had considered the 
matter, and had brought in a clause which satis
fied him entirely in that direction. As hon. gentle
men had pointed out, they ought to be very glad 
to see it and assist to have it passed into law. 

J\Ir. l\IOREHEAD said he would correct the 
hon. gentleman who had jtmt sat down. There 
was no doubt that hon. gentleman might have 
fiddled upon the same string as he (Mr. More
head) did ; but he found the string. He spoke 
after the JYiini,;ter for Lands, and found it out. 
It was all very well th>tt the hon. gentleman 
should repeat it after having read it, and re-echo 
what had fallen from the other side of the Com
mittee. 

'l'he HoN. Sm T. MciLWRAITH •mid it was 
not the first time, or the second, or the third 
time that the Minister for Lands had given rise to 
a debate by making the accusation against the 
Opposition that while they were in power they 
were the 1neans of aggregating la,rge estates 
in the hands of the pastoral lessees of the 
colony. It had been denied over and over 
again long before the hon. gentleman had a seat 
in the House, and the same charges had been 
proved to be untrue. The facts were fresh in 
the n1emorie::; of everyone who \va:s a rnen1ber at 
the time, lmt the hem. geutleman was always 
harping upon the ::;mne :-:;tring~ a.nd constantly 
referred to it after it had lJeen disproved. He 
could not get away from the question that he 
brought in the other night, about the big estate 
that was made at Cullin-la-ringo. If it were a 
great fault on the part of the Government to give 
the pastoral men there an opportunity of acquir
ing, by auction, such an amount as he said
and it was exaggerated-of 70,000 acres, surely the 
previous Govenunent. who ga\'e then1 greater 
facilities at a far lower price, could not be 
otherwise than blamable ! The hon. gentleman 
forgot that 15,000 acres of that 70,000 acres 
were granted by the previous Government two 
years before the present Opposition went into 
office, at the upset price of 10s. per acre. That 
land was a great deal better than anything that 
the late Government sold bv auction. The hon. 
gentleman forgot that altogether, and if he would 
quote the debate fairly he would :;ee the defence 
that wa:; made at the time. At that time the 
finances of the colony were very much depressed, 
>tnd the policy, as enunciated from the other side 
of the House by the present Premier, was that 
they should improve the finances by taxing 
the people of the colony. The then Govern
ment refused to do that ; and to tide 
over the difficulties they gut rid of a certain 
mnount of land. They got over the bad times, 
and good times came, and the then Government 
proved tlutt they had been right all through, 
and had made a right ]Hmition for the colony. It 
was tlue tu the energy shown by the Govern-
1nent in taking ad vantage of their positinn, and 
rcfu:;ing to li:;ten to impruvin;; th<tt position by 

taxing the people, that they recovered the 
financial position they had lost by the extrava
gance of the previous Government. Those were 
the facts which were to be seen in HansaJ"d 
in the discussions which had taken place 
repeatedly. 'The hon. gentleman had re
peatedly made the charge that the late 
Government had persistently and consi•
tently pursued the policy of granting the 
pre-emptins to a great extent, and of 
selling land by auction wherever they possibly 
could. Those facts had been disproved most 
thoroughly by the statistics quoted by his hon. 
friend the hon. member for Townsville. He 
had nothing more to say on that point. The hon. 
gentleman said, "Oh ! that is all right enough," 
but he added, " Look at the better price we got 
for the land we sold ; we actually got 22s. for the 
land we sold, whereas the late Government 
only got 10s." He did not think the price 
obtained for the land altered the case at all. If 
it was wroug to pennit the aggregation of large 
estates, he did not think the price had much to 
do with it ; in both ca:;es they got the best price 
they could obtain under the auction system. 
TheY sold in favourable times when there was 
any· amount of money to be had ; whereas his 
Government sold at an unfavourable time, when 
the Trmtsury actually re'luired money and could 
not de. without it. He was placed at a disad van
tage. Of cour,;e they must undc•rstand he 
was n0t referring to the large prices received 
under the Hail way Reserves Act. That was an 
Act of which the Premier had expressed his 
regret at having had anything to do with, 
more than once ; so that there was little 
merit to claim on account of passing it. 'The 
merit, however, claimed by the :Minister for 
Lands was that they received a larger 
price. If they received such a large price 
for the land in that district, what possible 
justification could the then Government have 
had for granting consolidated pre-empti ves all 
through th>tt district, in which they included 
rail way reserves at 10s. per acre ? They sold 
hundreds of thousands of acres at that price, 
adjoining land that had been sold up to 30s. per 
acre. That was a fact that the hon. gentleman 
could see by con,;ulting the return they had had 
pbced bef~re them. The :Minister for Land" 
had referred to his having· found vent for his 
pent-up bitterness upon the clause, and the 
ground upon which he said so was this : that 
he accused him of having been an exponent 
of the opinions of men who were dummiers 
of the lands of the colony, and who 
wished to aggregate large estates, and who, 
in fact, were the root of all evils connected with 
the acquisition of land in the colony. He waB 
satisfied that the hon. gentleman attributed that 
position to him from ignorance of his political 
career. It did not hurt him, but it showed 
the recklessness of the hon. gentleman's state
ments. He would illustrate what the hon. 
gentleman said. The clause as it stood, gave 
every selector a right to select up to the maxi
mum amount in every district of the colony. 
The Opposition protested against that ; and by 
united action, no doubt assisted by some mem
bers on the Government side-he knew JYfr. Kates 
went against it, and so did others, whom he did 
not remember-they forced the GO\·ernrnent to 
give notice in a quiet way, of an amend
ment which was Lrought forward to-night. 
What did the Minister for Lands say ? He 
said that, having brought in an amendment 
which he (Hon. Sir T. :Mcllwraith) did not 
suggest, as he was not here, but which he spoke 
in favour of the first time he had an opportunity 
of expressing an opinion on the Land Bill, his 
enimosity towards him (the ::'11inister for 
Lands) was because he had ttctually, in bringing 
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forw>trd th>tt >tmendment, put a restriction upon 
dummying that he did not want. Of course 
the hon. gentleman was quite willing to hold 
that opinion of him; but he (Hon. Sir T. 
Mcilwraith) appealed to what he ha,d said 
all through. He had con>istently opposed the 
monopoly of ltmd to the axtent granted in cl>tuse 
48. He had advocated the vrinciple embodied 
in the amendment, and his great objection to 
the l\Iinister for Lands passing it through 
quietly was that he wanted to do w without 
giving credit where credit was due. Had the 
hon. gentleman given his reasons for his ch~tnge 
of mind, there was no doubt that the Connmttee 
would have come to a conclusion woner tlmn they 
did. To assume that he (Hon.Sir T. J\1cllwraith) 
was bitter against the hon. gentleman personally, 
because he had brought forw<trd an amendment 
of which he disapproved, was contrary to fact. 
He had approved of the principle of the amend
ment right through, and not one single word 
that he had said on the Bill could be <J.uoted as 
being contrary to that amendment ; so that that 
rea:::;on was a very absurd one to allege against 
him. The hon. gentleman said that there was 
personal animosity and bitterness against him. 
Hon. members on the other side of the Committee 
saw that perfectly well, because the hon. gentle
man never rose without attributing the worst 
possible motives to hon. members on the Oppo
sition side as a class, as an Opposition, and as 
incliYicluals. His speech that night was a hash-up 
of a number of charges that had been argued out 
in that House years ago; they were re-bashed 
during the general election, and the hon. gentle
m<tn brought them up in the discussion on the pre
Rent Bill. As long as the hon. gentleman was so 
indiscreet as to bring up things of that sort, how 
could he expect to be treated in any other way 
than he was treated hy the Opposition? The 
hon. gentleman did hin1self credit in thinking 
that he had excited animo.sity. There was no 
personal animosity to him on the Opposition side ; 
but there was a great deal of animosity to him as 
regarded the mode in which he conducted the 
Governn1ent bnsineRs. His hnsinesR \Vas to 
explain every matter l1efore the Committee-to 
make matters so intelligible to the members of 
the Committee that they could be passed through 
easily. Instead of that, whenever he could he 
established a "raw," and he had clone as much 
of that that night as on any previous occasion. 
Hon. members could not possibly ask a <JUestion, 
such as they were entitled to ask for the further
ance of business, with the hope of getting a proper 
reply. Last night he (Hon. Sir 'I'. Mci!wraith) 
aBked a que~tion, being actually in ignorance of 
a certain matter. He knew that a certain clause 
h•>d been passed, and he wanted to know where 
it had been put in. He asked the Minister for 
Lands, who gave a reply that was perfectly 
imulting, throwing a book on the table as if he 
(Hon. Sir T. Mcllwraith) had been trying to 
insult him. The hon. member did not under
stand the kind of amenitiee that ought to exist 
between members of Parliament in the House. 
He ought to give every possible explanation. If 
he could not carry all the clauses of the Bill in 
his mind, was it likely that every member of the 
Opposition could do so? The hon. gentleman 
had consistently declined to give information ; 
and he had done that so often that the conclu
sion had been forced on hon. m em hers that he 
had not the information to give. The members 
of the Opposition had treated him accordingly. 

The PREMIEI-t ~aiel he had only one or two 
observations to make, but not in answer to the 
speech of the hon. gentleman. He thought a 
very large number of hon. rnembers ~tnd a large 
proportion of the pnblic had lost interest in these 
historical dissertations. Some of them referred 
to almost the ancient hi.otory of the colony. 

Mr. MOREHEAD : The Minister for Land• 
raised them. 

The PHEJVIIER said that another observation 
he bad to m»ke was that every man's reputation 
could take care of itself. The hon. member for 
::Yiulc<rave had established a reputation, and it 
could take care of itself. The third obserYation 
was that he thought the Committee and the 
country were tired of those continual discussions 
on the :VIinister for Lands. It would be much 
better if the Committee got on with the Bill. 

Mr. MO HE HEAD :If you take charge of it. 
The HoN. Sm T. J\iciLWHAITH said that 

if the hon. gentleman thought the country ha~! 
lost interest in the charges agamst the Opposi
tion, he should have said so to the ::\Iinister for 
Lands ; that would be a great deal better th<tn 
tellin" it to the Committee. Every word the 
hem. gentleman had said applied to the Minister 
for L~nds. That hon. gentleman kept bringing 
up lies-lies that had been renewed in the Houoe 
over and over again, and which the members o 
the Opposition were determined they would 
refute every time they were broug~t _forward. 
If the Premier would tell the Munster for 
Lands that hon. me1n hers would believe in his 
sincerity. 'The Premier had tried to pay 
him (Hon. Sir. T. :\Ici!wraith) a compliment by 
savinrr that his reputation could take care of 
itself~ He (Horr. Sir T. Mci!wraith) knew th>t~, 
but he did not know that he owed much of h1" 
reputation to the hon. member. If he had not 
been thoronghly satisfied that he could take 
care of his reptitation, he would not be in the 
position he was in that clay. The hon. gentleman 
had taken every means, both fair and foul, to 
damage his (Hon. Sir T. :!\lci!wrait~'s) r:put<t
tion, and he thought he stood as h1gh m the 
colony as the hon. gentleman. 

1\Ir. 1\IACDON ALD-P ATI<:RSOX snid that 
some remarks had fallen from the ~Iinister for 
Lands, to the effect that a selector, or a free
holder, taking up 300 or 400 acres, would he 
cleb<trrecl from acquiring any further freehold. 
He was very sorry to notic..:e F:Hch a gra,ve retro· 
gression on thnt point since last week. 

The HoN. SIR T. J\TciLWHATTH said thot 
the J\Iinister for I,ando hnd made a serious 
statement in the House that night - one that 
differed very materially from what the Premier 
said last night. It had been pointed out that 
on each of the selections the condition of 
residence must be complied with ; and that 
the Government, acting on the principle of 
survey before selection, could survey blocks 
in any agricultural district, as small or as 
large--not exceeding the Inaxiinum area~as 
they chose. It was also pointed out that if 
one selector, having selected a certain number 
of blocks-say six, but which in the aggregate 
did not amount to the maximum area he was 
entitled to select in that district-performed 
the condition of residence on only one block, 
the right of acquiring a freeh~lcl was confi:1ed 
to that one block. He (Hon. S1r T. l\Ici!wra1th) 
did not think that such a limitation was con
templated by the Committee. He had under
stood the Premier to say that that would be 
provided for ; and certainly it was a matter that 
must be provided for. '!.'he Minister for Lands 
distinctly said that such a provision should be 
made. He had also said distinctly that the only 
block on which the right of freehold would be 
given was the block on which the selector resided. 
Supposing the land for some reRson or other \Vas 
surveyed by the orders of the board or of the 
Government into lGO-acre blocks, and one man 
took up four of those lots-that was, G40 acres. 
'l'he renson for snrveying the bncl into blocks as 
omall as 160 acre'S might not be because the 
Government or the board conbiclerecl that area 
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sufficient for the particular district ; but it 
might he tlmt purely local reasons guided 
the Governuwnt or the bnard in deckling 
upon surveying the land into small blocks; bnt 
whatever the reasons might be for the survey of 
the land into sumll bloch of loO acre;;, if a man 
took U]J four of them, in all G40 acres, and only 
residecl personally on one of them and provided 
bailiffs for the other tlU'ee, his right of ac< tuiring 
the freehold-according to the answer given by 
the JYiinister for r~ands-woulll only apply to 
the block of loO acres upon which he had fulfilled 
the condition of personal rE'sidence. Surely it 
wets not contemplated by the GoYe1·nment to 
limit the right of acquiring freehold to th,tt 
extent l Under the Bill as it stood the selector 
could not possibly etcquire the freeholcl of more 
than the one block of lfiO acres. He might 
increase his :;election by taking up the dilferen~e 
hetween o-10 and \JtiO acres-~tho maximum-m 
other districts or in that district, but he 
could not pos:;ibly increase his right of 
acquiring freehold beyond that lGO acres. 
Surely that was not what was contemplated 
hy the Bill! Nor did he think it was contem
plated by the Bill that, if a selector took up those 
l1locks contiguous to one another and perfonned 
the condition of residence on one of them, it was 
not to save him from the expense of p1·ovicling 
bailiffs for the other three. Yet there was no 
provision dealing with that in the Bill. He \\'as 
not going to 1nove an a1nenclrnent upon the 
dause, and perhap.s the discussion of it then 
was somewhat irregular; yet he thought it uece:-;~ 
sary to bring the matter before the GoYennnent. 
The Premier admitted that it "as the law, and 
that if the Government surveyed the land into 
1 GO-acre blocks, and one mttn took up four of 
them contiguous to each other, he would have to 
provide three bailiffs etnd reside on one himself, and 
in the end he could only acquire the right of 
freehold for the block upon which he resided 
himself. 'fhat certainly was not contemplated 
by the Bill. They bad had an answer direct from 
the .Minister for Lands, and he asked the recon
sideration of the Uovernment upon that point. 
The Minister for Lands had laid it down very 
dogmatically; hut surely it could never have 
been the intention of the Bill that the (iovem
ment should actually have the power to limit the 
amount of land that could he acC)uired as free
hold to the selection npon which a man per
~onally resider!, no matter how small the area 
might he, and no matter how many blocks of 
that area he had selected. 'fhe spirit of the Bill 
was tn gra,nt the rnaxirnun1 agricultural area 
allowed in a po,rticular di,trict, and yet here 
the Government could step in and, by sur
veying· the blocks smetll enough, without limit
ing the power of selection, limit the power of 
acquiring freehold to the selection upon which 
a man actually resided ; and thrct selection could 
be limited in size by the action of the Govern
ment or the board. Such a thing was distinctly 
against hiti idea of ·what was fnir; and he asked 
the Government to reconsider rt. That, surely, 
was not the proposition they intended to bring 
before the Committee ! He thought it well to 
draw attention to the matter now; and the Gov
ernment would have plenty of time, before they 
got to the clause, to consicler and bring forward 
amendments dettling with it. 

'fhe PlU£;\HER said it was quite true the 
question was discussed the other day slightly. 
He did not then express any definite opinions 
upon the subject. It wtts a matter for future 
consideration, and the time lucd not yet arrived 
fora discussion on the subject, which would really 
arise when they cnme to the clauses dealing with 
the acquioition of freeholdH. 'l'ho disCJ!Ksiun was 
incgular at the present time, lmt he would fall 
ntu the irregularity hilm,elf for a few minutes. 

'l'he Hox. 8IH T. MciLWRAITH: It may 
help to fonvm·d the Bill. 

The PRE::'diER said it might help to furwarcl 
the Bill and it. wns from that point of view that 
he would 8ay a fe·K words nn the subject now. 
~When the principle of t.hc Bill was selection be
fore sur1·ey the idea was that it should be left en
tirelyto the selector to say how much land he would 
take, nptothen1axirnlnn. Su]lposingthernaxhnlnll 
to be \)(50 acres, it was left open to the selector to 
;,;ay whether he would take the maximum area of 
UGO acres or a lesser a,rea. If he took up the 
nw.xin1urrt area, in one selection and resided on it 
for ten years, he ac<luired the right of freehold 
over that area, and if he took up " smalle1· 
an·a and fulfilled the conditions, he ac<]uired 
the ri•rht of freehold over the smaller area. 
A conslderable change had occurred in the Bill 
consequent upon their adoption of the principle 
of sm·vey before selection, so that the Govern
ment, as pointed out by the hon. member, migi:t 
now divide the lands, so that although the maxi
mum of \JGO acres might ~till be taken up, the 
blocks might not be more than lGO acre~ in 
extent. In hi' opinion, it was not at all incon
sistent with the principle of the Bill-in fact, it 
\VaK the ~mue principle-to allow a n1an taking 
up four blocks of loO acres- in all, 640 ttCl'es
the same privileges in the acc[ui,ition of freehold 
as he would ha vo had if he took np the 6~0 acres 
in one block under the principle of selection 
before survey. He thought there was nothing 
inccmsistent with the principle of the Bill in 
adopting that no\V. 

The Ho~. Sm T. MciLWB.AI'l'H: Not the 
slightest. 

The PllE:c\IIER said if he took up a selection 
in one block, or in fifteen blocks of a smaller area, 
he saw nothing incon:;istent with the principle 
of the Bill in allowing him to acquire the free
hold of the land, if the blocks were contiguous. 
~or was that in any wa.y different from what 
his hon. colleague the :Minister for Lltnds had 
said just now. As he (the Premier) understood, 
the question asked was thi.s : 9GO acres being the 
IHrtxilnu1n <-tll over the colony, suppose [t 1nan 
had selections in different districts, which, in the 
aggregate, Uid not exceed the nJa~in1u1~1, a11d 
resided only on one, should they g!Ve Ium the 
right to acC)uire the freehold of all? That was 
what he understood the question to be; and after 
a short conversation \vith his hon. colleague, 
he advised him to say '' No" distinctly in 
answer to that question. 

'rhe Ho:-<. Sill T. :MciLWR~HTH: That was 
not the question at all. 

The PREMIER said that was what he under
stood the question to be, and there was no doubt 
a misunderstanding on the subject. There were 
one or two other matters occurred to him in 
connection with the point raised. The case of 
a nutn Relecting several blocks contiguous to 
each other wets one case. There was a,nother 
c:cse-say, nf a selector, who did not care to 
take up more than luO acres at first, and who 
at wme future period might desire to take up 
another. Of course, that man would not be 
in the same P<J,ition as the man who originally 
took up an equabrea. There was another 
case which would have to receive considera
tion, and that was whether residence on one 
block should count as residence on another 
block, which might be fifty miles away. A 
further ca"e waR that of a man who took up 
up agricultuml selections in different districts, 
and, of course, it could not be suggested or 
expected that residence on one block in such a 
ease as that would be ectuivalent to residence on 
the others. Tn the c'"e of n man t:tking up 
conti~~twn:-; lJluck~, re,~idenue 011 one 1night \veil be 
considered afJ equivalent to residence <m all ; and 
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they might rtrrangc th:1t by allowin;; him to con
"' >lidt~te the blocks, or by simply declaring- tlmt 
residence on the one block would be snfticient. 
There W>>s the middle case he had pointed 
ont, upon which there might possibly be a 
dilference of opinion. That was the case of 
a Inan taking up selections 'vhich, though at a 
considerable distrcnce from each other, were still 
in the s:1me district. He mentioned the mrctter 
now so that when they came to the clauoe they 
would be :1ble to cm"ider the matter from all 
points of view, as the Government would do in 
the meantime, and they then might be able to 
give effect to the principles of the Bill, and at 
the same time carry out the necessary alterations 
consequent upon the adoption of the principle of 
survey before selection. 

::\1r. JORDAN s:1id he tlwught it only fair 
that in the agricultural reserves, where very 
sma1l selections might be surveyed by the Gov
ernment, a person should be allowed to take up the 
maximum are" of UGO acres, and that so long as 
the blocks taken up were contiguous, residence 
on one should be deemed sufficient for the whole. 
He did not think it mattered whether they took 
up the full quantity at first, or whether they 
subsequently added to their first selection; in 
:1ny case he thought residence on any of the 
srn:1ller pieces as surveyed ought to be considered 
sufficient up to the maximum. But when they 
were not contiguous he did not think that 
privilege should be allowed. 

Mr. STEVE="S said he could not agree with 
the bst speaker. Suppose the case of a man 
whose means would not allow him at first to take 
up more than 160 acreo. In the course of a year 
or two he might be able to take up another piece, 
but, meanwhile, perhaps, the land all round him 
h:1d been taken up. It would thus be impossible 
for him to get a contiguous selection, and it would 
be very hard that he should be debarred from 
making the second selection a freehold. 

Mr. JOlUJAN said he had omitted to say one 
thing-that was, that he did not think it would 
be arh·isable to let the system he had suggested 
be applied to the smaller selections which it was 
proposed to provide for, and which were to 
take the place of homesteads. The annual pay
ments for those lands would be, he supposed, 3d. 
:m acre at first, and those payments would 
be made available at the end of five or seven 
years for the purchase of the freehold ; while the 
fnll amount to be paid was only 2s. 6d. :1n acre. 
Now, those small homesteads-as he would call 
them, to distinguish them from the other selec
tions-would very likely be wme of the very best 
lands in the colony, and the advrmtages offered 
to persons taking them up would be very great 
indeed. The intention of that arrangement, 
he thought, was to create the greatest facilities 
for the poorest class of agriculturists. Hon. 
members on the other side had contended-and 
he had fully :1greed with them-thrct they should 
have something equivalent to the old homesteads; 
and those would be about the same thing. They 
would be for the accommodation of the poorest 
class disposed to settle on the land as farmers-a 
class who, D,S experience had shown, made the 
very best use of the land-such, for instance, 
as the Germans. He thought it would be 
desirable to limit the quantity of land which 
might be taken up in such cases to lGO acres; 
that persons should not be allowed to take up 
a number of them, but confine themselves to one. 

::\[r. NOR TON said that there was one point 
which e.eemed an important one to him. It was 
prnvicled that no person, either in his own right 
~ ll' a.s trnstee fo1· any person, should hold n1ore 
them the maximum area in ""Y district. In 
1nauy case._; a 11l<Ln beca1ne tru tee under a will, 
and th<;?~·. if .,he himself held "s much land as he 

loo't-coT 

could hold in his own right, he would either 
lmve to dispose of the bnd left to him as trustee, 
or of his own. 

The P ltEJYIIEU said it was expressly pruYidcd 
to the contmry in the 56th clause. 

Amendment agreed to; and clause, as rtmendec1, 
put and passed. 

On clause 49, as follows :-
" 'Vhen the land comvrised in any application to 

select has been surveyed, and the application has been 
confirmed by the board, the applicant shall be entitled 
to reeeive from the commissioner a license to occupy the 
land comprised in it, according to the bouud~tries as 
defiuc'4l by the survey. 

'' l:;uch license shall not be transferable. 
"If upon the survey it appears that, by reason of a prior 

fl.Plllicntion or any other reason, the applicant cannot 
obtain the 'vhole of the land applied for, he may abandon 
the application and demand back the deposit of the 
Hrst year's rent and the survey fee. 

"If for any other reason he wishes not to }Jroceed with 
the ~t}lplication. he may demand and receive back the 
deposit of the first year's rent less twenty per centun1 
thereof, but shall not receive bacl\: the survey fee." 

The MINISTER :FOR LANDS moved the 
omission of the whole of the 1st paragraph, with 
the view of ineerting· the following:-

"'When the application has been confirmed by the 
board, and the applieant has IHtid the value of the 
improvements (if any), he shall be entitled to receive 
from the commissioner a hcense to occupy the land. 

The Hox. B. B. MORETON said there seemed 
to be an inconsistency between the amendment 
and clause 47 as amended. In that cbuse it was 
provided that the price of the improvements 
should be paid to the land agent within seven 
days from the date of the approval of the :1ppli
cation. In the present crcse it said "when the 
applic:1tion h:1d been confirmed by the board." 

The PREl\HER said that there was no 
inconsistency, although, perhaps, it would be 
better to make a transposition, putting the 
payment first and the confirmation afterwards. 
The seven days within which the value of the 
improvements w:1s to be paid would probably 
expire before the date of confirmation. He 
would move the alteration of the amendment, so 
as to read-

When the applicant has paid the value of the 
improvements (if (any), and the application has been 
confirmed by the board-
and so on. 

Amendment agreed to. 
The MINISTER FOR LANDS moved that 

the last two paragraphs of the clause be 
omitted. 

Amendment agreed to; and clause, as amended, 
passed 

On clause 50, as follows :·-
({Upon the issue of a license the selector 1nay enter 

upon the land and take possession thereof for the 
}mrposc of making irnproye:rnents thereon, but shall not 
be entitled to impound ::tny stock of the lust authorised 
oceupier thereof fonnd thereon until he shall have 
enclosed. the land with a good and substanthtl fence." 

Mr. KATES said the clause, as it stood, was 
very unsatisfactory, and very obnoxious and 
unjust to grazing frcrmers in particular. They 
were inviting people to settle upon the land, 
and yet they were compelling them to submit 
to class legislation of the worst description. 
They were compelling those selectors to sub" 
mit to have their grass eaten up by the stock 
of the pastoral lessee-sitting silent and without 
power to resent it-while, at the same time, if 
the stock of the selector happened to step over 
the bound:1ry of his selection the pastoral lessee 
had a right to send it to the pound. And it 
must be borne in mind that all that was "fter 
the pastoral lessee had obtained an indefeasible 
lea,;e over half his nm for fifteen years, cornpen
S<ltion for ~u hi;; improvements, and '~ grazing 
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right over the resumed portion of his run :tt a 
rent not one-fifth so large as the grazing farmer 
had to pay. Both claHses ought to be put on 
the same footing. If the clause passed as it 
stood the selector would have, in self-defence, to 
fence in his selection at once. It would 
have to be a good substantial fence, and 
on a farm of 20,000 acres would cost not 
less than £1,700 ; and besides thttt, he 
would have to erect his house, form his 
yard, and provide himself with water. They 
ought to protect the grazing fanner agaim;t 
being imposed upon by the pastoral lessee. His 
idea was to give both parties equal rights, and 
then they could settle matters between them
selves in a friendly way. If one party had a 
power that was denied to the other, th~tt party 
might become tyrannical. He thought hon. 
members on both sides would agree with him 
that the clause required amendment. He should 
not, at that stage, move an amendment, because 
he hoped the Minister for Lands would devise 
some means to rectify the great mistake he had 
made in connection with the clause. If that was 
not done, and done in such a way as to meet 
with his approval, he should move an amend
ment later on. 

Mr. KELLETTsaid, in alluding to the remarks 
made by the last speaker, he must say that the 
alleged grievance was a bugbear he had heard of 
for many years ]Jast. He had the intere•ts of 
selectors as much at heart as the hon. member 
for Darling Downs, and knew very well the 
feeling that existed on that matter some 
years ago. At the time to which he referred 
the selectors' cattle were impounded by the 
squatter, who tlid not then understand that he 
should be dispossessed of his land by the selector; 
but that was very far past now. He had lived in a 
district where there were a considerable number 
of selectors, and had not heard for many years 
the complaint or grievance mentioned by the 
hon. member for Darling Downs. The squatter 
had found that it was not to his advantage to in 
anyway harass the selector, and now acknowledged 
that the latter was entitled to take up his land. 
The consequence was that the grievance com
plained of no longer existed. But he would go 
further than that, and show-he would not call 
it an absurdity, but the incorrectness of the whole 
thing. It was proposed in that Bill to give a 
grazing right to the lessee over the resumed portion 
of his run until the time came when it would 
all be resumed portion by portion. \Vhat would be 
the result if the clause were amended in the way 
suggested? Why, one or two men could take up 
1,000 or 2,000 acres on the resumed part of the 
run, and then turn out their stock, and spread 
them all over the land over which the lessee 
held a grazing right, and for which he had to 
pay a rental to the State ! The consequence of 
that would be that nobody would pay for the 
grazing right, and indeed nobody could expect it, 
for the place would be a common, on which the 
selector who paid nothing for the privilege would 
have as much right to clepasture his stock as the 
pastoral lessee. 

Mr. KATES : Let the lessee impound them. 
Mr. KELLETT said the hon. member for Dar

ling Downs interjected "Let the lessee impound 
them." Of course, he should have that power. If a 
tnan holding a grazing right could nnt in11Jonnd, 
the land would be of no use to him. That 
was the only safeguard he had to prevent 
selectors encroaching too much on his hold
ing. But the sr1uatter did not mind a few 
beasts running on his land if they did no 
damage. It was only when a man put on 
three, four, or five times as much stock that 
he exercised his privilege; then the pastoral
ist oaid to the seleutor, "You have, too many 

stock on here, and if you do not take them away 
I shall have them impounded." But if, as the 
hon. member for Darling Downs de.sired, the 
same power was given to selectors. what would 
be the consequence? He (2\Ir. Kellett) had 
known selections taken up near a cattle-camp, 
and they all knew it was only necessary to cr:otck 
a whip to bring a number of cattle together. 
The selector might impound the cnttle running 
at that camp, or say to the s~uatter that unless 
he gave hin1 a certain RlUn of rnoney he would 
adopt that course. If the lessee was not given 
the power to impound on the land over which 
he held a grazing right, so that he might protect 
hin1self, no one would pay a shilling for a grazing 
right. And no rnan, except a l)arling l)o,vns 
man, or someone who had never been off the 
phtins, and had never seen sheep and cattle 
shepherded, would promulgate such a propos>tl 
as that now put before the Committee. He was 
satisfied that the farmers harl got over the 
bugbear which be W~tS discussing, 8XC81Jt, per~ 
haps, two or three men with bad livers or bad 
digestion, who rnight live alongside the mernber 
for Darling Downs. Certainly, no n1a,n of 
comn1nn sense, who knew anything about the 
subject, \vnuld ever pnnnulgate such a scherne. 
The clause as it stood would be satisfactory to 
the country. 

Mr. KATES said the hon. gentleman who had 
just sat down hac! told them that there might be 
.'lome cattle-duffers near a cattle-camp who woulcl 
drive the stock to tlw pound. 

:!Yir. KELLETT : I never mentioned such a 
word as "cattle-duffers." 

Mr. KATES "tiel the hon. gentleman would 
make all selectors suffer because there happened to 
be one or two dishonest men settled on the resumed 
portion of a rnn. If a man did anything aga,im-;t 
the law he should be punished; hut other people 
should not be made to suffer for his wrong-doing. 
He (:!\Ir. Kates) spoke from a sense of justice and 
fair play. \Vhy should the squatter. who w~s the 
stronger party, have a privilege tlmt was demed to 
the selector? To place one in a better position 
than the other in respect of that impounding 
(]nestiou would be to give can~e for ill-feeling 
between neighbonrb. Jw:;t in1agine a Relector 
sitting at the door of his cottage waiting the 
arrival of his stock, and congratulating hhn:·mlf 
on the good supply of graso on his land, and at 
the san1e tirr1e hi~ neighbour sending over a flock of 
10,000 or 20,0~0 sheep, and eating him out. \Vhat 
was he to do m such a case ? As the clause now 
stood, he would ha\'e no right to interfere, 
because his land was not fenced. 

Mr. KELLETT : He should stop them from 
coming on the land. 

J\[r. KATI~S said he could not Ftop them 
unless the land was fenced; because the clauoe 
enacted that a selector "shall not be entitled to 
impound any stock of the last authorised occu
pier thereof, found thereon, until he slmll luwe 
enclosed the land with a good substantial fence." 
He thought the selector should have e~ual rights 
with the pastoral tenant; both should be placed 
on the same footing. He thought, as he said 
before, that if the clause were amended in the 
way he Buggested, the Rqnatter and selector\vould 
cmne to Hotne arrangernent between theinsclve::;, 
but if one had a power which the other had not 
there would be no arrangement of any kind. On 
the face of it the clanse was unfair and unjust. 
The hon. member for Stanley said he had heard 
no complaints lately in the settled districts. He 
(Mr. Kates) had heard a good many. Bnt the 
restriction imposed by the clause wou!tl not lJe 
felt so much in the settled districts as in the un
settled districts, becmi'e in the former all the 
fm·mers had their lancl fenced nlt·eady. \V hat 
W>tti the u:;e of extendin;; the time fur fenciug- a 
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grazin::; area from two to five years as proposed 
in an amendment circulated by the Government, 
~when the first thing a selector would have to do 
m order to protect his grass from the stock of 
the squatter would be to fence his holding? 

The Ho:\'. J. M. :\IAOROSSAN said he did 
not know what the Government intended to say 
on that question. He thought the squatters, 
who appe>tred to be very jealous of each other's 
rights, were not likely to be very considerttte 
towards selector~. He did not see why a grazing 
selector occu pymg a selection of 20,000 >teres 
should not have the same right to impound 
from his land as the squatters who occupied it 
before him would have to impound the selector's 
•tock. The grazing farmer paid the Government 
for the grass, and ought to be protected in the 
same way as the squatter who occupied the land 
before him was protected. 

The MI?USTER :FOR LA:\'DS said he h>td 
not the slightest doubt that the h<m. member for 
Darling Downs brought forward his amendment 
with the best intention, but it evidently was 
the outcome of not understanding the circum
stances under which a pastoralist carried on his 
busineS8. The principle advocated by the hon. 
gentleman might be very good in the abstract, 
but he lmd entirely lost sight of the probable 
results of its >tdoption. For inHtance, a lease
holder, or pastoral tenant, or squatter, as he was 
termed now, lease<!, say, 300 square miles of 
country. Probably that was aJI fenced; in many 
cases the whole run would be fenced. Under 
that Dill one-half or 150 square miles would be 
resumed awl thrown open to selection. A block, 
say, of GO,OOO acres was taken and snrveyed into 
lots of from5,000 to 20,000 acres, and perhaps one 
~}lock ~lf 5,000 acres would be selected in a paddock 
rn 'vhiCh several thousand sheep were running. 
The selector wont and applied for a .5 000-acre 
selection. It was granted, and he W>ts allowed to 
go upon it and put on his improvements. There 
wa,s nothing to ]n·eve1_1t that man taking any 
number of sheep _he hked and putting them in 
a paddock belongmg to the pastoral lessee close 
by. He could abwlntely dispossess the squatter of 
that paddock, and of hi~ grazing rightt> in it. 
On the other hand the Hr] natter's stock llli"ht "0 
over the selector's land, and if he attemJ1ed to 
impound the selector's stock the selector retali
ated upon him, and the result of that would be 
that the grazier would hav·e to take the whole 
of his stock out of his pad<lock, am! abandon 
it to the selector. But that was not the 
worst. Suppose the case of a man travel
ling with a large flock of sheep. He found 
a piece of land open to selection· he miaht 
make application for it, and by 'paving 'his 
rent and mrvey fee he obtained a place to feed 
his sheep cheaply on for six months and was in 
the same position as the ordinary selector as far 
as being able to run the sq natter off tl;e land 
w~ts concerned. The grazier would have no pro
tection whatever, and his only course was 
to take his stock ont of his paddock and 
then retaliate on the selector by huntin'g >md 
hounding him whenever his stock came over 
the proper boundary. Then they would 
arrive at ~ stttte of bitterness, animosity, 
and contentwn that nothing could equal. The 
same st:tte of things would be brought about as 
had existed in New South \Vales, where class 
had been pitted against class, and a state of 
things brought ahout which, socially, was the 
most cleplorable that conld be conceived. 1J nder 
the Bill as it stood they asked the S<Jli<Ltter to snr
rencler a portion of his run, am! they offered certtLin 
secnrities thnt he should not be disposses;;ed of 
the laud through one or two so1euton; takin·,. 
up se;Iect~tHlt:l l~poll it. If tl1ey did uot prodtl~ 
secunty, m ei!eut they wuulcl be deJ!ri vin;; the 

present lessee of half his run at one swoop, and 
turning him loose upon the country, giving him 
no place to put his stock on, but leaving them 
to feed upon the roadside. Let there be no 
misunderstanding about that. The squatter could 
not fight the selector. The selector had the 
pull over the grazier, who must abandon his 
resumed portion once the selector went upon it. 
How wonld the present lessee regftrd the ordi
nary selector under such circumstances? He 
would look upon him as his bitterest and most 
uncmnpromising eumny, and give hhn no quarter 
whenever he conld get at him. The object of 
the Bill was to introduce the selector to dis
possess the present holders of the land with 
as little friction as possible, mul without 
creating any bad feeling ; and the only way in 
which that could be done was to say that the 
selector should have no absolute right to the land 
he had selected until he had fenced it in. If he 
was in that position, the position would be a 
good one, because he could make no real use of 
his land until he h>td fenced it in, especially for 
grazing purposes. It was not desirable that 
they should cause friction or »nything like 
bitterne~s or animosity between two classes 
engaged in the san1e industry. An arnendn1ent 
of the kind suggested would inflict a cruel and 
irretrievable blow upon the pastoral intere"t, 
while really proving no absolute benefit to the 
class they were desirous of calling into existence. 
He hoped the members of the Committee would 
consider the matter very seriou~ly, because, 
without any desire to unnecessarily protect the 
ordinary leaseholders, he thought the rights of 
that class should be protected. It was the 
interest of every man in the country, whether 
SrJnatter, selector, or anybody else, to protect in 
their entirety the undoubted rights of the grazing 
class ; because it could be plainly seen that 
nothing but mischief could result from the 
adoption of such an amendment as that which 
had been suggested. 

Mr. KATES sn,id the Minister for Lands had 
told them the selector had no right to his land 
until it was fenced in. 

The :\:li~ISTEH J!'OR LAKDS : That is the 
princi pie of the Bill. 

l'ITr. KATES said, if that were so, then there 
would be very few selectors indeed under the 
Bill. The hon. gentleman had also said that 
the selector might turn ftll his sheep upon the 
grazier'R rnn ; but suppose the Helector was pre
pared to keep his flock of sheep within the boun· 
daries of his selection, it ought to be distinctly 
provided that he should not be imposed upon by 
the pastoral les,;ee with a large flock of sheep or 
herd of cattle. The selector did not wish to 
trespass on the grazier; he wished to remain 
within his own boundary, but he should be pro
tected from inq•osition if he did so. If the 
selector's stock went on the pastoral lessee's 
land, the pastoral lessee had the right to impound, 
but he claime<l the same right for the selector. 

The MINISTJ<;It FOR LAKDS said the hon. 
gentleman die! not recognise the fact that, in 
many districts, the present pastoral tenant's 
sheep were running loose in the paddocks. They 
were not shepherded. If they were, it would be 
easy enough to keep the sheep off the selections ; 
but they were running quite loose. Therefore 
it was utterly impossible to control the sheep, 
and if the selector encroached upon the grazier's 
ground the only thing for the grazier to do waK 
to remove his stock and almndon hi.-; J>'tddock 
to the selector. He must do that absolutely a!Hl 
entirely, for he conk! never hold his own ag-ainst 
the seleetor. 

Mt·. HUK\VITZ said, after the expLumtion of 
the l\Iiuiste.r f,r Lamb, it "eeuwd t<> him that 
the Bill was made expreooly fur the b<JUattel·•, 
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:"tncl not for the selector~. Th:"tt w:"ts hi:; opinion 
of it. He thought if the R'JU:"ttter luvl the right 
of impounding the selector\ sheep the selector 
~hould lmve the S:"tme privilege. It was pro
pm;ed to gh-e to Htra:nuerH con1in"' here t1w ri(rht 
of taking. up ii,OOO am;~s of land, ~vhich had t;],e 
fenced within fonr or five vear:; · bnt if the 
selector had no security until "he h~d fenc,..,l his 
land they need not expect much settlement. 
He was quite satisfied that selectors conld not 
spend £3,000 or £4,000 at once in fencing their 
selections, and he hoped the hon. member for 
Darling Downs would move his amendment. 
They would then see who were the friends of the 
selectors. \Vhen the Bill was introduced he 
fl1ncied that it w>os intended to promote settle
ment on the Darling Downs and other places, but 
his opinion now was that it would have no such 
effect. 

The PRK:YIIER said that some hem. members 
seemed to haYe lost sight of "'me important 
bearings of the question. One would suppose from 
what they said that some diabolical innovation was 
being proposed now for the first time ; but the 
fact wag that it had been law for m:"tny years, not 
only in Queenslanel, but also in the other colonies. 
.. A._ cla,use containing exactly the ~a.rne \Vnrds was 
insertecl in the Act passed in 187G ; hut he had 
never heard of any difficulty having arisen from 
that provision. It must be borne in mind that 
the Bill was intended to encourage settlement, 
and that there was not likely to be any 
actual real settlement while the land was 
unfe;1eecl. He did not think that large 
(l"razmg areas of unfenced land would he any 
nnprovement on the present system. \Vhere 
there were two classes of occnpiers, side by 
side, it seemed hard to give one the right to 
impound and refuse that right to the other ; but 
they must consider the condition of the things 
with which they dealt. The former occupier had 
his land taken away-with the exception of being 
:"tllowed to run stock on it at a small rental
:"tnd it was therefore fjnite impossible for him to 
protect himself by fencing. He conlrl do so on 
the leased half, but he could not vossibly 
do so on the resmued half, because by the tinie 
his fence was erected a selector might come and 
take up the land on the other side. And what 
would be the value of the resumed part of a run 
to a squatter if any man could impouurl his 
stock from the middle of the rnn ? A man might 
take up >o selection and put nothing on it but 
a rnan to impound his neighbour\; stock-he 
might even take a cattle camp. Th>ot was not 
an iln:1.ginary caRe, but a thing that luvl been 
doHe over and over again in New Houth \Vales, 
where it had been found ahoolntely necessary to 
adopt the system now proposed to be embodied 
in the Bill. A man who was not prepared to 
work hi,; selection hy shepherding his stock and 
driving- his neighbour's stock off would not be 
much of a selector after all; he would not be much 
better th<cn the present occupier as regarded 
putting the land to its best use, which was the 
ohject of the Bill. He was aware that there 
were weighty arguments on both sides; but when 
the matter was previously discussed a large 
majority were of opinion that the system then 
adopted was the hest, and that opinion had been 
borne out by experience. rrhe nwre it was con
sidered the more reawnahle all<l desirable it 
would appear to be. 

Mr. BEATTIJ~ said he differed from the hon. 
member for Darling Downs in the opinion that 
hi" amendment would place both se1natter and 
~elector on an ee1ual footing. The selector would 
ha\·e a lease for thirty year,;, but the se1uatter 
would have no lea::;c, but only a grazing right 
'~~Jver the re::;unletl portion of hi~ rnn, which conld 
iJe t.1ken UJ> by selectors at any time. The 

squatter could not fence in the resumed portion, 
and it would lJe nnfair to :cllow the sclcctnr tn 
impound .otock from the land fnr which the 
squatter paiel rent. The sepmtter paicl for 
hiH grn.zin_!:4' right anrl he ought to be protecterl, 
but it would he impossible for him to protect 
himself hy any other means than tho><e provided 
in the clause. He did not think, from what 
be had read of the manner in which stations 
out west were conducted, that the squatters were 
•uch cormorants >os the hem. member (l\Ir. Kates) 
would have the Committee believe. and he could 
see no harm in the clause. The Bill w>os a very 
different measure from the Acts already in force. 
It gave selectors the power to lease ·blocks of 
20,000 acres for thirty years ; and he thouqht the 
clause a very fair one. It would do no injury 
either to one class or to the other ; and it was only 
reasonable that the squatter should have the right 
to gTaze his stock over the land for which he paid 
rent. 

Mr. DOI\ALDSOX said if the amendment 
of the hon. member for Darling Downs was 
passed it would have a most disastrous effect. 
He was not going into auy long speech about 
it, hut he wished to refer to the experience 
of other colonies. J"ver since 18G2, in Vic
toria, the selectors had not had the right of 
impounding; yet in that colony the influence of the 
selectors 'vas very str0ng. In fact no arnendrnent 
in the Land Act that would he beneficinl to them 
had been demanded from the Legislature of that 
colony by the selectors. In the various Land )\.cts 
which had been passed since that time, the same 
clause had been continued from time to time, that 
they should not lmve the right of impounding, 
and there had never been a tlemand made by the 
selectors that they should have th:"tt right. In 
New South \Vales they had had the right of 
ilnpounding, and in 1nany cases, he waR sorry to 
•ay, they used it to a gT0at extent-he did not 
mean the selectors generally, but persons who 
had gone on to the land for the purpose of black
Inttiliug tbe pastoral lessee, or of getting- land 
adjacent to the roads where they were able to 
take a,dvantage of trn,velling :-;tock going on their 
bnd. Those men were able to make a larger 
sum out of blaclmmiling than they were able to 
make out of land otherwise. They never had any 
intention of cultivating or ilnproving the land. So 
great had been the cry against that class of 
persons that he noticed by the Land Act which 
had just passed in New South \Vales, that the 
clause relating to impounding had been amended, 
a.nd they had not even the right of impounding 
there now. He was cert>tin, from the number of 
selectors in X ew South \V ales, and the ,trong pres
sure they could bring to bear on Parliament there, 
that if it lu1d been the geueral desire to insert a 
clause in the Land Dill to ~tllow impounding-, 
they could have cttrried the proposition with 
groat ea::;e. But there never was, frnrn one 
end of that colony to the other, one pro
test made against the abolition of the right 
of impounding. As the hem. the Premier had 
pointed out, it was not a new thing which 
wa~ proposed in the Bill before the Committee, 
nor had they heard of many abuses in this 
colony-at least he had not, and he supposed 
hon. members harlnot heard of them either. If 
the selectoro were not in a position to fence their 
grazing farms they were not in a position to rna,ke 
the best use of them. 'They all knew that land 
which was shepherderl did not carry nearly as 
much stock as it would if it were fenced. There
fore it was desirable that they should fence in 
their land so >os to get the full advantage of it. 
The position of the squatter w>os frequently that 
he had enclosell nms ; in fact, nearly all stcttions 
on which t\heep rn.n were enclo~ed; and it wa.s 
rtnite ]Hhsiblethat a, n1an 1uight take one :--eleetinn 
in the middle of a 1mddock1 and if he httd the 
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right to impound, ttnd ehnse to exereiHe it, he 
could mttke thttt lttnd perfectly useless. How
ever, thttt subject lutd been dealt with by the 
Minister for Lttnds. He wished to point out 
that, in other colonies where selectors had been 
strong enough - where they had had con
siderable experience in the matter - they 
had not asked from the Legislature ever 
since 18G2, in Victoria, and under the last 
Act in New South \Vales, to have the right 
of impounding. He trusted the clause would 
pass tts proposed by the Government, and he 
would not have the slightest fe>er that they would 
hear of any of the abuEes foreshadowed by the 
hon. members for \Varwick and Darling Downs. 

Mr. SALKELD said he was very sorry to see 
the staml which the Opposition had taken in 
the matter. As the clause now stood it would 
be possible for the pastoral tenant of any resumed 
half of runs to impound the stock of any selector 
that happened to trespass either outside the 
grazing or agricultural farn1 ; Lnt the sr!lHttter 
could graze his sheep right over the selector's 
land--to his very doot. The selector could not 
impound the tresp>tssing stock--he could only 
turn them off his land. The interest of the 
pastoral tenant only was being cnnsiclerecl. They 
did not look at the other side of the rJuestion. If 
it was an injustice and hardship to the pastoral 
tenant that the selector's cattle or sheep should 
run over his land, it was equally a hardship to 
the selector for the squatter's sheep to run over 
his land. 'rhe squatter was not bound to fence 
his run ; but the selector was to be allowed five 
years to fence an agricultural farm, and three 
years a grazing farm. The hon. member for 
vVarrego, he thought, had said that if a grazing· 
selection was not fenced in a man could not work 
it properly, and could not make the Lest use of 
it. Let them look practically at how the thing 
worked out. If a. man took up 20,000, or say 
10,000 acres, he did not wait until he had fenced 
it in before he put on it all the buildings and 
improvements necessary to utilise the land. His 
rent commenced immediately, and so he put up a 
house, and took up sheep and horses with him 
to put on the lane!. It might be three years 
before he could fence the selection, and all that 
time he would have no security. The moment 
his sheep went over the Lonndary the squatter 
could impound them. The clause was one of 
the most one· sided things that could be passed. 
At the time the Lancl Act of 1876 was passed, 
there was very great dist<atisfaction among the 
selectors in regaecl to the question of impound
ing, but they were not powerful enough to get 
the clause altered. The squatters were too in
fluential and powerful in the House to allow the 
possibility of the selectms getting it altered and 
getting· redress, and so they had to put up with 
it. ~ince then, in many districts, the land had 
been thrown up by srruatters for selection, and 
most of it hac! been taken up without gr>~zing 
rightf<. The selectors who were now hking up 
the lands were doing it where the squatters 
had not any rights-in many of the scrubs, and 
in many other places. He admitted that many 
of the squatters would not impound their neigh
bour's cattle or sheep. He knew many squat
ters who were inclined to be friendly to the 
selectors, and found it to their interest and 
far more pleasant to be sn. But they hac! not 
to consider what any individual sr[lmtter.s miglrt 
do ; they had to consider the power they placed 
in their hands. He was quite aware of the evil 
that had existed in K ew South \Vales, where 
men had gone-he did not know the names they 
termed them-on to a squatter's run to Le a sort of 
annoyance to him. Heha,lnosympathywith those 
ad venturers, and he was SlU'e the hrm. member 
for \Varreo;o had none. He said that, instead of 
opposing the ttmenclment, the Government shonlcl 

httve devised some principle that wonld lmve 
tnade the tnea:-:;ure lesf:l one-Hided thnn it \va:-;. 
He was disappointed that they had not clone so. 
It appeared to him thttt no one was considered in 
the matter but the srruatter. They found, in 
regard to the renewed leaRes of squrt.tters' runR, 
the Government had adopted an amendment to 
reduce the minimnm from twenty to ten square 
miles-just one-half. 

The PREMIER: No change at all has been 
made except in the amended Bill. 

Mr. SALKELD : That is the lease clause. 
The PllEMIER : In the renewed half of 

leases. 
Mr. SALKELD: In the renewed halves of 

the leases. 
The MIKISTER Ji'OR LANDS : There is 

no alteration in the resumed halves. 
Mr. SALKELD said he referred to the 

renewed leases-tha.t the squatter who got his 
lease renewed had his rent reduced from 20s. 
to 10s.-just one·half. Then, next to the 
squatter can1e the grazing selector, who had 
got his rent reduced from 1~cl. to 'J'd. He was 
surprised at the action of the Government 
in the matter; and if he had known that they 
would agree to an amendment of tlmt kind he 
should not have consented to fixing 3d. per acre 
as the minimnm for agricultural land. As it 
was the sqmttters were more considered in the 
Bill than any other class in the community
that was if the clause passed as it stood. Under 
the Bill a selector of !lOO acres had five years to 
fence it in, put np his house, and make his 
improvements. He could not do that all 
at once; it was impossible that he could do 
it right off the reel. If selectors who had taken 
up land in the past had had to fence it in before 
they turned it to account, there would have been 
very little real bond jide settlement in the colony 
at the present time. 

The PRK~UEU : 'rhey are not obliged to 
do so. 

Mr. SALKELD : It would be most unjust to 
allow the squatter to run his sheep and cttttle all 
over the selector's land, ttncl yet, if the selector's 
milch cow, or his sttddle horse, or his draught 
horse wandered m·er the boundary line, it was 
to be imnounded at once. He knew there 
would be cases where squatters, by acting up to 
their rights in that way, would actually block 
settlement on their runs altogether. 

The PRE::VUER: It is the present law. 
Mr. STEVK'\S : \Vhy is it not clone now? 
Mr. SALKELD said there were many places in 

the colony where the squatters' rights had ceased 
altogether-where the land had been thrown 
open to selection, and they had abandoned their 
runs ancl gone somewhere else. A great deal of 
the best l>end of the colony was in scrubs which 
were of no use to the squatter. He would 
suggest that the Government should adopt some 
plan of this kind : To limit the power of the 
pastoral lessee to impounding in cases of wilful 
trespass-to driving or shepherding stock on his 
run. There would be some sense in that. Then 
allnw both parmes to have the same right, or allow 
neither to have it ; su that both would have fair 
pl>ey. \Vith regttrcl to the argument of the hon. 
member for Fortitude Valley that the pastoral 
tenant paid for the right to the gras%, what rlirl 
he pay? A mere nominal fignre, while the 
selector paid 3d. per acre. He hoped the Gov
ernlnent would see their way to some arrange
ment such as he had snggestecl. He shoulcl not 
care a rap for the Bill if it passed with the elanse 
as it stood. He wonlcl prefer to go on under the 
present law ; and if the Government wonld only 
give them a good electoral law, to prevent the 
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mn.ladministration of the land lmvs, it would do 
more good thn.n the Bill, if the clause under dis
cussion remained in its present form. 

Mr. GROOM sn.id the law now in force in the 
colony was to the effect thn.t no one who had 
selected bnd under the Acts of 1SG8 or 1876 could 
impound unless his selection was enclosed with a 
secure fence. 'rhn.t was the law at present, and it 
had given very general dissatisfaction amongst 
selectors. So much so that at one of several 
public meetings held in the district he repre
sented, in relation to the Bill, a copy of the 
resolutions arrived at was sent to himself and 
his hem. colleague, requesting them to give the 
clause now under discussion their most strenuous 
opposition, and for this reason : The settlement 
of the country under the Act of 1868 was lrtrge 
in certain places. It was only a person of 
considerable means who could take up land to 
a large extent. Under the Act of 1876, 
where homestead selections were confined to 
SO acres, settlement was small, and complaints 
with regard to impounding had not been very 
numerous. But they were now called upon to 
deal with a different set of circumstances alto
gether. They were now giving opportunitiei'l for 
taking up grazing farms of 20,000 acres, and 
agricultural farms of 9GO acres ; and his expe
rience of gentlemen engaged in pastoral pur
'uits was, that they endeavoured to keep as 
much stock as possible on the resumed ha! ves of 
the runs until the land was taken from them for 
public purposes ; so that when people went 
there for the purposes of settlement they 
found the grass eaten down to the very 
roots, and no stock could live upon it. 
He therefore agreed with his hon. colle»gues in 
the representation of the Darling Downs in 
saying that, from their knowledg·e of that part of 
country, if the clause was passed in its entirety, 
they would get very few selectors to go out into the 
grazing areas, but that they would confine them
selves to where they were. It was all very well 
to say that there were no squatters who would 
resort to anything in the way of oppres
sion, by impounding selectors' stock; but he 
would pointontthatthey had to anticipate circum
stances which W<lllld arise by the altered process 
of settlement, brought about by the passing of 
the Bill before them. At present they had no 
20, 000-acre farms, and did not allmv smaller 
selectors to go to the extent proposed by the Bill, 
and it was necessary, therefore, to prepare for 
circumstances which would ultimately arise. 
He had known squatters on the D<trling 
Downs-ancient one,, he was happy to say
or, at any rate, he hoped that no such 
individuals were in existence at the present day 
-who had actually boasted that they had paid 
the whole of the expenses of their stations by 
impounding the cattle of selectors in their 
neighbourhood. 

The PRKi\fiER: There are no driving fees 
now. 

Mr. GROOM said he was quite aware that the 
law had been altered since, and he hoped there 
were very few squatters of that class now living. 
But he had heterd that boast made ; tend the 
hatred they bore to selectors, and the oppres
sive mtenner in which they crmld act towards 
then~, had been very clearly shown on the 
Darling Downs dm-ing-the twenty-five yeters of his 
experience there. He hoped there were no squtetters 
living at the present time who would resort to 
oppression of that kind ; but at the same time 
there was this dtenger in connection with the 
clause :-Ast:iun1ing the selection to be on a graz
ing terea, if the selector's sheep trespassed outside 
the boundaries of the selection they were liable to 
be immediately placed in the pou"nd; while, on 
the other hand, if the squtetter's sheep came 

right up to the selector's house, if the land were 
not enclosed, he had no power whtetever to pnt 
them away. That, he considered, wtes most 
unjust. 

An HONOURABLIC J\fEllrBEH: Hunt them off. 
Mr. GROOM: The selector would hteve to be 

continually hunting- them off. Every selector 
had not the means of fencing in his land at 
once. He observed that the period named 
within which fencing- should be done was ex
tended to five ye.,rs, which, he thong·ht, was a 
step in the right direction. But they all knew 
that the fencing-in of a selection was a very 
expensive item, more especially if the selection 
was in a scrub where W>tllabies were plentiful. 
In that case, the expense was almost qutedrupled 
on the selector, who had to defend himself 
and his gmss. If the hon. member for 
Darling Downs pressed his amendment, he 
(Mr. Groom) should be compelled to vote for 
it, becau•e upon that p[trticulter question he was 
giving utterance to the views of his constituents, 
who had requested him to oppose the clause. 
He contended that there should be equal justice 
meted out to both parties. If the pastoml 
lessee, on the resumed half of the run, had no 
power to impound, of course he did not see 
why the selector should have power to do so. 
Both parties should be placed upon an equal 
footing. 

Mr. FOX TOX said the matter hted so far been 
discussed from one point of view only ; that 
was as between a grazier unrler the present 
system tend a selector who would select upon his 
run. The wording of the clause said thtet the 
selector should not be entitled to impound any 
stock "of the last authorised occupier" of his 
selection ; and therefore, if the selection were a 
forfeited one, the selector would be unable to 
impound the stock of the man who immediately 
preceded him in that selection. It seemed to 
him that it was quite possible that this case might 
hteppen :-A man might take up a selection, pay 
one year's rent, and absolutely refuse to pay 
any more. He could continue to occupy the 
land with his stock, and any man who took up 
thn.tforfeited selectiontefterwards would be unable 
to impound the stock upon it, simply for the 
rea"on that-as the clause reted-the first selector 
wtes "the last authorised occupier" of the land. 
It seemed to him that the matter was worthy of 
consideration. It certainly appeared to him that 
advantage might be taken of it for the purpose 
of taking up n, selection and securing the grass 
right for ever without pteying any more rent for 
it. He might add that under cbuse ii(), which 
provided for dectling with forfeited selection~, 
they might be thrown open in the usual way, 
and the second selector, according to his conten
tion, would be unable to impound the first selec
tor's cattle. 

Mr. MAOF ARLAN:E said the matter under 
dispute wets one that he very clearly foresaw 
upon the second reading of the Bill, and he then 
suggeqted to the Government that it would be 
far better to resume the whole of the farms in 
the settled districts and portion them out in 
small areas. He was still of the same opinion, 
as he believed that the system of having thP 
runs divided would lead to any temount of 
bickering and ill-will between the small grazie1·~ 
and squatters. The Government hted the power 
of preventing those quarrels, and bringing peace 
into te district in which there might otherwise 
be a gretet de,al of trouble. It >nts te difficult 
matter, and the Government were placed in 
a very peculiar position. They wished to do 
justice to the squatters and to other classes ; 
but he could assure them thtet there was a feel
ing thtet they were not dealing out in that Bill 
even-handed justice to all classes. Of course he 
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represented a town district ; but he was in the 
centre of an agricultural district ; and although 
he had not been ref[uested, as the hon. member for 
Toowoomba hacl been, to vote for the amendment, 
so as to give ef[ual rights, yet if the hon. member 
for Darling Downs put his amendment to the 
vote he should consider it his duty to vote for it. 

Mr. KATES said the reason why he did not 
move the amendment was that he thought the 
Government might devise some means of meet
ing the difficulty; but, finding that they did not 
intend to do so, he should move that all the 
words in the clause after the word "thereon," in 
the 2Gth line, be omitted. 

The PREJ\UER said that, before the amend
ment was put, he shonld ask the hon. gentle
man to confine his amendment to the words in 
the 3rd line of the clause, because if all the 
words were ordered to stand there would be no 
possibility of some verbal amendments which were 
required being made afterwards. It was the 
usual thing to do. It would raise the f[Uestion, 
and not prevent any verbal amendments being 
made subsequently. 

Mr. KATES saicl he would accept the sugges
tion of the hon. the Premier, and would alter 
his motion so as to make it apply only to the 
words in that line. 

Question-That all the words in line 2G, after 
the word "thereon," oe omitted-put. 

The MIXISTER ]'OR LANDS said several 
hon. gentlemen had spoken who did not seem to 
have recognised the fact that the present 
holders of those lands were men with existing 
rig-hts; and that the men who were coming in 
would come in on certain conditions. There 
was a very clear distinction between the two, 
apart from the matter of terms. \Vhere were 
the hon. gentlemen oppposite-the hon. member 
for Balonne, for instance--who was usually 
very talkative on almost every clause that was 
brought forward? The leader of the Opposi
tion, and the hon. member for Blackall, and 
the hon. member for Port Cnrtis, had they not a 
solitary word to say upon the question? \Vhere 
was their courage ; had they not even the cou
rage of their convictions to say whether they 
approved or whether they did not? Every 
clame that had been brought forward before 
that they had either denounced or approved of 
in most violent terms, and monopolised the whole 
of the discussion on a question; and now that one 
of the most important cbusesof the Bill was before 
them-one which affected the interest of all, 
whether selectors or squatters-they had not the 
smallest word to say. The leader of the Opposi
tion had sneaked out of the Committee, which 
was most miserable, contemptible conduct. He. 
(the Minister for Lands) had the courage 
of his opinions when he knew he was going 
in the right course. No matter what the 
opinions of any members in the Committee 
might be, he would stick to his own con,ic
tions. There was the hon. member for Balonne 
sitting there like a mummy without saying 
a word. He spoke loud enough on other ques
tions ; but he had not courage enough to tackle 
the present one. \V hat had become of the leader 
of the ( lpposition tlmt he dared not say a 
word alvmt it? The hon. me m her for Blaclmll 
Hlunk off without saying a word; but when he 
(the Minister for Lands) reached such a con
temptible state of cowardice as that he should 
walk out of the Committee for good; he would not 
sneak out to the s1noking·rocn1 a.nd avoid a ques
tion that he thought was a ticklish one. 

Mr. MORE HEAD : Cock-a-doodle-doo ! The 
hon. gentleman had come out in C]Uite a new 
rule. He thought when he had got no opposition 
to fight that he was in a grand position, and could 
get up like a gas-bag, to be pricked only to tumble 

down again. He really did not know what the 
hon. gentleman wanted from the Opposition. He 
objected to their disagreeing, and now he objected 
to their agreeing. What did he want? He (Mr. 
Morehead) quite agreed with the clause as ac
cepted by the Government, so far as he was 
individually concerned ; and why on earth 
should he get up and make a fuss about 
it? \Vas there no pleasing the hon. gentleman? 
He talked the other night about hon. members 
treading on the tail of his coat, and now he com· 
plained that nobody would tread on it. There 
seemed to be no pleasing the hon. gentleman. 
What did he want ? The Premier had managed 
to get the Committee into a tolerably good frame 
of mind; but the Minister for Lands would not 
submit to that, although he had been told by the 
Premier that really the amendment which was 
suggested by him would.deal with the question. 
Thnt would not satisfy the Minister for L:mds. 
He wanted to waste time; and how did he 
do it? He got up and said that the leader 
of the Opposition sneaked away. He (Mr. 
Morehead) did not know that the leader of 
the Opposition had sneaked away ; but if 
he had, he supposed it was because he was 
tired of the monotony of the business. He 
(JI/Ir. Morehead) had been intensely interested 
in seeing hon. members opposite worry one 
another; it was quite a new sensation, and he 
had enjoved it. If it was not dog eating dog, it 
was dog biting dog ; hon. members opposite 
had been biting the calves of the hon. 
gentleman-that was, if he had any. If he 
(Mr. Morehead) could do by deputy what he 
wanted to do, he was quite satisfied. He was 
perfectly satisfied, too, that the Minister for 
Lands should be annoyed and bothered, more 
especially as he (Mr. Dutton) was in the right. 
The whole thing was a rare anomaly. He 
really thought the hon. gentleman had got a 
little badgering from his own side ; and if he 
wanted any from the Opposition side he had only 
to say so. He had only to express a desire to 
that effect, and hon. members were quite able to 
touch him on that "raw" that had been already 
established. He (Mr. Morehead) wanted to give 
the hon. gentleman a little rest and repose; and 
he was sure the Premier wanted to do so also ; 
but the hon. gentleman would not have it. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Let us hear 
something about the clause. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said that the Minister 
for Lands had attacked the hon. member for 
Balonne, and the hon. member for Balonne was 
now replying- to him. The hon. member for 
Balonne was perfectly pleased with the row 
which was going on on the other side; and he w:ts 
quite sure that the othersidewereperfectlypleased 
with the hon. member for Balonne; in fact, they 
were the salt of his existence ; they made life plea
sant. It would be a one-sided affair if one side con• 
tinnedmertely to oppose the other; but there was a 
fbnk movement, such as he himself had initiated 
at one time during his political Cltreer, which 
showed th11t there was spirit on the other side. 
He wrcs glad indeed to find that there was 
vitality there; that the dry bones had life 
in them yet, and that hon. members were 
not tied hand and foot to the chariot 
wheels of the Premier. He supported the 
Government on that clause because it was one of 
the few parts of the Bill on which they were 
right. If the hon. gentleman wished to hear 
some other hem. member on the Opposition side, 
he (Mr. Morehead) would send down to the 
sn1oldng-roon1. 

Mr. ALAND said he was delighted to hear 
that the hon. member really believed in one 
clause of the Bill. He regretted that he had not 
heard the clause discussed and th11s had the 
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privi!ege of hearing both sideR of the question. 
He mtended to support the mnendment of 
the hon. member for Darling Downs. He aid 
so because--

Mr. MOREHEAD : Don't give your reasons. 

Mr. ALAND said that perhaps his reasons 
would not be good ones, but such as they were 
he would give the Committee the benefit of 
them. One was that he had been requested by 
a large section of his constituents to do so ; and 
when his own feelings were in accord with that 
ref[uest, he had great pleasure in doing what 
they wished. The Minister for Lands had just 
talked about the existing rights of the vastoral 
lessees. He (Mr. Aland) did not know exactly 
where those existing rights came in. If the 
lessees had existing rights, by all means let 
them stick to them. But he did not think they 
had any. If the pastoral lessee had power to 
impound the selector's cattle, then the selector 
had equal power to im)Jound the pastoral 
lessee's cattle. But he would rather see all im
poumlings done away with. He was qnite sure 
that the squatter and the selector wonld then 
very soon con1e to tern1s. He 1night give an 
instance which came under his notice when 
lHayor of Toowoumba. It was, if he mistook 
not, when the con1rnonage belonging to Too
woomba was handed over to the corporation. 
That commonage was surrounded by the Helidon 
run. At the first there was constant srjuabbling
between the owner of the run and the cor
poration ranger ; but in a very little time 
they came to terms, and the corporation 
heard nothing· more about imponnding. And 
thus he believed that terms would be come to 
between the squatter and the selector which 
would suit both parties. Under the old state of 
things-when the Sfluatter was allowed to im
pound the selector's cattle, and the selector had 
no remedy-on one station in the vicinity of the 
Darling Downs there was a selector who used to 
have to put up with a neighbouring Sfluatter 
running his oheep on the selector's land, and he 
had no power to prevent it. But if the un
fortunate selector's bullocks or sheep got on 
to the squatter's run they were impounded. 
He hoped the Government would give way on 
the matter. It was not very much that that 
side of the Committee had asked the Govern
ment to give way upon; and he was sure that 
the Bill would not be acceptable to the class 
which that side mainly represented if impound
ing was allowed. 

Mr. NORTON said he wished to '<ay a few 
words with regard to what had fallen from the 
Minister for Lands. He did not think the 
hon. gentleman could re,lly have been under the 
impression that hon. members on the Opposition 
side were afrairl to express their opinions on the 
clause, although he spoke in such an excited 
state that it was difficult to understand what he 
did mean. It was true that they were r1uiet about 
it. ,Just a few minutes before he had been writing 
at the table, and when he went to his seat he 
remarked to the hon. member for D;clonne how re
markable it w;cs that they had had the opportnnity 
of sitting quiet all the evening and ;cllowing the 
discussion to be on the other side. The reason 
why they had not spoken was simply because 
the discussion took plave among- members on th,, 
G-overninent Ride. He was fJHite willing· to 
express his opinion with regard to the cbuse ; he 
did not agree with it, not on the gl'Ounds that 
had been advanced on the other side, but ber',mse 
it did not allow the selector to put any stock on 
his run until it was fenced in. That w::ts how 
the clause stood now. \Vhy should not a man 
who took up il, 000 acres of land be allowed to 
shepherd his sheep on it? 
Ho~oURAllLE MEMBERS : So he can. 

l\Ir. XOETON said he could not. He was 
allowed under the clause to g·o on the selection 
for the purpose of cs"rrying out hi.,; ilnprovenlenb:;, 
and tlmt was all. He did not think it was in 
tenrled th1rt he should not be allowed to take 
stock on to his selection ; but, as the clause 
stood, he got silnply a license to go upon 
the land for the purpose of making his im
provements. That wcrs a very objectionable 
feature in the cbuse, and required alteration. 
He thought tlurt no selector shonlcl be allowed 
to impound any stock of the last occupier of the 
land until his land was enclosed with a substan
tial fence, unles,; in the case of a wilful trespass. 
He admitted there was a great deal of force in 
the arguments of hun. members who oppo>ed the 
clause, becanse there appeared tu be so!llething 
of unfairne"s about it. 'fhey knew that in 
New South \Vale'\ there had been for years past 
any anwunt of litigation -litigation costing 
thousand~ of pounds, and even in sorne 
individual cages costing thousands of pounds 
before sorr1e of those in1pounding caReH were 
settled, simply because men who had no in
tention of stocking the country themselves 
went on to the squatters' nms and took up a 
cattle-camp on the side of " waterhole, and the 
lessee could not keep them off, and then when 
the lef'''ee',; stock came around they were im
pounded. He thought the clause should be 
altered in order to expre,s the rig-ht which the 
selector should ha Ye to occupy his own selection 
with his own stock, mul that he should also ha vu 
the rig·ht to impound the stock of the original 
holder of the country when they were pmposely 
driven UJJOH his selection. 

The l'HE.:'IUEU said the hrm. member who 
had jm;t spoken had contributed very valuable 
information to the delmte. He was very glad 
th;,t the :\Tinister for Lands' '!Jeech just now 
had imd the effect of bringing him out. 

::\Ir. KOHTO~: He did not draw me. 
'l'he l'REl\liE R sctid he had noticed the words 

"for the pnrpnse of 1naking in1provementR 
thereon" earliel' in the evening, and he intended 
to call his hrm. colleague's attention to those 
words. He thought they ought to be omitted, 
becau~:Je as the clause stood it n1ight suggest 
that a man had no right to put stock on 
hi:; selection. He would ougg·e,,t to the 
hon. member for Darling· Downs that he might 
withdraw his amendment for the present to 
permit of tho,;e words being omitted. He would 
suggest also-~'tnd it 1night poHsibly rernove \V hat 
was considered the unhirnc ,s of the clause-that 
it should be amended so as to give the sclect@r 
11ower t() in1pound in c"·\ses of \Vilful trespaNs. 
The clifficnlty was tlmt it was impossible to 
prevent stock nmning· on the re,;umed half of 
a run frmn occ1,:..;innally trespassing on a selec
tion. It was physically impos,ible, and if im
pounding we1·e pennitterl the result would be that 
the resumed half would become useless. But it 
also raised another flllestion which he intended to 
ha Ye referred to before it went to a division, ~tn(l 
that was the financial a·· pect of the question. It 
wa,H a very ;.,m·ions question. ~-\_t leaNt one-third nf 
the area of all the rnns in the schednle area would 
be in the lJn .. ~ition of being rc:-:lurned land paying 
the present rents, and, if they were to be 
rendereduselc .,, the State would be at a loss t<, 
the amount of those rents every year. The loss 
would amount to much more than .£~0,000 if the 
resumed portions of the runs were rendered 
utieless. 

l\Ir. l\IOREHEAD: ·worse than useless, 
becau:;e the place would be covered with noxious 
weeds. 

The PRE2\<IIER said the country would be 
covered with nuxiou.s weeds. It was a very 
serious matter, and involved more than the 
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rights of the selectors or of the SC[Ur~tters. It 
involved the interests of the country, anrl 
it also involved, to a gre::tt extent, good\vill 
and good~feelin6· :11nongst the inhabitant~ of tho 
country. As hr~d been pointecl out, there had 
been enormous litigation in K ew South "\V r~les 
on that very subject, and there had been more 
~tctions broug·ht in New South "\Vales for illegally 
impounding in one year than they had h<td in 
this colony since it was started, and than he 
trustee\ they would ever have. He hoped the 
suggestion he had to make would meet the views 
of most members of the Committee-that was, to 
let the selector have power to impound in cases of 
wilful trespass. If a man deliberately grazt'd 
his stock over a selection for the purpose of eating 
the selector out, his stock should be impounded. 
No one had any symp<ethy with a man who 
would try to eat the selector out. In the mean
time, he would ask the hon. member for Darling 
Downs to withdraw his amendment for the 
lJresent, in order that he might propose the 
amendment he had mentioned. 

Mr. KATES Haid that, in order to enable the 
hon. gentleman to amend a previous part of the 
cbuse, he w<mld withdraw his amendment for 
the present. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
The P ILEMIER moved that the worcls "for 

the lJurpose of uutking- iuqn·ove1nent£ thereon," 
after the word "thereof" in the 2ncl line of the 
clause, be omitted. 

The Ho:-~. Sm T. MciLWRAITH asked if 
the Premier's attention had been drawn to a 
simibr clause passed in the New South "\V ales 
Act. 'l'he clause he referred to was passed in 
the New South "\Vales Act with the approval of 
the whole House, and was as follows :-

" Xo person occupying land under conditional pur
chase, or conditional or homestead lease, shall be en
titled to bring an action for trespass other than n wilful 
trespass, on such laud, or to impound any animal iu 
re10pect thereof, until he shall have fenced such land, 
pursuant to the provisions of this Ad .. " 
The hon. member would see if that would meet 
his views on the subject. 

Amendment agreed to. 
Mr. KATES moved that the words "but 

shall not be entitled to impound any stock," after 
the word "thereon" in the 3rd line of the clause, 
be omitted. 

Mr. SALKELD said he was very glad to see 
the hon. member for Port Curtis taking such a 
liberal view, though he had not g-one so far as he 
would have liked to have seen him go. As for 
giving the selector power to impound for wilful 
tre'!pass, it would be very hard to prove wilful 
trespass. Any man might drive his stock along 
the border of his holding, and his stock might 
straggle over the border. \Vould that be 
wilful trespa.ss? Ag·ain, there was nothing 
t~ prevent the selector's stock being impounded 
d1rectly they crossed over the border. It had 
been said that the selector had no right to the 
grass until he had fence•d it ; and certainly the 
clause in its original shape looked as if that were 
the intention of the Bill. However, they had 
got rid of that, through the instrumentality of 
the hon. member for Purt Curtis, and he hoped 
that h<m. member would help them to get some 
more concessions. He rlid not think they would 
get any themselves from the Government. 
He felt persuaded that, if the clause passed as 
it stood, the inhabitants . of the farming or 
settled districts would not thank the Govern
ment for it. There might be something in it if 
a clause were introduced providing that neither 
S<Juatter nor selector should have the right to 
impound, except for wilful trespass, but he diLl 
not think the present concesoion waH at all 
enough. 

The PEKiviiER said he did not think the 
hou. rne1nber \vas juRtifictl in any way in saying 
that the Governnwnt nu:tde no conce8sjon which 
was not extorted by the Opposition. The Gov
ernment had a most anxious desire to do justice 
to all parties-to the country, the pastoral 
tenant, and the selector-and had listened 
<1nxionsly to the discussion, in the hope that 
some mode might be found of dealing justly 
with them all. He certainly admitted that there 
was an apparent inju,tice, but it had been 
clearly pointed out that some provision of the 
kin<l proposed in the Bill was absolutely 
nece"m·y in order to avoid the numberless evils 
which would otherwise follow. The hon. 
member for Port Curtis had made a suggestion 
which he (the Premier) had been on the point of 
making, and since then the hon. leader of the 
Oppo,ition had pointed out that the same 
sugg·estion had been adopted in New South 
"\V ales. The Government were disposed to make 
any amendment in the Bill which would render 
it more useful to the country. 

Mr. BLACK said it seemed to him that the 
amendment proposed by the hon. member for 
Darling Downs would be likely to embarrass the 
Govern1nont to a very n1uch greater extent than 
anything which had e>er emanated from the 
Opposition side of the Committee. He entirely 
agreed with the clause as it stooJ in the Bill; and 
he thought any hon. gentleman who had had any 
experience in Hquatting in the colony, and in the 
general working of previous Land Acts, ·would 
know perfectly well that the clause was a good and 
perfectly sound one. If the Government were 
going to allow any concession, such as that pro
posed by the hon. member for Darling Downs, 
they had better at once abandon the whole of 
the resumed portion of the runs as commons. 
That was what it virtually amounted to. He 
could not imagine that the pastoral leHsee would 
pay any rent for the resumed portion of the 
run unless he had the positive right of grazing 
over it, until it was absolutely required 
for S('ttlement. rfhere \VaS 110 nlinin1Hlll a:rea 
laid down for grazing areaR, and there was 
nothing to prevent, say, a dairy farmer from 
taking up 320 acres in a grazing area. Jfor that 
he paid the magnificent sum-calculating at 
three-farthings per acre-of £1 per annum. There 
was nothing to prevent him turning that 320 
acres into a perfect trap to impound the Crown 
lessee's stock. No one unden:;tanUing S(luatting 
pursuits would advocate the resumed portions 
of the runs being turned into commons. 'l'hey 
were the greatest nuisance to the country ; no 
one seemed to have a proper right to them. 
Travelling stock would simply go and sit down 
on them, and there would be no gmss, either for 
the selector or the Crown lessee. · He believed 
in the clause just as it stood in the Bill, and if 
any 81nba.1Tass1nent on it was con1ing to the 
Government, it did not come from that side of 
the Committee. 

Mr. KATES said he had not moved his 
amendment wit.h any hostile feeling towards the 
Government, but because he was fully convinced 
that if the chuse were passed as printed there 
would be no settlernent on the gra,zing areaH. 
According to the :Minister for Lands, the grass 
right did not commence until the selector had 
fenced in his land; and that implied immediate 
fencing. He found that the people outside were 
not satisfied with the two years' time allowe<l 
for fencing ; they wanted five years, and the 
Government were going to meet them by allow
ing three years for grazing farms, and five yean; 
for agricultural farrns. Imn1e(liate fencing, as he 
had already pointed out, would fall heavily upon 
a selector, in a<ldition to all the other improve
ments necesss,ry on entering upon the occupation 
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of a farm ; and to compel immediate fencing 
wonld he an net of gren,t inj1mtice. It was all 
very well to tall~ about wilful trm<paHs, but who 
was to prove wilful treopa.,,? The cbuse as it 
stood meant neither more nor less than imme
diate fencing, and to that he objected. 

Mr. KELLETT said the hon. member for 
Darling Downs was riding his hobby that night, 
but he would give him the credit of helievino
what he said. 'rhe old saying was true, that 
"\Vhere ignorance is hlir-.s, 'tis folly to be wise " 
and it was simply in that light that the ho~. 
me1nber \VaR arguing. By the clause as it stood 
~~ere \Vas no necessity for in1m:diate fencinQ'. 
I he one or two flocks on a grnz1ng fnrrn could 
be shepherded in the same way as the squatters 
had had to do until the last few yem·s. \Vhen 
S<luatters took cattle out to new countrv thev had 
to shejJherd them. He had known ci<ses ;,·here 
they had had to shepherd them closely for six 
months !Ita stretch, then shift them to a fresh place, 
and agam closely shephenl them for anothertwel ve 
months. The selector could shepherd his cattle 
or sheep, and need not fence until it suited his 
convenience to do so. A~ to the junior member 
for Ipswich (Mr. Salkeld), although but a new 
member, he had come out in c1uite a new li"ht 
pitching into the_ Premier an~ the Ministet fo; 
Lands, and saymg that their own supporters 
were not likely to get any concessions from the 
Government. If the hon. member had not been 
a very young member he would not have talked 
in that way of things he knew nothino- about. 
\Vhatever the Government might do towards 
members on the other side, he would give them 
the credit of believing that they would do any. 
thing in their power for their own supporters. 
It was a good rule that the less said by a new 
member the better, especially when speaking on 
matters he knew nothmg about. 

The PREMIER said the general question 
referred to by the leader of the Opposition could 
be better dealt with later on. The amendment 
to the present clause, suggested by the hon. 
1ne1nber fo~, ~ort Curtis, was a good one, and he 
':'ould put It mto shape and move it at the proper 
time. 

l\fr. SALKELD said that, although a young 
member, he claimed the right to express his 
opinions on matters that might be brought for
ward. The subject now before the Committee 
\va~ one ab(Jut \Yhich he wa.s by no meanR iO'no
rant, and he claimed the right to assert that no 
concession would hm·e been granted by the 
Government but for the hon. member for Port 
Curtis. 

Mr. KA TES said the hon. member for Stan
ley (Mr. Kellett) evidently did not understand 
the question. That hon. member said a selector 
could shepherd his stock until it suited him to 
fence in his land. That was exactly what he 
(:Mr. Kates) wanted to enable him to do and 
which he coul<l not do under the clause 'as it 
stoocl ; and he wanted the pastoral les,,Pe to do 
the same. He wa.s sorry he could not accept the 
amendment which the Premier intended to 
propose, because he beliAved it wonld prevent 
settlement. 

Mr. ALAND asked whether there were any 
impounding conditions nnder the Act of lSGS.? 
He was under the impression that both the 
selector and the pastoral lessee were placed on 
the same footing. 

Mr. ARCHER: The squatter could impound 
under that Act, but not the selector. 

Mr. ALAKD said he ha.d been under the im
pression that both parties had equal rights under 
that Act~that there was a sort of freetradc in 
impounding. But it seemed that W'\S not the 

case, and yet he had never heard of any law
suit~ or disagTee1nents arising frmn it between 
the pastoral lessee aiHl the selector. 

l\Tr. KATES said if the Premier would so 
fran1e his .sugge~ted arr1endn1ent a.s to n1ake it 
also unlawful for the pastoral tenant to impound 
the selector's stock, except in case of wilful tres
pass, that would be even-handed justice, but 
in its present form it was altogether in favour of 
the squatter. 

Mr. ISAMBERT said there was no doubt 
that the question under discussion was a 
very difficult one, and they onght not to allow 
the clanse to pass into law until the matter was 
settled upon an equitable basis. \Vhat was 
right for the squatter should be right for the 
selector. They should not trust to the good
nature of the squatter ; some of them, no doubt, 
might be trusted, but there were othersamongthem 
who could not be trusted, and who, by impounding 
settlers' stock, would cause a great deal of annoy
ance. It must also be admitted that there were 
manv selectors who would take advantage of the 
good-nature of squatters, andabnse any privileges 
of grazing allowed them ; that, in fact, they would 
overstock the unoccupied land. The question 
was, therefore, surrounded with considerable 
difficulty. He thought, however, they might be 
able to arrange it satisfactorily by fixing a limit 
to the amount of stock a selector should be per
mitted to depasture on his lands. If, for instance, 
it was accepted that four acres were sufficient for 
one sheep, they should be limited to one sheep 
for every eight acres. If that number was exceeded, 
then he would be overstocking his selection; but if 
the proportion were observed, then when his sheep 
trespassed on the squatter's land there would be 
grass left on his selection which could be used by 
the pastoral tenant. In that way a kind of 
mutuality would he established. At any rate the 
selector should be placed on the same footing as 
the squatter with regard to impounding. He 
had heard many of his constituents express the 
opinion that if the selector was not allowed to 
impound, neither should that power be given to 
the squatter, and vice "'e1·sii; and he agreed with 
them. 

The PREMIER said a question was asked 
just now as to what was the law with regard to 
impounding under the Act of 1868. That Act 
allowed either the selector or pastoral tenant to 
impound with this restriction, that the pastoral 
tenant was not permitted to impound any stock 
within a-quarter of a mile o£ the selector's 
bonndary. The present law was exactly the 
same as the clause introduced by the Govern
ment. 

Que.stion ~That the words proposed to be 
omitted stand part of the clause~pnt; and the 
Committee divided:~ 

AYES, 2G. 
Sir T. :Uf'Ilwraith, ).Je~srs. Hntledge, Gritfith, 3-files, 

Dntton, Diek~on, Hheridan, Brookes, Palmer, Stevens, 
Kcllett, :.\Iorchead, ::\Jorcton, Xorton, Donaldson, 
Jordan, Archer, Lalor, Je~sop, 3-fellor, Bailey, Lir?sner, 
Smyth, }'crgnson, IHaf'k, and Annear. 

Xo1~s. 9. 
~tessrs. Groom, .Alaml. Hnekland, Isambert, Salkeld, 

Katcs, Foxton, Horwitz, and ::uacfar]ane. 

Question resolved in the affirmative. 

The PREJ\HEH said he would move the 
amendment which he had read juHt now~ 
namely, that all the worcb after " authorised" 
be omitted, with the view of inserting the fol
lowing:~ 

Pastoral tenant found trespasRing on any part of the 
land not enclosed with a good and substml.tial fence, 
~1,:cept in caso of 'Yilf\11 trespass, 
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The clause would then read thus:-
"Upon the issue of a license the selector mm~ enter 

upon the lawl and take possession thereof for the pnr
}Jose of mah:ing improvements thereon, lJnt. shall not be 
entitled to impound any ~toek of the last authorised 
ptLstoral tmumt found trespassing on any part of the 
land not enclosed with a good and substantial fence 
except in case of wilful trespass." 

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

l\Ir. ISAJVIBERT asked if the amendment 
also applied to squatters? 

The PREMIER said that could not be dealt 
with in that clause. They were dealing now 
with selectors. 

lVIr. ALAND asked if the Premier would tell 
the Committee if he intended to frame a clause 
to meet the difficulty? 

lVIr. SALKELD said, after the amendment 
of the Premier had been proposed, he intended 
to propose n.n amendment applying the same 
rule to the pastoral tenant. 

The PREMIER : That will come in a later 
part of the Bill-Part X. 

Mr. ALAXD said he would like the assurance 
of the Premier that the matter referred to by the 
hon. member for Ipswich would receive attention. 

The PREMIER said he could not give an 
answer at the present moment. The question 
deserved a great deal of consideration. It miiTht 
be de,;irable to introduce an amPndment in the 
direction indicated, but not exactly as had bccen 
proposed. However, they had plenty of time to 
consider the matter before they came to Part X. 
The provisions of the Act of 18G8 indicated 
the direction in which reciprocity mi~ht be 
established. "' 

Mr. BLACK said he would ask the MiniRter 
for Lands what the meaning of wilful trespas>~ 
'vas? 

The PREMIER said whether tt trespass was 
wilful or not was a question of fact, and it was 
impossible to g-ive an exact definition. There 
could be no difficulty in ascertainincc whether a 
trespass was accidental or wilful. If stock, for 
instance, strayed through an open fence, that 
would be accidental trespass ; but if a sliprail 
were to be taken down, the cattle being driven 
up to the opening, and the owner then V turning 
h1" back upon them, that would be wilful 
trespass. The term was very well known. 

Mr .. ~OREHEAD said they had had from 
the Mm1ster for Lands that night a very good 
exemplification of what wilful trespass was. The 
Opposition were perfectly calm lllld contented 
when the hon. gentleman abused them for not 
speaking. That was certainly wilful trespass. 
The hon. member for l\Iackay was away in the 
smoking-room at the time, or he would not have 
needed to ask the question. 

Mr. ISAMBERT said it was a question 
whether it would not be desirable to recommit 
the Bill to insert the amendment proposed by 
the hon. member for 'Varwick. · 

Question put and negatived. 
Question - That the words proposod to be 

inserted be so inserted-put and passed. 
Clause, as amended, put. 
Mr. KELLETT said ho should like to apolo

gise to the member for Ipswich for what he had 
said some little time ago. He had not wished 
to offend the hon. member in any way. That 
was very far from being his intention. The 
reference he had made to ignorance shown by 
the hon. p1?n1ber was not to his general ignorance, 
but to lns 1gnorance of the special suhject under 
discussion. 

Mr. MOREHEAD : That is too thin. 
Clause, as amended, put ap.d passed, 

Clause 51-" Rent to be paid during liceme"
put and passed. 

The House resumed ; the CHArmrAN reported 
progress, and obtained leave to sit again to
n1orrow. 

ADJOURNMENT. 
The PllEJVITER said : I beg to move that 

this House do now adjourn. The busine'.s for 
to-morrow will he the consideration in committee 
of the Legi,;lati ve Council's message with refer
ence to the Native Labourers Protection Bill; 
and then the Crown Lands Bill. 

The HoN. SIR T. MciLvVRAITH: ·would 
it not be possible for the Government to put into 
our hands, from week to week at all events, the 
Land Bill with the amendments made up to 
date ? It would be of great assistance to h<m. 
members. 

The PREMIER: The Government propose to 
do so. 'Ve do not think it worth while to do it 
from day to tlay, but we propose to have it clone 
from week to week. I hope, however, that it 
will not have to be done many more weeks. 

Question put and passed. 
The House adjourned at nineteen minutes to 

11 o'clock. 




