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l1G2 Crown ~anrls Bi11. [J\ SST<::VTBLY.J Petitions. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY . 
. Ttluirllf,ll, ~K OdofJ('I', lH::-l·L 

Jlctition~.--.'\nnexation of ..'\ew Gninea.-·)Iotion for 
AcljoiLI'l!ment..-Cl'own L:tnds Bill--eommittee. 

The SPEAKEIL took the ch1cir >et half-past 
3 o'clock. 

PJ,TITIOI\N. 
Mr. T. CA:\IPBELL presented a petition 

from the inhabit>tnts nf Port ]Jouglas and the 
snrrounrUng districts in fa vonr of the snney of 
a railway from the Herberton 'Tin Fields to the 
ennst, rtnrlmored thrtt it l1e read. 



Jl,fntion .fnl' A rUom·mnent. [28 OrTomm.] JV!ofion fur Arljourmnenl. 11G3 

(/nP><tinn pnt mHl paR><e<l; a1Hl pdition rea<l by 
tlw Clerk. 

On the motion of l\Ir. CA:\1PBELL, the 
petition was received. 

The HoN. SrR T. MciLWRAITH presented 
a petition from 110 inh:<bitctnts of the cliKtrict 
of ~InlgravP, praying for the extenRion of the 
Hunclctberg and l\[onnt Perry Itailway to,vards 
Tambo, an<l mover! that the petition be read. 

Qncstinn put and pas,.;ccl; and petition read by 
the Clerk. 

On the motion of the HoN. Sm T. MC'IL
\VRAITH, the petition w'" received. 

AXXEX~\TIOX Oil NEW GT-I~K\. 
The HoN. Sm T. ::UcU,\VR), ITH s<tirl: Mr. 

Speaker,-To-n1orrow I will nwve the adjourn
ment of the Hou,.;e for the purpose of having- :t 
<liscusHion on the pl'm~ent position of the EngliKh 
Governn1ent \Vith reference to the colonies, KO frLr 
as the annexation of N" ew G-uine<t is concernec1. 
The Premier h:ts intimated to me, in reply to :t 
request on my part, that he considers it sufficient 
to notice it in a week or two, but I think this is the 
proper tirne. I do not sec that any ne\vs we can 
g-et at a later period will materially influence 
the discns,ion. At :tll m-ents, I think it a very 
nece:-;sary thing that the opinion of the colonie:::; 
should be known, and that a. dbcus·ciion ;.;honlcl 
take place on the subject; 1 therefore give uotice 
now that I shall move the a.rljournment of the 
House to-morrow for that purpose. 

:MOTIOX FOR AD.JOUllX:\IEXT. 
:\fr. :\IOllEHEAD ,.;aid: I beg- to move the 

adjonrn1nent of the J-low;e in order to bring Lofore 
hon. nwrnherR the st:-tte of affairs prt~Yailing in 
:\hryburong-h in reference tu the Kanaka H <lH
]Jital, which I think deserves wme attention :tt the 
h:tnds of the representati 1 P< of the ]Jeople. The 
letter I have in my hand is written by :Mr. ll. B. 
] L Clayton, a gentlernan whmn I dn not know 
except by name, n,nd that he is the manag-er of 
:Mag-nolia pl<tntation. I would not read any 
letter to the House \vithont giving the narne of 
the writer, nor would I g·ive the name without 
his permission. It will simplify matters, I think, 
if I read the statements made by 1\Ir. Clayton, 
:tnd then le<tve the Colonial Secret:try to tnwerse 
or refute them. After some remarks, which :tre 
of no importance except thn,t they indicate that 
Mr. Cl:tyton has been a member of the Poly
nesian Hospital Conunittoe, the writer goes on 
to say th>tt-

" On l·lth Augn~t the board met at the ho~pital for 
the second time after constitution, and \VC intinimd of 
the resident surgeon what was required to pnt the 
place in \VOrking Ol'der. lit) told us that it was essential 
tlmt n snpply of water he laid on from the 'l'inana.main, 
and that a, scheme of drainage to carry 1 he filth away 
from the bnHcUngl'l be establishen; and that should an 
epidemie break out in its present sLate. it. would go hard 
with the inmates; also, some other lc~s imr1orttmt rc
(tnircmcnts. 

·'On llth SPptemher we held anothe1· meeting, :vrr. 
Hnttanshaw. P. :\1 .. in the chair. an1t(leeided to mal'e appli
cation for a motle~t £2.)0 to earry these important. life
~aYing- plan~ into effr~et (ont of a fun1l of some £1:3.000. 
snbseribcrlhy .Jlar~Thorongh planter~:-:ince kanakas were 
introduced to :\Iar.rhoronghl, onr dO(ltor lemimling- ns 
of the approachin~ hot weHther an(l ::->iekening rlr(mg~tt, 
a:-; well as tltc odiuttl that fell on the mi:-;m:m:q . .:;mncnr at 
the start. of tile ::uae!i'ay Hospital for want. of ('Ontmon 
requisites until too late. Application was duly 11wdc 
!m· the \Vater ~npJJI,Y; tenders asked for to sec if it conld 
be d.one for £15:1; and we waitcrl in anxiety. 

"The reply i~ now to hnnd." 

Thi., letter iH dated the 24th of October :
"'That the Colonial Secretary does not comdtler it 

necessary to lay water on to the ho~pital.' 
''Perhaps, the Colonial Seeretary ha:;; entirely new 

irleas of the liquid element reqnirerl to frecl kanalms; 
lmt he will find it a hard 1nattcr to get men to devote 
attention to \Vha..t may prove a Yery heavy responsi
lJility of human snrJ•ilice before it ends i mHl in this 

~asc. I. for one, nm (lc1el'mined tlm1 tlJC onns is off m~~ 
;.;\JOH\tlur:-;, :nul tlle rp~pon:-.ilJilit.y laid 011 hi:-: an1i I 
falH'Y my brother eommittcc-men will follow ~nit at 
OlH~e. '' 

The letter goe~ on to s:ty that the writer 
a'sume,; that the official me m bm·s of the com
mittee will not resign. He de:>ls in rather a 
bnriliar wav with the name of the Colonial 
Secretary. I will show the letter to ~he ~101;. 
gentleman if he like,; ; but I hardly thmk 1t JH 
nece,·,:1l'y to read the btter p:trt of it to the 
House. 'But there is a pr;stscript, and it is rather 
important. It is as follows:-

.. p_;s_--Tlle drninage part 1to eost. £100) is n•fel'l'ccl 
lm<'k to the dodor to r,'])()l't on and :-:end n, dctailecl 
scheme of 1t to tlie eolonial Sem·ctm·~·'s 01l1ce. ..\Jean
while tlln ni!.!ger . .;:, ean r1o a8 they ]Jlea~c. Have just 
received report of a <lcath." 
I c:tn hardly hlllp belieYing- that the statementil 
contained in this lettPr are true, and I hope the 
Colonial Secretary will be able td gin~ Rmno 
s:ttishctory explanation as to why he let snch a 
period elapHO fronl the tiine he 'vas first con1-
munic:ttccl with befme. he replied to the repre
sent:ttion,; of the committee-nnmely, from the 
middle of Ang-ust to late in October. I hope 
the hon. s·eutleman wiJl >t]So be alJ]e to S:ttiHfac
tnri]y e'\phtin why he abRolutely refuHed a snm 
of .Jo:li'iO for w"'ter "'Jlply to the liospital, althoug-h 
there i:-; an enornwu;--; amount to the credit of 
the kanaka fund; nnd :t!Ho why he require<! 
to be furni,.;hecl with the detailH of :t Llminag-e 
,;cheme entered into by the committee before 
allowing- it to be proceeded with. Enclo,;ed 
in this letter is an extract from a J\1ary
bnrough newRpaper containing an attack on the 
eu11)lr)yers of kana.kas, a1Hl referring- a.rnongNt 
other thingH to the article which appe:ued in a 
::\[ackay paper \vith rBferencP. to the .gro~s lllis
management of the }Iackay K:tnalm Hr'"pital--
charg-e.., which ha.YealrAady been cliH}Jr<)ved bo~h h.Y 
the lwn. member for !\bclmy :tnd others. Here 
we absolntely find that the Uovermnent tie the 
h:tnds-if this statement is conect-of tho,.;e men 
who are <tnxious to do wlmt they c:tn for the 
well-being of the unhappy occupant,; of the 
Ka.naka l{o&;pital, by refusing to grnntasn1n.Jl Hlllll 

of money for a supply of water, or allowing them 
to go on with their drainage W(li'k~ untilacon1plet.e 
scheme has l1een formulated ; and that too when a 
large ~nun of nwney is lying to the crellit of the 
Kanaka Fund-n, sum of £13,000. I do hope 
that the Colonial Secrebry will Hee his way to 
clenr himself, and if the matter has been neg
lected, take the earliest opportunity of putting- it 
rio·ht. \Vhile I :tm speaking to the question of 
adjournment, and in order to facilitate the lmsi
ness of the Hnuse so tlmt there may not be twn 
motions for adjomnmcnt, I will a,;k the Colonial 
Secretary whether there is any truth in the 
statement contaimd in the ConTicr yesterday, and 
confirmed to a cert:tiu Fxtent to-day, that imme
diately on the receipt of news tlmt :t stemner harl 
been wrecked on our coast, containing a number 
of Chine:-;e rms::;engers, a force of police were 
sent down to collect the poll-tm.-, and thrLt, 
in the n1eantime, theHe Chinet->e were tcl 
be t:tken and pnt in l1<md at Bnnrlaberg- or 
JVIarybornngh ? I e~Lnnot i1nagine tbat: tlwTe 
i., anv tmth in tlmt st:ttement, hut I g1ve the 
Colo;lia.l Secretary the nppc Jl'tnnity of cm-recting
it, 1)ecanse the outsirle pnblic, reading :.mch an 
aNsertlon and seeing no contradiction nf it, will 
think that theRe wretched shipwrecked Chinese 
were met by a body of police, and the sum of £:iO 
demanded from each ; and failing that they 
were handcuffed am! inc:trcemted. It seems 
not a very hospit:t1J!e w:ty of receiving. shii?· 
wrecked mariners. I can hardly concer ve 1t 
possible that there is :t word of truth in the 
report, but, being- in the papers and not being 
contradicted, it will be believed. I beg to move 
the :trl.jonrn1nent of thP Houst:'. 
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The PREJ\IIER (Hon. S. W. Griffith) s::tid : 
The hon. gentlem::tn has referred to two matters, 
the first of which was the K::tnaka Hospital at 
lYiaryborough. I confess I do not remember much 
about the matter to which he refers ; in fact, I 
know nothing about it. If the hon. gentleman 
had given notice of a question on the snbj ect I 
would have had all the correspondence with me; 
but I cannot be expected to carry about with me 
the papers relating to the immense number of 
cases which come before me in the course of the 
year. I simply do not remember anything about 
the case. I reme111ber the gentleman referred 
to tendering his resignation yesterday, and I 
wonderNl why. If there is anything wrong 
with the Maryborough Polynesian Hospital, 
one would suppose that I should have been 
informed of it; but I do not believe any
thing is wrong, and certainly nothing ha~ oc
curred sufficiently recently for me to remem
ber anything about it, or to convey the idea that 
there is ::tnything wanted at the i\Taryborongh 
Hospital for islanders. I will inquire if there is 
anything wrong, but I do not believe there i~. I 
may mention that, although there is a sum of 
money available for hospitals and so forth for 
the Polynesians, the Government must take the 
respon,ibility of supervising the expemliture of 
the money. As to the shipwrecked Chinese, I do 
not know anything about their being placed in 
bond. I have not heard that a large force of 
police were sr,,nt to arrest them, and I do not 
believe it. \Vhat we du know- is that a vesbel 
with more than lOO Chinese, on her way from 
Sydney to China, was stranded on our coast, and 
that the Chinese were landed. \Vherever they 
came from, if they land on our shores, they are 
bound by the law to pay a poll-tax; but I h:we 
not the least doubt that they will be taken 
on to their destination, and prnvision will have 
to be made in the meantime. \V e do n<Jt desire 
to see them added to our population, except in 
accordance with the law, nor do I suppose they 
desire to stay here. They are at present in the 
immigration bartacks at ~Iaryborough; but as 
to s::tying they are in bond, that is a sort of joke 
we can laugh at. 

Mr. ARCHER s::tid: \Ve are all aware of 
the law providing for the payment of a poll-t::tx 
by the Chinese ; hut we would like to know 
whether, if these poor fellows have not got 
the means to pay the tax, the Government will 
keep them under proper surveillance in order 
that they may be shipped to Chin::t by the first 
opportunity. I do not suppose that the Colonial 
Secretary will try and nse these men harshly, 
now that they have lost their effects and landed 
on our shores. I hope the Colonial Secretary 
will he able to give us that assurance to-morrow. 

The PREMIER said : I can give the House 
that assurance now. There is no intention of 
treating these men harshly. 'rhey will be kept 
under surveillance until an opportunity arises of 
shipping them to China. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said: ·with regard t.o what 
has fallen last from the Colonial Secretary, I 
should like to know from him when this sur
veillance will cease. Supposing these 1nen are 
utterly penniless, and supposing the shipowners 
decline to provide them with a passage to 
China, is the Government prepared to send 
them to their own country? Are they to be 
kept continually under police surveillance? If 
they cannot pay the £30 poll-tax~as is extremely 
probable, seeing the ship is full of water, ant! 
may never be floated again~the Colonial Secre
tary ought to tell us what he proposes to do with 
them. Is he prepared to charter a ship and send 
these men baek if the owners of the vessel refuse 
to take them? 

The PREMIER: Sufficient unto the dtty is 
the evil thm'eof. 

Mr. MOREHEAD: Yes; I know that h 
the principle upon which the hon. g'entleman 
generally acts. N nw, with regard to the Kamtka 
Hospital at JY[aryborough, the hon. member tells 
us he does not remember anything about the 
Ntse; and that, if notice had been given, he 
would have come down with all the information 
in his ]JOS'<ession. vV ell, consit]ering that this 
letter which I have read is dated the 24th of this 
month, and contains an extract from a letter 
from the Colonial Secretary's Office, written 
last month, in which it is said, "The Colonial 
Secretary does not consider it necessary to 
hty water on to the hospital,'' I must say that 
the hon. member's memory is not as good 
as it ought to be. Perhaps he does not 
care much ::tbout the life or welfare of 
these unfortunate people with black skins. 
I can conceive that quite possible. The hon. 
gentlenwn's memory does not carry him back so 
far as the matters here mentioned, but, as they 
are of some importance, I hope he will carry 
out his promise, and give that information which, 
I think, the House and the country ought to 
have. I beg to withtlraw the motion. 

JY[otion, by leave, withdrawn. 

CROWN LANDS BILL~CO.YDIITTEE. 
On the Order of the Day being read, the 

House went into Committee to further consider 
this Bili in detail. 

On paragraph f), clause i\3, as follows :~ 
"'l'he le~see shall or~cnpy the land continuously anct 

Uooa .fide during the term of the lease. 
"Such occupation shall be hy the continuous and 

Uona .fide residence on the land of the lessee llimseli' or 
some other person who is the actual ancl bonajicleman:L
ger or agent of the le~~ce for the purpose of the use amd 
oc~euvation of the land, and who is himself not disquali
fied from selecting a farm of the same area and class in 
the district. 

"Every appointment of a mana~er or agent by the 
lessee sh~dl be in writing signed by the parties or their 
agents, and shall be in duplicate : and one copy thereof 
shall be registered in the ofliee of the commissioner. 

"Ocenpation hy a person under an unregistered 
appointment shall not be rerognisecL" 

Mr. KATES said he thought the Committee 
had come to a difficult point. Persons selecting 
under the Bill could do a great injury, as they 
could lock the land up for thirty years. He 
very much regretted the omission of the residence 
clause; for whilst, as he maintained, to the 
!Jond tide selector it would be no sacrifice to 
reside on his holding, if the residence cl:1use 
was omitted he believed most of the selections 
would be dummied. The present clause meant 
settlement by agency, and he had yet to learn 
that that kind of settlement had ever been a 
success in any part of the country. He was very 
much surprised to see that the Premier had altered 
his opinion since the last Land Act Amendment 
Bill was befme the House. The hon. gentleman 
at that time~that Wl1S in 1879--said :~ 

"In 187,.t, 'vhen the !Ja.nd Bill introduced by the late 
1\fr. ~tephens was before the House, he objected to 
personal residence being compulsory all over the colony; 
but there ba(l been a great deal of dummying, and it 
was umeh easier to dummy when a, man conlfl appoint 
a bailiff and change him as he liked. Both sides of the 
House were agreed in desiring that these exchanges 
shonltlleart to wllat 'vas callc(l_ the clm;e settlement or 
this part of the colony; and he, for one, believed the 
only mode for securing actual settlement and cultiva
tion was by insisting upon personal residence. He did 
not ahvays believe that, but since 187Li his opinion had 
been rnodi1ied, because he t'onnd that it waR the best 
safeguard which had been provided against dummying." 
At that time also the Hon. ,J. Douglas expressed 
his opinion on personal reoidence. The hon. 
gentleman said :-

" \Vith regard to the residence clause, he was inclined 
to favour it in preference to the cultivation clau::;e. 
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ln the1:lc matters of conditions they mnst remember that 
they "\Yere lighting against men who would, if they 
could, avoid these conditions. As all legislation con
nected with conditions was surrounded \Vith diili
cnlties, he preferred to accept t.JlC amendment proposed 
by his hon. friend-namely, pcn}onal residence-be
lieving it to be the best form of conditions they could 
adopt." 
Other hon. gentlemen expressed themselves in 
the same direction. The opinion of the hon. 
nlember for Toowomnba was :-

"He hart. experience of the working of every J.Jand 
Act. pas·ed in the colony, and was firmly convinced 
that the best test of Uonu jtde seleetion was lJOrsonal 
re:;;idencc." 

The present Attorney-General (Hon. A. Rut
ledge) said:-

" 'l'he object of their legislation should be to ha ye as 
many ocenpiers as possible abroad ovel' the face of the 
country. * * * Jn order to secure the obje(•t 
contemplated by the cxchang-r,._, it 'vas nccc~~ary io 
ha\·e personal rmiiclcncc. ~, 

]~ven the hon. member for Townsville, in 1874, 
said:-

" He was convinced that if the amendment-rc~i
dence by bailiff--were carried the cha.rge of dummy
ing would no longer haYe to be made agaiust the 
sqnatters of Darling Downs alone, but against, that 
class throughout the whole colony. A maxinmm aren of 
4,000 acres had ·been allowed, and a:-; cve~·y squatterha,d no 
less than from eigltt to ten lllen in his employment, the 
result. would be that these men would be spTead all 
over the run, each having -.!,000 acres." 

He found that the hon. the leader of the Oppo
sition (Sir T. Mcllwraith), the hem. member for 
Toowoomba (:\1r. Groom), the hon. member for 
Townsville, and the hem member for Fortitude 
V alley, expresseel themselves in favour of personal 
residence. At the preoent stage he should not 
move an amendment, as he would like to hear 
what the Government had to say on the question. 
It was very difficult to prevent dummying, hut 
they should put as many obstacles in the way 
of it as possible. They knew that not very 
long ago an inquiry was held about a, du1n1nying 
case in a particular part of the country, and it was 
found that an Ipswich firm, at present defunct, 
had used the names of their clerks for the pur
poses of dummying. In this colony they had 
institutions with forty or fifty clerks, and what 
difficulty would there be in having their 
names used for dummying? If each clerk took 
up 20,000 acres, and employee] an agent, there 
would be 1,000,000 acres taken up and stocked 
by the one firm. \Vhat he wttnted was to see 
the man himself on the land. 'l'he bond .tide 
man did not object to the residence clause, 
and such a selector was likely to be a success. 
He did not wioh to go the whole way, and insist 
on the personal residence of the man himself, 
but he would like to see an amendment proposed 
to make the paragraph read as follows:-

<1 Such oecnpation shall be by the eontinuou~ and 
brma./ide rcsi<lenee on the lantl of the lez:see himselfJ his 
family, or a rnem1)cr of his family of the age of eighteen 
years." 
The man's residence should be compulsory for 
the first five years from the date of occupation. 
The clause in its present state left the door open 
for dummying on a large scale. They would find 
that doctors, lawyers, storekeepers, and other 
people would take up 20,000 acres in the 
western part of the country for no other 
rettson than for speculative purposes. They 
were about to spcncl millions of money in 
constructing railways to that part of the 
country, and it would be an inducen1ent to 
those persons to speculate, thinking that a 
change of Govcrnrnent 1night vlace tho~e 
grazing fa.nner::; on the Han1e footing as agricul
tural farmer,;, and that they would ha,ve the 
opportunity of acquiring the fee-"im ple. There 
would be an w.roTe•ration of larcre esta.te8 
again~t which the "jo,OOO-ac.:re men of tl1e Darling 

Downs would sink into insignificance. He 
hoped that the Government would accept a 
modification of the condition of residence in the 
manner he had suggested. If the hon. the 
JYlinister for Lands could guarantee that he 
would be Minister for Lands for the next thirty 
years they would have confidence in him, or if 
he o·mcranteed that he would be able to secure 
two" members of the board, just and honest 
men, then there would not be so much danger of 
dummying b~ing carried on. But they did n?t 
know who nnght be the members of the board m 
a few years' time, or who would be JY1inister for 
Lands in a few years' time. He thought that as 
they were giving the people lettses for thirty 
years it would be well to have the residence 
clause altered in the way he proposed, and he 
hoped the Government would see their way to 
nccept the suggestion he httd thrown out. 

The MINISTER :FOH LANDS (Hon. C. B 
Dutton) said that the hon. gentleman who 
had just spoken, in his desire to put difficulties 
in the \V~ty of dun1n1ying, was going to thro\V 
difficulties in the way of settlement that would 
have the effect of shutting up the lands or of 
leavin~ them in the hands of squatters for the 
next thirty years. The hon. gentleman did not 
unden;tan·d the full meaning of his proposition, 
but what he had jmt st1id would be the prac
tical effect of it. He wondered that the hon. 
gentleman could not see the extent of the 
injury he was doing to residentro in towns
professional men and tradesmen. The hon. 
gentleman cornvlained the other evening of 
fanners' Hons con1ing into the towns to earn their 
living. The object of the chouse was to enable 
the f::J.ther of a farnily, ·with sons growing up, to 
take up fanns for grazing or agricultural pur~ 
poses, and to get them into condition for his sons' 
use by the time they were able to get to work. 
But the suggested amendment would have the 
effect of shutting them ont from those lands 
altogether. 'rhe father might httve money to give 
his sons, but in nineteen cases out of twenty 
if a per~on gase a young n1an n1oney and told 
him to go and look ont for country he would 
lose it all. The hem. gentleman had stuck 
to one line only in dealing with the Bill-the 
probability of dummying, and to stop. dummy
ing. The hon. gentleman would by Ins amend
went destroy all the benefits thttt would accrue 
from the measure. If the hon. gentleman kept 
firm to that view there was no use in arguing 
the umtter with him. He could only say that 
he hoped the Committee would be inclined to 
view the question from a practical point of 
view, and see the clangers that would arise from 
accepting the proposition of the hon. member. 
'There were two or three main points that 
especially affected that question, and if they did 
not prc,ent an insuperable obstacle to the accep
tnnce of such a proposition he could mention 
others if it should be necessary. 

Mr. KATJ<~S said if people in the towns 
wanted to have the land, let them go and reside on 
it. Then they might be successful; but settlement 
by agents was never successful. He shouldli~e 
to see it made compulsory that the selector, lns 
family, or a member of his family, should reside 
on the land during the first five years from the 
chtte of occupation. The 1Iinister for Lands was 
quite right in saying the bnd would be taken up 
quickly ; it would be taken up so quickly that 
buw1 fide men coming after who wished to settle 
would find it all gone. 

The 1\IIXISTEE FOR WOHKS (Hon. W. 
}Iiles) said that the hem. member for Darling 
Downs appettred to be under the impression that 
the Bill was one to alienate land inotead of 
simply to leaoe it. He would like to remind the 
hon. member that thm;e who resided in towns had 
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only tvv·o profBMRion~ open to their Rons--Iaw or 
medicine; and the Bill wonlcl enable them to make 
provi~ion for their HOns tn gn and settle in the 
interior. Young rnen gTo\ving up did uot, as a rule, 
care to g-o in for agriculture, but the occupation 
of grazing was very nn1eh pka~anter than that 
of fanning. The hon. gentleruan HaiLL he had 
done all be could to improve the Bill, hut what 
had the hon. gentleman done c He had moved 
an amendment that there should be no "'lectiou 
before survey, which wa.s phying rlirectly into 
the lmnds of the pnstorallessee. Snp)H"in" the 
J\linister for the time being did not choo~e to 
have any land surveyed, there could be no 
country taken up at all. He w'"' perfectly 
astounded a.t the hon. member. He could say 
without hesitation that the action of the hon. 
nlmuher in carrying thn.t :unenchuent hncl done 
Juore lmrm to the settlement of the people on the 
land thnn anythin;;· else he could )H>ssibly have 
done. 

Hoxon;ABL" l\IJDIBEHH: Xo, no! 

'rhc ::IUXIST!U~ ~FOlt WORKS said it was 
all Yery well, but the present party would not 
a.lway:-; be in power. 'l1he L-:-ovennuent would 
have the power either to survey or to withhold 
snneys, and he was satisfied that the time would 
corne when the Governrneut of the day \voulcl use 
their rli:;cretion in the m:.1tter. He would be 
very sorry to ~ee those who resided in towns, and 
had son~ growing uv, depriYed of the oppor~ 
tunity of ta.king up land under the Bill. As 
for dummying, he coultl quite understand any
one who chose to dununy going on the land for 
the first three years, if after that he g·ot a title 
to it ; l.mt he could never g-et a title uncler the 
Bill. ~\n amendment which the (~overnmont 
intended to propose in the 54th olau:;e would, he 
thought, effectually prevent dnuuuyiug to any 
great extent. 

Paragraph put and passe<l. 
On paragraph 7, as follows:-
" 'J1hc leo;~e;;~ shall keep the land kllr'e1l with a ~ond 

and ~ub~tantial fence during the \Yhole term of the 
lease.·' 

The iVIIXISTJ<;R :Fon LAXDS moved the 
introduction of the words " In the caoe of a 
grttzing fa.rnt·' at the beginning of the HubHection. 
1-I.e .:;aid the ainendn1ent \Va~ rendered nece:s.sary 
llv the amendment which harl been made in 
cfamm f12, allo\ving other huproveiuent:; to he 
fmhstituted for fencing in the ca:-;e of an agricul
tural farm. 

Amendment agreed to. 

The :YIINISTER :FOR L,\.:'\Jl::l s:tid he pm· 
posed to further amend the pamgmph by adding 
the words--

ProYided that if the same per . ..;on i~ thn lessee of two 
or more eontignon:-; farms in his own right-. it should be 
t-m!licicnt if the -,vholc area. eomrJri6cd iu the farms iH so 
fPll(~Cd. 

The HoN. 8m T. :\fciL\VRAI'l'H asked why 
the provi"ion was only tn be made applicable to 
~razing farms ? 

The PRE::\iiEH said it was not compul;;ory 
now to fence agricultural farn1B. 

l\Ir. ::\IIIJGLEY asked whether· the paragraph 
agreed with the clause which allowerl a cert,tin 
nntnber of year.'-3 before the feneing- of a holding 
\\'a:-; cmnpleted, or even before it wa~ begun? 

The .PHEMIER said the lease would not be 
issued till the periml for fencing had expired. 

Amendment put and pn.·"oed. 
J\fr. BLACK said that by clau.se ii2 agri

cultnrnl selectors were allowed to substitnte 
other ilnproverncnt~ fnr fencing, and now it \YUs 
provided that the lue:-~ee of t.wo nr Illnl'C cnn
tigtJ()U.~ gra.zin~~· fanu~ mi~l1t t'lJC'Jo:-:n thn wlJtlle 
w1ib o11e knee, iw,Leatl of fenciug each "e]'<Lrcticly. 

\Vould the >egricultural selector I Je :tllowPd to 
conRolida.te hi~ improverneuts in the case of two 
or Ul01'8 ail joining fa.rnu; ? 

The HoN. 8m. T. ::\IciLWHAITH s<tid his 
objection had not been answered by the Premier. 
Paragraph 7, as it origiiutlly stnod, wa~ the only 
part of the Bill which forced tenants to comply 
with the conditions during the whole term of the 
lease. But it had been pmvided that in the case 
of agricultural fanus other iiuproveuwnt's might 
he substituted for fencing; and par::tgraph 7 
wonld not force tenants to keep those improve
nlents on their fa.r1n.s during the tenn of the 
lease. There was nothing- now to prevent an 
agricultural fanner, having once put down his 
improvernent:3 1 from tu,king theru off again ; and 
he need not perform a.uy condition during the 
whole of the lease except that of residence. 

The PRJ~MIE!t said that was no doubt so; 
bnt it wa.<.; irnpm~rdble to lJrovidc that a ruan 
shonld keep np improvements of a certain value 
during the lease. "\fter a. man had shown his 
bun a ,tide.>; by ruaking the reqnisite iluprnveruents 
he got a. certificate entitling him to a lease; lmi 
to sa.y that he should keep up those improve
ments during the term of the lease would he 
compelling a man to do wlutt it would be im
practica.ble to enforce. The matter had been 
carefully considered [,y the Government, but 
it was considerecl impracticable. The im]Jrove
ments would be conthmally falling out of repair, 
and there would have to be inspectors of improve
ruent:s. 

Mr. :\lOEEHEAD said he hoped the hon. 
member for 'l\lowoomba (:\Ir. Groom) w;ts listen
ing to the exposure of the danger he apprehended 
frmn such a provision the other night. VValking 
fences would i:lonn cmue into full lJlay again. 
:Movable iron houses and travelling sawmills 
would also be useful adjuncts, and they would 
certainly corne into vogue urlle"ls tenants were 
c<nupelled to keep up their improvements. 
There 'vas no fear of the irnprovmuents becorning 
dilapi<lated, became they would be V>tlm1hle 
lll()Vctble property ; and :-18 Roon Uti one n1an }w.d 
done with them he could sell them to someone else. 

The Hox. SrR T. J\IciLWRAITH said he 
"as astonished that the Government had said 
nothing about it if they harl considered the 
1nattnr. Surely it ·;sas as neces~ary to enforce 
conditiow:; in agricnltura.l cli~tricb; a;;;; in grazing 
districts! If it was not neces~mry, it vvas ab.-mrd 
to pttt them into the Bill. As the l\ill stood a 
;;elector could, within a week or a month of the 
expiration <)f five year:-::, put UlJ a, walking fence, 
get hi~ certificate, and re1nove the fence aH soon 
a,; be liked. 

The ;\IIKISTEit FOR LANDS said the 
agricultura.l selector had to put improvements on 
his holding equal in Yalue to the cost of fencing ; 
and e\·en if he should afterwards remove them it 
wonld not be >1 ma.tter of very g1·eat importance. 
If a n1an erected barns, which \Vere neces
sary for agTicnltnral pnrposes, why should he 
not remove them supposing the la.nd became 
too exhaustetl for agriculture? :Many of 
the rich sug-ar lands would be used for 
grn;.-;iug pUl'JHlSes before n1any years-not for 
the reason some hon. memlJers supposed, bnt 
bee1use they would be absolutely exhausted. He 
cli<l not see why a mall should keep expensive 
improvements on land which had become only fit 
to g'l'a7,e cattle ant! sheep, but he would let him 
use it in the hest wav he could. Of course the 
hon. member for Balonne had elabomtecl the 
intricacie:-; of durrnuying, and perhaps be kne'v 
more about the subject tha.n anyLody else. But 
the (tnestinn of in1prover:nent . ..;; wa.'-' not a r;erinnt-i 
111a.tter aJtnr all, for tht~l'P w:"t~ 1wt nntr·h da,n;.:er 
of a ~l!iO-aerl' fanu lH'lll~< lut.11kcred <lflr'r l1,\' :t 

111an wlw W<Lntcd io .s~t real Jll't.'lJert.:y tototlwr 
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)[r. ~IOimHl,r\J) said he did not know why 
the Minbter for Ln,nds could nut leave him 
alone. The hou. gentlmnan now ca1led hirn a. 
dnmmier. He clid not think be was one. He 
certainly kne\v a great deal about dunnnying, 
but the Premier ha<l been his principal informant 
\vith reference to the various 1ne::tns by which 
land could be Uunnnied, a:-; owing to hiH connec
tion with certa,in ca8e8, \Vhile .. A .. ttorney-( +enen1.l, 
tbat hon. gentleman knew how the law could be 
manipulated better than any other member of 
the Committee. The suggestion of the :YTinister 
for Lands, that when a nun had worn his 
place out aR an agricultural fanu he could turn 
it into a grazing paddock, renlinded hirn of the 
man who had a pointer, and who, when there 
\V<tH no rnore gau1e left, cut itK tail, croppe{l it::; 
carH, reduced the length of its legH, ::tnd ran it as 
a terTier. 

The Hox. 811\ T. 1\IclLWRAITH said that 
either the J\fiuir;ter f11r Lnuds wa,:-; not Herious in 
lneeting the objection he had nLi:-;ed, or ehie he 
wa~ casting the gren,test slnr nn the .agricultural 
ch:tracter of the colony tlmt h"d ever been heard. 
'l'he Billlmd been so manipulated that all con
ditionf; had been done awa,y with so far a::; agri· 
cultural farms were. concerned; they had been 
reduced to a nullity. He had slwwn that, a 
week before the five yearN were up, a man coulrl 
put hnproven1ents on his land, by running up a 
gtLlvanised·iron house equal to the cost offenciug; 
and then he could get his certificate. That "·as 
enough to t5how the absurdity of putting con
ditions into the Bill that were never meant to be 
c<Jmplied with. 

Mr. BLACK said he should like to h<we an 
answer to the question he had asked. He would 
put it a;;ain~-

The PRE:\IIER said that he hacl marked 
an amendment to meet the objection. 

Paragraph, as a1nended, pasHed. 
On paragraph 8, as follov.rs :-
.. If at any time during the currenc~- of the lease it is 

proved to the satist'aetiou of the cmmHissioner that the 
lessee has failetl in reg-ard to the llGrformanr;e of the 
conditio11 of occupation or fmwing, the Governor in 
Council, on the reeommenrlation of the hoard, may 
dcelare the lease absolutely forfeited and vaeatcd, and 
thereupon the lanU eomprised therein shall revert to 
Her :\Iaje:::ty." 

JYir. CHFBB said there was an amendment 
wanted. The Premier hac! just said that the 
lease would not be issued until all the improve
ments were made. By that subsection the 
Government were empowerecl to forfeit what 
had never been issued. 

The PRE::VIIER saicl that if the hon. gentleman 
would look at the subsection a little more care
fully he would see that it was quite correct. 
The previous clause provided tlmt, upon receipt 
by the board of the certificates of improvements, 
the lmtse was to be issue<l under certain con
ditions; and nothing could he done until the 
lease had been issued under those conditions. 

l\:Ir. CHFBB sai<l the word "improvements" 
should be inoerted, at any rate, becausP improve. 
ments had been substituted for fencing. 

'l'he PRE:HIER stLid that fencing was the 
only cmnpnlsory continuous in1provmnent: the 
sub,;ection slid not apply to agricultuml farms. 

)[r. SCOTT suggested that some provi.sion 
should be nmde to meet the contingency of a fire 
breaking out and burning down Heveral 111iles of 
a man's fencing; otherwiHe the snL~ection 1night 
work very severely. 

Mr. J\IOHEHEAD said the provision sug
gested would be better imerted in the next "'b
oecti(m. 

l'ara,;ral'h l'"'· ,eel "' l'riuLed. 

On pnragraph H, as follow:-> :-
" Provi(le(l that in the ea~p of a grazing farm. if it is 

}ll'OYed to the :mti~faet.ion of the board that the failnre 
to ol;enpy 'v:-t" caused by unavoi·hlJlc want of walcr 
upon the farm, the lJo:-trd may r xt~n~e :-;uch failure; hut 
tmeh rxcn~e f'llallnoL he glYen for a period of more than 
twelve nJoll111~. uulcs::; the want of water continued for 
a long-er period, nor shall it he gin~n more than once 
chuing the term of the lease." 

Jl.lr. .MO RE HEAD said the ::\Iinister for 
Land:-:; could see that the para.gr~tph was Yery in
adequate, and 111ig-ht iu rnauy case~ be unju:-~t. It 
proYirled simply for mcses where failure to occnpy 
\Yc"t"l cau::;ed l>y unavoidable want of \Vater upon 
the farm, but, as pointed out just now by the 
hnn. n1ernber foe Leichh:-trdt, a rnan rnight ha,ve 
his fence bnrnt down, and not only that, but the 
whole of the land might be swept by fire; and 
fa.ilure to occupy 1ni~·ht ati:-~e, not frunl nnnNoid
able \va,nt t)f water, lmt fnnu there bei11g· no grctHK 
upon it. The \Vord:-~ in the corre~ponding daw.;e 
of the Act of 1~1iU, "' nnle~s pre,·ented by tnutvni(l~ 
a,lJle rut tu raJ canK~~"l, ., \V8l'e f:tr better, for they in
elndeLl eitl1er want (d gr:t~:-;, or \Vant of water, or 
the conting·ency pf fire. The latter part of the 
chmoe, which provided thatsnchexcnee shonldnot 
beg-i\'811 for::t pedod of nwr·e than twelvemonthl5, 
and not Ulore than oncP.dnring the tenn of the lea:;e, 
should certainly be omitted, and he should moYe 
an amendment to that effect if no other hon. 
lll8lnber did. The s:::une contingency rnight rtl'it5e 
during the course of a, lea~e, or nettr its tenuina
tion, a~ fit the cmnruencernent of it. For in:stance, 
the pre~ent drought had la-:;ted aln1o:st two years, 
'md (iocl only knew when it would end. The para· 
gt'alJh a.s it Htood was exce,,t.;ively strict, and he 
hoped the ::\[inister for Laruls wonld see his way 
to amencl it in the direction he had imlicated. It 
i3Ure1y \V.'.t~ not the intention of the Counuittee, or 
of the Uovernrnent, tha,t the grazing leRsee :::~hould 
lose his hohling through no f:1ult of his own; but 
a' the clause now stood thnt might easily happen. 

The MIXISTJUl FOR LANDS said if the 
holder of a gra,zin.q; farrn were required to occupy 
hi~ holding continuously through . all He:.tsous 
there n1ight be dOlne hardship in the provir<ion; 
hut if there was nn \Yater upon it fur <"L long 
peri<Hl, tLllfl he lmd t<' t:tke his stock and lea Ye it, 
there could he no lutrdship in placing sorne perRon 
upon it aR his reprm;entative to look after his ilu~ 
provernents, and to show hi:-; bonn.tidesandearnest 
cle,ire to return to it when he was able to do so. 
If the holder left when it was not an al"olute 
necessitv tlmt he should do so, he should not he 
protecte'd ; but if fnnn \Vant of grasf:) or \Vater he 
wn.;; corr1pelled to rernove his stock~ he t:ihould 
leave ~onwLody to ta.ke charge; and under thoHe 
circumstances he should be protected. As to 
Lush fires Lnrning down fences, as a rr1atter of 
fact thoe.e fire' did nut burn clown fences to any 
great extent. 

:\fr. J\{OREHEAD: Ilon't they! I have seen 
a good ruany burnt down. 

The J\11!\ISTER FOlt LAXDS "aid he had 
seen a good 1nany hll;rnt too, but uot very nn1eh 
dau1age clone, exce~t in the ca~e of log fenceH. 
In the caoe nf wire fences, the damage was 
generally very ,;mall indeed-not nearly so much 
as \Vas caw:Ad by floods. :\Inch rnore da.r11age 
was clone in that way than by fire. As he had 
already ,ai<l, he Llid not eee any hardship iu that 
portion of the clanse. 

Mr. MO HE HEAl) s:ticl he clid not agree with 
the Minioter for Lands at all·-eithei· in his 
theories or iu 'vha.t he :-;aid were facts. l-Ie llUtin
tained that where the po"t" of wire fenceR were 
of gidyah, cypre~s pine, or brigalow-timber~ in 
vet'Y con1n1on use for that purpose in the 
nntside districts-when they canght fire they 
hnrned like uwtdH:;o;, thP. tire running right 
throug-h thmll. Tha,t wa:-; tal:iu:-..;· wit·e fencin~, 
whidr wao le<;.,,\, likely tu omlier. l'o,,L·aml·rail 
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fences he had seen burned down for very long 
dh;tances ; and if the hon. gentlerna.n was in 
earnest and had no objection to amend the 
portion of the clause under discm;sion, he would 
do so in the direction he (:\Tr. Morehe>td) lmd 
indicated. Even supposing the hon. gentlenHtn 
was right in ;;;aying that occupation should be 
carried out under ad ver.se circnrn:-;tance;.;, rnany 
cases might arise where the last p>trt of the l"tra
graph would operate very unjustly. i\_~ it :stood, a 
rnan rnight be aJlowed to leave his holding on one 
occasion to save his life; but if the "tme contin· 
gency or difficulty arose on a second occa,sion he 
must die there, or the pl>tce would be fmfeited. 
\Vhy, in the event of exactly the ,;ame circum
stance;.; ha,ppenint: six, seven, o1· eight tilues, 
should not the same treatment be served out 
to him as on the fir,.;t occasion ? He certainly 
thought that an amendment should be in,;crtcd 
to the effect that forfeiture should not btke pbce 
where fencing had been destroyed by means 
beyond the control of the lessee; because, if that 
were not done, under paragraph 8 the board 
could forfeit the lease- even if fencin~· had 
been destroyed by flood or by fire. He hoped 
the hon. gentleman would, at any n>tc, amend 
the latter part of the paragraph, which, liS it 
stood, was simply an absurdity. 

The J\IIi\lSTER FOR LAKDS s<tid he had 
no objection to leave out the httter pllrt of the 
paragraph, as suggested by the hon. lllCll1ber. 
The idea with which they had been in,;erted was 
that if the supply of water failed upon a selec
tion during a dry season, the holder, having
experienced the effect of the drought, would 
vrovide water before a recurrence of it. Hcm,~
ever, a~ in n1any instance~ it would be nlnw:-;t 
impossible to fore,ee what the requirement,.; 
would be, he hctd no objection to lea Ye the \\"ords 
out. He therefore moved that the word,; "nor 
shall it Le given more tlmn once during the term 
of the lec"'e" be omitted. 

A .. mendrnent agreed to ; and paragr~ph, as 
amended, put and passed. 

On parag-raph 10, as follows :-
" ·when the rent of a farm i:-:; to be detrrminecl bY t.he 

bO<Ll'tl thfl let~;';CC ~ltall. until it has lJcen ~o acternlincd, 
continue to pay at the lll'Cseribcd time and plaee tlle 
same a.monnt of annual rent as theretofore, or the 
minimum rent 11crcby prcserilJecl, 'vhi(•hcver is the 
greater nmonnt, aud Whf'n the amount of rent. has hecn 
detf:rmined hy the board the lP-ssee shalL on the next 
thirty-1ir~t day of :\larch. pay at the Jlrescribed 11lace 
anv anear~ of rent fnuwl rlne h\T him at the rate .-.o 
tleierminecl, so as to adjust tl!e ~ balan~c due to illc 
Crown.'' 

The Hox. S1R T. ::'IIciLWJtAITH asked 
what was the object of in~erting the wonl~, "or 
the minimum rent hereby prescribed, whieh
ever i~ the gl'k'''tter amount"-:;edng that they 
had fixed that it should not be le,;s than was 
paid previously ? 

The MIKISTER FOR LA::\'DS said he did 
not see that the words were neceRSary. He 
therefore nwYed that they be omitted. 

.A.n1endn1ent agreed to. 
In answer to l\Ir. :KoHTO:.'\, 

The PllE:HIEJt s>cid the rent for tho fir,.;t 
period wa" not fixed by the board; only that of 
the subse<pwnt periods. · 

The Hox. Sm T. MciL\VUAITH: It should 
read, '' afterward,; the amount shall be deter
mined by the board." 

Paragraph 10, as amended, put and passed. 
Clause .53, as amended, put and passed. 
On clause .)4-" Les,;ee,, under Part III. not to 

be lessees of grazing fn,rnlH in the Ha,lne district"-
The ::\IIXISTER FOH LAXllS said he in

tended to negative the clause for the 1mrpo'e of 
inserting another in its phtce. There were so 

nmny amendments in so many different places 
that it would be much mtsier to deal with them cts 
a whole. 

Clause put and negatived 
The J\IINIS'l'Ji:E FOR LA::\'DS moved that 

the following new clause he inserted in the place 
of clause 54, just omitted:-

Xo pcr::;on wllo-
(llJ Is a le.•,see umler rart III. of this Act, or 
(fJ! h a, lHLstoral tenant under any of the Acts 

here lJ.y repealed. or 
(cJ Is a trustee for any such lessee or pastoral 

tenant otherwise tha11 nncler a will, or 
(1'1 Is the scrYant of any ~uch lessee or l)astoral 

tenant, or 
(eJ Is intere . ..,ted as mortgagor or othenvise in any 

holding under Jlal"i Ill. of this Act, ot· in a rnu 
held undrr any of the Acts herelJy repealed

may apply for. or beeomc, or he the lessee of a grazing 
farm situated in the s~unc t1i:-<triet in which the holding 
or run i::-~ sitmtLcd, or of a grazing fH.rm sit uatcd in 
another d.il'<triet, and within ten miles of any part of 
snch holding or run. 
It would be seen that the clause was very similar 
to the one omittud, except that further pre
cautiom; were proposed to prevent the possibility 
of any evasion in that direction. The only addi
tions were with that object. 

The Hox. Sm T. l\IciLWHAITH said he 
thoug-ht the clause had a far wider scove than 
was intended by the hon. member. The clause 
re<elly proYided that nu man who was a servant 
in a bank, or a Ina.nager of a Lank, or a share
holder, could possibly hold a gmzing farm in the 
district. There was not a single hank in the 
colony that did not hold a run in some district ; 
and thu shareholder;; were le,;sees, really, and all 
their servants, the clerks, and managers too. 
All of them ,vere precluded from owning grazing 
country in any pcut of the country. Surely 
that was not intended ! 

The :MINISTEH FOR LAXDS said he 
did not know why shareholder~:\, or n1~tnagerti, 
or servants of banks should not be excluded as 
much as any other people who were precluded 
froru holLling grazing fn.rn1s. If they were 
pa;;toral tenants they were not eligible to take 
Ul' grazing fa.rn1s. The pcn;ons a-lluded to "\Vere 
very properly excluded, and he did not see why 
any exception should be made in their fayom·. 
The object wcts to exclude rtll such persons 
fron1 dealing in grazing farinA, and to prevent 
interference ; otherwise the :<ystem would be 
open to any auwunt of a.bnDe. 

The Ho;.;. Sw T. :MoiLWllAITH said the 
h<m. gentleman hlld got into a habit of answering 
questions without having the slightest notion of 
the question that had been put. He had said 
that, '"' the clause now stood, the shareholders of 
bank,; which were holders of a lease in any dis
trict were precluded from taking up grazing 
farms. 

The PHEMIEH : X o. 
The Hox. Silt T. JYiciL WHAITH said if 

the answer wa8 "Xn," he should like to know 
why the :Minister for Lands did not reply to 
that effect. He wished for a plain answer to 
the question, becauBe, to hhn, it wa~ a real 
difficulty. According to the clause, if a lease was 
tnken up in the name of any limited liability 
company, every shareholder woul<l be precluded 
fron1 Lecorrling a. grazing farm er. 

The PRE:!\II.EH. Raid he did not see any
thing in the clause to suggest that idea. 
Certainly the servants of banks holding leases 
should be precluded from becoming· lessees. 
He did not see why the servants of '" corpora
tion which held a lea'e should be ex
empted more than the servants of cwy other 
people; and he did not see why shareholders 
should be precluded. .\. shareholcler was not ~ 
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kssee; t!.at wm; perfectly cleat· .. H had he<!H 
decided by thn hig·lwst trilmnal lll the c:olnny. 
8'or the ;-;u.,ti~·Ju.ction of the b1)1l. gcntlen1a,n, he 
\Vould refer hiln to a deci:-;ion, to clear 11p the 
point : 'l'here was a ea"' under the Gold }'ields 
Act; ttnd hem. members would bear in mind that 
under the Gold Fields Act the wardens had 
juriodic:tion to hear and determine all actions, 
~-;nits, clai1ns, de1uands, disputes, aud other 
quer-;tiont:i that 1night arise in relation . to 
Inining. That Heerned to be con1prehen:-:1ve. 
The district court had the same jurisdiction. 
It was held that a dispute between the share
holders of a n1ining COilllXtny n,nd the cmnvany 
did not rebte to minino-. 'rhe rights of the share
holder~ of a joint~stocl~ cornpany '''"81'8 not right~ 
to the property of the company, but to the 
profit,;; they had no interest whatever in the 
property of the comJ,any as such. The hnn. 
member for Boweu wollld tell the hon. gentle
man the same thing. The shareholders had no 
rights to the property of the company as such ; 
what they were interested in was the profits that 
arose fr<im the expenditure and working of the 
property of the company. 

The Ho". Sm T. ::\IciLWHAITH .'<aid he 
\Vas very glad the Premier h"d explained the 
matter, :1s he had great doubts about it. His 
reasoning was this: Subsection (rr.) of the pro
pnsed new dause said that les,~ees ntl~er P_ar:t 
[l.I. of the Bill were not to have certam pnn
le"es and as there was not a hank in the 
color;y that had not runs in some district 
in the colony, and as, to his 1nind, it \q:t8 
the shareholders who were the real lessees, 
he concluded that by the 1n·opo>vd new clause 
they would be denied the privilege of selecting 
grazing fanns. I-Ie \vas now giYen to under
stand by the Premier that the shr.reholders were 
not really the leaseholders at all-that the slmrc
holders of a company were not the actual pro· 
prietors, bnt simply had '"claim to the profits of 
the company, and were responsible for loso to 
the public. That was a new reading of the law 
to him, as he was not sufficiently acquainted 
with it to put that interpretation upon it. He 
would be very glad if the hem. member for 
Bowen would enlighten them upon it also, as he 
still had some doubts on the subject. 

Mr. CHUBB said the Premier had put the 
matter in a nutshell. The shareholders were the 
unib; con1posing the corporation or con1pn,ny, 
and were interested in the profits. It was true 
they were proprietors aho in a certain ~enHe, for 
the property belonged to the whole of the share
holders as a bncly; but nn individual shareholder 
had au individual rig-ht in respect to the property. 
The persons who dealt with the property were the 
persons appointed by the shareholders to deal 
with it-the directors, trustees, or board of man
agement. The shareholders of a b!'nl~ !.md no 
right to the bank money, but only md1v1dually 
to the value of their shares and the profits upon 
them. The directors or trustees in whom the 
vroperty was vested were the persons leg-ally 
authorised to deal with it. The shareholders had 
their rig·hts to the profits of the concern; but 
they were not owners in the sense implied by the 
hon. member for JYlulg-rave. Another remark 
might be made with reference to subsection (d), 
where the restrictions of the clmme included the 
sen-ants of any lessee. Clerks could not well be 
defined as servants. Servants meant domestic 
or rnenial Rervants, and not persons en1ployetl a-.. 
bank clerks. 

Mr. DOKALD::iO~ said that, in trying to 
prevent the evasion of the provisions of that part 
of the Bill, he thought the conditions imposed by 
the clause were ,dittle too striet. SubRection (d) 
included "the senant nf "IIV s11ch lessee or 
i-m,' toral tenanL ., He j lv;t wio:,!Jecl tu point ,~,ut 
- 11'8·1-·1 B 

that 1nany lltell who were carrlerf' did lJot go 
l!ptm the road for a portion of the year, bnL 
\Votkcd upon the l:liatiuns, very often ~f) ;:;he<..trer<5. 
The probability was that if the clause was too 
stringently enforced it woul~ preclude. those 
persons from taking up grazmg farms .m the 
district. It appeared to him too strmgent, 
and he wished to point that ont to the Minister 
for Lands. 

'l'he MINISTER l<'OR LANDS said, in 
answer to the hon. member for Warrego, that 
a carrier or shearer '\VrLS not a servant within the 
meanino· of the Bill. They were, properly speak
ing, cm~tractors, and did their work under a 
contract. 

::\[r. :VIORJ~RJ~AD said that if that interpreta
tion was right there was nothing to prevent 
the le,see making contracts with all his men, 
and he would then have no servants at all. 
\Vhat was to prevent the lessee entering into a 
contract with his manager? The question he 
desired tn ask was whether a lessee, under Part 
III. of the Bill, was not to be entitled to select 
under the portion of the Bill they were at pre
sent discussing? No explanation had been given 
yet as a reason for that restriction, and he would 
like the Minister for Lands to explain the 
nuttter. 

The MI:\"ISTER FOR LAKDS said the 
reason why a lessee under Part III. of the Bill 
was not allowed to select under the portion the 
Committee were then discussing, was because it 
was never intended that he should be allowed to 
do sD. It was intended that the lessee should be 
excluded from the re,;umed part of his run alto
"ether. The land was thrown open for other 
people, and not for him, and he got sufficient 
advantages in g·etting a secure tenure of the half 
of the run left to him. The resumed half was 
intended for the settlement of other people. 

Mr. MOREHEA]) said he assumed that there 
was no clanger, from what the Minister for Lands 
had said, of the lessee going on to his neighbour's 
land, or of his neighbour coming on to his land. 
Did not the hon. gentleman see that that might 
lead to a great deal more trouble? He saw no 
necessity for the provision at all; he was only 
thankful thctt he had not an acre of leased 
land in the colony himself, but he would have 
as soon as the Bill passed. He would ask the 
hon. :Minister for Lands seriously, if the reason 
he had "iven just now was the real reason which 
actuated the 'Government in drafting the clause 
under discu,sion, because it simply amounted to 
a give-and-take after all between men who were 
neighbours. They W<mld simply say, "Yon 
take 20,000 acres of my run, and I will take 
20,000 1tcres of yours." 

The PRE:YII1~H : They cannot do it ; they 
must go to another district. 

i\Tr. i\IOltEHEAD said it might be 50 mile~ 
away. It did not matter if it was lOO miles away 
for the sake of his arg·nment. They could agree 
to exchange in that way. 

'!'he PRE:VIIER: \Vhat good would it do 
them? 

1\Ir. MOREHEAD said the Minister for 
Lands thought he (Mr. Morehead) knew all 
about dummying ; but he did not intend to ex• 
plain to the Minister for Lands or the Premier 
what good it would be to them. He thought, 
however, it was just as well to take away such 
absurd restrictions, preventing lessees being 
allowed to select the rrraximnm area in a certain 
district. 

'rhe PREMIETt said, supposing a rnn con· 
t:1inecl lilO square miles-and that would not be 
a big run-then the lessee and three or four of 
hio serYants might take up the whole nf the 
rceumed portinn, if the rcrstrict,ion respectin0 
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pastoral ler:;HeeH were rmnoved ad Hngge~ted by 
the hon. member for Balonne. _.\nd wbttt would 
t~e country gnin in the way of settlement? 
l'\ otbing. \Vhere durnmyiu:; had been carried 
ou in the past-of course thev could not forget 
that there had been such a thing-the pastoral 
tenant who lost his land by some mearm or othe" 
uutnaged to get hold of it rto·a,in. The intention 
of the (Jovernrnent was that', when rf',•nuned, the 
laud should not g·o back to the ori:;inal occupier. 

Mr. P AL:VIER asked whether n lessee under 
Part II.I. of the Bill, woulcl be allowed to take up 
rtn agricultural farn1 in the sa1ne district in 
which his run was situated, supposing the board 
lmd the land proclaimed open to selection as 
agricultural fa.nns? 

Mr. MOHEHEAD said the Premier had 
stated thrtt the Government were determined 
that the Bill should prevent the previous occu-
1 >tmt of the resumed portion of a run, and three or 
four of his servants, from t"'king up the whole lot. 
It appe,red to him (1Ir. Morehead) that the 
new clause as it stood would simply le,~<l to"" g-ive
nml-take principle; at any rate it mi:;ht do w. 
A squatter in one district would make an 
arrangement with a squatter in another. sorne
thin:; like this, "I will take Ujl 20,000 acres on 
your run if you will take up 20,000 on mine," 
and there was nothing to prevent that. How
ever, he was not going to give the hon. gentleruan 
any 1nore inforrnation. 

'l'he 11IKn:lTEH FOR LAXDS s"'id, in 
answer to the C[nestion asked b\· the hon. member 
for Burke, he saw nothing againRt a paRtoraJ 
tenant taking up au agricultural fann \Vhen the 
rmmmed part of hiR run wa~ near the coaHt or in 
agricultural ccmntry. 

The PHENIIER said th,t, to 1m1.ke the elan.se 
perfectly clear, he would move thnt subsection (t) 
be an1ended by inserting the word~ "which i:-3" 
after the words ":;mzing farm" in the 4th line 
and after the smne words in the last line but 
one ; :tnd that the word "is" be inserted between 
"and" :tnd "within." It would then read that 
none of the persons mentioned-
.. mny apply for or become or be the lessee of a grazing 
farm which is situated in the same clbtrict iu \VIiich 
the holding or rnn is sitwtted. or of a gra~i.ng- farm 
which is si.tnated in anrJtllcr distt·iet, ami i~ within ten 
mile:; of any part or such holding or nm." 

Amendments put and passed. 
The HoN. B. B. MOl{ETOX sttid he wonld 

like to know what wn,; meant by the word 
'' di:-;trict." The tenn~ w~ed in the previouf:; 
pa.rt of the Bill were "agricultural area'' auU 
"grazing area." Now they had a new word-
'' district." · 

The PHR.YITER : That means the commis
.-,] c )ner'~ dbtrict. 

Mr. ::VIIDGL:EY said he would aok the 
J\Iini.ster for Land8 smnething 1nore t:;eriou.::; than 
the question put by the member for Hurnett. 
He fm· one could not oee why the holder of a 
run under the third pm·t of the Bill should be 
entitled to go into another kind of occupation 
nltogether, and he thought it would be agreeable 
to the Cmn1nittee, or at any rate to a good 1n:-tnv 
members of it, if the distance between the tw;, 
kind.-:; of holdings wa~ incrmu;ed. ..._L\._n hon. nJmn
ber lute! sugg-ested tlutt it shonld be a hundred 
utile:-3 instead of ten. If a grazing fal'lu could he 
held within ten miles of the unreemned part of a. 
sqnattag-e, pn•bttbly the resmned land wouhl be 
taken up and held for the 11><e of the 1 mstornl 
tenant. He would suggt~st that the tli:-;tmwe 
shonlcl he forty or fifty miles. 

The ~II:\TSTElt FOil LAXllS :;aiel the 
object of the cl a nee "'"'" to exclude the pastoml 
tcna .. nt frmn dt!ctling- with tlw l'Ct::nnlc<l portion of 
hi~ run, or any laud in the di..;trict in whieh his 
nm wu; ,ittmkd, ur iu <ttlUL!wr di.>Lrict within 

ten mile:; of his run if the run hu,ppeneil to l>c 
on the boundary of his district. lt wou!tl nw ke 
very little rlitference in the way of business 
whether a, gr:tzing farrn in :::-;uch a ca,:.;c wa:-:; 
ten miles, or forty or fifty miles distant. He 
did not l':iee ~tnv force in the hon. nwnt her':-, 
reinark~, and di.~i not see why a pn:-:;tora] le':ii-i8t', 
provicled he kept within the provi.sions of the 
Bill, should not be allowed to h<tve a ;(razin..: 
f<trm in any dbtrict. He hnd to pnt the H<ttlle 

auwu11t of capital and intelligent lll<-U,Iageul8ut 
into it af5 a,ny other llHtll, and in doing- :-::o he 
made himself quite as valuable to the State a,; 

any other selector in the country. 
Mr. KOHTOK said, if the Minister for L1mde' 

conteution applied at all, it applied tu any 
:;election thnt :1 pastoml lessee took up. If he 
took up a :-:;election adj11i.oing his own lea .. .-,etlland 
ancl fuHilled the COlHliti<,LlH, what nwre could be 
W<l.nted "? One object of the Hill WI'" to get ,.. 
lar·ge reveun~, and the condition:s uf occnpcttimJ 
were supposed to be fulfilled by gettin:; those 
leaseholds under th~ new system. \V ell, if a Ill an 
fulfilled hio conditions nmler a new system, it 
did not much 111<l.tter whether the le<tsv:d ]Jortion 
wa,:-; a.djoining hu; run, or ".:bother it wa.s fifty 

.Jniled awcty. The occnpation was the satne, 
it bein:; occupa.tion under the Act. He could 
not :-;ee how a les~ee could interfere with 
anyone else by allowing him to take up land 
close to his own rnn. ] f he ha.d couutrv IJo~idl's 
his leasehold-his nm le,.sehold--he w."m!cl turn 
it to :1 much better accmmt than the orr)inary 
farmer. He was <[nite snre, if the ~Iinister'.s 
stn.ten1eut applied to a f<tl'lll ten 1ni1e:-:; awcLy, 
it applied ah;o to a, f ::-tnn on the rel':lun1ed portiou 
of a run. If pastoml leKHees were to he treatecl 
as prC1posed, tlwy had better be excluded from 
the country a-ltogether. If they were not goi11g 
t,o "'!low a p<rstoral les,>ee to tnke up Inn cl 
under the sa.rne conditions a-; t1ther 1nen, he hn.d 
far better be kept out of the country alto:;ethet". 
If pastoml lessees were not to be truster!, 
exclude them absolutely, or let them keep to 
their leaseholds or go elsewhere. 

J\Jr. J\HDGLEY s:tid if the hon. member for 
Port Curtis could not see mty reason why the 
sqnatter slwulclnot be in a position to luwe two 
different holtling:'3 in close proxin1ity to his 
:-;tation, n, good 1na.ny nlernber::; on hi::; (11.r. 
~Iiclgley's) side did. 

Mr. XOJlTOX: \Vlmt are they"? 

}[r. ::\IIDCH~EY "''id the object of the (;ovem
tnent, he took it, w:u:;; not only to :-5ecurc tbP 
occupa..tion of the land, or :'3ecure a, huger 
rental from the bncl--all that could be done 
under the exititing law-but the one great object of 
the Bill W.:tti to t'lecure a nnwh ]argl\l' uuu1bet· of 
g-razing selectors on the land ; and he huped the 
Goverrnneut would .see that his \Yas a, rca~ona 1 Jle 
.:;uggeHtiou, and one tha.t they ndght well a.ccept. 

The PREMIEH : \Vhat do you propose? 

Mr. J\IJDGLEY Raid he did not proj>ose any
thing. He sngge~ted, an(lliHtened if hi~ sngge;;
tions were worth anything, aiHl if they were unt 
he let then1 go. He would \-Jugge~ted to the (iov
ernnwnt that there lllig'ht he a longer dbtance 
l >et\t'een the run ::ttHJ a grazing f::tnn held by the 
same occupier; and he \Vcmld propo::-e m; an 
amendment that in.steacl of ten mile:; the dis
tance he fifty mileo. 

The J\H::'\ISTEH FUll L.\::\'OS said if the 
hem. gentleman thoug·ht that the substitntiou of 
"twenty-fiye nlileH" for "ten 1nileH'' wonlcl secure 
the oh.i~ct of the dau.se more etfectn"'lly, he h<Lfl 
noolJjection to int'erth1g "t-wenty-fivu1nile::-~." 11"'nr 
bi:-; own part he \VnHlll som1er ha .. ve a gra.zin~ 
fa.rnt twenty-tiYe lllile-., ct\\·ay froHl hi~ run tban 
tc'JI ndlu.-.; <t\\":t~'· 

.\lr. :'\UHTU:\" :~lake iL uut,,icle Lhc culuny. 
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The :\ll::\f8TJ~R FOR LAKDS "'id he had 
Ill I oUjectiou to iw~erting ''twenty-five rnile~." 

:\lr. :\IOREHEAD "aid the Minieter for 
I .ands or smne n1enl ber of the ( +overrnnent 
"honld let them know what the size of the dis
tl'iet~ wa:-; likely tn bP-. Twenty-tive rnileB rnight 
rea,eh ove1· one di~trict into another, or beyond 
that even. f_t wa~ not vet krww11 what the size 
of the districts ""'" t<> 'he, aw1 the twenty-five 
111ile::; propo.-;ed rnight rnnke the ta.king lllJ of laud 
alnwst prohibitory. 1t wa,; v·ery much better to 
leave the clause ;.u; it xtotH.l~-iu the rneantirne, 
at nny rate. 

:\lr .. IW:lSOl' "\id the di«trict that '.\Ir. 
Cmuuti::;sinuer Huuw ~~cteli in wax 100 rilile~ 
acro"", and it would be h;;rdly f;;ir to compel 
a. nutn to [;O 12.) rnileb to ta.ke up a hmne::;toad 
fnr himself. 

The CHAIIC\IAK: Does the hon. member 
for Fa~:-;ifern propose hi~ amerHhnent 't 

:\lr. j\[l])GLEY: Not if the Mini,ter fnr 
l ... arud.sJuovet-t the insertion of"~ twenty-five rnile::;. ,, 

The :\IIJ\ISTJ<:n FOR L"\.J\DS: I lun·e no 
nb,iectiou if it will be more acceptable to the 
C\,rnmittee. 

I 1lue~tion--That tht> \Vord/:"i propo..;ed to lJe 
omitted ot:tw! par-t of the clause--put. 

:\!1·. :\lll!U<:f!K\J) ><nid they ought to have 
frnUJ the :\liniste1· for J ... aud:-; :-;mue better rea.~• m 
fnr aeueptin;-4' the. atllendlueut tha.n that it wonld 
plea:·;e the lHm. lHCUlher for Fas:-:iferu. 

:\lr. :\lllli;LEY: ltcl<>e., ll<ltplea"e lllellJUeh. 
\lr. :\j(lJ{EHE"\.ll "Lid the ,\liai><ter for 

Lall,d:.. had not ruet the obiectiou that it \va.s 
,,],,,m! to fix n limit until th~ size of the diotriet 
\V;t:-; kHn\Vll. The saHte ol•jec.:tion wa~ r;,._t.h;ecl by 
the hon. member fur lhlby. The preount cmn
llli~sjonet· fur the l)arliug Down:; had a di:-Jtrict 
I 00 mile,; long n,nd broad, and if they were to 
htwe anything apprmtching fandly settlmnent 
that would prohibit it. A man might be living 
right away in the :;outhern ]Ktrt of hiH di:-~trict, 
and 111ight wi;:ih ::iOHJe of his fa.ulily to select near 
hi ut, lmt they .would have to go 125 nlile~ away. 
lle slwnld vote for the clau,;e aH it Htood. 

:\Ir. ,TESSOP said there was a land commis
Hioner at Toowoornha, ; then~ was another at 
H.mwt, !l.nd one a.t St. George. If districts were 
to he that size, there would be uo such thing- as 
family ,;ettlement. 

The 1\llKISTJ<~E FOR LA::\IlS said if the 
pastoml tenant W>tnterl to pl'Ovitle for his family 
he conld do ~o by taking- up grazing far·1ns. 
There was nothing to prevent the children of the 
Iega,l age of eighteen yea,r·s taking up land i11 the 
oame district in which their father had hi,; 
holding. "'"·' to the size of the districts, that did 
n<>t matter, beca\me if the district was not twenty
fiye miles long the intending selector ruight go 
into the next one, <1nd so on. 

.:\lr. :\[ORI<;HEAD said the hon. g-entleman 
lHtd not an,;wered the r]ue--tion that had been 
vut to hint nwre th<-tn once. The hon. gentle
uutn had, he pre:-;u1ued, good rea~ou:-; for fixing 
the di:-;tanee at ten rnile.::;; but now, beca.nhe of 
the ~ugge~tion r11ade by the hou. rnernber for 
Fa""ifern, he had proposed twenty-five miles as 
a, :-;urt of conlprorni~e. "\Vould the hon. gentle
man tt'!l tbe Committee why he selected ten 
miles in the fint in,;tance, and why he now 
:selectt'J twenty-five 1nilex '? 

The MrXTSTER JNJlt LAXDS sai,l he had 
fixe<l tell mile,; becan,;e he considered it was quite 
sutticient to meet the objed in v-iew. If the 
Counnittee thonght t\venty-tive, m· fifty. or ~Hle 
h1.n1dre~l Jllile:-; wa.:-; uwre likely to do tha,t, he ha.d 
1111 obiectiou to accept a.ny nf thn:.-;e di:-;t<Lllce~>. 

:\Ir. :"0!\Til:\' ,1id lie W«Hld c•Ug![•"·t tc1 the 
bun. g-entknnu tu le~v .. c oul the, reft:n.:uce tn allY 

distriet altogether, ttnd m;;ke the condition a, 
certain di.ot>1nce. That would be " very lll\wh 
simpler way of dealing with the llHbtter. \Vh;;t 
did it matter whether it was in the ""me di,;trict 
or not 't rrhe objeet of the dau~e wa:-; to tnake 
the gr~-tzing f<tl'llt a, Heparnte place a1togeth~-~L\ 
and therefore all tlmt wao required wn,; to fix 
a dist,mce between the le,;,;ee',; run ,wd the fnnu. 

:\lr. :\lOltEHEAD said he was perfectly 
sati><fied that if theJwn. member for J<'assifern lmd 
hea .. rrl the Kugge"ltion of the htHl. ntmnber for Port 
CurtiH he \Voul<l agree to it. That suggeHtiou 
wa,;, that the arbitrary district line should be 
aholi«hecl, and that there should simply he a 
distance between the les,;ee'H holding and a part 
where he could take up a farm. 

Mr. BLACK Haid he thought the suggestion 
wao an excellent one. He wao perfectly certain 
that had the amendment .suggested by the hon. 
member for Fassifern emanated from the Oppo
sition side the l'!Iinister for Land,; would not 
lmve listened to it at all. The hon. gentleman 
had not properly explained the ch,n,;e. As he 
(:\lr. Black) understood it, ten mile,; was the 
111inilnun1 distance within which a le:-{Ht:e occupy
in~.; a, run on the bonllllary of a, di:-;triet was 
<Lnthori:-<ed tn :-:elect; but the 1najority of C1·ow11 
le:-:Kee~ were a very nnwh gre:-~.,tt~r di:-;tanee frotH 
tla~ boundary, aud he did not :-;ee why thu:-se \Vhu 
were fortutu1te enough tu lw ou the botuuhn y 
,;lwuld be allowed tu Helect within ten mile,; uf 
theil· holdings, while those who li,ed twenty-five 
or fifty mile,; fro!ll the lHnmdary were eompelled 
to go a umeh greater di:-;tnnee. The ~:mgge~tjnn 
of the hem. member for Port Curti~ wa~ 8, verv 
equita,ble one, beecLn~e it treatetl all the les:·R'~tj 
in a :-Jit11ilar way. \VhateYer dbtmwe Blight Ue 
con,;idere<l de,imble, all the le8Hees ,;buuhl IJe 
trec>ted alike. 

The ThHKISTEJ:t FOR LAKDS s>tid the 
ho11. 1netnlJer had asked w hv the sugge~tiou of 
the hon. member for Port Cm·ti.s could not be 
accepted, because it was more ,;imple than the 
method ]'r"l">sed in the clan,;e. But it was nnt 
so sintple, because the di:-;tance would hu.ve to be 
deterrnined in every cw;e ~ whereas, under the 
clause as it ,;tood, it would only be in a few 
isolated casei< that that would have to he done. 

Mr. :\fOREHEAD: \Vill the hon. gentleman 
explain that? 

The l\HJ'\ISTEU :b'OH LAXDS said that 
\V hen a le:-;~ee dm~irecl to take up a grazing farn1 
it would he nece.:;sa.ry, if the Huggestion of the 
hon. member for Port Curtio was adoptecl, to 
determine whether the !corm was ten or twenty
fivi3 1niles, ns the cn,~e 1night be, front his ruu 
Th::Lt would have to be clone in every ca:-;e ; w he rea:-;, 
under 'the clause, the di,;tance would have to 
be determined only in the cases of a few men 
beiug on the boundary of a di,;trict. In the 
one case, a few tnen on the boundaries of a, 
district coul':l tLC<luirc grazing fctrlnH; in the other 
cn:-;e, evmy uutn in the dbtrict 1night do :-;u, a,nd 
the distance would have to be determined in each 
case. 

:\lr. BLACK ,;aid the hon. gentleman seemed 
to forget that there would l1e survey before 
selection, and th;ct they woulll be Cbble t;, tell t<> 
within rt ch~tin the exc.wt di~t~tnee frmn one 
Helection to another, or frmn a leaseholder':-; 
unrel'mrned portion to the neareRt gra.zing area,. 

'l'he MISISTEll FOH LAXUS ,,aiel the hon. 
member seemed to forget that there would be 
laud between the 'urveyecl l<>t.,. Certain pnrts 
uf the re:-~n1ned pPrtion of a, run would be 
:-;nn-eyl~d, bnt there wnuld he a portion illtPr
n~nin;.:: hub\'l'ell t}wt and the lle\t ·n_·..;Jlll!t'd lHlr
t.inll whiclt Wlllllt! !lilt liiJ .")uneYed. It \\uuld nuL 
lJl ~l ClllltilllJPlh :-:.U.r\·ey. " 
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Mr. M:OREHEAD said that perhaps the hon. 
gentlenmn would tell them how many runs within 
the Kchedule were not surveyed? Nine-tenths of 
them were surveyed ; and· there slwulcl he no 
difficulty whatever in arriving- at the distance to 
any point fifty miles from the boundaries of those 
runs. 

Mr. KORTON said that if a man knew that 
he was liable to have his selection forfeited, if it 
was within the ten miles, or whatever distance 
might be fixed, he would he careful where he 
selected : he would take care that the distance 
was such that he would not be liable to be turned 
out. He thought the suggestion he had offered 
was a good one, because it made the matter more 
simple. He certainly could not see what objection 
there was to it. 

Mr. JJOXALDSOK said that if it was the 
desire of the Committee to limit the number of 
selections he could understand them passing the 
amendment. It would certainly have that effect, 
becau::;e if a tnan waH co1npelled to go such a 
long distance from his holding he woulrl have 
no desire to select a farm at all. He thought 
it would be better to leave the cla.use as it was. 

Mr. BLACK said he thought that the argu
ments which had been used on the < lpposition 
si<le of the Committee were entitled to some 
consideration. He was quite willing to accept 
the :.;uggestion of the hon. 1nernber for 
Fassifern, that a pastoral lessee should not 
have another grazing area within twenty
five miles of his holding; but he thought that 
all lessees should be placed on the one 
footing. He did not see why one man whose 
position fortunately placed him on the boundary 
of a district should be allowed to have a grazing 
area within ten or twenty-five miles, wherens a 
man in the centre of the district might have to 
go lOO or 150 miles. He saw no reason why a 
Crown lessee, "·ho had already a lease of one
half of hi.s run and who had only a lease of 
fifteen years of the remainder, should not be 
allo\ved to take up a grazing area of 20,000 acrel'l!. 

The 1\HXI::lTJ<:R :FOR LANDS said he did 
not see any great difference Letween the position 
two men occupied-~-the one on the !Joundary of a 
district aml the other in the centre, or at the.other 
side of the district. The one man would have to 
go twenty-five miles- if the amendment was 
accepted-the other would have to go outside the 
boundary of his clistrict. 

l\fr. :VlOREHEAD said that surely the hon. 
member cou!d see that the bonndal'ies of the dis
tricts would be, in most cases, purely arbitrary, 
a!Hl that the proposal of the hon. member for 
l'ort Curtis wonl<l be very much better n,ncl 
more honest, :tnd would de:tl more fairly with 
the le~Hee dt>~irous nf taking up a grazing far1n. 
He thought the hon. member for :F'assifern 
would not object to that proposition, which 
would effectually carry out his object. He sup
poser! the hon. member did not wish to place 
one lessee in a worse position than another. 

Mr . .J. CAMPBELL said he did not think 
sufficient reason had been shown fur extencliug 
the distance to twenty-five miles. He would 
not object to a man being allowed to take up 
20,000 acres within sight of the resumed por
tion of his run. It was possible to be a great 
deal too arbitmry, and some hon. members 
seemed inclined to look upon the pastoral lessee 
as having no part or lot in the land. They 
should not forget that the squatters were the 
pioneers, and that they could not rlo without 
them. There was plenty of land for them, and 
for anyone ebe who might come: and if It hecmne 
necessary it would be very ettsy tn go outside the 
rresent :;chcchJle, ' 

Mr. PALI\IER said that when they considered 
th~tt the l""'torallessee or any other ['erson could 
only take up gra7.ing laud to the extent of 20,000 
tLCI'88, it was a, ruatter of very l·nuall iruportance 
whether it was taken up in the district, e>r within 
ten miles or within twenty-five miles. There 
was no valid reason why they should extend the 
distance from ten to twenty-fi ,-e miles. It was 
originally put clown at ten, and the Minister for 
Lands said he thought that was sufficiently far, 
yet he jumped up tn twenty-five without any 
rea::;on whatever. It really looked, frorn smne of 
the remarks umde bv hon. members on the other 
side, as if the past,;i·al tenants were a kind of 
vermin which ought to be hunted out of the dis
trict, or, ll,S the hon. member for Port Cm·tis 
said, out of the colony altogether ; but he 
Hcarcely thought that the colony could do without 
them. 

'fhe Ho~. Sw '!'. McJL WR"\ITH said that the 
argument brought forward by the hon. member 
for Port Curtis had not been met at all. The 
Committee seemed agreed that there should be 
some distance from his holding within which " 
pastoral lessee should not be entitled to take up a 
grazing Relection ; sorne thought it should be ten 
miles, some twenty-five. But why should it be a 
matter of chance depending on two things-first, 
the position that his run occupied in the pastoral 
district, and next, the size of the district? 
According to those t'vo conUitionH, vne Inan 
might be jJl'ecludetl from selecting within 100 
miles of his run, and another limited merely to 
the bare distance in the clause-ten or twenty
five miles. \Vhy shoulcl they not make it a 
matter of certainty and let the clause run, '' may 
becon1e or be a lesNee of a grazing run within so 
many miles of any part of his holding"? That 
would define it exactly, whilst the mention of 
the diHtrict was inexpedient and rendered the 
matter one of uncertainty, the lessee being- bound 
by two conditions, over which he harl no control 
-the position of his run in the district, and the 
size of it. The Bill had to be recommitted for 
the consideration of other clauses, and they 
might as well resene the point at issue till that 
time came. \\'hether the diskmce was ten or 
twenty-five miles was a matter of sentiment, and 
scarcely worth consideration. 

The PREMJEH said the object of the Bill 
was to provide land for new settlement, and it 
provided that the pastoral lessees should not 
compete with selectors in their own districts, but 
that in any other district they might do so. Of 
course the llistance named was m1ly an arbitrary 
line, and the question was merely as to whicl1 
was the more convenient line to draw. 

The HoN. Sm 'l'. l\IoiL WRAITH said 
the distance ought to be the same in regard to 
<>ll pastoral leKHees. \Vhy should one Le pre
vented from selecting within 100 miles while 
another was only prevented fron1 selecting within 
ten or twenty-fiye miles? 

The PR:EMII~ll : It is a matter of practical 
convenience. 

The Ho~. Sm T. MoiLWRAITH: Where 
is the convenience? 

The PREMIER said everybody knew the 
district in which his holding was situated, but 
the distance from his holding was a matter of 
measurement. Of course it might happen that 
mistakes would be made as to the distance from 
the boundary of the district; but that was a diffi
culty that was not likely to al'ise. The greater 
the distance, however, the more likely it was 
that such a difficulty might arise. 

The Ho;o.r. Sm T. l\ldLWHAITH .sai<l that 
the imporbrtiun of the word "district" only 
complicatetl t.he difficulty. The tlistmtce "hnuld 
be fixed ineojJectiYe of the l'ositioll <l l~ssw held 
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Mr. MORRHEAD: If Mr. Isambert is ashd 
whether he stooped to get under the bar I ha1·u 
no dnnbt he will say he did. 

in hi.R di.-;trict. As to the difficulty of measme
ment in the caHe of a long distance, even with 
the present Rltrveys there was nut the slightest 
trouble in detennining within a-c1uarter nf a, Iuile 
how far '1 celection was from the boundary of a 
squatter's l'un. And when the surveys contem
plated by the Bill were made the difficulty 

1 

would be minimised. · 

The Hox. Sm T. MciLWRAITH: :Mr. 
' Isambert was outside the bar when you g'we the 

order to close the door. 

1\Tr. MOREHli;AD said he would ask the 
::\1iuister for Lands whether every district was 
to be a perfect rectangle ; '" otherwise he could 
see enormous difficulties with a twenty-five
mile limit. If a certain district enclosed a 
certain number of holdings, there would have to 
be a margin of twenty-the miles between the 
boundary of the district and any of those 
holdings, to mmble the lessee to select. Surely 
he waR right in hi::; contention th~tt, taking the 
external lines of the holdings, the lessees who held 
land in that district-if the theory were carried 
intopmctice, there must be a marked line, inside 
of which they could not select. 'fhe clause was 
surrounded \vith difficulties, and would prove 
utterly unworkable. \Vhat system of snr·vey did 
the hnn. gentleman propose to introduce? He 
must bear in mind that the run.R wouhl be cut 
up--one-<1Uarter, one-half, or perhaps one-third 
lJeing t:tken ~ :1nd tlutt they \V ere RmnetinleR 
rectangnlar, nnd Hmnetirne.s not. Ho\v dicl the 
hon. gentleman propo'e to draw the twenty-five
mile line? 

The MIX1STER FOR I,AKDS said he 
admitte<l that there would be no great difficulty 
in finding the distance from the boundary of a 
holding to a selection; but the proposal of the 
hon. member for Port Cmtis would increase thR 
number ; and with the number the difficulty 
would be increased. But it was not desirable to 
increa,;e the work. By providing that a lessee 
must select in another district the difficulty 
woulrl be overcome, becau,;e it could be easily 
ascertained whether the nearest point of his 
run was more than twentv-five miles from the 
boundary of the district. " 

:Mr. NOR TON sairl that he made his sugg·es
tion because he thought it would simplify the Hill. 
As the Ministerfor Lands had pointed out, there 
wasnogTeat difficulty in a~certa,ining the distances 
of runs from selections ; so that his proposal might 
as well be accepted. In all the settled districts 
the runs were surveyed ; and it was r>os"ible to 
tell within a mile the distance from one place to 
another, so that no great difficulty could arise. 
:Even if it should be found, four or five years 
after a lessee had taken up a selection, that it 
was h,>lf-a-mile nearer his run than it ought to 
be, no great harm would have been done so long 
ns the man fulfilled the conditions. 

Question-That the word proposed to be omitted 
stand part of the question-put. 

The Committee divided. 
Before the numbers were declared-
The Hox. Sm T. MulL vVRA ITH said : Before 

Y'lll give your decision, ::\Ir. Fraser, I want to 
ask you if you saw Mr. Isambert, the member 
for liosewood, come into the Chamber after you 
gave instructions that. the bar should be closed? 
That hon. member came in while the bar was in 
the act of being closed, and the Sergeant lifted 
up the bar to let him in. J<~ither Mr. Isambert 
is not entitled to vote in the division, or the 
Sergeant was wrong in lifting up the bar; 
although he did so to prevent its coming into 
contact with Mr. Isambert's head. 

The CHAIRMAN : The correct thing is that 
no member shnnld venture within the bar after 
the order to close the donr has been given. I 
saw Mr. Isambert enter, but I did not see the 
Sergeant mise the bar to let him in. 

Mr. MORERRAD: I object to Mr. Isambert's 
vote being taken. 

The CHAIR:YIAN : I can say distinctly that 
Mr. Isambert was outside the bar when I gave 
the order to close the door ; and, acting on the 
decision I gave the other day, I must disallow his 
vote. Therefore, I declnre the numbers to be
Ayes, 17; Noes, 23. 

AY.ES, 17. 
8ir '1'. Melhn·aith, .:\Ie.s,:.;rs. Norton, Chuhb, 1i1oote, 

Donaldson, Palmcr, Jes~op, )forehead, Lissner, Black, 
Fcrg-nson, Stevens, Higson, Smyth, JJalor, J. Camphell, 
and 1Iaerossan. 

XoEs, 2~l. 

:\Ie:~srs. Rutledge, :Jliles. Griflith, Dntton, Dkkson, 
Annear, -whit.e, Jon1an, llt'Ookos, :Jlaefarlane, l<1oxtou, 
.Alanll, T. Campbell, t-lheritlan. Salkeld, :Jlidglcy, Beattie, 
:Jlorf)ton, K~Ltc:-;, Bailey, Kellctt, Buckland, and GrooJn. 

Question resolved in the negative. 
Question--That the words proposed to be 

inserted he so inserted-put. 
:Yir. BI~ACK said the amendment was a 

senseless one ; there was nothing whatever in it, 
and the lVIinister for Land;; had given no reason 
why it should be accepted. 

The MINISTER FOR I~ANDS said he 
was of opinion that ten miles, as originally pro
posed, was a safe distance, but he accepted the 
twenty-five miles as being a still safer distance, 
If there was any danger of leaseholders taking 
up grazing farms close to their own holdings, 
they were better twenty-five miles, or even fifty 
miles, away. 

Mr. BLACK said he believerl the hon. mem
ber for Fassifern, when he moved the amend
ment, was under the impression that the twenty
five miles was from the lessee's holding, and did 
not anticipate that it was from the boundary of 
the district. The Minister for Lands had not 
given any good and sufficient rE'ason 'vhy the 
amendment should be accepted. The distance 
might just as well have been made fifty mile•. 

The MINISTER :FOR WORKS said hon. 
members had been warned over and over again 
that the pastoral lessees were going to dummy 
the land, and he presmned that any action the 
Government could take to prevent that was fair 
and legitimate. His hon. colleague had originally 
thought ten miles sufficient, but he now thought 
twenty-five miles would be very much better, and 
for very good reasons. 

::\Ir. MOREH:EAD said the hon. the Minister 
for Lands either did not or would not under
stand the question. No member on that side of 
the Committee h>td objected to twenty-five miles, 
but they wante<l to see all the pastoral lessees 
who came under the clause put on the same 
footing as regarded their power to take up land. 
That was the effect of the admirable suggestion 
of the hon. member for Port Curtis, but the hon. 
gentleman did not seem even now to understand 
it ; or if he did he had not r8futed the arguments 
brought forward in favour of it. 

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

Mr. MIDGLEY said, at the risk of being 
thought tedious, perhaps, he wished to point out 
that the latter part of the clause required to 
be altered so as to read more rlefinitely. As 
amen< led the clause read, "and within twenty
five miles of any part of his holding," which 
would mean any part of the district within 
twenty-five miles from any part of hi,, rnn. He 
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woulol 'Jt~·gest th~t the clan>e Ritonld re:td, 
"within twenty-ti ve mil"" of the neare"t part 
of the gra~iug fa.rnl." 

Hoxot:HABLE ::\1RMB.EHR : That iR what it 
tnean:::. 

The Hox. Sm T. MciL\VRAITH said surely 
the .i\IIinister for I,amls must now see the absur
dity of the clause. They had handic"Pl'e'l the 
pastoral lp,ssees in such "' Wtty that some would 
not be able to select within 100 miles in some 
cases, and otherR within twenty-five miles; and 
there had not been a ~-;ing-le reason given 
for it except that put forward by the 
Premier, who said that there would he some 
confusion if they were not preventerl from select
ing inside their districts. ·where the confusi<m 
was to arise he did not know; and, as he had 
said before, the abuse ought to have been made 
to read so that a pastoral lessee could select 
within twenty-five miles of the nearest ptwt of 
his holcling. He believed thn,t was what the 
hem. n1e1nLer for Fassifern wanted to a.rdYe at; 
but it was too late now, and it would be better 
to allow the clause to pass at present, and re
commit it. 

Clause, as amended, put and passed. 
On clause ii!i, "" follows :·-
" Xo per,..;on who is beneficially entitled lo any ft'PE'

hold laud in u..n.r fli . ..;tril't may hec·oHie the lc~Sl!e nudt•r 
tllb vart of this Aet. of a.nv farm in the saHIB di:-~trii't, 
thr- aggn~gate area whcreor.'together with the area of 
the freehold land, exeeed:.; the area allowe(l to he 
selef't.ed by one per~on in tllat distrkt. In tile ea~e of 
sevc1·al joint. holders of freehold laud. each shall be 
deemefl to be the holder of an aren C(tnal to the total 
urea divicled. by the nnmber of joint holder::'.'' 

J\Lr. BLACK said, as he understood the clause, 
any freeholder of 960 acres of agricultural land 
iu the colony was to be debarred from selecting 
any other agricultural land within its boun
daries. If that was the intention of the clause, 
it was a very had one indeed, and would do 
wore to prevent the very best class of settlement 
than anything else in the Bill. Its effect woul•l 
be that those who had succeeded fairly well 
in :tgricultnre in any nne part of the 
colony would be debarred from investing 
theil' HavingR, ftnd extending the benefits 
11f their experience in the pursuit in which 
they were engaged, to any other part of it. 1f 
they wi"herl to invest their money in the pur
suit with which they \Yere most familiar, they 
n1ust go to :o:ome of the other colonie~ to do it. 
'l'ak~ the case of an agricultnml freeholder in 
the southern part of the colony, who had suc
ceedecl f<tirly well; he had cultivated the area of 
land which was available for agriculture, to the 
utmost ; and if he wished to extend his opera
tiouR, waH he to be debarred frmn going to the 
northern portions of the colony? 

The PHEMigR: Xo. Read the clause. 

Mr. BLACK said the clause said-
" ~o per~on who i~ bene1icia.lly entitled to any freeholtl 

1:-wd in any di:;;trict. m a~' become tlw lessee nn1lcr thi~ 
Jmrt of thiR Act of any farm in the ~allle tli~lrict, the 
aggregate area whereof, together with the area of 
freehold land. exceeds t!1e area. to be allowetl to be 
selef'ted by one person in that district." 

\V ell, the provision applied, not perhaps to the 
Rame extent as he had pointed out, but it was 
equally injurious in its effects. He did not see 
why a man who had complied with all the condi
tions he had been called upon to fulfil by this 
or previous Acts, and who wished to extend his 
operations, should be debarrecl frnmdoing so, espe· 
dally if he had got the freehold of hi;; bnd. Then 
there was another point to be considerecl. They 
were not aware of the extent of the districts the 
.\linister for Lands proposed to g<Lzette. It was 
impossible to say what their extent would he; 
ancl it appeared to him that m·Ary poRKihle Ill flans 

waR taken tn rlelmr }p,gitilnittf' ..... ntthmwnt h.v 1nPn 
wb .. had the JlleaJts and nbility to eultivnt~e tltt' 
lane! to the best adntntage, a]](l that ""'rythiug 
that could he done wa;; attempted to be done to 
drive them into the other colonies. 

The Hox. Sm T .. MaiL WRAITH said he 
would like to understancl what would bo the 
position of a selector holding land at the preseHt 
tillle, the freehold of which be had not yet ac
<[Uired. Supposing a nmn had selected, sity, 1,000 
acres in a certain district under the Act of 1ti/li, 
which had not vet been made freehold, was he to 
be restricted by the clause, '" he w<>ulel appear to 
be, in regard to the area of lanrl that he coulo! 
select-that was, that in estimating the maxi
mum area he could select under its prodsiou, 
\Vould the amount which was liable to Lecome 
freehold under the Act of 1S78 have to be 
deducted? He thoug-ht it was only right that 
selectors under the Acts of lil7U or Hlil8 should 
be allowed all the privileges of fresh selectors, 
exactly in the same way as if they had no lan<l at 
alL They had been acting under the Act of 18/15, 
and knew perfectly well, when they had )'er
formed their conditions and acquired their free
hold, that they would be entitled to select ag-ain; 
but by the Bill they would be debarred from "> 
doing. Hnpposinga man had 1,000 am'eK ~eh1C'te11 
in a diRtrict where l.2HO acreN wn.s 1nnde t1w 
Juaxiunnll, and was nea.r the point whPl'e lw 
might nmke that lane! a freehold under the A•·t 
of lHIG, he would be debarred under this Bill 
frmn taking np rnore than 2HO acre:-;. That W:tK 

not dght at all. Bygones ~honld be bygoneR No far 
as selectors were concerned. lf they had sele('ted 
land under the Act of 18/G, why should they be 
deprived of the benefit to be derived from the 
Bill'! Hon. members would understand what 
he was dri dng at. The effect would he to 
limit a class of men who deserved-the greate,t 
c<nlsideration fron1 that C(nnnlittee, becau:-~e 
they were men who had g-one out to make free
holds for themselves, aud had bronght np 
their fa,milieH in the expectation of iHcrea1-dng· 
those freeholds and spre:ttling ont. \Vh.v 
should they be debarred when they might h~ 
on the point of m:tking those lands freeholds ·~ 
Those lands should not count at all '" restric-t
ing them from selecting under th" Bill. That 
was, if a 1nan was, aR in the ca~e he had put, ~ 111 

the point of making 1,000 acres freehnld, \1 h.\ 
shoulr! that amount he dm!uctecl from tlee 
amonnt he would Htill be entitled to select~ 

The PHEMJER said there was no doubt that. 
if a selector had not already :tC<Jnirecl the fmehnlt!, 
'"the cbuse stood l1e would he entitled t<> take 
u)J the maximum amount of land under the Bill. 
No doubt that was a flaw, as the hem. gentleman 
h11d pointed out. With regard to the other 
point that the hem. gentleman ra,ised, they ought 
not to draw a distinction between seleetors wh<>lmd 
at the present time macle their lands freehold, 
and those who had not. A man might have made 
his land freeholel yesterday, am! sold it. \Vhnt 
they wanted to do was to discom·agethemonop.,Jy 
of land in every way. They should nnt make a 
distinction between one class of per8on.-; and 
another. \Yhy should a man wlw had bought his 
land at ancti•Jn be in a worse position tlmu " 
man who had g!dned it by fnlfilling the cnnrlitioms 
of selection? He did not see how they conlcl 
draw an arbitrary di;;tinction. The hem. member 
said a man wh;, had t"ken up a s~lection and 
converted it into a freehold 1r1ight takP np 
another. Bnt if a man luul honght his bncl a,t 
auction, or by private C\llltract, it wa.-; with the 
idea that he mig·ht acquire as lllnch nwre a,-; 
he could in the district. Tf he hncl hottght " 
selection from any man, he did not 'ee why he 
should nnt have :tfo'l 1nany privi]f'gE'fi :LK that man 
harl. 
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\Tr. BE.\T'l'IE kai<l t,here wa' ;cnoth,w e:tkP, 
Snppo~in.~ n nw .. n t4eleeted U40 U.err-: nwlPr the 
.Act of 181!), and thrLt Kelection i.vnH brought 
under the operations of the preoent Bill, wcce he 
tn he preYente<l frorn rnaking a, selection of ::tW 
aere.":i nwrt" ? 

'rl1e PRE:\IIEic: i\o. 
!'l!r. BEATTIE said he heed been iufnrm'ed 

that there were a great nmny people who hatl 
nta(le :-:.electinn:-~ of 1 ,2SO acre:'( Ullder the Act of 
lSjli, and hnrl not yet fnliilletl their couditions; 
consequently the bml had not become free
hold ;-what position would they he placed 
in? Thev would not be interfered with by the 
Bill, uec,;use, although they lmd complied' with 
certccin of the conditiqns, they had not paid 
all their rent, and so torth, :mcl therefore the 
hmd hat! not becmne freehold. He presmned 
tlmt·nnder the Bill they wonlcl ant he interfered 
with, so far <ts olltaining- their freehold for the 
1 ,~KO acreR went. 

:VIr .. fORD,\:\ ,,aid if there was a reaeon for 
lilniting lhe ,al'f'H. of f'ither nn agricultnra1 or 
P''"toml iti'P<L. it "hould be adhere<] to. The sug
gt' ,~tiun :-;hould Le aeeepted ~o far fl,S grazing 
a.rea . ..; were eoncf~rned. The hnn. 1nernber for 
:VIulg-t•ave "Ul'l"""d that if a mrrn had HeleetPd 
1.000 acre' un<ler the Ads of [SI;.~ aud 1<"/G, there 
wottld be no hnrru in his ttdtling to th~Lt tht~ 
area that he could select under the Bill. 
He dit1 not think it would be desirable to 
extend that to the agricultural areas. Perlm]lk 
it would rneet the cnse if that provision wel):~ 
1nade here, in the ~18th liue, by im.;ertiug the 
word "agricultural" het,veen the \Vords "any" 
>tnd "brm." That would meet the views of the 
hon. 1lle1nher for J\Iulgra ve. 

Mr. KELI,ETT said he disagreed entirely 
with the last spe:tker, because he thought the 
chtnRe was rr1ore ohjectionable in the agricultural 
districts than in the grazing areas. lie did not 
think the hon. member for :\Iulgr:n-e meant th:tt, 
so far ::ts gra.zing W;1R concerned f\'11Jeci~tlly. He 
took exception to the clau:-:;e aH regarded the agri
cultural districts, a11d h>td done so from the hret 
time he n'nd the Bill. It was not at all fair 
that, becctUt3E' a llHHl rnight have batl an agricul
tnntl farn1 fi ye or ten year~ ago, he ~honld be 
deh:wred from taking up :tny more land in that 
di,;trict. That would drive away the very best 
cln~;-:; of 1nen, the ft.Lnners, who nnt1en;tnod their 
\\·ork; and wonlc1 prevent the1n fnnn extending 
their operntion~. There was a gcnera.l opi11ion 
in the inside clistricts that it was a very unfair 
cbuse, and he hatl told several who had spoken 
to him about it thnt it must have got in 
inadvertently, 'md he hoped it would he mnended 
in committee. They wollld be deLarring the 
very best men-those who had aCf[nir·etl freehulds, 
and who hat! reared up families thinking they 
could settle them in the district and uot drh'e 
thern away. Tho;-;e were the 1nen who ought tn 
he encourager!, and he conld not f:3ee why they 
should be debarretl, under the Bill, from t<tkin;4· 
up new lctnd. They had struggled hard and 
fnltilled their conditions for the \'ery purpose 
of being- able to take np rnore land. rrhose 
intlm.;trion~ nu'm would by the clause be de
barred, antl were the one~ who \YOU1(1 really 
sutfrn·. lf e kne\V rnen \Vho had striYen very 
hard, an cl saved e;. ery shilling to nu1ke all 
their improvements and to pay the rent, and 
lw,d n1ortga.gecl their f..t.rnlH to do t40, Ht? that 
tlwv wnnltl be aJ,le to select more l:tnd m the 
di,;trict to put their families npon. A selector 
holding- frec•hold nn<ler the provisions of the ~\.et 
sb<lnl<l' not be deb:tnecl from selecting- more. 

:\lr. :\fOl~RHEAD: (),· " cnnditinnn-1 pnr
('lla~f'r. 

:\lr. K ELLETT sni<l they were in exactl,l' tlw 
smne position. He could not tor the life of him 
see why those men should be debarred in that 
wrLy, arHl be told, "Because you httve got a. 
farm in thi>< distdct you must be hunted aw<ty to 
another." He thought the clan;-;~ rnust have 
been ilud vertently taken into the Bill from sonJe 
other Act. 

The Hox. Sm T. MciL\VRAITH said he 
thought a large n1.nnber of n1en1berH on the 
Committee did not thoroug-hly realise the very 
(>Teat i1nportance of the clause. He Rcarcely . 
~ealised it himself until now. He found it 
would include all freeholds that had been 
already acf[uired, and land th>tt had been taken 
up under previous Acts mtd would shortly 
become freeholc!H. Surely the Government, 
unleos they wnnted to have >tnother Laud 
Bill next year, did not want to go to that 
extreme ! 'l'hey went :ts far as they conl<l 
well g-o before when they provideJ that no man 
could hold m:)l'e than the maximmn amount nf 
!IGO acreH of tt"ricultnral land, or ~0,000 acres of 
pastomlland ln <>ny two or more district.s ; hut 
here they went a g-rmtt deal further, mtd 8aid 
that the hnd a man held already Wits to <:ount in 
that !)(;0 acres or ~0,000, aH the mcse might lJe. 

The l'HEMIER: No. 
The Hox. Sm T. MciLWR"\ITH .said, in 

the s"me district, at all events, :tnd in that ease 
the nrgu1nent wn.s the sn.n1e, th~•ngh it rnight l~e 
lhnitNi. However, he \vould s1t clo\vn and wa1t 
until the h•m. member expl>tined it. 

The PRE?\IIEE said the restriction only 
applied to the same di:;trict. It told to hi:; 
rrlind H1uch nwre strongly in the case of grazing· 
area.K thtLn in the case of agricultural areaR ~ 
becau:;e in the CILse of small areas, it would 
not m~ke much difference. He thought it 
objectionable that a man h>tving, say, 20,000 
acres of freehold land, should he allowed to 
take up 20,000 acres more alongside of it. 
That would tend to monopoly, which was 
intended to be struck at by the Bill, and which 
was wh>tt the clause was intended to prevent. 
A man might hfLve already obtained the mono
poly of a brg-e extent of land h; some district, :tnd 
it was not intencled by the Brll that he should 
be allowed to tetke up <t similar extent of land 
in the sarne district, though he tnight go awa:v 
somewhere el,;e :tnd form another establishment. 
If a rmtn had 20,000 acres alr·eady in a. district, 
why should he be allowed to take up 20,000 acre" 
more alouo·~ide of it'! If he was allowed to do so 
he woul<l h>we more than his 'hare-that was the 
principle of the Bill, at anv rate; though whether 
it wa .. ~agood one or not waR another question. The 
sa.n1e argurnent applied to the agricultural area:-:, 
though not fully to the same extent. There wa~ 
not ~o 1nuch danger of uwnopoly in the agricul
tural m·eas. That was the thought which w:ts 
present to his mind when it was >tg-reed that the 
cla,Jse should form part of the Bill-namely, the 
prevention of the aggregation of enorrnous estate~ 
in pastoral districts. 

The Hox. Sm T. ::\IciLWRAITH said th" 
bon. gentleman admitted the strength of his 
arg-n~ent so far as the >tgricultural areas wer<> 
concerned. It now appe<ned that that was thP. 
grent clause to prevent the aggregation of largR 
e<tates, and now its applic>ttion WitS to be exdwletl 
from ag-ricultural farms, the only land which, 
ulHler the Bill, could be acquired as a freehnltl ! 
Al1(l, after all, it wnultl not h;we the effect 
which the :Minister for Lands contemplated 
when he frame<! the Bill. He would like to know 
what mnendments the hon. gentleman proposed. 
The objection he took to the clause was so f<tr as 
it applied to selectors who had already marlP 
thPir l:t.nd frPAho1d, or \\'f?l'~ in thP rmll\'-~f> 11f 
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making it freehold. He held that the amount of 
land those men held now as freehold, or in the 
process of becoming freehold, should uut cmmt 
at all in the amount they coukl hold under the 
Bill in any district. He did not think there 
should be any limit in that way at all, and he 
thought that had been admitted by the Premier 
himself just now. 

The PREMIER said the hon. gentlem:m 
asked what amendment he suggested in the 
clause. He snggested that the \vords "or be" 
should he inserted after the word " become" in 
the 2nd line of the clause, and he also suggested 
the insertion of the word "grttzing" before the 
word "farm," in the 3rd line of the clause. 

Mr. MOJU~HEAD said he really did not 
think the hon. the Premier had met the conten
tion set up by the leader of the Opposition. The 
main contention set up was that, having entered 
into a contract giving freeholds to people, either 
hy auction, or hy selection, or by allowing land 
to be converted into freehold by conditional 
selection, they had no right to debar those men, 
who had obtained their land by the legislation of 
the colony, from any advantages which they might 
derive under the Bill. He thought that was a 
nw8t unfair thing to do. lt was most unfair 
to say that because the Ministry thought th<1t 
no person shoulcl hold more than a certain pro· 
portion of freehold land-or no freehold lam! 
at :tll, for that was really what they pretended 
to believe in-that, therefore, those men who 
carried out their bargain with the State slwulcl 
be treated as a different class altogether, '1!Hl 
should be told that they were not to have 
the same rights that were serve<! out to 
others. Surely no argument could be brought 
forward by the Ministry that would defend such 
a course of pi'Ocedure ! They should remember 
that a large majority of those freeholds had been 
acquired by the action of the party of which the 
hon. the Premier was a member. But, apart from 
that altogether, they harl been acquired by the 
legislation of that House, and they should 
either take them away from them altogethm· 
and give them compensation, if the Committee 
~o decided, or put them in the same position 
a" other persons in the colony were placed 
in. He thought that it was a most iniquitous 
system to attempt to introduce into the colony
to say that becallse certain 111en were the owners 
of a certain amount of property they Klwnld he 
almost debarred from having the same rights as 
other people in the colony. He had Hever heard 
of such legislation before; and he belie1·ecl that 
110 such legislation had been either proposed or 
suggeRted before to any Engli~h~r..;peaking people 
in the world. 

'l'he PREMIER: New Zeala!,Jcl. 

Mr. MORRHEAD : Ye,; to the Maories. They 
had no right here to serve ont one sort of law 
to one man, and another sort to another; and he 
believed it would he seen tlmt the majority of 
the Committee agreed with him. Many of the 
men whom the clause would affect hnd been 
forced by the action of the Parliament to become 
freeholclers, and not by any de.,ire or wbh 
of their own. He might particularly refer to 
those who had bought land under the Railway 
Reserves Act, under which men had, in spite 
of their protests, been compelle·! to lmy land ; 
and they were now to be told that they wonld 
he put in a different position to others who did 
not hold freehold land. He admired the way 
the hon. the Colonial ;<ecretary at once gave 
way on the agricultural land question, and 
he really could not see what difference 
there was, except in degree, between the 
agricultural selector and the grazing selector. 
At the present time there were men who had 
taken up considerable areas as conditional 

purehtk;es partly for agricultural and partly for 
pastonll purposes-·· pmctieally altogether for 
pa.storal purposes. And those perwns, he took 
it, ought to be treated in the sanw way as a.gricnl~ 
tural freeholders. He did not see why the hon. 
geutle1nan shonlrl give 1.vny to the a,gricnltural 
small holder, and not serve out the same sauce 
to the larger holder. He should like to hear some 
explanation from the Premier. It was not the 
fanlt of those men who were to be excluded from 
the benefits the ll!easnre Jll'ovided, that they had 
becon1e the proprietors of large areas of land, a,nd 
when they aC<juired their lands they had not tho 
slightest idea that they would ever lJe treated 
in any other way than every other inhabitant of 
Queensland. Now it was proposed that they 
should be snbic'cted to a tnt;tlly different mode 
of treatment. The Premier harl stated that :t 

similar la.w existed in .i'\ew Zealttnd. He CHr. 
:\Iorehencl) would like the h,m. gentleman to tell 
them where they were to find it, nml to explain 
whether, when it was passed, there were similar 
precedin~· circurusta.nces as had existed in thi,q 
colony. The proposal now rnade \vas HloRt 

nnjnst and one-sided. 
The I'RE:IIIER said the hon. gentleman who 

had just spoken looker! at the picture from a 
different point of view than that hom which it 
wa.N regarded by tht~ Unverruuent. 'fhey l'P~ 
garderl it a.q Yery de~irable to prevent land 
111onopoly, which ntight occ1n· in :-,on1e place~, 
if the clause under di:-;cm~sion \Vere not in the 
Bill. He would give a,n illustration of what 
might be done if the clause were eliminated. 
An estate of 60,000 acres of freehold Wl1S held 
by, say, three or fonr per1')nns, and each of tho~e 
would be entitled, if there was no provision to 
the contrary, without living in the colony, to take 
up the m~cximurn area allowed by the ]~ill. 
So that, in addition to their 60.000 acres of 
freehold, they might have GO,OOO or 70,000acres of 
leasehold adjoining. \Yhat benefit wmtld the 
colony derive from tlmt? \Vhat additional 
settlement wonld follow? \Vhy, there wonld ],e 
no contribution to settleruent whatever ! The 
Stttte would merely get the rent: lmt that was 
not all that was desired bv the Bill. The Gov
ernrnent desil'ed to get seftlen1eut. N urnerous 
districts could be p<)inted ont in which "uch a 
thing as he bad referred to could be done. The 
Govertnnent were encleaYonring to divide the 
land; but hon. ;::entlemen opposite looked at the 
m:ttter from a different point of view. 

~lr. MOREHEAD: We look at it from an 
hone't point of view. 

The PRK\UER said they called it an hone.st 
point of riew. He would rathereallitaselfish point 
of view. The Government looked at it from the 
point of view of what would benefit the country, 
not what would benefit individual,;. A man who 
had uot got ~tn enornwns extent of land would 
not be affected by the Bill. There were district.s 
in the colony~nne n1ig·ht be natned-in which, if 
:1 clause like that under consideration were !lot 
inclncle<l iu the Bill, nearly the whole of the 
hwd might fall into the luind>i of two or three 
ll8n:itms. 

Mr. ThJOREHEAD: Where is it? 
The JOREC\IIKR: Peak Downs. They knew 

what enm·mous freeholcl estates were held there. 
If the persons i11terested in them could take np 
the maximum area they would secure nearly the 
\\'hole of the land. 

Mr. J\IOREHEAD: Ther8 is no land there to 
take up. 

The PHE:\IIJ<:R said there wa" some land 
there to take up. He mentioned that as " 
particular instance of what might lmppe11 if 
clauRe ,,3 were not in the Bill. 
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The Hox. Sm T. MciLW.RAITH said he 
\vas surprised to hea.r the h(m. gentletna.n speak of 
the Peak DownR country being claKHed as past<>ml 
lu.nd. It ought to he cla~-.~ed as ngricultural 
land. The hon. gentleman lm<l talked about 
the point of view from which the matter was 
looked at by the Government. \Vell, hon. 
rnmnbers on his ~ide looked at it, in smne c::tses, 
from the same point of view from which the 
G(Jvernutent profeNsed to reganl it. At all event:4, 
\Vhen he cmnrnenced his rtrgtnnent the selector 
had no chance of getting the uutxinnnn area in 
the district where his farm was ;,ituated, amlnow 
the hon. g-entleman had yielded that point. In 
illustrating his argument, the Pre1nier referred to 
Peak Downs, but it wonld not apply in th:ct case, 
and he (Sir T. :Mcilwraith) knew of no district 
in the colony in which it woulrl apply. He \ms 
quite astonished vt the bon. gentlmuan telling 
them th>tt Pe>tk Downs w>ts going to be classed as 
pastoral land. The Bill was simply a Bill for the 
}Jastoral lm~see, a,nd, see1ningly, especially for 
leH ... et'H on Peak J)nwns. If the land wa.s going 
to be let out in the way foresh>tdowed by the 
Prmnier there waH nothing to prevent the pastorttl 
lef'sees getting hold of it ; they wonhl find some 
1neans of securing the land. · 

:\Jr. NOJtTON said it had been stateel that the 
Bill w~1s intended to prevent 1 )eople acqnirlng 
larg-e estates, and therefore that per"ms already 
posses::;inq large areas of ln.nfl :--~hou1d not he 
allowed to select under the provisions of the Bill. 
He h>td no doubt thn,t there were people at the 
prPsent time who lmd selected considerable 
areas of freehold land: and he would ask why 
should any man who hadl5,000 or 20,000 acres 
of land in one district, bounded by the boundary 
of the district, be allowed to ~tdd to hie; estate 
by taking up adjacent bnd on the other side 
of the boundary? Yet that was how the clause 
would \Vork in some cases ; of course there were 
not many such. If the hem. gentleman wbhed 
to prevent the aggregation of large e:;tatm; he 
rnust inHert smne provision dealing \Vith cn.ses of 
that kind. \Vith regard to the clanse just 
passed, prohibiting the lessee of " run from 
taking· np a selection on the resumed part of his 
run, they ha<l adhered to the principle that '" 
man could not ad<! to his holding by taking up 
adjoining- land in another district should hb 
holding be situated on the boundary. But it 
appeared that a different principle was to be 
applied in the case of freeholcls. He contended 
that some provision ought to be made, prohihit
ing- any man holding- a certain quantity of land 
from taking up any more land, whether it wtts in 
the same district or not. 

The PREMIER said the hon. gentlermm had 
asked whether a similar principle had been 
adopted anywhere else. He knew there was an 
nnalogous proviHion in the X ew Zealand ..-\.et, and 
in the Bill now before the Victorian P>trliament, 
which had just gone up to the Legislative 
Council ; and the principle was adopted here 
because it was the very ba-is of the Bill. They 
could not allow persons to go on continually 
absorbing land. The hon. member for Townsville 
sug-gested a land-tax. 'fhat was another remedy, 
but it was not the remedy the Government pro
pofled to adopt at present. The hrm. member for 
:V1ulgrave had said that he was astonishe<l to hear 
that Peak Downs was to be converted into grazing
farms of the maximum eo rea. He (the Premier) 
should be very sorry to think that it would he. 

Mr. ,JORDAK said, as agricultnral farms 
might be converted into freeholds, that made a 
great difference between them a.nd grazing 
areas. He had ~een less objection to allowing 
the limitation to be restricted to ag-ricultural 
areas, holding, as he did, that most of the 
fanners engaged in tillage ruined thenu~el ves by 

taking- up too much land. Then, again, it must 
be borne in mind th:tt those limitations would be 
applic:o!Jle only to the omne district. If farmers 
who had %0 acres had improved their holdings 
to the ntmost exteHt, >ts oupposerl by the hon. 
member· for ~tanley, they could, of course, take 
up !IGO acres in another district. 

Mr. BLACK said he would draw the attention 
of the hon. member who hac! just sat clown to 
clause 4fJ, which was tu the following effect :-

.. X m· :-:hall :Ln~ per . .;{m at t.he same tlmt', either in his 
own right or a" a nusteo for any other l)erson exeept as 
hereinafter pruvi(led, hold in the colony two or more 
agricultural farms the ng-gregate area of whi<'h is p;reatPr 
than nin<: hundred nnd ~ixty acre~, or iwo or more 
grazing- fttrm~ the aggregate area of whieh is gr~nter 
than twenty thousand acres." 
That we~s a point he would like to understand 
distinctly. The junior member for ~outh Bris
bane snggeRted that a nutn having profitably 
used %0 acre,, in one district would be allowed 
to select another 01)0 acres in another agricultural 
area. He {Mr. Black) under·<tood that he would 
not be able to do so. Perhaps the :'viinister for 
Lands woulrl tell the Committee whether that 
view w>ts correct. He admitted that if it was 
allowable for a man to select 0GO acres in a second 
agricult11rttl are~, he h:tLl no objectio11 to the 
c1a.nHe as it Rtoo(l. 

Mr .. JORDAX said he had nllmled to the fact 
that penmus conl(l 1nake their agricultural area:-; 
into freehold.R. Any ]J(lrson having improved his 
!JGO acres to the utmost extent might turn it into 
a freehold, and select in another distr'ict. 

:\h. BLACK said there was nothing whatever 
in the 40th clause he had read referring to free
holds or leaseholds. The clause said " he sh:oll 
not hold more than !JGO acres." He would ask 
the ::\Iinister for Lands what the intentinn of the 
clauRe was, am! whether a man could hold two 
areas of DUO acres in different districts? 

The :VriiUSTI~U J<'OR LANDS said clause 
4\l, to which the hon. g·entleman had alluded, 
only referred to agricultural farms under the 
Act. If a person held 9GO acres freehold, he 
conld go to an<Jther district and take up another 
!JGO acre:<. 

Mr. :NOHTOX said he would like to know 
whether the hrm. gentleman objected to a free
holder, who had his freehold on the boundary 
of a district, taking up a selection immedi>ttely 
acljoining in the next district? He had no doubt 
there would he case,, of that sort. 

The MI~I~'l'ER FOR LANDS said cases 
of that kind would be so very rare that it was 
scarcely worth while making provision for them. 
rrhere rnight be one or two cases, but not 11101'8 
than that. 

JVIr. MOREHEAD said the hem. the Premier 
had quoted the Peak Downs as a place where 
such '" thing was likely to arise. Perh>tps the 
hon. gentlentan would give another illw.;tration; 
or were they leg-islating for Peak Downs only? 

Amendment put and passed. 

The .PRE:VIIER moved a further amendment 
in the clause by the omission on the 4!lth line 
of the words "any farm," and the substitution 
therefor of the \vords "a grazing farn1 or grazing 
far1ns." 

.Arnendrnent agreed to; a,nd clauRe, aR an1ended, 
put and passed. 

On clause 5G, as follows :-
"The reo;trictions herein before impm;ed against nrtr 

person holding a farm or against any one person holding 
more than the preserihed area of land as a farm or 
farms, shall not appl;r to any person who shall become 
the lc~-:ee of an\' snch farm or farms as:; executor or 
administrator or" a. deceased lessee, unless he is also the 
henefiC'ial mvner of the holding." 

i\:Ir. DOXALDSON said he mu't confeRs hn 
did not clearly understand the clause. He could 
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con~eivn thr cn~r, nspecia1ly in frunily selPction.->, 
where ono of the f:-unil.Y 111ight die, mHl wi:-;h 
to leave his propert,· to the other member,, 
He or she, as the (\:tse 1night be, utigbt h,''\.,re a 
middle allotment, and if it w:ts di,;posed of by will 
to other members of the fltmily they wou\c! he 
prevented fron1 holdillg it. If the word~ "bene
ficial owner of the hol<ling" were ldt in the ! 

clause they would lJrevent nny ;.:neh pen.;on holding 
1 under a will any fann or farn1K tha,t 1llight be 1 

left to hilll. In the cru.:e of a family, thC~t 1uight , 
l1e of cnn~:ii<lerable loHF-~ to theru i 

'rho PREl\TU~Jl ~aiel th:tt, nwier the general 
rule laid down in the Bill, land which passed to 
an ext·cut(Jr or aclmini.str:1tnr wonJd lJe fnrfeited; 
bnt that cla1me made an exception to th11t rnle. 
An executor or acltninistrator rnight hnJd land, 
but if he was a!"> the beneficial owner there wa, 
no reason why he shoulcl not be in the same 
pm-;ition a~ any~ other per~on. rrhat qne~tion was 
raised in the !57th clause. If that Yiew "'aR not 
accepted, the words.'' beneficial owner of the 
holding'' shoulcl be left ont, l1ecause it was part 
of the scheme emlx>rlied in the :'i/th ,;ection. 

:VIr. ]lOXALllfl(IX said if the c:buse was ]pft 
in thP Hill it wonld ea.nse smne hardship. Cnst--, 
1.ike snme tlnt.t hnd h~1ppe1wd in Xew Snnth 
\Vale;.; n11~ht oeeur, and it won1d be :t. ha.n1:-..l1ip 
if any tnmnher of a fam.i1y wert-~ Jn·evt:llted frotli 
getting bnd h)· will becanse of a vi<>lation of the 
Act ; hnt they would lw i.snlatecl ca.<es, and 
wonld harcl1y bear on the general prodsion;.; of the 
Bill. For those rea~nn:-; }u~ wonld like to see an 
amendment in the .)Gth as well as the h7th 
elauso. He thn.n,·ht it was a matter that 
de"E'rvr-d serious consideration~ and he would 
like to hear hon. meinbers expt·e8.':i their opinions 
on it. 

The H ox. Sm T. MciL \.VR.AITH said he 
thought the clau.<e. might be omitted. Tl1e 
caHeR inK 8'N South \Vale:-; kno\\~n :-ts "ery~ipela1:1): 
case~ were of a.n extren1e nnture, and it wa,s 
perfectly impossible, under suc:h a Dill as that 
before the Cmmnittee, that the>y could occnr 
in QueenRland, and therefol'e, w l~y :-:lwnhl ~mch 
e:tse . ..; induce the l\[ini:-;ter fot' Lands to pnt in 
such a cbme as that fH"Oj}(,.,ed? \Vhy lq:;i,late 
against the po,..; . ..,ibility of a legntee fl,clnjni~tering 
two ,c;.;elections ~ It was the cmnn10iw,,t thing in 
all p:uts of the world for a man to lew,ve his 
property to his elde't son for the henef1t of 
the family. Hut under the Bill the "m wonlrl 
luwe to sell a farm left in that way, within t'nolve 
nJontll', or the lease Wt1u]d l1e forfeitecl. A clause 
of that snt't \VftR not lvnnted at all. 

The Ml~IRTER FOR LAXDS said that 
if any rcstricti<>ns were to he imposed in the Bill 
on the (pta.ntity of la.11d that m1e person 1night 
take np, it was necessary to reta.in a clause of 
that kind. If the elanse were abandoned, .such a 
ennrRe wonld he incm1:;istent with other portions 
of the Bill. [£ there was to be no such restrie
tion, in the natural conr:-;e of thing~ lanrl \vonld 
accumulate in the hanr!s of a few. The object of 
the Bill was to prevent that. He could not see 
that there would be any ;,Teat lurrlship in lW!uir
ing a n1::u1 to Rf'll one of hL~ holding~. 

The Hox. flii: T. Mc!L\VHAITH said the 
hnn. gentlmnan hacl a tnnrketl facility for ~ettin~ 
into his old argnment that the principle of the 
Bill was to prevent the aeqni,;ition nf fnoeholcJ. 
.He had repe:ttecl it so ofteu that it ahuost 
sPemecl as if he hac! forgotten P:trt YII., 1vhich 
prm·ided fc,r sales of land h~; a.uetion. There a 
lll<lll with 1nnney enough rnight becouJe the owner 
of the whole of the snbnrhan 'me! tm\·n lands Hohl , 
for the Hext thirt~r year;;;; without violating- th(~ 
principlPs of the Bill. He thought there won! cl ! 

be great har<lship nnder the clanse, and the 
\finistf'T ft,l' L:-tlJdf'. h:11l gin~n no argtllllPllt. 

ag-aiw-:t thnt Pxcept the existence of rt principlr
in the Bill which exiRtPd only in hiR hnaginatit m, 
and which was not in the Bill at all. 

Mr. ST EVKt\S said he did not agree with the 
clallRe. I--Ie thought it ,voulcl 1Jrevent agricul
tural settlement ; ancl that was still more 
:.-;everelv dealt with iu the next clause. Taking 
the t\\:o chtu:'>er:: together, they provided thnt 
within twelve nwnthR a, hol<ling n1n~t he parted 
with. On the Reccmd rearling of the Tlill he 
pointecl ont that there might be bad sea.'<mf< 
r\m·ing the period mentioned in the Bill, and it 
"·onld be hard to compel a Leneficial owner to 
~ell at th:tt time. He thon~ht the period should 
be extenrlecl to two yenr:-: to give the owner a.n 
npJ!ortunity of dir;posing of his property to the 
be,-;t adva.ntage, a.nd that he ~honld unt he con1~ 
pelled to sacrifice it. The latter part of the iluth 
clnllRC ancl the whole of the f>'i'th wight be very 
well left out. 

Mr . .1\0RTOX said he thought it wa.s a mis
take to insi,t on that portion of the Bill. H <' 
ccmsidered that it would ;tpply in an umle.,ir
:lble way becanse, if a man dir;r! who hac! half-a
dozen c};ildren and left his farm to them, and 
hi~ eld(~St ~on had it~ rnannge1nent, lw ... ving nlre:td,\ 
a.~ 1uuch 1a.nd a\4 he, Gnnld hnld in hi.-; n\Yn ntLme~ 
then he wonld be obliged to sell hi,; own pOJ'tion 
to enable hiut to calTJr 011 work fLS trn~ten. In 
~Olll(~ ease~ that would net very }'rejudicially to 
the intcre.4s of the rest of the family. Of course, 
the i\Iiuister for Lands wonld sa\·, as he did 
when they ·were diRCUM'-iing another clause, that 
snch ca::~es would only happen no\v and again. 

The PllK\IIEll said that in New South 
\V >ties there were ca,;es where dying erysipelas 
pa.tionts were taken out of benevolent asy Juuu.:;, 
applied for selections, were taken care of for a 
few days, and made wills in favour of their 
employ.er, who had the land free from all 
reo;triction when the patients died. That had 
OUCLHTed in Xew South \Vales. 

.Mr. DOC'\ALDSOX: It was the £rst 11tternpt 
that was ever tried. 

The PHE:MIEH snid they were <ll1ly prevented 
by shame from doing it the second time: There 
was, however, a provision in an(Jther part of the 
Bill which would have the effect of preventing· such 
fnmds as that occurring, l1eC".:tuHe he thought p1.d1-
lic opinion in a district would make itself felt, and 
the board mmlcl refnse to confirm an application 
fc >r a lease of that sort. The board certainly would 
do"' if they fonncl out the frand. .\.few cases of 
tha.t srn't 1nigl1t occur until they \l"ere found ont. 
'!.'his was the lm"t important of all the restric
tion clanses contained in the Bill, and if a majority 
of the Committee wished to omit it from the 
Bill, he thought that more should be said on 
the subject. It was a matter for di~cussion, and 
if the opinion of the Committee waH that the ii7th 
clam;e should be omitted-he conic! not speak 
nwre pusiti vely ~t the present lTI<nnent-an 
:1menchuent would have to be made in the !i6th 
clause to provide for the ca;.:;e of a leRHee ·H 

insolvency. 
l\Ir. :\fOREHEAD said the hon. the I'remirer 

stated th11t he w:wted :~ little more discnssion 
ou the subject. He thought the boa. gentle
uut.n was wrong in hii-: n1arginal note, a.-., 
" Provi:-:inn should he 1nade for erysipcla~ 
pa.tient~," ttccording to the hon. gentle-
nut.n\; o\nl Rhowing, wonld hnve been l1etter 
than the nwrginal uoto ,:1:-: it Rtoocl. He waJ-> 
>tstoni,;hed to hear the Premier say what he had 
i"itated jnSt now, bec~LllR~~ the 1\Iin.it~ter for Land:-i 
had told thmn .i u:.:t before that the cl:ume was the 
keystone of the Bill. Thnt hon. gentleman s:tirl 
that if they took that restriction a,way they might 
jn't ao well remove all the other pro,-isions 
dPaJing with thr holding nf lnnd. Tlu~ :\f lni~tf'r 
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for Lml<ls Flli,l tktt was a ]':trt of his ,;ch~HIP. 
'rhat w:<s pmctically whttt the i\linister fm 
Lands told them-~that it was an important 
clau,;e. He (i\Ir. J\Iorehead) <tnite agreed with 
everything that harl bllen from the hon. member 
for \Varrego; and the reply that hon. gentlen1an 
got from the iYiinister for Lands was that it \\''"" 
a very important clause-that the G7th clause was 
really joined in the wonderful lmckboue of the 
BilL It had got a backbone, thnu~·h he (;\Jr. 
iYiore!)ead) fancie<l that a goocl many of its 
joints had been taken out. But the l'remier 
stood up and said he con,;idered it was the 
weakest clauHe in the Bill, and thought the 
matter had been fairly met in anothet' clause, 
am! if it was the opinion of the majority of the 
Committee he would withdraw it. Of course, 
if it was the opinion of thCJ nmjority it would. 
nece:-:sitate its withdrawal, so it waK surplusa.ge 
for the Premier to state that was the course he 
would adopt if the majority voted against him
unless he intended to introduce some new mode 
of parliamentary government. If the hon. 
gentlenHtn vvanted a.ny nwre re1narkH on the 
Rnbject, any further conver:-<.n,tion or di:-;cus.Hion, 
they were r1uite willing to offer them. He was 
~ure the majority wuuld strike that wretched 
erysipelas cbuse out of the T\ill. 1 f the P1·emier 
was content with that BXJH'E'H~inn of opininu on 
the clause he thought they 111ig·ht gt~t on to 
hns.ine~s. The (}overnutellt were always ol )~true
tivt•. 

~lr. ALA:>rD saitl he did not think the 
rmuarks of the Peetnie1· in 1·eference to the 
erysipelas patient,; iu New South \Vales had 
anything to do with the question before the 
Committee ; because unrler the Bill all that wa,; 
chiefly to be got were leasehnlcl e,;tates. He was 
of opinion that a person should be allowed to 
hold under will that which had been left to him. 
It might be a matter of sentiment, which the 
11inister for Lands did not think much of; lmt 
after all there was a good <lealof sentiment, and 
the world was ruled very largely by sentiment. 

Mr. :YIOREHEAD: And freehulLl. 

Mr, ALAXD : And freehold. He thought 
there wns something in the sentiment. If a nmn 
died ;md left property to hi.s son, that son should 
he allowed to hold or to use that property in the 
manner in which his father intended him to do. 
He did think he ought to be allowed to leave his 
property as he like<!, and that anyone recci ving 
pr<>perty in that way should hold it as they liked. 

Mr. MIDGLEY said that if the hon. the 
Premier was satisfied with the exprc,;sinn of 
opinion that had been given he wuuld not say'" 
word on Lhe clause. 

::VLr. MOREHEAD : He wants more talking. 

:Vfr. MillG LEY : If it is more talking that 
h; \Va.nted, I can talk for a long time. 

Mr. :VIOREHBAD: He wants someone to 
find a reason for it. 

Mr. MIDGLEY sai<l he thought his first 
hnprPr:sion of the clan::;e \va:..; a. correct one. He 
wrote then on the tnargin tha,t it \Vas "an abon1inM 
able clause." On reflection, and after cl ne ennM 
sideration, he thought that the conclusion ~o which 
hA had co1ne wa.H ajm.;t one. It ~een1ed a.1most like 
heating the air to talk, if the chu.se was nlready 
dead. At all events, he could not see where the 
jn:.;tice of the thing would emne in in that n1atter 
at all. :VIo,;t men in the prime of life were think
ing, in tn:tny instances, as n1uch about their cbil
,lt-en ns they were about themselves, and the 
property that had been sa\·ed and got together 
by perhaps the thrift of father and son nr father 
and family, to be slaughtered in the way con
templated here, because they happened to be 
hnlrling n1m·p, than onA fn,rm, ht~ thonght wa.s a 

thi11g to Le avoi(lf'(l. Hn\\'CYel', he had no henrt 
! to t,,]k nu the Httbjeet, becmtKe he thought th<• 

clam-;e was a.s good as c\eall. 
On the motion of the PREMI.EH, the clause 

was a1nended by in:-;erting aftt'r the words 
'' le:-;:-::ee nf any .such farn1 or farn1:-> a.R" the 
\\"ord:-;, "the trnstee of the e~tate of a previous 
lesRee nnd(~r the laws relating to the a.drnini~tra
tion fd the ustate.-; of inrml vent ]JCl'sons or aR the.'' 

The l'RE}liER sai<l that the opinion of the 
Cmnn1ittee wa,.;;; evidently agniust the G7th clant-3o, 
a.ncl it Wa.K nut very i1npnrtant. He proposed; 
therefore, to omit from the end of the iitltb 
clau~e the word.~ "uule-,s he is al~o the beneficial 
owner of the holding," which formeLl part of the 
s~-tnle scheme as the G7th chP1:3e. 

_,An1endn1ent a.greed to; a.nd clan:-;e, asaJnPndnd, 
put and passed. 

Clam.:c ;)7~" .ProviRion wh€'n one perfl.on 
becon1e.-; holder of nwre than ma.xin1nnt n.rPa by 
operation of h1w "~-pnt-::tnd negatin~d. 

On clause SS, as followR :~~ 
"If at any time dnrlng the tet•m of a lease it b proved 

to the Ratbfnetion of the eo1nmissinncr tlwl tl!c le~see 
is holding· the far111 in violation of any of thP ptovtsions 
of this :\_C't, the Gon"rnor in Conndl. on the t'PCOII1llH."l1· 
<latiotJ of the boa.rcl. lllay dc(~lare ,tlli~ leasp ab-.;olntply 
forfeited ancl Y:tt•atell. antl thereupon the !awl eom 
prised therein ~hallt"(.:vm:t to If er ::Vlajest.y."' 

The Hox. B. B. :Y!OH ETOX said he wesuuwd 
tlie investig:ttion of a cnse under thnt clauH<e 
would take place in npen court. There wa:;.; no 
special]JI'OYi~ion for it. 

On the motion of the PllE:\IIER, the wori!k 
"in open court~' were iwwrted a.tter the 
vvord " cmnmissioner. ~, 

C1ause, aN mnended, put and pa.sRed. 
The l\IIXD'>TEll FOR LAXDS 1novetl the 

following new clau.se to follow clause !5H :· 
Proof that the sto(~k or nny person other than tile 

lc~;;:.ee arc ordinarily depastnrccl on a hol£.lin.~ under this 
pm·t of thb .\et sllall l)e p,·i;JI(r frtr·ie eYiclc~nm: that the 
les~ee i~ a. trttstec of the holding for the owner of such 
stoek. 
He need hardly point out that the clause would 
be an additimml secnrity against evasions of the 
law. lt would prevent dnn1111Jdng- under co\'er 
of ttgistment. 

::\Ir. :\:fOREHEAD asked whether the hon. 
gentlernan ;.;aid the claur-:e wa:..; intende(l to 
prevent lessees taJdng stock on agistJuent ? I-Le 
was astoniRhed that there W~"LH no provi:..;ion in 
the Bill con1pelling the leRr<eeR of grazing farnu-: 
to stock thelll; but he did not see why, after 
being compelled to go to the expenHe of fencing, a 
lessee should be <lebarrecl from depasturim; stock 
on his l:tnd-he did not see why that ,;hould be 
taken as p1·imd fa tie evidence that he was trustee 
of the land for some other per,;on. The clause 
was utterly unwotkable, and ertnally absurd. 
Perhetps the :Vlinister for Lands would give some 
other reason, if he had any, why the clanse 
shoul<;l pass. 

The VREMIER said it would be admitte<l 
that, if htnd were taken up by a dummy, the use 
to which it WOLJld 1Je pnt would be to graze his 
emplo~·er's stock; and when they found that bt'in;: 
done, in nine mtses out of ten it would he done in 
ptU'Htutnce of a schen1e of dunnnying. The onnH of 
1 Jro\'ing hiR innocence shoul(l re~:~t \Yith the selector ~ 
if it was an honest transaction, he wo<tld be 
~thle tn prove it without the slig-htest difficulty ; 
if he could not he shonlcl. be held to be merely a 
dnnnuy. ,-rhe clrtu'~e would have a. grca,t effect in 
lJl'eventing dunnnying. 

The Hox. ::lilt T. :\IciL\VRAITH said he 
\VaK very n1nch a,stonished when he Raw the c}n,m.;p; 
and he ·was satisfied that it was the clause of a 
lawyer, and not of the s~uatter who had. the credit 
of frmning the Bill. Hon. gt-mt1ml1P11 oppoRite 
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die! not seem to consider the changes in the 
colony that would result fmm the operation 
of the Bill. One had been pointed out re
peatedly- that the occupation of the small 
grazierH would be changed for \Yant of capital, 
owing to the fact that they would not be able to 
give sufficient security to enable them to stock 
their runs or mortgage; and that consequently a 
large portion of their business would be agist
ment. The Government professed to have 
studied the best means of providing fur a 
large class of small holrlers who would take 
up the business of the squatters who pre
ceded them-to grow and fatten stock. But 
they ought to have gone by the experience of 
other countries, of which America afforded the 
hest example. The brmers of Illinois did not 
fatten their own stock for market, but the stock 
of men who bought it for the vurpose of getting it 
fattened. The farmer had not to obbcin capital 
before he could utilise his land; he simplv fat tenet! 
stock belonging· to other people. The 'stock was 
weighed in and weighed out; there was a fair divi
sion of labour; and it was wonderfully profitable. 
That system enabled a farmer to work his hrm 
with the smallest amount of capital, and to utilise 
every blade of grass; and it was a sptem which 
should he acclinmtised in Queensland if the Bill 
wa!-i to he a.. succE!sH. Iw.;tead of thaL, however, 
the very fact that a lessee had 'tock helonging 
to anybody else on his land was to be taken as 
lJI'hnr1 facie evidence that the land was dummied. 
vVhy should a man be liable to be lutuled up 
to prove that he had a title to the stock ou 
his land? \Vhy should he nut be allowed to earn 
his livelihood in an honest way, without being
called in question under the operation of the Bill'! 
The fact of the matter was that the Government 
looked upon it from only one point of view. 
They saw a grievance from which a great deal of 
harm had resulted ; and they jumped at a remedy 
which would perpetrate grt:'ater evils than those 
which existed before. They wished to prevent 
dummying, but they went the wrong way about 
it ; and the opinion of the colony would be 
against men being oppressed by being pulled up 
wrongfully. It was against English law to suppose 
a man guilty until he pmved his innocence ; but 
if a man took store cattle for agistment, or any 
other purpose, he would be assumed to have 
violated the laws of his country if the clause 
became law. Instead of preventing dummying, 
it would become an instrument of evil and 
oppression. Surely the board would have other 
means of judging whether a man was actually 
working his lease legitimately or in contravention 
of the provisions of the Bill, without such a clause 
as that before the Committee-a clause which 
struck at what might become one of the best 
industries of the colony. The clause struck at 
the root of the whole thing. The only chance of 
profitable business was by other people finding 
the stock and the settler finding the grazing-. If 
the new system wa8 to work well at all thnt was 
a profitable business that would be sure to come 
about. But the Government did not see it. 
'rhey only saw the possibility of the neighbom
ing squatter dnmmying the bnd. The clause 
was wholly objectionable, and wnnld defeat its 
own object. 

The PRE:\HER said that last week hon. 
members on the other side were telling the Com
mittee that the system of grazing farms would be 
the 1nost magnificent system of encouraging 
dummying that was ever invented; and now 
they said, "Leave all that on one side; do not 
trouble yourself about it." 

The Hox. Sm T. M oiL WRAITH : Did I say 
anything of that kind? Do not misrepresent me. 

The PREMIER said that, if the experience 
of the past tanght anything with respect to 

dummying, it was that they must put the onus on 
the accusetl dummier of clearing himself if they 
wanted to convict hin1. He had seen a good rleal 
of it, antl perhaps knew as much about the difli
cnltie.; in the way as anybody in the colony. 
There was one very celebrated case in which 
n1any thousands of acres were taken up under 
circnn1~tanceK of which a good deal was known. 
\Vhen the person concerned w>ts accused nf 
having acquired those lands wrongfully, and 
proceedingB were taken againRt him, what Wa8 
his defence ? Hi8 defence was, "I decline 
to awnver any question put to me, becam;;e 
it might expose me to the forfeiture of 
my land." It was practically impossible to 
prove anything. The questions asked were, who 
paid the rent on those selections? \Vho occupied 
them? Under what circumstances were they 
taken up? But the accused ]Jerson declined to 
answer, on the ground just given; and that was 
held by the Bnpreme Court to be a complete 
answer. It was quite impossible to prove dum
mying except in very flagrant cases. There was 
nothing whatever in the clause to prevent honest 
agi::;trnent ; a n1an carrying on that buE:iness 
would have agreements that would bear the light 
of day, and \Vould ha Ye no objection to produce 
thern to tlw con1n1iRRinner \vhen askt~d. Tf n, 
111~11 was carrying on an honest buxineRR he \Vonld 
he able to give a sufficient explanation, and no 
tronble would ensue. It w:1s not likely the 
clause would often be pnt in operation, for the 
chance' were that it wonld prevent the evil 
against which it was directed. The speculation 
would be seen to be so dang-erous and unpro
fitable that it would probably not often be re
sorted to. 

The HoN. Sm 'r. MuiL\VHAITH said the 
Premier charged the Opposition with being at 
one time anxious with regard to the facilities 
which the Bill gave to dummying, and at 'mother 
time deprecating any obstruction whatever to 
dummying. That was not the case. What 
they did deprecate was the Government bringing 
in a clanse with the ostensible object of prevent
ing dummying, but which would create greater 
evils than those it was intended to prevent. The 
present clause would not prevent dummying. 
There might be gr·eat diti!culties in the way of 
convicting· men charged with dummying; but 
was it right to put a man into the dock and say, 
"vV e shall assume that you are guilty unless you 
can prove yourself innocent"? Cases might 
happen where an innocent man so accused might 
have considerable difficulty in proving his inno
cence. But was such a system right ; was it 
in accordance with English law? In ordinary 
criminal cases, even where guilt might fairly be 
presupposerl, such an abominable system was 
never introduced, and yet society got on per
fectly well without it. It must be a very weak 
case that required bolstering up by arguments of 
the sort used by the Premier. U ne! er the clause 
as proposed, a man would be liable to be called 
up whenever the commissioner or any other 
authority chose, and asked to vindicate his right 
to his lease, because he had not his own stock on 
the land. \Vhether the stock belonged to the 
neighbouring squatter, or any other person, 
would not matter. The commissioner would 
assume that they were not the man's own, and 
the man would have to prove that they were, or 
that he had a sufficient reason for having them 
on his land. The Minister for Lands said that 
the clause would be a perfect security against 
dummying, but he failed to see where the 
security was, and he held that it was no security 
at all. But his principal objection to it was that 
it was not proper to assume that a man was 
guilty until he could prove his innocence. 

The PRE::VIIER said the principle was by no 
men,ns a new one in their laws ; it appeared in 
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the In"olvency Act, the Customs Act, and 
others. Tn C>tses where fraud could be easily 
perpetru,ted it w;ts :t ''Tell-known principle of 
their law-as common as any other-that a per
:-;on guilty of an antbiguou;; action ::;honld have 
the onus thrown on hirn of proving his innocence ; 
and it was a very sound principle too. 

Nr. KORTOK said that when the Bill wrts 
first brought forward one of the strongest 
reasons given in its favour was that it would 
prevent duntn1ying, and would give no occasion 
for all the false swearing in which men wishing 
to take up lm1rl under the existing systen1 were 
accustmned to indulge. Sn n1uch was that urged 
that the hon. member for Balonne describer\ it as 
rt Bill which madedummyingopen to the ten de rest 
consciences, by doing away with false swearing. 
But what would be the effect of a clause like the 
one now under discuRsion "? A 1nan who toc,k up 
land for dummying would not be very p:1rticnlar 
:1bout a little blse :;wearing; ~tncl the very thing 
the Bill was to do away with would be enconmg-ed. 
Such being the case, wh:1t would be the con
dition of the honest selector who took up land ? 
If he had a few thousand acres of his own he 
\Vonld n1ake arrangmnent~ with son1eone to put 
cattle on the land until the:v were fat ; bnt how 
was he to prove tlmt he had made that arrange
ment? \Vould the evidence of the man to whom 
the stock belonged be taken? If it was btken it 
would be "''id it was worthless, as the other man 
was only hisdnmmy; and how was the unfortunate 
man to prove that the stock was on hi• land ,m 
ftgistment? The clause would have the very oppo
site effect to what was intended. \Vhen he proposed 
the other night that selectors of grazing farms 
should be allowed to put up their fencing in a certain 
nnmber of years, in order that they might not 
exhaust all their capital in fencing before they 
connnenccd to stock, the (~overnn1ent opposed 
the amendment from the very first, and 
insisted that the selector must first of all fence 
in his are:1, then that he r:1nst supply permanent 
water, not only for ordmary seasons, but for 
:t!l seasons ; so that he must actually expend 
ft considerable sum of monev before he conld be 
in a position to put stock '(m to hiA run at all. 
Under such condition" the chances were that a 
great number of men who would become selectors 
under the Bill would be ab"olutely prevented 
from doing so unless they could take stock on 
agistment until they had earned sufficient money 
to buy stock of their own to put upon the 
land. 'Those men woulrl be interfered with 
by the clause when they were acting fairly 
enough ; and he could rnention other ca8es 
of a somewhat similar kind. He knew a ca.se 
where the cnvner of a lnrge freehold arntngecl to 
take a certain nun1ber of bullockB, belonging 
to a sf[uatter, to btten, the condition being that 
the whole might run for two years, but that the 
owner n1ight from tin1e to tirne rernovB :5Uch as 
g-nt fat, \vhich of course it ''.ras to hi:-; interest to 
do. Under the clause, the fact of the cattle 
being on the land would be taken as p1·iaur facie 
evidence that they dicl not belong to the man to 
whom they did belong, and the trouble to prove 
that they did belong to him would be much greater 
than would rtppear at first sight, because the evi
dence of the owner of the cattle would not be 
considered as worth taking. He (Mr. :Norton) 
had proposed a similar arrangement himself. 
He had some conntrv that he wanted to relieve 
of a f[Uantity of sto'ck in a dry se;. son, aurl he 
proposed to a gentleman who hftd some spare 
country to take his stock on agistment and 
fatten them up. The arrangeDJent w:tH not 
carried out, but, at any rate, the offm· was 
1nade, the tern1R propoKerl being, that for 
the first year he was tn pay so much, and 
fnr the secmHl year Hn rnueh in ~1dditim1 for 
all that remained. LT uder the cbu>e it would be 

held that he waB the owner of the country for 
which he wa~ paying agiHtrrwnt; and he did not 
think it W>tB hir that the owner of the hnd 
,,hould be called upon to prove that stock taken 
on agistn1ent did not belong to hi1n. He con
::-;idered the clause a very un\vise one, and was Hure 
it would not prevent dummying, because, as he 
S>tid before, those men who were determined to 
clmmny would do so in spite of >tll the evidence 
brought against them, or the oaths they were 
called upon to take. 

The MINISTEH 1<'01~ LAXDS said that if 
Jnnnnying wns going to take lJhtce in spite of 
every preua.ntinn it was rnost necesrmry that 
every pos.sible precaution should be applied 
to prevent it. In regard to the ca:'3e of n11~n 
\Yho might wish to t:1ke stock on agistlnent, 
he did not see that any great difficulty or 
grievance would arise. 'rhe:v did not desire 
men to take up land that they could only 
use by getting the stock of other people to 
run npon it. If they found that they could not 
use their htnd except in that way, they had better 
borrow the money and buy cattle to fatten up. 
They had not the same condition of things 
here that they had in America, where stock, 
as a rule, were fattened in the cornfields, and 
not upon the ordinary grasses of the country. 
It would take a long time before they arrived 
at that state of things in this colony. If a 
man had a good grazing farm he would have 
ample security to go to a money-lender and bor
row money to buy store stock to fatten off his hold
ing. To make provision to enable him to take up 
land merely to fatten up the stock of other people 
was utterly foreign to the intention of the Bill. 
The intention was that selectors should take up 
sufficient land for thernsel ves-for their own 
stock-and if they took up more land than they 
could reasonably occupy in that way, they were 
doing what was not desirable in the interests of 
the country. He believecl that the clause would 
present very great difficulties in the way of men 
being made use of by pastoral le.osees to take up 
land on their leaseholds and run stock upon it
nominally as their own, bnt in reality as trustees 
or agents for the pastoral lessee. He believed 
it would ]Jrevent the serious misuse of land in 
that way, and fur that reason it was a very desi
rable provision to maintain, even if it were made 
more stringent than it was. 

Mr. BLACK said thttt it did not appear to 
strike the hon. gentleman that it would be quite :ts 
nnwh open to HUS}Jicion for a Helector tu bolTO\V 
money from a pastoral lessee, as to borrow stock 
from him. The idea of the hon. gentleman 
would not hold water at all. It did not follow 
that the holder of a block of land need go to 
the pastoral lessee for stock ; the pastoral lessee 
might lend him money to buy stock, and 
take security over his holding. The way in 
which the Minister for Lands put the matter 
would not prevent the evasion of the clause. 
One thing which struck him as pervading the 
whole of the Bill was, that there were so many 
vexatious restrictions in1posed upon bordi .tide 
settlers, that in reality the land would be 
retained in the hands of the squatters. He did 
not see why a grazing lmmee, having expended 
"ll his capital, very likely in complying with 
the fencing condition, should not have a 
right to get his cattle or other stock from the 
squatter without being open to the suspicion 
of acting as a dummy for that Sf[Uatter. The 
hon. gentleman had really such p, horror of 
dunnniers and dummying that he was actually 
spoiling the Bill. He had an absurd horror of it ; 
and it \n1s, in fact, tnore hnaginary than real. 
During the c011rse of the evening the hon. gentle
lnan :-;;Lid there wa~ no retLHOn why people Khould 
not httvc di!Ierent l?razini) <Lreas in cli!Ierent ~1art~ 
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of the colony, and that what they wanted to sec 
wa.r; a t:{y.':iteiH of Keparate establh:;lunent~. But 
as long· as there ~'7ere sepa,rate esta bli:;lnuents, 
;md '''pamte land" to stock, what did it nmtter 
to whom that :;tock belonged? The very ohjeet 
nf the Bill, according to the hon. ~ent]ernan, was 
to secme settlement, ;md that woul<l he dcfe;eted 
Uv the vexatjou:; re:-:;triction~ inl}){)Ned. .1-le wa.s 
perfectly sathtied that the clause wonld not pre
Yent dunnuyiug-tha,t if any penwu wati itlLxious 
tn ~ecure land by intproper uwnu~, it would not 
jn any \va.y prevent hlln frmu doing ~o. 

l\Ir. :\loHEHEAD said the ~linister for 
l.~a.nd.s ha.d expre:-;sed, upon uwre than on~ occa
sion, his utter disbelief in the efficacy of any 
qath or decla.ration, nnd that opinion Heerued tu 
he ,.;lmred by the majority of the Committee. 
;-.;uppo~e, for the ~ake of argun1ent, that the 
selector,; were men who took up land, as 
,ugge,;ted hy the jaundiced eye of the }lini,;ter 
for Landt>; did the hon. gentleman think that 
1nen who \voul(l nuLke a false declaration ju order 
to ol>tain land would 8hrink fron1 rnaking a 
f.clse declaration in order to retain it? If :t 
m:w were of the had chamcter that the 
hon. l\Iinh;ter for I.and; a,;smued most men to 
he, would not he swear at once that they 
were his ,beep·~ \Vith reg·ard to what had 
fallen from the i\liJJister fnr Lamb, he lmd 
ag·ain told them that the Hill was to be a Bill for 
e~tpitalibt:-~, c.U1Ll that they did 11ot want llJen who 
lutcl not nntch lllOIIey. The hon. g-entlemrm on 
a pre,·ious occa;ion ,;tated that he did not object 
in any way to ::;toek heinb ta..h.en on n.gbtment ; 
a)nd now he got up and ::;aid he would ha\Te no 
Ntnck on agi:-;tJnmJt ; unle:-::...; the .selector wnuld put 
hi:; own stock upon the land he had nu rig-ht there 
unle,;,; lw was a capitalist. If he wanted money he 
eould borrow it frmu the cn1Jitalist \Vholll tlw hon. 
gLmtleuutu had .sneb n decided objeetion to a short 
tinte agn. The hon. Hlernber for Port Curtis 
had nwntioned one cttse where a great deal of 
mone,· had been ma<le by the legitimate taking 
up of a grazing area, of, say, 20.000 acre~. He 
would ;tate another caoe th;tt had been common 
in yearH gone pa.st and had Inade emnpeteucies 
for'nmuy uwn, and that wa~ the case of n1en who 
took Hheep on Lern1.s, even frmn the owner of m1 
a,tljoining Htatinn; they, e~pecic-tlly, eo-operating 
>1nd ptutici pating in the benefits that accrued to 
both. The ::\linioter for Land." knew m; well as 
anylJ11dy, alltl HO did the ::\lini,;ter fm \VorkH, 
what he me>tnt. If the clanse were ]JaHoed in its 
pre:;ent shave it would prevent that goiug; on 
altogether. 

The PHEMIER: Ku. 

J\Ir. l\IOHEHEAD said the Htock wonld not 
hecowe the property of the owner of the 20,000-
ncre farn1 nntil at the end of a. l JPriod of yearti, 
when there would be an adjustment of accounts. 
He wunld pnt it to the h<m. gentleman whether 
he was n11t right. He maintained that if 
they c<ntlcl by anv nJeanH d11 a favour tu 
tho~e small gmzier~ they Hhonld d11 so. The 
intention of the Bill waH said to be to oettle 
people upon the land; and now the Premier and 
the 1'\Iini,ter for Land,; "aid that thot>e men we!'e 
to be hedged around with such re,;tl'ictionH 
''" were pointed out by the h<m. member; 
for Port Cmti" and Mackay, that they would 
be in the lutn<ls of the ~<lnatterH for many years 
to come. There coul<l be no clause more skilfully 
devioed to throw land into the hands of the 
:-:<Flatter. Po.-;:-:il)ly he 1night kno\v tiOHlething 
rnnre about .o.;qnatbng thau the hon. rneruber ; 
but he maintained that if the cbu;e were passed 
it would not ha Ye the effect that the hor1. gentle
!llan 'Ul'l''"'ed, llllt e:mctly the OJ>l"'"ite. Tt 
\Vonld nnt pre\ nnt tlw Jnan whn wished to ~tt:tlHire 
: . .::r:~z.h1g- an~a . ...: frolll 1win~: illiJwoper nie;J,n;-;: but 
jt wouhllJrt:ront the 11Ldl of ::;lu,dl JllC<'Itl," frum 

working in an hone::;t 1nanner----it \vould deter 
him from taking up land which he would other
wise take np and develop. 

Mr. P ALJ\IEU 'aid it had only been within 
the Ja,t half-hon!' tlmt he had seen the chtu,e, 
and he wa~ ,·ery nnwh suqJrised when he did :-me 
it. He was still more smprisecl to hear the 
Premier HaY tlmt lw relied upon it as one of the 
nutln point~ of the Bill tu preveut chtnnnyinh~ 
e.-;peqially when he kne\v that a, great ruany 
selector" h'"l th riven by the nry means that the 
elm!be seemed to be intended to prevent. 'l'hey 
had thriven honeHtly by fattening otock belung
ing to other people. 

The I' RJ<::YIIER: There is nothing on e;tt'th to 
pre\·ent that. 

Mr. P AI. MER t"aid the Premier had stated that 
the agreements would Hhow if there had been 
any collu;ion betwe<'n the pastoral tenant and the 
seleutor. He (:Ylr. J>almer) maintained that if 
anyone was capable of dummying or free-Helecting 
contmry to the Bill he would abu be capable of 
htlsifying agTeements, so that they would show 
nothinn· w h;~tever. The Premier had also told 
them tl1at he did not rely upon any declarations 
whatever ~tnd see1ned to have one Hta.nding 
suspicion' that a whole class of people in <./neens· 
land had nothi1tg else to do th;cn to dodge land 
law-; and evrvle the provi~ion:-:; of the AetH. The 
whole .SlJeech of tbe ho11. n1e1nber was a funeral 
note~ a dirge-·~to the effect that people had 
notlling tnore to do tha.n fabify agreernents and 
try to <lodge the ::)tatt~ land hnv/"5. rrhel"e wa.r; 
nothing 1nore eonmwu allwngl"5t selectors than to 
bny store c;tttle at all age.; ;md fatten and .,ell 
them. They were continually changing their 
Htock. Throwing the lJurden of proof of dt~· 
patituriug stock, tL~ the Bill proposed, would lw 
one of the greate;t ditliculties tlmt the selector 
would h;~ve to contend with. 

:Jir. ,) OED_'d'<. said he thought the funeral 
note had come from the other side. They had 
had it rung in thei1· ears for ch1ys and \veeb; 
th:,t there would be ample meano for dummying 
under the Bill. HA did not quite like the new 
clause, and thought it a !.<ity that they slwuld 
have to prohibit any legitimate bw;inest>, whet~ er 
the ~,electors took ~heep on tern1.s or cattle on agist
ment. At the same time he thought the Premier 
had shown them that any J <eroon taking cattle on 
agistn1ent would ha, ve an agreen1ent to show the 
bolla jidtH of the arrangement. He sup]Josed that 
would be tlllfficient ; but there was ;dway." the 
nece:-;bitv for 1-:iOlne nnch cl;tuse as the }Jre:-:;ent 
if they" were tn retaiu the nwrt~aging _clau~e.-:;, 
and there seemed to be a nece,.,1ty for 
that HO that per.sons 111ight rai::;e n1uney 
afte; they had done all their fencing, . in 
..order to ca,rry on Lm.;ine~-;. Tbe rnurtgaguig
clau.,e8 would open the door to wbole>ale 
du1nniying, and they woul~l need s01ne ~uch 
s~lJeun<trcl as \Vaf-> propo1-1ed 1n the elanse before 
thm~. (}entlemen who had given up any por
tions of their runs might allow fill their eervants 
to take up those selections in 20,000-acre blocks, 
and SUlJPly the1n with n1oney, and give tht-'ltt 
cc_tttle on agi:-:;tlnent, and go in for whole~ale 
duuunying. ~ The clam-5e was a necesbity so long 
a:-5 the nwrtgaging clau"'es were retained. 

1\Ir. XOHTOX said he did not think the hou. 
member cuuld be guilty of such simplicity '" 
he h>ed shown jlmt now. Did the hon. member 
believe that the mere fact uf an agreement exist
ing between the occupier of the land ;md the 
man J,v whom it was actually taken up would 
be snffici~nt to prove that there waR no clun;-
111 ying ·: 1 n the cct~e of a 1nan who got hl::i 
:-;e~·v~l.nt to act aH ;_t dumwy aud take up land, and 
\\.dw oecnpied it \vith hi~ :-;toek, w:tt: it not 
a. \·c·r~,.· f~a~y tLing fnr tl1~11l t" tll ::w llJl ·111 

at;rccl.!.!Cllt wbid1 wunl\lllot b ... Liudi11~; llliL'lllhuuj 
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hnt which wnulcl deceive the officers of the 
Crown"? \V ere th11Se agreen1entt:' tu Ue tttkcn a,~ 
eviclence? lf they were, they would nut be 
worth the ]m per they \1 ere written 011. They 
found, muler the pre,ent law, th:1t men 
would dummy land, although they were · 
re(ruired to ruake declanttion:-; which had 
lH~eu proved over a..nd over .:tgain to bt• allso
lnte1y nntrne ; and. Wt'l'e 111en wh() <lid that 
;.;oing- to stick <Lt a paJ try ruath~r· of an agn~e
tnent between the dunnnier i11Hl Lhmw-JelveA '! 
'l'he rnere fact of their l1eiug re<tnired to draw 
np an agreeruent woul(luut stop dunnuying, and 
he wondered that an hon. member lmving the 
conunon .sen:-;e of the hon. ruernher for South 
Brh;hane could not see that at once. The agree
ruent would be Khnply usele~H; a,nd how were 
they to 1nake a Lli:--tiuction between the agree
nwnt of a nutn who honeKtly took up hb laud, 
:1nrl the bogus agreement, which the diohoneot 
nwn 111ade with hit-i dnnunier: 

J\Ir. BLACK said it woulcl be a great pity if 
the clause were allowed to pa"". It ,;eemed that 
any proteot from the Oppch;ition side of the 
Committee in connection with the Bil; was 
perfectly tmeless. .\Jl the Government had to 
do evidently w''" to sit still. 'rhere were at 
prel:ient eleven 1nmnber::; on the (iuvennuent 
cide of the Committee--but wh:1t wa.s the 
re•mlt? They mng a bdl ancl >euont twenty 
111ore m1.me trooving in to gi \·e a. Holid yqte 
with the Govermnent, without really knowing 
wh~tt they were voting for, or UlHler~tanding 
the clause for whieh they voted. All the Oppo
sition could do Wi18 in enter their protm;t, and 
hope that it would l111v·e the effect of .showing to 
another Chmnber the ahsul'dity of such a clause 
ao that which they were now asked to Jl""·'· He 
hoped the Government were ,;ati,;lied with the 
credit they were getting throngh the country for 
the w:1y they carried their nH,,ttmreH by the aiel 
of the ""b"m·v·ient majority behind thenc. 

The PREMIElt : How sad ! 

tlueotion-Tlmt the new clauHe, :1s read, stand 
part of the Bill- put ; an<l the Committee 
divided:-

An;:-:;,26. 
.J.leH:'5r~. 1-tntlellge, Dntton, Grittith, Diekson. Sheridan, 

Buckland, Hig~ou, 8u1yLil. BrookPs, Bailey, Donaldt'Oll, 
)ilL ·farlane, White, l'oxton, ::;alkolll, Foote, Jorda,n, 
Mile::~, ..:\.land, :Jliclgley, .J. Cmnphell, Ktcvens, Annear, 
lsamlJert, '1'. Calll}Jhell, and Groom. 

Km::s. 11. 
Hir rr. ~lrllwrai.th, -:\Ic::;~r::;. Xortou. :\forehead, Chnhh, 

. Hl<L<'k. L;Llor, 1-loreton, Jes:-;ov, Lissncr, l,almer, and 
Ferguson. 

question resolved in the affirmative. 

On clam;e 59, as follows:-
•. lf the lease of any fal'ltl is determined by forfeiturP 

oJ' otherwbe, the land COlllprised therein may he vro
daimed OlJCll to soleetlon by the Jlr . ..;t Hl>lJlicaut for the 
rcmaiiHlcr of the term of the lea,<:;.c ou the ~ame tenns a~ 
t.ho~e t.heu applic<Lble there: o. or ltmy be lll'Oelaimed 
Olllm for ~election or ot~enpation in <lll.Y 11Iallller in 'vhkh 
Crown hmdsiu the (lL.;trietmay he selcetcd o1· oeeupicd: 

·• Hut the fonner lc~~e8 ~hall not, in ea~e the lcat'e ~Yas 
determined by forfeitnre, be comvotent to select the 
land or ally part thereof. or to become the leso;ec thereof 
or of any vart thereof 1Jy as~i:,;mnent, for a period. of tive 
year~ from the time of forfeiture." 

The :JU::\'lHTElLFORLANDS Kllid he would 
rnove ~tn addition to the clause to nutke it agree 
with an atnendn1.ent in a previmu; p<:trt o( the 
Bill with reKpect to compeneatinn fnr improve
mentH. The >tcldition was '" followed :-

If the lantl is applie(l for aml ,<.:clcctoti for the 
remainder of the term. the new k~.:'ee ~hall 1. tY tu the 
fanner les~ee compensation ror any improyements upon 
the laml. The alttOHl1t of s1wh cmupcn~ation ~lutll b(' 
rl<•termillt>(l1Jy t lw ltwn·rl aftpr hPartng hoth parti('s, autl 
~l1all b(' J"I'!'O\Trahle lJy action ill auy court of <:ollll>eten L 

JUfl..JClH . .:tl')ll. 

If the land b otllenYise dealt with, tlien any ;uuonnt. 
whieh i~ atlenvanb reeeiYC(\ hy tlw Crow11 ill l'PS]JCCt of 
any ~nch ilttlJrovenwnt ~hall be paid over to the former 
lc··,SC'C. 

:\lr. T\ ORTO::\ said hn woul<l point out that 
tha,t clnu~e. nlight at.:t Yery }u~,r~hly in ~unle c:LKeK. 
They knew that ca:o;e~ 1nu~t occur in which a. 
~eleetion would he f()rfeited through no fa,ult of 
the selectcn·, and was he then to be clehnred from 
taki11g np the hLnd for five year~"! ~\ccording tn 
the ~nd pam~mph of the dan.;e "" it stood, 
the hwd mu't bn taken np hy Wll!eone else, 
lt was nether hard, :1fter a selector had 
:-;tl'uggled to get <-t li viug fro111 hi:-; Delection, and 
w:.tt-i Cdlupe1Jed, thron~h no fau1t of his own, to 
fodeit hb leac;e, that he ,olwuld lJe tlebarred from 
leasing it again for a. period of five years. lie 
did 11ot see what wa" the object of that 2nd 
para.gTaph. 

The :JliJ'\ISTl,~R FOil LA::\DS ~aid enKeo 
111ight ocmt.si\lll<:tlly ocmn· in \Vhich fol'feiture 
would ariKe from misfortune; but the objeet of 
the clan1::ie WHI-3 to prevent per~onH fnn11 fol'feitinn 
their selections with the view of a,voiding the 
payment of the rent. 

l\lr. 2'\0llTOl'\ Haicl he could underotancl why 
n mnn should be dio]"'"""sed of hiH lease who 
intentionally forfeited it fm the rnupose nf 
evading the payn1ent of his rent : but, in sueh a 
caKe, the nmn had Ktill to be p:1id for !do illi
Pl'(JVelnents. 

Mr. :J[()REHE.U) said he did not see why 
a fonner lr-::;~ee t-:Jbm1ld not go in nnd take up 
hmd w hi eh he haLl forfeited, if the rent were 
reduced. If a e<elector forfeited his lea'e because 
the rental \Ya·~ exce::;~iYe, <-tnd the rent wa:-:; then 
reduced and the land proehimed open to seleetion, 
he ought nnt to Le debarred frmu taking it up. 
He a,:;::;unlod tlu1.t the rental \Lt.J~ excessive in the 
tir.":lt int-:Jtance, and that it was No v1ould be vroved 
by the fact that nobody took up the land, and 
that the rent wm; redncecl. He repeated that he 
failed to see why a man who found that he could 
make a living at the reduced rental ohould not 
h<tve an opvortunity of ~electjng the l~tnd, even 
although he had previ<msly forfeited his leaKe. 
He ought to lmve the same ri~ht in that reHpect 
as auyl.Jody e].,e. He hnd not wronged the State 
or done anything unjuHt, mlll ought not to be 
debarrecl from being-placed on the same leYel as 
other pert50lltl. The clause 'vas lllonHtrously 
un.inBt. 

The PREl\IIl"R Baid if the lanJ was forfeited 
throu~h fraud on the pal't of the le:<oee, it was 
very de,;ir·able that the forfeiture ohonld be 
unJer,;tond to be a real forfeiture, mu! tlmt " 
man should not be allowed to pl:1y f:1st and l()(JHe. 
l' nder the "'\..et of 18W leases had been forfeited 
by p:to;toral tenants with the view of ,;ecnring 
tlreir rnns :1t a lower rental at auctinn. The we~ 
,...;ent clau~e woulcl discourage any such vrocedure. 
Suppol":le n. n1a.n had tlnee or four farn1s, and he 
pnid rent on two of thmn, hnt did not pay ::tny
thing fm the other two; when the latter were 
fmfeited he could, if there were no such pmYi
r-:iion as wa-:; containell iu the claw~e under di::;eu~
Bion, take thern up again, and by actin:; in that 
w>ey save the rent which he ought to l"'Y to the 
State in the meantime. 

The Hox. Sm T. MciL\Vl{AITH saicl the 
selector h:.-v.l to 1my his l'ent nine nwnt}u; in 
advance, and as :-:;oon as the rent beean1e due, if 
it was not paitl, the lea,;e could be forfeited, and 
the land thrown open to ~election again. The 
Premier must 8Cfl that the Hame reHult would 
fc>llow, whether the forfeiture had ari8en frmn 
mi,fortnne, or from the.fault of the selector hirn
,;elf. He (::lir T.· :Jlc1lwmith) did not see vvhy the 
::-;electnr ~hould l1e dehaiTed fr0111 btldng np the 
htnd <Lg:1in, nl' wh~· he ,...;hould w 1t han:>; ~Lnotlwr 
clr;mcc. J I c kite\\· very well LhaL it '""" a u,.u;cl 
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thin!!" with the Crnwn tenant in the p:<,;t to give 
np hiH Ieu,~e where the rent vvas too hiuh in l)l'del' 

tc1 c1btnin hi.:; run on ntore favonrahie tf~nu~. J~11t 
in the cctoe of a oelector it was a different Jmttter 
altogether,. as he obtained hi,; land by oelnction, 
not at 'mctwn. It seemed to him that a great 
wrong would l1e inflicted in 1nany cases if the 
provisions of that forfeiting clause were insi,;tecl 
upon. 

J\Ir. P AL::\J:ER said the selector would not 
forfeit unh~-.;s under nmne adver~e eircnnl
stances-circmnstances under which he wonlcl 
not be able to hold his bnd. The impro,·emtmts 
would cost time and !llO!Iey, and he was not 
likely to throw them up if he could possibly 
carry on. Suppose, for in~tance, a caHe in ,vhich 
a rrwn rnight have taken up the 1naxinnnn area, 
and he was compelled through adverse circum
stances to throw it up, why not allow him to 
throw up a-half or one-third of his holding? 

The PllEMIEll: So he can. He can sub
divide. 

Mr. P ALM.EH said forfeitures under the Act 
of lSliiJ were not at all amtlogous to the furfeitures 
that would take place nncler the Bill. The 
leases thrown up under the Act of lkliD might 
not have had any improvement,; on them. lie 
lmd him~elf frerJuently thrown up his lea,e, and 
smnetirnes at great co~t to himi:ielf, for it was not 
alwa,ys pn~sible to bny in <tga,in at the original 
price. The clause was one of those very severe 
clauses which carrier! with it undue penalties for 
what, perhaps, a perwn could not prevent. 

Mr. MIDGL:EY said he thought the clnme 
was a very in11JOrtant one ; a very goocl one; 
and, in fa.ct, an indispen8able one. There were 
already too many opportunities under the Bill 
for taking up land and making absolutely uo 
hnprovetnents, and it was ueceE.:;ary to provide 
some safeguttrd. The last paragraph of the 
clause was the best part of it. If the selection 
was forfeited after all the clays of grace and 
opportunities for keeping it, and the selector 
wa.s compensated for his imprm·ements, then the 
matter ought to drop. The clause as it stood 
would commend itself to those who wanted to 
f5ee any possible abuse, which rrdght cree}J in, 
checked. 

Mr. n-IUHEHEAD sairl he would ask the hon. 
gentleman to read the :~lith clause, and see the 
difference that existed between what was to he 
clone to the fifteen-year termnt and those who 
held under the thirty-year tenancy. There was 
no barring there. The lessee tnight coHlE' h1 
again after he had forfeited, 'tnd be did not see 
whv the former lessee shonld not he al!tn,·ed to 
corlle in in every caHe. His rnoncy waH as gnod 
as that of anyone else; and if he was not able 
to pay the higher rent, and the lower rent was 
agreed to by the Government, then he should 
have the advantage of it. At all events, if he 
could not pay the higher rent he should be 
allowed to come in on e<Jual terms with every
body dse. 

lVIr. BLACK said he quite endorsed what the 
hon. member for Balonne :mid on the subject. The 
Premier had stated that the clause w:>s intended 
to provide against fraud, while the Minister 
for Lands said it was to be a safeguard to the 
Governinent in the eYent of n n1an forfeiting his 
land and not ]Jaying his rent. Those were two 
very opposite reasons for the clause. If it 
was to protect the Government against franc! 
then it was quite right, hut if it was to pro
tect the Governrnent aga,iust lo~R of rent, that 
could always he mane a charge on the old lessee. 
If a person forfeited his selection through non
payment of rent, an cl wi,;hed to take it up again, 
the Government con! cl protect themselves hv 
deducting the amnnnt of rent in arrmtr fwm tlie 
value of the improvements. 

:\fr. 1'.\.LJ\fEit stt~gH.<terl tlmt; the term fnr 
which n nmn slwulrl he clebanPrl after forfeiture 
hm11 ta.kin~ np land ~hon]d be l'ednced fro111 ti\·t-~ 
to three years. 

Mr. :\IORKHEAD said that wao a matter of 
principle and not of degree. The man who 
forfeited should be put on an equal footing with 
everyone else, or the clause should stand just as 
it was. He hoped the hon. member for :Fassifern 
won!<! see that a.fter all it was only proposed to 
put the fmmer lessee on the satne footing as any 
nther p"rson. If the Government, by their 
action in reducing the rent, proved that the 
forn1er le-.;see was right in forfeiting on account 
of the high rent, the lessee should have the 
right of con1peting for the land again, and should 
not he made to suffer because his j ndgrnent had 
been proved to be right. 

Mr. SALKELD said one of the objects to 1Je 
nttained by inserting the barring clause \Va~ 
that the selector should he prevented from taking 
up a. selection aud not putting any irnproven1ents 
upon it; or holding it for five years, then 
throwing it U}), and taking it up again, and HO 

on. The clause wai:i not at all analogoui:i to clause 
30, \vhich \Va,s nnt crnnpulsory. 

Mr. MTlJGLEY said the 3Gth clanse, which 
had been pa::;sed, was a faulty and weak one, and 
it would be a pity to make the ;)9th clause weak 
because they httcl allowed a bad clause to pass. 
A paotontl tenant might take up pastoral land 
for a term of years, and in order to depreciate 
the value of it might throw it up, and being· the 
nearest to it, and the be"t able to continue 
holding it, he was not debarred from taking up 
the :::.a111e property again. It '\Vould be a great 
mistake to make the .)!Jth clause in any way like 
the 3Gth. 

Mr .• TOHDA::'\ said he agreed with the hon. 
member for Balonne that it was a question of 
principle, and not merely of degree; but he 
thonght if the clam:e were omitted there would be 
great enconrageineut to persons to forfeit tl1eir 
runs and get their rents reduced. The clause 
wa~ a great ~afeguard, and it would be a pity to 
omit it. 

Mr. ::\IOHEHEAD said he thought it would 
be a great injustice, that a lessee who might have 
been forced by a high rent to forfeit his holding 
should be debarred from compl'ting for the 
holding when the rent had been reduced; it was 
proof positive that the lessee was right in 
thinking the rent was too high. \Vhy should he 
not he allowed to compete with others? It did 
not 1 n·oye in any way tha,t he wa::; a rogue, or 
that he had attempted to evade any honest 
responsibility. Because he had abandoned his 
holding on account of the high rent, why should 
he he branded as a dishonest man, and debarred 
from competing for a period of five years ? It 
was casting a slur upon honest n1en. 

nir. BLACK said that hon. members seemed 
to forget that the clause ttppliecl to agricultural 
land as well as grazing land, and that it would 
haYe an effect for fifty years. That was a 
generation and a-half. Although the minimum 
rent was at pre""ent 3d. an acre, it was 
impossible to say what it \Vonlcl be in the cour,e 
of the next fifty years. He could imagine 
the possibility of misfortune overtaking a man 
in thirty years. At that time he might be 
payiug fJs. or 10s. an acre; and it wn,d quite 
possible that he might be unable, from some 
calamity, not peculiar to his own district, but 
affecting the whole colony, to pay his rent. 
\Vhnt wnulc! be the crmsequence: It would be 
>thsnlute forfeiture. Perhaps, thirty years of 
work would be loot on accuunt of non-pa~·rnent 
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of rent. The rent might then be reduced, hut the 
nnn who had made a home on it for himself and 
fmnily would actually be debarred-from no bult 
of hi'-\ own-frmn circun1:3tances over which he had 
no control, frmn cmnpeting for it; he \vould not 
he allowed to t<oke ad vantage of the reduced 
rent. He (:\lr. Black) could see no earthly reason 
for such extreme lmrdship. If the Bill wag 
only to be in force for five or ten years he could 
unrlerstand it ; but when it was proposed to 
extend over fifty years, a serious injustice would 
be done in having such a provision as that. 

_-\mendnlent agreed to; and clan::;e, a.s arnended, 
put and passe<!. 

On clause GO, as follows:-
"There shall be ke11t in the Department of Public 

Lands a Register of Leases i::::.:necl under this pa.rt or this 
Act, wheri~iu slulll be ent,Tcd lHtrtlcnhtrs of all leases, 
mortgage~, and Ullllerlca~es, and such other particulars 
as may be prc~eribcd by the regulations." 

The Ho:-:-. 13. B. MORETON said that, having 
now passed all the clauses relating to the leases 
of agricultural and grnzing farn1s, he would sug
gest to the hon. gentleman in charge of the Bill 
that a form of lease or license should be drawn 
up and placed as a schedule to the Bill, so that 
any person wanting to take up land could see at 
once the forrn required. 

::\[r. ::\fOREHEAD 'aid he objected to the 
clanse. He thought they ought to deal with 
mortgages and lectses before they touched the 
rPgister. The clause ought to cn1ne in further ou; 
it \1'<1S putting the cart before the horse. 

The PltK:\liEU : There i,, no necessity for 
any he<tt about it. 

:VIr. J\rOREHEAD said he was the best judge 
of hi-.; own tent per, t;O th:1t the hon. gentlenw.n 
neerlnot tronble himself about tlutt. 'The clause, 
he nw-intained, \Va.o;; ont of its place; it ~hould 
come after many of the succeeding clauses. He 
oujected to go on with such a clause until they 
knew whether there were to be leases, rnortgages, 
and underle<tses. That ought to be settled 
before deciding whether there was any necessity 
for registering them. He had no doubt that by 
next day the Premier would get his followers 
to understand the subject, just tts much as they 
had understood other parts of the Bill. 

The Ho". Sm 'l'. MoiLWRAITH said he 
thought it was nsPless to co1nn1ence a discussion 
on such a wide subject at that time of night. 

The PRI-::1\IIER said he did not undorsbnd 
the meaning of the la,;t objection made by the 
hon. member for Balonne, and he did not sup
pose the hon. gentleman understood it him,;elf. 
The clause tnight con1e in anyvvhere. 

Mr. JI.[()EEHEAD : Or nowhere. 
The PllEMIER : It might come in after the 

GSth clause. or in Part X., for that matter. It 
made no difference. 

i\Ir. MOltEHEAD : ~Why did you not put it 
there? 

The PREMIER said it was just as good 
where it was. It really did not make the least 
difference, whether it was here or there. It was 
a clause that might he put anywhere. It was 
not tlesimble to discuss the question more that 
e1~ening, and if it were to be discussed on that 
cbnse they might as well adjourn. He did not 
propose to go on with the Inortgage clauses that 
night. 

On the motion of the MINISTEU FOR 
LANDS, the House resumer\. The CHAilDI.\N 
reported progress, and obtained lca,ve to sit again 
to-IIlOlTO\V. 

The House acljourne<l at twenty-three minutes 
past 10 o'clock. 
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