
 
 
 

Queensland 
 

 
 

Parliamentary Debates 
[Hansard] 

 
Legislative Assembly 

 
 

TUESDAY, 4 NOVEMBER 1884 
 

 
 

Electronic reproduction of original hardcopy 
 



1258 Brands Act .Anwndnwnt Bill. [ASSEMBLY.] Questions. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 
Tuesdnp, 4 Nottmber, 1884. 

Qnc~tions.--Jiotion for Adjonrnment.~Pm·mal :\lotion 
---,Jnry Hili --third l'e·utiug.--Hrands Act of 1872 
Amendment Bill---third readi11g.~Crown JJands Bill 
-COllllllittcc. ---.\._cljonl·nment. 

The RPJ<:AKEU took the chair ''t half-paRt 
2 o'clock. 

QFJ,STWKS. 
l\fr. ::'\( lilTO::\ asked the MiniRterfor Lands-

1. Has the rent of ::\Tondnran Rn11. in the "~itie Bay 
and llurnet.t Settled Uistriet. heen paid each year during 
the enrr{mf'y of the lease, wltich was honght at auction 
nuder the ltl76 A et~ 

2. If not, for which year hnse the lessees been 
defaulter~. and for what amount~ 

The l\ITKISTER FOR LAKDS (Hon. 0. B. 
Dutton) replied~ 

The 1-Iondllrall Rnn was purchased at a.uC'tion under the 
provi~iOlB uf the Settled lli~trict~ Pastoral Lea:-:cs Aet 
of lS'ItL on the 24th Sept.embcr. 1879, when n year's rent 
wa....; paid to :~1st Deuelllher. lR:~O. Re11t 'vas a.l~o paid 
in Re}ltemhPr of 15'~1, 18-.;2, 1S8:3 U.lHl l8R4·; tlw lntter 
payment being· to .1lst Deetmber, b84, on which dnte 
the lease will tt-rminatc . 

.i\Ir. ::\OHTO:;\f: I wonhl like tu ask the 
}finistel' for Land~~without lH1tke, if 1 lnay-·
the. reaw11 whv the lease of the :\londumn Hun 
slwuld have been gar-etted '" furfeitecl last 
Satnnlay week, and the lessees made defaulters 
to the extent of £210 for arrears of rent? 

The MIXISTETt FOR LAKDS said: The 
mist:1kc ttro,,e in this way: The run was purchased 
in 18/fl, and the rent for the next year, dating 
from the lst ,January next, was not ],aid because 
no clmn:tnd was made hy the Treasury for it. 
The lessee missed one year and was not called 
upon to P''Y until 18H3. There was no doubt 
the rent was due in Snptember, 1880, and none 
was paid until the next ye:tr, 1881 ; so that there 
was one year missed. The lessee need not, if he 
had paid in 1i-l~O. have paid in September, 1884, 
a~ he had dnn1\ ,,·hich cnuq1lt'ted hi::; pa:n11ents 
up t<> the encl of hi·-. k,tso. He misiled one pay
ment between 1870 and 1881 ~the year 1880, 
which was not demancterl hy the 'l'rea;;nrv and 
not paid. · · 



Jiotion jar Adjournment. 

The HoN. B. B. ::'IIORETO:N aoked the 
Minister for \'\ orks-

ln reference to the rr-ply giYen by the .:\linistcr, 
rcf•·rring to cxtc;l:-.inn ot' t1tc ::\IarylJnrou~h mHl Gympie 
Railway to t.be Ytllc.;·aric ~ugar itctincrY and to :ne--l:irs. 
Wil..;on~ Hart, and Company's ~a,vmill, :inn exten~ion of 
tlw Bnndnber:; R<tihntv to the ::.\'!onnt Pony Smelting 
'Vorks--haYo the eonflition~ mu11cd heeu con.plird 
withi-

The ::.\II:s-n-\TER FOR WOHKS (Hon. W. 
:Miles) replied-

All ronditions have bcrn eomj)lif•rl with. except the 
couveyanecs of land for Cran and Company';-; Branch, 
which fllT not yet l'OlHJllete(t. 

Mr. BLACK asked the :\Linioter fl1l' \'i"ork'
'Vhere the Govcn11ncnt have bon,!.rhtland. from whom, 

and price paid, for court-house, ~Iacka.y ~ 

The MINISTER ]<'OR WORKS replied
The G-o\'ernrnrnt lHtWJ been for some time m~gotia.ting 

for the pnrcha:::c of a piece of land adjoining the llrescnt 
court-house at J.Iaclw~·. whir>h is the only suit:1blc and 
av~lihble site for the er~'{'tion of a n~\V court-hou~e. 
£800 was offered ~ome months ~incn for the lanrt., but 
refused. After further negotiations that sum has 
rec· nt.Iy been accr~pted The eontraet for purchase is 
made with }fr. :Michael Pucady. 

l\IOTIO~ J<'On ADJOURt\::\fENT. 
:Yir. ARCHEll: l\Ir. Speaker,-Before I sit 

down I shall pnt myself in order by moving- the 
usual motion. Some time ago, on the 24th July, 
I had occasion to ask the Premier a question. 
My attention had then been drawn to the fact 
that the Government had intended tn make use 
of the frontage below Parlimnent House for a 
certain purpose. It was even reported that it 
was intended t•J lease it for wharve:;, and I there
fore put a <juestion on the notice-paper, to which 
I received an an.swer from the Premier. That 
answer finished in this way:-

"But if thev (th,.:! Goyernment1 resolw~d to lease any 
of the land r8tern)d to (of which tht•y hnd no pre-;mit 
intention) suJicieni. notice will he giycn to atiord i his 
House an opportunity of expressing an opinion on the 
subject." 
I am credibly informed thrtt althong·h there ie no 
leaHing, so far aH I know, the (}overnnwnt are 
going- to use that l::tnd for <lovenunent purposes ; 
:end although, therefore, the answer of the 
Premier will not be broken by so doing, yet I 
think the spirit of the nnswer will be broken. 
The hon. gentleman promised that before any 
of those lands were leased he would consult 
this House, and allow this House to express an 
opinion upon it. The Govenn11ent, I am in
formed, being in want of a shed for the pm·]"'"e 
of sheltering the torpedo-boat which has lately 
arrived here, are now proposing to use the 
frontage to Parliament Hon~e for thnt pnrpo~P. 
'l'his, I believe, is just the thin end of the wedge. 
If \Ve begin nsing that water frontage extending 
fr01n the Rtreet along herP for r.nch n.. purpm:;e aR 
is now proposer!, it will be tlw first otep to taking
up all the frontage, which, l helieYe, ought to 
he kept specially for the benefit of the people of 
Brisbane. I am not a resident of Brisbane, aud 
therefore have no special intereot in the m>ttter; 
in fact, I live in Brisbane as little as I ,~·w. I 
prefer my own home infinitely, as when there I 
can have free air and free exercise. I do not 
like town very much, so that I am not 
speaking in rny own intere~t~ in thi::; 1natter, 
but in the interf'Rts of the people of Brisbane. 
Not only that, lmt I believe that this House 
should be consulted before any of the land that is 
included between this >tncl Government House 
Dmnain do\vn to the river is used in any way. 
I believe there is alread~· a pbn prepared, 
and I have heard it said that it will be laid on the 
table of the House before this session closes, for 
the extension of these buildings. I unclerstalHl 
that the present Hefreshment Rooms are to be 
taken down, and that other arrrmgements are 
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to he made \dth respect to them nnd to the 
Libmry. I have not seen the plans, and am 
now speaking under correction if I 1nake any 
mistake. This hnilding will, I understand, if 
these plaw; are fully carried ont, be extended 
far beY<mcl its present position; and I do not 
s<~e \vhy, in our case, as '\vell as in the case 
of the Houses of Parliament in England, where 
they lmve a river hontaJe, that frontage should 
uot be devote<! tu the use of the Hom;e. That 
is to say, that down to the river \1 e ought to 
have <-LH unbroken right of a,pproach, and it onght 
to be steadily kevt in vie\v that nothing shou Id 
come between the lmilding ultimately to lJe 
erected here and the river frontage. That is my 
own opinion, and I t\,111 speaking for the sake of 
those who will follow me, as it can have very 
little effect upon me. I think the Premier, 
having given ns his promise, should have observed 
it in the spirit as well as in the fact, and have 
consulted this House before he nsed the land 
for any public purpose. I am perfectly satisfied 
in my own mind that allowing that fronbtge 
to be used for 1mblic purposes will gradually lead 
to a further extension of it, and wil: deprive the 
citizens of Brisbane of what I should look upon, 
if I was one of them, as one of the most precious 
things in the city-a free space where the people 
could come and take recreation. I may pm·haps 
have something to :;ay after the Premier has 
spoken on the matter, anrl I will not detain the 
House any long-er now. I tnove the adjnurt11nent 
of the Holl,e, in the hope that the Premier will 
assure us that none of the space left will be used 
for any such purpose as I have heard this is to 
be made use of. I beg to move the a.cljournment 
of the House. 

The PRE~HER (Hon. R. W. Griffith) said: 
i\Ir. Speaker.-On the 2oth .Tuly, the hnn. 
gentleman, as he has haid, aske<l me whether it 
was th~~ intention of the Government to lease 
any of the water frontage extending frou1 
Alice street round the Government House 
Domain and the Botanic Gardens. I answered 
that it was not the intention of the Govern
ment to lease any of that land, nor is it. 
I also added that if the Government intended to 
do a.nything of the sort this House should have 
ample notice of their intention. It is not the 
intention of the l+overnment to do anything of 
the kind, but I do not see that the an8W8l' given 
in any w>ty precludes the novermnent from 
making use for public purposes of the little 
strip of water frontage between this Honse 
and the river. This piece nf laud is per
fectly useless to the citizens of Brisbane fm· 
reert.'ation purpoi:-eR, and iR entirPl.~.,. r-:hnt ont 
frotn the pttblic hy theae lHlildings. Tho 
whole width of the land between here and th"' 
river iF> entirely occnpiecl by bnildiug,...;) and 1. 
:-:;uppu3e the hon. g'l'ntlmnan ann~ not t-mggest that 
all th<.se lmildings ohonld he pullecl down in 
order that hon. n1en1bers 111ight havP a elt~ar n.nd .. 
nninterruptecl view of the river. \Yhere else >He 
th" Hefreshment !looms, the residence of the 
Clerk of the Assembly, and the stables, to be 
put ? It is very undesirable, in n1y opinion, to 
allow it to pass out of the han<ls of the Govern
ment, but I do not see any reason \Yhy a small 
strip of water frontage which is at present 
perfectly useless should not be utilised for pu~lic 
purposes. It happens that at the pre,ent tune 
we have just received a torpedo-boat from 
England--

::Yir. ARCHEH : What is the cost of it ? 
The PHE~IIER: Between £3,000and £4,000. 

It is necessary for its presenatini1 th,;t it should 
be kept on a slip out of the water, and it is there
fore absolutely necesstuy, un]e,s it is to become 
perfectly useless in a very short time, that lt 

slip and shed should be constructed for the 



1260 l.:lotion for Adjoztrnment. [ASSEMBLY.] Motion for Adjournment. 

purpose of housing it. The Government h:we 
looked round, and they can find no site under 
their control in Brisbane-that is, anything 
like so suitable for this purpose, a,; thi' 
piece of land, which at ]Jresent is utilised 
for no purpose "·hatever, except tlmt there is a 
t.ank upon it for 8toring spare telegraph caLles. 
It can do no possible harm to the people 
of Brisbane or to the riYer frontage, and it can 
do n<l possible injury to the members of this 
House or anybody else, that I can see, if this 
strip of land is utilised in the wuy proposed. It 
seems to me the most natural thing in the world 
that the Government, having in their possession 
a strip of water frontage suitable from its position 
for this purpose, for which they must have htnd, 
and of no benefit to the public-that they 
should put that land to that purpose. Surely 
the hon. gentleman does not suggest that we 
shonld buy a W'lter frontage, at an expense 
of £10,000 or £12,000, to build :1 shed for a 
torpedo-boat costing between £3,000 and £4,000. 
That would be absurd. The site recently 
ucquired at Kangaroo Point is not suitable for 
the purpose on account of its formation. This 
piece of lanci decided upon, nobody can look at 
except from n bo>l.t on the river ; and it is in
tended to utilise thirty feet of the bank-perhaps 
not so much. Those are the intf'ntions of the 
Government with respect to that, and unless 
they are to incur very large and entirely unneces
sary expem,,, that piece of land, thirty feet in 
length, will be put to that use. 

The Hox. Sm T. MciLWRAITH said: Mr. 
Rpeuker,-Itis not because thishndcnnnot, as the 
Premier say.,, be seen from the land on this side 
that it is to be utilised, lmt it is bec:tnse we have 
'een the torpedo-boat for the last fortnight or 
three \veekH lying in a di,-.;graceful state near the 
Port Office, that the Government desire to do 
something at last. A more disgraceful sight I 
have not seen in my life-a boat that cost be
tween £3,000 and £4,000 left lying for weeks in a 
disgraceful state in the mud. \Vhy, it has been 
the talk of the town. The Government want to 
find some sort of place to ]JUt the boat in at last. 
I think my colleague, Mr. Archer, was quite 
justified in calling the attention of the House to 
this matter, and I :tm glad to hear the assurance 
of the Premier, that it is not in contemplation 
by the Government to make any permanent 
reserve of the river frontage round the Gardens 
for the use of the Port Office. I do not believe 
in inserting the thin end of the wedge in this 
way. There is far too little free space for the 
town as it is, and it would be a great de:tl 
bet1ler for the town if there were more. I have 
nothing to say as to whether thi' is the proper 
site or not-that is 1L matter for the department 
to decicle-but I cannot see any connection be
tween its position now and where it is most likely 
to be used. There are any number of sites down 
the river more in contiguity to the place where 
it will most likely be used, and where it could 
be better taken care of ; and where I think pro
vision should have been made for the housing of 
it before it arrived. 

Mr. BEATTLE said: Mr. Speaker,-! have 
no serious objection myself to the torpedo
boat being placed on this n:trrow strip of land, 
but I am certainly much obliged to the 
hon. member for Blackall for getting a promise 
out of the Premier, and I am very glad tn 
hear the Premier say that it is not the intention 
of the Government to interfere with any of 
the land from Alice street round to J~dward 
street. I think it would be a great loss to the 
city of Brisbane if such a P~""l"'"ition were made 
or entertained for nne moment. We have few 
enough breathing·-places in the city without 
taking :tway any thut already exist. \Yith 

reference to the torpedo-boat, she is a very nice
looking little thing, but I am ttfraicl she will be 
rather a,n expensive ol'naruent. I fnncy it will 
cost a large t:lun of 1~1rmey to 1nake the Hlip and 
shed ]ll"O]J<>,ed, >tnd I should like the Premier to 
give us sorne inforrnation as to the mnount. I 
believe the boat only weighs ten tons, and it 
appP:trs to n1e that it ir; Rcarcely necessary to 
erect a slip an cl shed for a vessel of that weight. 

The COLOXIAL TRE_'cS'GRER (Hun. J. R 
Dickson) said: J\Ir. Speaker,-·In answer to 
what hr.s been stuted by the hon. member for 
.Mulgmve, I may say that, immediately on the 
arrha! of the British-India steamer which 
brought the torpedo-boat, instructions were 
given to the Port Of£ce Department to tttke 
care of the boat. She was moored at the Port 
Office, but that was found an exceedingly incon
venient place, inas1nuch as bargeR a.nd other 
vessels berthing alongside the wharf there would 
be likely to come into contl%ct with her, and 
possibly do her some damage. It was therefore 
necessary that some safer place should be found, 
so as to avoid the liability to injury ; and this 
was done with all possible expedition. I think 
the place ,;elected is a very suitable one for 
the ·purpose. I should not like it to go forth 
to the public thttt the vessel was left in the 
neglected comlition implied by the remarks of the 
hon. member for Mulgrave. It is quite possible 
she may have been lying in the mud at low 
water, as he said ; hut I did not see her in 
that position, and I believe every care was 
tal<en of the boat by the Portmaster. The 
Premier hao said that it is not the intention 
of the Government to cut up the Garden front
uges for the purpose of leasing them for wharve,, 
un<l that is <]nite correct. I must, however, 
Hay that individually I rlo not share the senti
mental feelings expressed by hon. gentlemen 
who hold that those w:tter frontages should not 
be applied to commercial purposes. I hope the 
time will come when wharves will surround 
the Gardens, and our commercial inter
ests be greatly extended. A stone wall 
could be built at a suitable distance from 
the water to protect the Gttrclen" from the 
encroachment of the wharves and keep the 
Gardens retired. Such wharves would afford a 
great convenience, which is very nnwh required 
for the extension of our business ; and I hope the 
time will come-and that it will come speedily, 
too-when we shall see a line of wharves extend
ing from Petrie'~ Bight to Victoriu Bridge. 
That is my view of the queo;tion, but I cannot 
say that it is the view of the Government, or 
that it has ever been considered by the Cabinet 
up to the present time. But I individually, as 
a citizen of the colony, expre.;s the hope that the 
time will soon come when the trade of Brisbane 
will be so great that the whole of that river 
frontage land will be used for commercial pur
poses ; and that, I think, can be done without 
detracting in any way from the beuuty or seclu
sion of the Botanic Gardens. 

Mr. NOllTOX said: I am very sorry to hear 
such views expressed by the Colonial Treasurer. 
I can only suppose that the object of the hou. 
gentleman is to drive people out of town, in 
order to compel them to live on those 16-perch 
allotments of which he hac; lately been selling 
so many in the suburbs. I cannot conceive any 
other reason for advocating that a reDerve like 
the Gardens should be tltken away from the city. 
\V hat would the people do withnut that reserve? 
There must be some place in every town where 
the people can go out and get some fresh 
air, without absolutely having to run away 
from their busineKs. I must say that I was 
exceerlingly sorry tu hear such seutin1ents as we 
have just listened to expressed by a gentleman 
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occupying- the position of Colonial Treasurer, 
and I can only tell the hon. gentleman that 1 
woulrl mther see the torpedo-boat blown up 
:tnd him with it than that the Gardens should 
be done away with. The objection urged 
awtinst any portion of that resene being- made 
nl"e of for connnercial pnrpoRe~ correctly f81Jf8-
sents the general opinion of the people of Bri;;
ba,ne. and those who come into the city some
times and have to spend a few days here. People 
who cmne here fron1 the conntry, who have 
not very nnLCh to cln, are exceedingly glad 
dming the few idle houn; they have at their 
di~posal to take refuge in the (j,-trdens frnn1 the 
noise and dust of the city, which they cannot 
otherwise ;woid. I think it would he one of 
the greatest wron;:is that could Le perpetratecl to 
interfrere with the Uardens in a.ny way, "·ith the 
view of devoting thenl to any other vnrpo::;e than 
that to which they are ll<>W applied. 

:\[r. ,\ L,\:'{ Jl '"Lid: I was cert:tinly very much 
t-:urpriHed at the Colonial Treasurer speaking of 
the objection to any portiPn uf the Uardenh being 
ta,ken awa,y for whu.rL.t~·e purpose~ as a.. piece of 
'entiment. I do 11<>t believe th:tt there i>< a 
;.;reat.er .'entimentalist in the House tlun the 
hon. gentle1uan; yAt, IJeca.nRe the vi8\Y,'-' which 
have been expressed cm this nutter do not 
coincide ,dth his iclea.s, he calls then1 a 
piece of sentimentalism on the p:crt of hon. 
members. I consider the city of Brisbane is 
very poorly off for reserves. If you look at the 
larg·e cities of the other colonies you will find 
that they are very much better off in this respect 
than Brisbane. It would be an act of wickNl
ness-an act of vandaliRnl~if we were to roh the 
city of any portinn of the Gardens for wharfage 
purpose~ ; and I hupe the time will never come 
when the river frontage there will be taken away 
from the people of (,.lueensland. I hope, with 
the Colonial Treasurer, tlmt the time will soon 
arrive-I believe it is fast arri,ing-when the 
wharfage accommodation will h,we to be greatly 
increased, but I think that can be clone without 
touching the Garden:;. 

:Mr. FOOT:E said: I cannot fall in "·ith the 
views of the last speaker. I have always held 
that Uoverntuent House and the GardeuH are 
located in the \\Tong· place. The nry best part 
of th" city for water frontage' is taken up by 
the Botanic Carden:; and Uovennnent fionRe. 
And what me the ( l m·d,mR after :tll ? 'J'he whole 
area is only about Jifty-two acres, ami that is 
a very small space fm· public gardens. A few 
hunclrecb of people, ur at any rate a few thou
sands, would fill it, and they would be packed 
together like a flock of oheep. The proper place 
to have a garden is farther away from the city 
or on the other oide of the river. The present 
site might have been suitable in the old days, 
Lnt it is not suital1le for a city with a large popu
lation. Government House ought also to have 
been lmilt in some other place. I certainly coin
cide with the views expressed by the Colonial 
Treasurer, and I sincerely hope that we 
shall soon see the day when the whole of 
that river frontage from Petrie's Bight to 
the Bridg-e will be used for wharves, and 
that Government House, instead of being 
coolJe(l up in a corner on the hank of the river, 
will be placed in a far more eligible, suitable, 
ancl airy place. \Ve continue to make railways, 
and the people need not be confined within thA 
town as they nsell to be. There are means of 
;\etting out intl·J the cmmtry ; and in f,wt the 
gTeater part of thL: population, the trade~rnen 
'md the merchants, now live ont,ide the town. I 
ha.ve nn doubt tha,t, a!'1 the cmuttry goe~ ahearl 
a.nd the ptlfmla.tion inen':lSe!'), thnt :-;tate nf 
<<LLdro will c>>ntinuc, and I mYJ '"tbtiN! that if 
the trade of the uit:- increace.,: it will beuume a 

necessity to resume the whole of the river 
frontage for wharfag-e purposes. I hope to live 
to see the time when this will be so. 

:\h. KOUTOK: I hope you will not. 
JVlr. YRASElt: While wishing to retain for 

the people of Brisbane all the advantages of 
what are called "'lung~/' at the san1e tilne I 
'ympathise with the views of the Colonittl 
Treasurer. 

:VIr. NORTOX: Another savttg-e! 
Mr . .FHAS.ER: \Ve live inn time when the 

exigencies of trtule aud cornrnerce are inexor~ 
able, and eYerything has to give wa.y to them. 
I can well conceive a Hne of wharve~ ex~ 
tending ronnel that beautiful bend of the 
river, vvithout in the slighte8t <legree inter~ 
feri11g- with the re:-;erve-.; or depriving the 
people of l\ricbane of the use of them ; 
cLnd I can well eoncei\·e that the e\iKtence of 
whar\'cs in that locality nmy become :t 
very Clmsidemble attraction to the people 
of Hri:-;bane. Snppot5ing at :-;mne future tiu1e 
we find lying within that hem! of the river some 
of tho~e fir~t~clai"~ ve~;F:els such a.s the stec.uners 
of the Orient line-flo<'lting pa],wes as they are
I venture to say that nothing that could be given 
to the P'""]Jle of Brisbmw would be a Mource of 
greater delight. The wharw,, would then be 
one of the most attractive spots in the city, and 
wouhl be a source of infinite amusement to the 
people. T remember very well in the old country 
having to wend 1ny way through the back slun1s 
and low quarters of Liverpool to get on to some 
of those magnificent ships belonging to the 
Ameriean and A nstmlian lines, and in doing so 
I exposed myself and family to the chance of 
catching some infectious disease. It is <]uite 
true, as the member for Port Curtis says, that 
strangers coming from the country may enjoy a 
few hours' recreation in our Gardens ; but 
the fact is that the people of Brisbane are 
so very familiar with their Gardens, that, like 
everything else, when they h'we them they 
do not appreci:tte them sufficiently. I am 
snre that if the idea of the bon. the Colonbl 
Treasurer were cal'I'ied out, both the pleasurable 
and utilitarian mnti ves could be combined ; and 
I hope to see the time when we shallimperativelv 
require fpr eonnnercin1 pur}HJNes the \Vhole of the 
riYer frontage now occu1Jied by the C+arde11s. 
\\..-e know- it i~ a priuwry object in conuuercial 
undertaking:-5 to concentra,te our trade :::tR n1uch 
as possible, 'md hence it is important that 
we t;houlcl concentrate onr f-lhipping as 111t1ch as 
possible. As for Govemment Hou,e, there is 
only one defect, and it is this : It should 
have been at Ipswich-at least, I g>tther from 
the hon. member for Bundanba that that is so ; 
and if he can induce the Government to take 
Government House up to Ipswich I shall say 
nothing against it. 

Mr. AHCHER said : I have certainly been 
very much astonished at some things which have 
fallen from hon. members. 'rhere appear to be 
a few in this House-the Colonial Treasurer, 
the member for South Brisbane, and the member 
for Bundanba among-st them-who look upon 
the possession of wealth as above every other 
thing- in the "ord. They would sacrifice health, 
recreation, and everything e1:;e to put an extra 
penny in their pockets. The hon. Colonial 
Treasurer :-;ayR he hnH no Rynipathy \Vith the 
sentimental side of the question. \Vdl, I can 
fLS~ure hirn there i~ no senthnent in it. It is a 
nmtter of ab sol nte necessity that we should 
retnin our recreatim1 grounds. It i~ a. 1natter of 
health, and yet the hon. gentleman advocates the 
cuttill;:i·U]l of thi.-; be:tntiful place. It is the 
very lJcst jil:tce that can be preserved for the 
recreation of the people .,f the city, ami :1 look 
upon iho;;e hun. members with feelin;;c of utter 



1262 Motzonfor Adjournment. [ASS.ttMBtY.] Crown Lands Bill. 

astonishment who advocate the destruction of 
our be;outiful Gardens. I cannot understand 
them. I cannot oympathise with their nmclalism, 
and they cannot sympathise with my sentiment. 
13ut I can as~nr0 hon. ruembers I lutYe no feel
ings of sentin1eut in this nmtter. 1 luwe simply 
a wish that this plaee ,;honld lJe preserver! for 
the people; and I believe tlmt if the repre.,en
tatil·e, of the city of Brisbane amwuncecl the 
fact that they intended to lmn<l that place 
over to the rapacity of tlw,;e who think that 
cmnrnerce is everything, they 'voulcl lm;e their 
seats. Brisbane i0 increasing very rni>idly in size 
and hnport<.tn(•e, nnd I hope will con tin ne to in
crease; and everyone knr_n\:-; that ruore wharfage 
accommodation will bererp1ired; butibelievethat 
can be obtained without infringing in rtny way 
on almost the only place left to the citizens for 
recreation purposes. There is arupJe l'OoUl for 
wharfnge frorn the 111nnicipal wharves a,t 
Petde':-- Bight l'ight Llown to oppo~ite Lytton ~ 
and wl1ile we haYe all that spn.cP, there 
doe:-; not ~umu t() lJe any uece~"",itv or ex
cu:se ful' rE,,Inniug- the water L·onta.i:;e of the 
public ~:::Jn],•ar<. l believe tlmt if the men who 
hanj fipul~t'll ou thiH quE-;;;tion were in London 
i.h~'y \\.1111kl l'e:dly prop()S!? tu ell liydc rctrk. 
Our (; anlen:s are of a cel'tain 111onetary Yaluf··, 
but tltey have nu thing like the value of Hy,]e 
Park if it wa,; cut up into building ,;ites. I 
belie,-e that park could be turned into llJillions 
and millions of money; but I do not suppose 
the people of London would nllow Hyde l'ark 
to be sold for £100,000,000sterling--and it \Yrmld 
fetch that if it were sold. Ancl here m-e 
hon. gentlen1en, \Vho ought to kno\\l better, 
coolly talking- ab:mt takiug a way this be>tutiful 
reach of the river, which has been devoted 
for HO long a tin1e to pnblie pnl'JH)H8:-i. It i:-; 
n question of f::tr gren.ter 1uon1eut thrLn hon. 
members appeD,r to think; and I hope the hon. 
member for Fortitmle Valley will see that the 
citizens take ;m interest in thi,-< matter, and 
eheck any Bi~·n of ::;u.ch vanJalis1n a:.; the hou. 
Colonial Treasurer has displayed. \Vith regard 
to the origirml question, I utterly disagree with 
the action taken by the Governuwnt in bringing 
the torpedo-boat round tu thi,, rmtch of tlw ri ,-er. 
I believe that that ground ought uut to hav~ 
been utied wlthout eou::;nlting the J-fqu~e. I 
believe it h; part of the re-;erve for the Parlia
mentary Bnilding<', and that this Hrmse ought 
to ha ye some control oYer it. T think, therefore, 
the Gorermneut ought ll•)t tr> have done any
thing in t,!Jj,, matter without CIJnsulting the 
House. Had they done so, I shonlrl ha ne 
opposed 111ost strongly the erection of thb boat
shed. The Go1er'nme11t haYe at Kangaroo 
Point a nery larg-e property. The Premier 
Rays that it is unlit for the purpose required, 
but I do not think it is. Or they might haYe 
gone to Lyttr.n, where the forts are ; or they 
might have obtained plenty of sites along the 
river which wnnld have been equally suit
:tble, and wonlc! not ha\·e i11 any way in
terfered with what I look upon as one of those 
things that we ought to hand down to those 
who come after us. These are really not senti
mental views at all. Thev are view;.; which I 
hold, becau,;e I belieYe there are plenty of sites 
for wharves up unci down the river bccnl< ; and 
there is deep water too. I know that if the 
Premier liked to 1mrt with ]JiK river frontage 
it would be worth thonsnn<ls of ponnds for 
wharvPs ; and there m·e other sites equally as 
good. 1·rhy, themforP, it shonld be thought 
necessary, in order to provide for this little boat, 
to interfere with what I look upon n;.; the 
one spot h1 QneAn":llotnd 'vhiuh ,-.;tranl-!;ers lno<"t. 
admire, I cannot possibly ';ee. HowevcT, I 
eupp0.,'8 the stron;,: HHLJority of the Government 
will a;ree "\dth the Yie-~7e r·f th€ C-:J]C'nial Trsa~ 

surer in this as in other matters. I have clone 
my dnt.y in calling att>:ntion to the matter. If 
the people of Brisbane are so callous to their 
intere.-:tR as to con::;ent to fmch a great lo~s to the 
city, and tothecouutry by-and-hy, I can do nothing 
by what I "'')"except to try m1d rouse them to 
sta!Hl up for their rights. l have expressed my 
opinious, but I have not the slig-htest hope that 
the liovennucnt will t:tke heed of them ; it i;; 
qnite hopeless t<> exped them to do that. At 
the same time I feel stron~ly that if they liked 
to use their wit.' they ~ould find sik,, that woul<l 
not at all interfere with the reoerve ; and I am 
;,lad Llmt the Premier lms repettted his promise 
that nothing will be done to take it away. I 
beg to withdraw the motion. 

J\.Iotion, by lean', withdrmvn. 

VOJlJ\IAL .:\JOTIO:c\. 
The following rrwtlou wa:-:: agreet1 to : -~ 
B.v ::\[r. :'\OH!J'O::\-
That there lJc laid on tllf' table nf the Uou~e a li:;t o( 

all railwav (''Jlltral'Ls. entered into lJ,· the Government, 
silH'1: the 'I.sl of .January, 187G. ~pecifying the amount of 
each cou!ract, the total am on ut lJH_ill on the completion 
of each contra•"L and the c0wlit1on~ and spC'ci!icatious 
uuUer 'vllicll each t.:ontract wa6 ltt, with the namfl'3 of 
the cnntradors anrt ah·J the date on \Vllif'll caeh con
trctct 'vas let, and the d.ay on which the line was 
openca. 

JLS.RY BILL-THIIW .READI~G. 
On motion of the A TTORKEY-GKt\EHAL 

(Hon. A. Rutledge), this Bill was read a third 
time, p:cssed, mHl ordered to be transmitted to 
the IA·gislative Council by n1estia-ge in the ustutl 
fonn. 

BIL\:'\DS ,\CT OF lS/2 ~\1\lEXD::\IE:'\T 
BILL--THIRD HJOIJL\'"U. 

On the motion of the Ho:---. B. B. ::\[()]{};'1'01\", 
this Bill was read n third tirue, passed, and 
nrrlererl to be tnm,Juitterl to the I,egislatiYe 
Conndl by lllc.::-;:;age iu the ustuLl funn. 

ClWW:\'" L.-\:'\DS IaLL---CO:\DliTTEE. 
On the Order of the Day being read, the 

Hon~e went illto Connuittee to further contiider 
this Hill in detail. 

On clau~e ~11 .'' J\J\n:r t~, re:-;enc landti for 
public.; purpo ... ,eK''-·--

:\11'. 1' AL:\lER said he >-<aw that the clause 
gaYe power to re~erve land fur a.1nwst nny con
ceiva-ol-" purJJllse, \dth the exception of one 
which he thougnt the 2\Iinister for Lrwds failed 
to recognise ·"·ith the importance which he 
thougi1t :-:nch an oUject ought to bear in the 
interests of the colony--lw referred to forest 
re:;erves; reserves for the conl:'el'1\, ation of thnber. 
There was no doubt that Queensland could grow, 
within herself, sufficient timber for all her wants 
if there was not so much waste, and if the growth 
was reglllated as well. At present the rail ways 
a,; they proceeded out tn the western part of the 
colony were not opening up fresh timber supr,lies, 
but were actually going out to almost treeless 
plains, and were consuming the timher that was 
growing now on the coast lands. A large amount 
of it might be seen on any rail way line, fur the 
supply of railwrt:;-s further out. He had seen on 
the Central Railway, for miles beyond \Vest
wood, piles of sleepers for the extension of lines 
hundreds of miles fur·ther OJL He believed the 
same remark :tppliorl to each line. The example 
g-iven by the mother-colonr might well be 
followed her·c. There the Forest Branch Depar-t· 
ment had been taken from the }lines Office anrl 
transferred to the }Jinister for Lands' Office. It,; 
revenue, he thought, fnr the yenr 1BS2 ,., ~t:-> 
f:13,000, and iu 1E83 it 'mwuntcd to J;l11,uS:>. 
The exr,eCJditurc co.me to ,,bout £1ii,OOO; but 
th2.t sum wa_; incurred, to a, larz:;e extent, by 

1 the inl[;'6Cioro who !cad to irmpect the rint;· 
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barking. He saw that a new clause refer
ring to ringbarking h::t<.I l;~en pl.ac_ed. in the 
hands of hon. mmubere. 1 hose n"pectors of 
forest reserves had also to inspect the conntry 
for which a...pplictttiunx to ringbttrk were ~eut 
in. He believed it had been the opinion <>f 
many scientific men who had studied the que:;tiou, 
that ringbarking the whole countr:~ th1·ou~·h, and 
denuding the country of its forest:>, was a... s~~l"lteut 
that did not comluce to either the he,;lthine" 
of the country or its prosperity. It h,;d b•.·en 
called in queHtion in every country-~the clearing 
of their native forests without. at the same time, 
1naking any provi;-;ion fm· gTO\Ying others in their 
place. In Americ>< its importance wa,; looked 
upon with such interest by the Government that 
a gratuity of 1GO acres of land was gi vcn to any 
one who cultivated 10 acres of tree, for ten 
years, or eight years ; to say nothing about the 
commercial aspect of the question, which, he 
thought, anyone would acknowledge wa~ one of 
great importance, nnd one which ohould I m tnken 
in h:1llcl at onc:L' 1 'Y the J lepmtment of L:~ uds oJ· 
by the (~oYern~uent. Jj~ach year 8~1W tht~ ~ource 
of supply diminiohed, and Lon. members "ould 
remember that they had :1 peLition pre.,euted to 
the I{ouse not. lon~ a:zo, fton1 l\Iar}-~boron;:..{h 1 
reque,ting that a clnty might be placed on the 
importation uf timber, thereb.1· increaHin:; the 
cost of dwelling~ to every working n1an in 
the country. If that consumption >tn•l we,ste 
'vent on year after ;v~ear, of cour:-;e it could 
only tend to make the supply e;carcer and 
dearer ; but to ::;ay nothing of the conuuer
cial aspect of the question, the conservation 
of forests ha,d been looked upon as conduci 1·e to 
health~the specific temperature of trees being· so 
low as tn regnlate the extremes of heat and cold. 
He knew vm·y well that on the treelesc; pbius of 
the interior they had both the inteu,;e cold :1nd the 
intense hmtt, :;]wwing the truth of that ,;cientitic 
princitJle. He did not know what were the Yie\\·s of 
thehon. :\Iinister for Lands on the que,tion, but it 
was one to which the hon. gentlenl<-tll ndght \'!~ry 
well give his attention. The first timber retwrves 
in New South \Vales were made in 11-171, to pre
serve Rome n1agnificent forest:-; of hard wood on 
the Clarence, and son1e red-gum forest:-; on 
the Murray; am! "ince then re,erves h;td been 
proclaimed from time to time, till in 188:3 
there were 666 re~erye:;, mnbracing an are~L of 
G,OOO,OOO acre,;. The~· \Yere in charge of " 
department with " ,taff nf ,ixty officer.,, 
whose >alaries <lmnnnted to J.'R.OOO a 1·par. ant! 
tranlling e'\pen,;"s to £G,OOO. Tn lN~2-:; theY rlcalt 
'dth ;)30 applications for ring·lmrking, and ~:L\ l' 
perruiR:::ion in 342 easoR, ha viug respHct to 4,000 
"'luare mile-.. He saw that Baron ;'lfueller 
recommenderllocal board<, for fore't culture. and 
he thought it would be well tu bring local k.now
ledge and intere"t to bear so as to prel-ent the 
needle's waste which went on when there were no 
regulations. He commended the question to the 
:Minister for Lands, and he hoped the hon. gen
tleman would take that interest in it which the 
importauce of the subject desened. 

The :MINISTER FOE LANDS said that reser
vations for timber purposes had always been made 
under a clause somewhat similar to the one in the 
present Bill, so that the Government would have 
power to make a.U nece~8ary tin1lJer reserve~ 
throughout the colony. ·with reg-arc! to ring
barking, if the hon. member had read the clause 
dealing with that snbject he would see that 
the commissioner had to inspect and determine 
whether the timber wa' of a kind which shonld 
be ringbarked for irrtproving gra.zing or hgricnl
tural selections. The commissioner, assisted by 
the 1·ang-er, would, he thought, be quite eornpe
teut to --ettle •(Ut•4ions of Lh:ct kintl. Of comse 
lt wa.~ nm:es~ ;uy in ,_ xerci~e smnB ca1re that 
vaJu;_tb}c til~lbtr wa )- uot de::troyed) and that 

was intenc!ed to be done hy the clause proposed. 
He thought th:tt all the cli tfic:ulties raised by the 
hon. member had been fail'ly ]Jt·ovidecl for. 

J\Ir. P "\ L:\IEn said he did not think the hou. 
,;·entlem:w hac! gra,ped the nmtter in the right 
w:~y. A great deal of country that W>ts not suit
able for g-razing pnrpo"::les was admira Lly a,dapted 
for g"t'OWil1'...!,. tiinl>el'. nfany of the barren riflge~ 
abont tlte Burnett :tnd \Vide Bay districts grew 
heantiful imnh:trk-the straightest he had ever 
seeu ; ~tnd it \Yas ch:.Lracteristic of ::t good deal 
of conntry, which W<1B eonsidered very poor for 
gnt~ing }Hlrpo.-;e~, that it would grow excellent 
timber. J-Ie thought if Hnch country were 
rc~erved, and tlw timbe1· sold, the returns would 
pay all the expen,;c,;. 

The J\'IIXI:-lTER l,'ClR LANDS said that 
what the hon. member proposed was an elaborate 
Ryste1n of fore~t con...,erYancy or cnlti vation. 
That wu,; a matter which should be rlenit with 
"''Jlarately, and not '" part of the L:md Bill. lf 
it \\"ere 11ecc~:--arv or de:-;iralJle--and_ he had not 
tlw slightc,st d<;ubt that it was--to cultivate 
titnbet·, it woul•l have tu be taken in !mud in an 
allogether separate n1easu1·e. Smne step~ had 
already been to,ken in thttt dil'cction, hut they 
were werely e.xp8:!_'iu1enictl efiurL6 E-:>O far; still they 
showed, at all events, that something- of the sort 
could be done. He did not think, however, that 
it was desirable to deal with it in the present 
Bill. 

::\fr. l'ALMER "tiel he <lid not wish to t<tke 
up any more time on the subject, if the hon. 
gentlmuan wa,~ not ~nfficiently interested in it. 
He wmtld just refer him to the Land Aet of 
X ew :-lrmth \Vales, where it was not t],ought of 
so little imjlortancc. Part Y I. provided solely 
and wholly for the conservation of forest,_~ 
"~tate fo~rest:s -- tintber re~erve . ..; -license:;~· 
permits." The first ebuse of the !Xtl't read as 
follows:~ 

"It:-;hall bP Iawfnl [or the Gon"l'llOrby notilic<tUon in 
the Ga~t'tfe to proclaim au_y area.s of Crown lu1ds therein 
describ~~fl to he State fon-;t~. HlHl in like manner to 
rc~rrve from sale any f:.neh areas as timber reserve,:.; for 
thn pnrpo~c. ill eaeh ease, of preserving, mHler regnlntions 
in that lJehalf to be made hy thr (1-oYernor. the grm.vth 
anll sncc-·.·;..;sion of timher trees, an} of preventing as fat· 
aR prat~tieahle tltc tlCstl'nctioll aml C'XllausUou (Jf ."'ltl'lt 
~; ltl; forc"t~.'' 

There the "hole question see!lled to be brought 
nHder the E.mpervi:-;ion of officer:-; who ha.d 1nade it 
rPllmnerati ve to the State, besides ::1 tnean~ of 
pro"\ iding for thn futun• enunnou:-; re(rtlil'enu:ntH 
of raihYn)' f•xten~iou. The fresh sleeper~ rec1uired 
""'''Y year (.o supply the place of those which 
de<<l~'Pd, to Ha~- nothing of extcn:-.iow~, auwunted 
to 40,000 or GO, 000. 

:\[r. XOHTOX said he was inclined to think, 
\l'ith the Minister for Lands, that the question of 
forest conservan cv \nts not one to be discussed 
in connection wifh the pre,~ent measure. l-Ie 
donbted, moreover, whether the clause gave 
special power to resen-e land for forest purpo.ses, 
though no doubt there wa~ a g-eneral po\ver. 

'fhe PREi\liER said that a great many St>tte 
forests had been prochLirnecl under a similar 
clause which had l1een in force for a number of 
years. However, there conld be no objection tn 
make it more specific. He would propose to 
h"ert after the words " required for" the word,; 
''State forests or for." 

Amendment a:;reed to. 

The Ho~. B. D. 2\IORETO).' said he thought 
the clause should provide for camping and 
\Vatoring n:-;;erve~. 

The PRE:\fiER sn-id it might !Je n-.~ well to 
illc·.;rt the words. He moved that the W•)l'd,; 

"or for c·tnlpin<.; pln.ee~ for tr£t\·elling :-;toc:.:k') he 
in~·erted aftt·r t 1!•: word ·· worlc-;" il1 the 28th 
lint. 
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Amendment agreed to; ancl clause, aR amended, 
put and lJa~sed. 

Clauses !)2 and !l3 passed as printed. 
On clause D4, as follows :-
,, 'l'he Governor in Council mav gr:-mt licenses to 

mine t'or eonl on temporary or pel·m;ment re-.m·vcs on 
sueh term:> as to securing the ~urface. license fees, 
royalties, or otherwiM', as he shall ::-:ee tit."' 

J\Ir. P Aio:'viER said the tmbject of royalties 
nn coal \\'W:l likely to Le rt. very large one in 
(/neewdan<l l1efore long·. ·when the Lrmd Bill 
waR under di::;cnssion in another colony, the 
question was referred to by J'vlr. J ames Fletcher, 
an experienced 1uining engineer. wbo Knid :~ 

"There is one cla.nse in the Rill of whkli I approYe. 
This i:-; the oue \Vhich providp., for a 1·o~·a.Ity on eoa.l, 
allCl tlh~ reservation to t.lt·~ Cr"wn of all mineral:-;, I 
:tJn confident that in a few Years more tlie rcvenne 
l'rom the eoal land . ..; of the f'oloil.Y will be qni.tc a~ J.!:l'CaL 
a:.: that which thP Jfiniskr for Lancl.'-1 expcds to geL 
from t-he pa,..,tol'al lc:-t~e... 1 thiuk we shall be aetinp; 
\\ri::5el,v it' we pa~s thi.s provision." 

The cbn,es to w!Jich he l'efenecl wmc the 7th 
and the !l'ith of the J'\ew South \VaJr, Land 
Hill, which provided tlmt all royal tie" sho11lrl be 
collected by the Crown. "\.ccorclingto the artiele 
from which he (;\ll'. Palmer) had qnotcd, the 
royalties collected <thont N ewca,tle amounted to 
ls. per ton. It went on to "'Y :--· 

''At. Lake .Jia<'qnarie. abont twel....-e "miles [rom ::\~·
ea:;tle l.Jy the liu(' of railway in <·ow·se of C'ou.-;trnction, 
more than one ag-reement for lC'a:o:e i~ i.n exh•t.enee, by 
whieh h. per ton royalty is to be pu,id on the coal 
raised. ln fact. ls. per ton is now the minimwn priee 
a-~kecl for coal muler land~ ~itnatc a con~Wrrahle ("lis
tam·e from port. A{;cord.ing to a pro~pc•et ns. of the 
Xorth Illawana Coal-mining Compauy, Liwite(l, there 
are thrc"$: of thc~c propcrtit<·t covering l'cspceth'cly 1 10() 
acres, OllO acres, and 1.000 a ere~ ~-togcthnr. :3.100 a('.rcs 
held by the emnpany--:-;nlJject to a royalty of ur~~J.rly 1~. 
per ton, with the right of renewal for a similar period at 
:3d.JlCl' ton ad.dHiomtl. And be it known that tho.-:e 
]ll'Operties:. arc ~itnat.e from :37 to 40 miles from Port 
,Jaek::<on by the Jllawarra line of railway" 
The Bill introduced by Sir ,John Robertwn in 
1 Hfil contained a clauRe iutpo:-;ing a certajn 
roy<tlty on minerals; and had that cbuse been 
ca,rl'ied, the :-11nount rcali.·-md·-even with a. 5 
per cent. royalty-would have reached £WO, l!i3 
per annum. J,ast year the Ya!ue of the total 
yield of minerals in that colony was £3,203,000. 
Jt had alway,.; been said that if the Government 
"anted moi·e revenue they ,.;hould go to the 
pastoral tenants, ". ho m;ecl the gras" of the colony 
without gi vi11g a sufficient qu.id pro (fiiO for it; 
lmt there was a certain point beyond which eYen 
the pastoral tenant would be no longer sqneezable, 
::mrl he would recommend that when the Tre:t
~nrer had done ~queezing the squatter he should 
turn his <tttention in another direction, ;md 
S<JUecze something out of the mineral wealth of 
the colony. The land JHlSses.sed a twofold value 
-the v<tlue on the surface, which the pastoral 
tenant was quite willing to pay for; and the 
va.lne beneath the surface, in the shape of coal 
and other minerals, vvhich 1night pay a greater 
percenta!;!."B to the State. He y, anteJ to kuow 
whether it was the intention of the Minister 
for Lands to impose a royalty Oil coal. c;>ueens
land was not as yet, perhapP>, a la,r~c coal-pro
ducing country, but the tin1e wm; cmning when 
she would rival New South \V ales or any of the 
other colonies in the production, not only of coal 
but of other minerals as well. 

The MINISTER FOR LA::\'DS replied that 
power wa:-: given to the G·overnruent in the c]au~e 
tu impose a royalty on coal found on Crown land. 

The Hox. Sm T. l\IuiLWIL\.ITII: J'\ o; it 
iR not. 

The :HIXISTJ<:n FOH Lc\.:1\DS s:tid the 
pnwer lT·"crvcd t.o the Uovernor in Council 
cov£TE'cl it ; and if it wa:-; at any tirne con:-::;idered 
judicious tu e~n.ct a. roya-lty it could b~ d1111C, 

Clau&e put and l'a~oecl. 

Clause !Ji)-" Commons may be rcsumed"
J>a'"ecl as printed. 

On clause !J(i, as follows :-
··Thi: 1;ovcruor in Conucil may make regulations for 

the management of any existing common and for givi.ng 
effer'i· to commona;..ce right~, subject, howeYer, to the 
following con(lition~:-~ 

Tlmt eommonagP rights shall appertain solei~· to 
re:-:Llpnts in the i.O\VD~hip or <listriet for whi.cll 
tlw eOI:nnon was proclaimea; 

Tllat 1\w depastnring of sheep and entire male 
animH.ls exceetliHg ~ix moutlu; olct, exee11t under 
special eonrlition~, slJalllJC ]JrohilJited; 

Tlmt pH~'lliClli. be ltlade for the depa:-;blring of cattle 
at n rate not less than two shilling~ per head 
per annum, ~md tha.t in no ea~e shall auy one 
person he allowed to run more than twenty 
head on t.he S(l}\l(' enmmon. 

"Hnt 11othi1Jg hPl'ein eontaiJJCil. slmll pn~\' nt /)rJIIIt.firle 
tran~Ucr.s frolll 1lcpa~t1tring tlleir lmlloeks, horses, or 
other stod\ on any cOlltlllOll. Provickd that uo person 
travelling wit-h the Ktock shall be deemed a bour! .firle 
travcllf'r ·who ~hall not Jll'O<'CPd fnnr mile~ iu one 
11irf'ction rlnring eYcry t \Ycnty-four hour:.;;, milC~"" dela.ycd 
lw !load:-~." 

. The H ox. JJ. ll. ::\1 OHETOX KU~geKted th::~t 
the distance to be traYellecl should be Kix miles 
instead of fnnr 1niles, ::;o as to rnake the provi::;ion 
in that reKpect simihr to the one alre>edy passed 
\dth reg-m·d to tnt-Yelling stock. 

The PRK.\UER said he would accept the 
Bnggc ~tion, a,nd 1nnve, as an a1nendn1ent, tho .. t 
all the words after the wore! "tnweller" be 
omitted., with the view of inserting the following 
wnrdt>--" unle,..,,:::; such stock are driven to\vards 
their deKtination at least six mile, within eYery 
period of twenty-four hours, unlfoS prevented 
by rrdn or floods.'' 

. The HoN. S][{ T. MciL WRAITH aKkerl if 
there wns any partieulm· reason for the difference 
in tlte rate of nlileage bet\veen the t\vd clauses 
relating to traYelling stock-\vhy "six n1iles1

' was 
in'"erted in clause 31, and "fonr Iniles" in the 
clau;e now before the Committee? 

The 2\ITI\'ISTKR }'Oll LAN1 >S replied that 
clan.-3e D(i, in itK present for1u, wa:-: a copy of the 
eorre:-;ponding ela.n:-;e in the existing ... A.ct. 'There 
were fe\v com1non:-; nwre than four rrlileH throngh, 
and probably that was the reason why that 
nnrnber of 1niles wa~ fixed upon. 

The HoN. StR 'l'. ::\fcJLWRAITH said that 
what he wanted to know wa" whether there was 
nny partjcular reason for ''six nlile,'"'" being 
in~erted in one elau::;e and "four n1iles" in the 
other? 

The PJU<:l\I IER sairl that, as his hon. colleague 
had pointed out, the present clause was a trans
cript of the clause in the Act of 18/G, which in its 
turn was taken from the Act of 1808. lt was an 
inadvertence that the two clau,es, as printed, 
did not run together. 

l\Jr. AllCHER said he was gla<l that so much 
\vas being copied from the Act of lSGS. 

l\Tr. PALM.Kll snggesteLl that, after the word 
"}H'oelainwt1 " in the 1st t·mbt:lection, the \'i·onlH 
" and that they shall be under the control of the 
divi,;ional boards of the di;trict," should be 
added. A provision of that kind would ensure 
tbat the ret.erves woulcl be put to a pro]Jer use. 

The ::\liNISTER FOR LAKDS said the 
next chtllse en1ptnvered the GoYernor in Council 
to place cmun1on~ under the control of Inuni
cip:11 councils ; and he thought that provision 
!llight be extended to diYisiunal boards. 

question-Tlmt the words ]Jroposed to Le 
omitted stand part of the question-put and 
negatived. 

nlr. XOHTON said he clidnot know whether 
the cbu'e applied to goats; lmt he die! not KCC 
why people in small township" ,Jwnld u"t be 
alluwt:d to keep ~~0a.t ) aud het ve J!l!H~ plac..e fnr 
C1em t·) run. He \\'C>ulcl ,tl," point uut that 
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although there was a price fixed for depasturing 
cattle-2s. per head-there was none fixed for 
depasturing sheep. 

C,luestion - That the words proposed to be 
inserted be w inserted-put and passed, 

:Mr. SCOTT asked if the concluding pmtion of 
the chouse would apply to carriers, or to men 
tm velling with two or three led or p<tck horses. 
~ \s the clan~e stood, with the arnendrnent, thnHe 
lJer.':ions \Vonld he cornpclled to move on Hix rniles 
a day, an<l he th<,ught that was not intended. 

The PRKl\Ill~H. said there were some emu
mons in the colony, but very few; and it 
would be obsel'ved th<1t there was no provision 
jn the Bill for n1aking new one;;. It \Va.s con
sidered that the system of reserves was much 
better; and the Clause was only intended to 
deal with existing commons as long as they con
tinned in existence. The depasturing of sheep 
was prohibited except under special conditions, 
but there was nothing to prevent a bond .tide 
travellel' from turning his horses or bullocks on 
to a common. If he wa.g not a resident in the 
district he must show that he was a bonc1 .fide 
traveller, that was, travelling with stock in the 
ordinary sense of the term. They would not 
call a man with a bullock-team "travelling with 
stock"--they would call him " a carrier." 

Mr. SCOTT said it was invariably in the 
neighbourhood of small townships that people 
with a few horses or a bullock-team wished to 
remain for more than one day, and not out in 
the bush. As the clause read it would force 
those people to move on, and he did not think 
that was intended. 

The HoN. 13. B. MOH.J~TON asked if the 
system of commons w'ts to be clone away with 
by the Bill, and whether no more would be 
created? 

The PRJ<~MI:ER: X ot by that nmne. They 
will be called cam ping reserves. 

The HoN. B. B. MORETOK said he did not 
think camping reserves would meet the case of 
sm;1ll townships in the interior. 

The MINISTER J<'OH, LANDS said he sup
posed what the hon. gentleman meant was that 
the inhabitants of small towns throughout the 
colony should be provided with commons, or a 
place where they could keep stock; but it was 
not the intention of the Bill to provide runs for 
people liYing in townships who desired to become 
stockowners. If they wished to become stock
owners it was their duty to take up land for 
that purpose. They were not entitled to have 
portions of country given to them where they 
could depastnre stock free. As the hon. the 
Premier had pointed out, the clause only dealt 
with commons at present in existence. 

Mr. NOR TON said he quite agreed with the 
Minister for Lands that it was not desirable that 
people living in towns should be provided with 
runs if they wanted to become stockowners ; but 
he did not see why a man should not be allowed 
to keep a cow or a couple of cows running about 
a common belonging to a township. No doubt 
commons had heen abused, but that was because 
they had not been properly regulated ; and he 
thought that if they were to be abolished it 
would be a serious objection to that portion of 
the Bill. He did not see what objection there 
was to commons, provided they were not too 
large. 

The :\JI:~HSTEH. FOR LANDS said, perhaps 
the hon. gentleman WOL!ld say what size. in 
hi,-, opinion, the cnnnnnn~ ought to be? Jt 
-:.vnuld depend upon the populati,m. "For in
~'l:."nce, what e'"<tent of connnPn would the 
city of Brbl:a11e 1·r~p_1~re to al1..~",7' t::c..sh rE-.Ji
dent to kuep co\r or t\yo? If what the 
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hon. gentleman referred to was the supply 
of milk, he could say that, as a rule, in 
large towns milk was supplied by men who 
took up land and became dairy farmers ; and he 
did not think that the country should be called 
upon to proclaim commons to enable other people 
to compete with those men who had taken up 
and paid for their land. If people lived in 
town they should pay for their milk, and not 
ask the country to establish commons to supply 
them with that commodity free of expense. 

Mr. KORTON said the hon. gentleman's re
marks might apply very well to the metropolis ; 
but there were many towns in the colony where 
people did not always buy their milk. It was 
only in the large towns that they could do so, 
and he could say that a great many dairymen 
supplied very bad milk indeed. They added a 
very great deal of water, and sometimes pipe
clay; and he did not see why persons living in 
country townships should not be allowed to keep 
a cow or two. He knew some country towns 
where the milk supplied was simply abominable. 

Mr, BEATTIE said he was of opinion that 
cows were becoming a great nuisance, par
ticularly in the large towns of the colony, 
because from his experience he found that, when
ever an individual kept a garden, it was just for 
the convenience of his neighbours' cows to feed in. 
There was no doubt a cow would very soon 
find a way to open a gate. He was sure that if 
it were possible to have a commonage for all the 
cows about the city of Brisbane it would be one 
of the greatest blessings about. If anyone 
would walk round the suburbs and see the 
animals that gave milk to the i11habitants of 
Brisbane, he was perfectly satisfied that he would 
pity the people of Brisbane who had to drink the 
milk, because he (Mr. Beattie) was certain that it 
was most unhealthy, and one of the sources of the 
great amount of sickness that had been dissemin
ated around the suburbs of Brisbane. It was all 
very well to talk about commonages, but anyone 
who wanted to set up a dairy farm ought to go out
side the town. He objected to people keeping a 
cow if their neighbours had to keep gardens to 
feed it. He saw that every day-and they had 
complaints from people of the same thing both 
in the city and in the suburbs-that they had 
to keep gardens to feed other people's cows. 

The Hox. B. B. MORETON said he thought 
the case brought forward by the hon. member 
who had just sat clown was altogether different 
from that brought forward bv the hon. member 
for Port Curtis. In small towns in the interior, 
where they were not able to grow much corn 
for feed, there was no means of getting feed unless 
there was a common alongside the town. He knew 
many cases where the system had been abused, 
and the commonage was much larger than it 
should have been. Commonages were well 
enough in the interior, where much ill-feeling 
might otherwise be engendered between the pas
toral tenants who snrroumled those towns, and 
the townspeople whose animals might be im
pounded. It was a perfect necessity for the 
small townships in the colony to have a com
monage alongside or around them. 

Mr. NORTO::'-r said it was evident from the 
speech of the hon. member for Fortitude V alley 
that he kept a garden, and his neighbour kept a 
cow. He could assure him that there was not 
very much sentiment about his contention. He 
cmild tell the hon. member of a case which came 
before him wme time ago. A lady went to a 
town with her family where she hnd been residing 
before, ~Lntl wanted to rnake an arrangmnent with 
a man to oupply her with milk The man offered 
to do it o.t 'ld. per I)Uart; but :,he -.<Lid ':he 
'Vn.ntecl the best mill: che could f;6t. He replied 
that if .ohe 'muted the Yery best milk she cou!C( 
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get it at Gd. per quart, anrl then it would he over 
half water. The ordinary milk would he -!d. 
The hon. member would quite understand that 
there was not a great deal of sentiment about 
that. 

Mr. FOOTE said he did not fj11ite see the 
matter in the light in which the hrm. memberfor 
Burnett did. All the commonages he had seen had 
never been worth anything. They were rig-ht 
enough to turn out a horse or a cow to rest upon ; 
but they were generally so crowded that a blade ,,f 
grass was never seen upon then1, and they werP, 
therefore, of no use whatever for the purposes 
of grazing. Sometimes it happened that there 
was a good waterhole there, and, so far as that 
waterhole was concerned, it ·was sorne use to 
the inhabitants ; but, in regarrl to the mtttter of 
feed, it could be of no use whatever, and he was 
sure that the milking cattle kept upon a com
rnonage, or depending upon a con11nonage for their 
feed, at smne seasons rnnst be Yery poor indeed. 
The hon. member for Port Curtis talked nbout 
~vatet· in m!Jk. Tl;ere was no IJec<'s,ityt<' 1 mt water 
mtothe unlk, a,; If they got any nt ttll itwoulclnot 
be nntch bettertha.H water. Ho 1ookcd up(1n tlw~e 
cmn1nnnage:-; siluply <-t:-1 a nnisaHGe t.n the :-)ta.tn. 
'fhe stock were driven to then1 in the uwrning, 
and returned to to,vn, aH the lwn. rnember for 
yortitude Vnlley sai,l, through the ,trects mill 
Into the gar<lem.;; they ~oon lwe:tlne ycry kno\V
ing and knew where to find fee<l; they could 
open a gate, 1nany of thern, and OlJen a door. 
He had known them to get into a store occa
sionally, in hard time,;, and he had no doubt other 
hon. member,; lmd too. He was ghtd to lwtr 
that the Government did not intend to pr.Jclaim 
any further commonnges, and that the provision 
simply referred to those already in existence. 

Question put and pas,;ed. 

On clnuse IJ7 - " Commons may be placed 
under municipal councils"-

J\1r. P ALMER said he had underst0od the 
hon. lYiinister for Lands to say that he would 
make an amendment in the clttnse to the effect 
that the commons might be placed under the 
control of divi,;ion~l boards. Those camping 
reserves were preYionRly called conunons, and 
he had no douht they would he Yery nsefnl for 
tra."~eUing stock staying" near a tuwrl, and they 
would be ren<lered very nmeh more n·"Jful if 
they were plar<••l in i.IH• hand·· of ,]j, j,j.,wll 
boards. 

rrlw PHE~Il EH :-;aid tht~ lwn. tnmnbet· would 
see that the clan'e onl v dealt with COllllll<>llR 

already proclttimed for t11e u,;e of the inhabitant' 
of rnunicipalities. X o counnonage had been 
proclaimed for the use of the inhabitunts of 
a division. 

'rhe ATT.ORKEY- GE?<lUlAL (Hon. A. 
ltutledge) suit! that clau;e 56 of the Divi,;ional 
Boards Act provided tlmt-

wrhe boa.rd may. and if rf'quired to do so by the 
Govenior in Oounci.l, :.:;hall take the sole charge and 
management of any botanic garden. park or common
age, and may vote moneys in aid thereof from the 
divisional fund." 

So that all that was required was to proclaim the 
common under the control of the hoard. 

Question put and p~tssed. 

On cln,nRe flR, n,s follow.s :-·-
"The whole m· any part of any lwldhl.~ miller this Act 

may be resnmetl ft•om lc:L"e hy the Co"\'Cl'llOl' in C'onw•il 
on the reemnmendntion of t"ho board, snhjed to the 
following' provision~, that is to say:-

1. .A notice ~i~ncfl Uv the :Jlinistcr 1nn.:-t be 
11tthli~hed in the (.;,,.:·r·llf', antl servf'rl on the 
tc~"(:r' eit lwr ptT~ouaiJy or by po~l Id tr>r 
arl 1 lrL~Ld to hl!P at the bolrlm(, :·i1; Elontb~ at 
Jea•t before tile n·sumptwn takes effect; 

2. The resumption mu::;t, except i.n the case of the 
resmnption of lanfl for a public road, be m<ulc 
to take effect at the expil uti on of ~01ne year of 
the ten;Lney; 

3. 'fhe le~~ee may, at anY time within lhree nwntl1~ 
after service of notice of resumption of part of 
a holding, ~crve on the ::\Unister a 11oti1·e 111 
writing to the ci'l'ec L that he neccpts tlw same 
as a notice of rcslUlllltion of the entire holding, 
to take effeet at the expiration of the thm1 
enrreut year of tenancy; and the notice or 
re~umption ::;hall have etl'eet accord.ingl,Y; 

':t. Upon n.''illlnpti.on of the whole or part of a hold
ing- the lcs~,f'e shall be entitled to compen~atiou 
for the loss thereof, the auwunt of which ~hall 
be determined by the board." 

The HoN. Sm T. Mc1LIVHAITH ~aid 
that was one of the mo,;t important clauoe,; 
in the Bill, and he thought the :Ministry 
might recon,;ider the decision that they had 
cotne to in rufu~ing to have an apveal 
from the board to some higher authority. 
~hat . chlnNe provi<led for event~ hcqJpeuirlg 
In whrch a lease Wati taken away frurn a, ler;::;ee. 
U ncler drcmn,;ta.nccs of that kind they wonld 
expect nt lead that tlw le.'"ec m111ld hav<; "<>llle 

rl:-::ht of appt~a,l to ;L l1ighcr eonrt. than the hoar•l 
Jll'Cl\ i<letliftht~C(Illl}lCll'ittticm :t.'"·:u·clecl by the bu:trrl 
wa~ not, h1 hiH opiui(llJ. ~uffieient. Of f:oun~a_ 1 
hon. llle1nh2rs t\ll(kr~tood t.}wt tlH· d<-H1:46 
applie<l to all lea,;e,; lwld HlJC1er the Hill. 
\Vhen thn ( ~OVl~l'lllHelJt for ~(nue J'(-•a:;nll or 
othm· determined to brP:tk the leaoe, the whole 
power wtts left with the board to determine 
\vhrtt anwnnt of con1pens<1..tion should be granted. 
He knew it had been determined already that 
there should be no appeal from a decision of the 
bmtr<l except tlmt provided for in clauses lU ,md 
20. In the present ccc,;e he thought there should 
be tm appeal to arbitmtion, becan,;e the (~overn
ntent, in taking back a..lcn.se, took back probably 
the w<ll'k of a nmn for fifty years. They might 
take back the whole of hi,; lubour for forty. 
nine year~ by breaking a lea~e, or a. tnan 
might labour for live-and-twenty years and 
then have his lease broken. There was an addi
tional reason why there shoukl be an ttppeitl 
in th~lt case. People tni;.{ht he tinti~·dletl to give 
the boanl the power of determining the amount 
of cmnpensation in ordinary ca:-~es, Hnch as the 
valuing of the arnonnt of cnn1pen·,ation to he 
paid for iuqJroYentcnt~. The~, tnight expect 
ordinarY otHcPrs to ,,et with tlw usual honc><ty 
:tnd int.f·grity 11f the oftief:rs in the C tl\'f>l'llllH']J11 

~en·ice iu such ea:-..:H. Hut Lt"'\l'e :.L qttt·,.,t:inll uf 
po1if'y urigbt be in\·ohed. It wa.~ qnitP po:-.~-ihlP 
that" tinw might come within the uext ti\'e and· 
twenty :-·ears when it might be the policy 
of the Cioyermucnt to detenuine all tho,;e 
lcaoes, anri why ,;]wuld it be left to the 
board to determine all those lea"e' for the 
purpose of g·etting the Government of the 
day out of ~mne cHsa.greeable com.;equences of 
past legi,;lation? He was C[nite sure that no 
such power wat> granted to any two nten by any 
previous coloniallegh;lation, as was propo:.;ed to 
be granted to the two n1en corn posing the board 
under the Bill. That was the clause in the Bill 
which would give the board the greatest amount 
of ]Jower. He might point out that the Premier 
had repeutedly referred to the fact that thnt 
clau,;e wa,; bttscd on the same principle :tnd on 
the same lines aN the railway re'mmption clauses. 

'l'he PREMIER: On the sume principle; 
bear, hear! 

'l'he Hox. Sm T. '\IulL\\TIL\TTH sai<l the 
Premier h:vl referred to thut very often. On 
that principle, BUlJpo~ing they were to give such 
nnlirnited ]>O\vers to n,ny arbitrattH'b <.tp]JOinted 
by the Covernwent, the public Wt'uld illllllC

cliately rli +ent., on tile ['riudple that they wuld 
11nL po <ihl7, :et b\'O lJ;.Jid. ~J,l'bitrator:· cont.>tantl7: 
ewployed by Lhe Government who wuulcl act fur 
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both parties. It was exactly the same case in the 
chmse. The work of a life might be taken; while 
in the case of ordinary rail way arbitrations the 
!natter was Jlrobably of small moment. Here 
they saw the enorwity of the principle to which 
they lmd cmnmitted themselve, by giving those 
vast powers to a boarr1 without any appeal to a 
higher pn\ver. · 

The :\IIXISTEH FOR LAXIJR said there 
was no doubt that the vowers given to the board 
under the clau,;e were prettv extensive, and 
1neu 111ight feel that perhap'" it ·was a power that 
might iwpetil the w;,rk of tt lifetime. So that 
he did not object to any amendment in the 
clause provi<ling fm an appeal after the 
board had given their decision, if the lessee 
was dissati.sfied with tlutt <leci,ion. Perhaps 
the )>l'll'ent JuethOll of Hseertaining- the value of 
land in caKe.-.: of re...,tuuvtion by the Govern1neut 
would be a fa.idy good oue to iutroduce here
that umler the Public vVorks Land Resumption 
... \.et. He had no objection to an avpeal being 
~inm to a t'ourt cour:;tituted a,-; that Act pro~ 
\'idt'.d. in cn:-;p.-.; wlH~l'U tlw1 c w;p-; an ol1je<.;tion tn 
Uw dl'eit'ion of t.hu boanl. 

The "I'H E:\111·:1{ ,,_Jid lw ha<l preparecl "" 
:!IIH?ntlllWIIL whiuh wnttltl ;<iYc• utrcet to the vkw 
'3ugg~stecl h,,. the h()n. g-entlt'HtatJ nppo~ite, U.lHl i 
accepted hy hi, colleague the :\Iiniote1· for Lamk 
He )H'"l""ed t" add to the Jn·o,·isions of the 
clause "s it stood the following additional sub
section:-; :--

If the le><:-.ee is t1_i:-:~:1tis1iecl with the decision of the 
board. he maY, within one month at'tcr ~neh decis10u 
has b.~en prmionnco(l, give notice to the }Iinistcr that 
he objeets t"1 t.he <lPcbion .. 

If ~meh notiee of objection is gi\·cn, tlF' eompen!oia
tion sll~Lll be determined in 1 he m~LlllWl' prc~cribed bv 
the Pnh1ic 1Yorks J,and Resumption .\..et of 187tj fo~· 
rletermining compt>nsation t'or lalHhi taken under that 
A et. 

He be,.;ged to move that those additional snb.-;ee
tions be n,dded to the clause. 

Amendment put and passed. 
Mr. :\11 DULEY said the nme!Hhnent just 

agreed to 'vould do awa,y with a good rleal that 
''."J,s objectiomtble, bat he tlwnght the :>rd sub· 
oectinn of the clause--

1\Ir. FOOT!<: : That i, pa'Sed. 

The CH :\IH :\L\X >aid he would rP.mind the 
hon. 1uen1ber that the muendnwnt jnst pa.Sf.;E'il 
was ~nh;-;f'(lltt~nt to the :3rd ,.;uhsertion. 

l\lr. .\1 LJ >t;LEY said i<f• woul<l p~>int ""t j., 
the Co111mittee that the, probabilities were that. 
thev would lmn' b• Collle l1ack to the ::lt·d HUU

section, as it really took awa~· the power of 
resu1ning unlc;-:;:-; the le~r;ce was a party to the 
l'8SUllliJti(lll, 

Cbnse, as mnendccl, put and passed. 
On danse UD, as follows :-
"The amonnt of COHlllensation in rc:-;pcet of the 

whole or part of a holding 8hall, irrespective of the 
compen~ntion llayable in l"BRpect of the improvmnents 
thereon (if ally·,, be ~nch :-:>mn as wonld f<Lirly represent 
the vnlne of the 'vholc, or of 1 he part resumed, to an 
incoming vnrclmser of the whole or that part !or the 
remainder or the term of the le~t~c: 

"ProviUerl that upon rt",umption of part of a holding 
tlw lcs:-<ee !:'ltall lJe entitlecl to compensation for the loss 
of that part a~ herein before provided ; and shall also he 
entitleA to a, proportionate n:duction of rent in respect 
of the portion rc,.,;umea. and in respect of any deprccia.
t:ion of the \r:llue to him of the residue or the holclin~·. 
cn.,u:;;ed l)y the withdrawal of that }Jortion from the 
holdi11g. or b:. the u:..;e to be nmtle thm·euf; nnd the 
:unonnt of that rulndion !-:liall be lletermine(l ln· the 
ho;lrd in 1nnnncr her~"ill provided." ~ 

The Hnx. f-;m T. :\IclL\V lL\.lTH said he 
thon;.:ht tlwl lhe priu"ii•lc npon which il was 
PP 1 P''~:ell th:ti t:mur,en~;a.tiun ~-J1nuld ht: :-~r;JntL~d 
wa.) not a ; ')'lnd ba "i··· The '<true princi1~le '''H~ 
obsened in tho car,e of reemnpticm- 0£ parl o! a , 

holding a.~ was followed where a whole run was 
taken away. He did not object to the compensa
tion to be given to the person whose whole hold
ing was taken away. He assu1ned that the value, 
where the whole of a run was concerned, would 
be the same to the purchaser or incoming tenant 
'" to the outgoing tenant; and he believed that 
both the board and the arbitrators would agree 
to that principle. Bnt it was quite different 
whert> part of a holding was taken away ; in that 
caRe the cmnpensation wa.:-; to be ~uch su1n a~ 
would fairly represent the value of the part 
resumed to the incoming pm·chaser. The out
going tmmnt, therefore, would not only not get 
the full vnlue for that part, but he would also 
lose the ctem·ease in value of the portion of 
the nm that was left him after the re,ump
tion. 'l'he same ohjeetion would apply to the 
a1nen<lrnent whit:h it wa~ prnpo~ed to n1ake in 
clause 100 by adding the words, "of the run or 
holding, or the pttrt thereof resumed, as the case 
may be." In taking away a whole run it was 
fjltite right to compensate the lessee according to 
the vaJne td the iuco1uing tenant ; hut it was 
quite a different umtter where part of a run only 
was resumed. He had no cloubt that the Premier 
mmltl ·<ee the point of his argmuent. 

The l'RE:\IIER said the ho11. gentleumn did 
nut expreso his conclusions very clearly, but h~ 
infened that he meant that the value of the part 
severed from a holding might be less to a person 
who took it by itself than to the former holder as 
part of his holding ; that was, that the lessee 
from whom the part was taken might actually 
lose l!lore by baYing it taken from him than 
the person who bought it would pay for it. 
Cases of that kiud were provided for in the 2nd 
paragraph uf the ehtuse, whieh stu,ted that·-

'· Upon rc~nmption of part of a holding the lc~~ccsllaH 
be entitll:d to compen~ntion for the loss of that part aH 
herein before proyided; and shall also be entitled to a, 
proportionate reduction of rent in respeet of the portion 
re~umed, aw1 in respect of any depreciation of the value 
to him of the re:-:i.dne of the holding cau:-;cd by the 
withdrawal of that portion from the holding, or by the 
use to he made thereof; a.nd the amount of t.lmt rcdue~ 
t.ion shall be cletermi.ned by the boa.rd in matmer herein 
}ll'OVidPil," 

Therefore, if only part of a run were taken, the 
lessee would be entitled to additional compenJio,· 
tion in the way of a reduction in his rent in 
reRpect of any depreciation of the value to him of 
th<' resiclne of the holding. That, lw thonght, nwt 
t.hf' 11bjpction rai:-~ed by 1 he hon. gf'ntlenwn. 

·Mr. SOHTUX said there was another matter 
recp1iring attention, and that wa., that the clansf' 
seemed to recognise the possibility of a holding, 
or part of a holding, being taken away from one 
1mm and given to another. He did not suppose 
that was intended to be done ; bnt the clause 
would bear that construction. It appem·ed that 
the amonnt of compensation in respect to a hold
ing, or part of a holding, was to be the 'llll! that 
would represent the value to the incoming tenant. 
He presumed the understanding was tlmt that 
was a sort of illustration of the way in which 
the value was to be arrived at. He did not 
suppose there was any intention to take the 
whole of the holding from one man and give it to 
another. 

The PREMTER said th"t wns the best 
definition he had been able to find for saying 
what wa~ thr compPB:-Jation to hn givPn. ThP. 
phn"e was takPn from the Agricultural Hold· 
ings Act of 1H03, which wn;.; paRRed in ]~ngland 
for repealing ttn earlier Act under which most 
elaborate proviRions were 1na.de fur aHSeR~·drn.;· 
cntHJlE'll:-...'ttion. ~ \fter long e.":perience those 
ela,lHirate <lttetnpt:-> were gi,·en 11p. Tlte :~nd 
paraf:Taph wa:s alt-i1> t.aken fron1 ;11!0t.her claw~e in 
the ;-,1nie Act. He had consullecl tbll statut~ 
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named and various other tluthorities, and that 
was the best expression that he could find 
It was simply ll measure of value. 

:V[r. XORTON: An illnstmtion. 
The PHEMIE R: Yes. The que,:;tion """''• 

wlutt was a fair price to give a ruan for \vhat was 
taken frorn hin1 ~ Suppo~ing the owner was sell
ing his property, what would he get for it in the 
open market ? That wtts the basis of the clause. 
and tlu•t was what it meant in short. It was the 
fair selling value they wante£1 to arrive at. 

The Hox. i:lrn T. ::\IciLWlL\ITH said he 
meant to take objection to clause 100. He 
had rear! chouse 99 hurriedly, and thought at the 
time that the same objection applied to it. He 
saw now that it did not. 

Mr. ARCHER said he assumed that the 
clause did not mean that the whole of a holding 
would be allowed to go to one man, but thttt it 
ntight be wanted for a great many Hettler:-;) and 
that the compensation would be reckoned accord
ing to the value of the improvements to a person 
taking the whole of the run. 

The Ho;.;. SIR 'f. ::\lciLWHAITH sttid the hon. 
member for Northern Downs (:\h. Nelson) httdju:;t 
pointed out to him thttt the reservation nmde in 
the clause did not go far enough, because the only 
compenstttion it provided for was " reduction of 
rent. A minimum rent was fixed in chtuse ;)3, 
ttnd he would like to know whether the reduc· 
tion in rent would be legttl, ttnd whether the 
minimum ]Jreviously provided could be ignored? 

The PHE'YJIER : I do not think there is any
thing to limit the reduction. 

The HoN. Sm 'f. :MciL\VRAlTH: The rent 
cttn be fixed lower than the minimum provided 
in clause 53 "? 

The PRE:\IIER : Yes. 
The Hox. Sm T. :MciLvVHAITH stticl, was 

it so clettr that they could not make it clettrer? 
They should not give a power thttt could not be 
exercised. It ~eerned to be the general nJ dnion 
that the rent to he obtainml from the two classes 
of tenantK wonl(l be the tninin1n1n rent. Bnp
posing :1 111:111 paid the 1ninitnnn1 rent for hiK 
land, :tnd hlLlf was nlsmned, conkl the rent for 
the renwincler he lower than that provided for in 
,•bnse ,-,;1? He agre.ed with the l'remim· th<1t 
danse ;);{ provide(l ~L Inillituutn. (\mid that 
1nininnnn bn rednCtld under the pre.--:ent daw.;e '! 

The l'RE.:\riEll: Of course it may. 
::\lr. ::'\URTOX said he t honght there """' 

some doubt about tlmt; beL"n"e the pmhaLility 
was that the members of the hue~nl would not he 
able to take "legctl view of the c:tse, an cl there
fore they would decide tlmt the rent could not 
he reduced heyond a certain point, hecttu~e that 
"'"" the minimum fixed. 

Cbuse put ttnd ptu<,;ed. 
On clause 100, as follow,; : ·-·-
.. Where there i.-.; npon a rm1 or holding- :tll illlp1'0Yc

Jnent. the 1m~toral tenant or lc~sce shall be entitled, 
~ubjcct to tile proYisious oi t.his .\_d, on the resumption 
nnrtcr the provisions of this Act of the vart of the run or 
l1olding on which the improvements are, or on the 
dPtermination of the tease othcr,vise than by for
feiture, to reecive, as COlllllCll:mtion in respe1·t of the 
tmpro\ ement, such sum as 1vonld fairly rcprcsei1t the 
yalne of the imyrovcment to an in~.:oJHing tenant or 
}llll'4'}HtSPl'.'' 

The MIXIHTElt FOR I,A::\"DS moved that 
the followinrt words 1Je aclclecl to clm1'e 100--~" of 
the rnn or holding, on the p:trt thereof rr~sn1ued, 
a~ the ert~e n1rt:v bo." 

(lUP~tion----'r'hatthe word~ lJl'U}H''"··d. to 1H' ,,dd.t~d 
bl"' :"'14 1 :Hlded pnt . 

.:\[r. P_\.L:'ll El{ "'id tlt•< ebn'" Jm•\ icle<l for 
tbt?, le...;'-'f'l~'"" title to eoinpeu~cLtion. He ~~Li<l, 
in all good fttith, thttt there W<" a clondineos 
about thu dauoc that he wulcl nu~ u;1dcrotaml. 

Perhttps the Mini8ter for Lands would enlighten 
hhu, a~ it semnecl to be very a1nbiguous, and 
" cloncl of political dnst had been thrown 
over the whole clmu,e. The doubtful pttrt 
of it was tha,t the U-overnor in Council re
,;umed one half of the nm, ttnd the pastoral 
tenttnt wao entitled to compenstttion should ttny
one select " part of the resumed portion ; bnt on 
theren1ainingre8u1ned pnrtionhernight not choose 
to take up his grazing right. It 111ight r8lnain 
for five or six yettrs befme anyone dealt with tlmt 
pttrt of it; and then the impro\·ement,; would 
be waoted. In tlmt cac;e whttt becmne of the 
compeu,;tttion? He would like to aok ttbo 
a rtnestion in reference to the cornpen~ation 
which the incoming tenttnt would pay. The 
irnprovernents, although they n1ight have co~t the 
tenant a great HUnl of rnoney, rnight consiBt nf a 
diagonal fence, or son1ething of no use to the 
incoming tenttnt. Perlmp8 the J\1iuister for 
Lands httd ttn impre:;,ion how the clttuse would 
work, but the members of the Committee had not 
the same impression. How would the JXI>toral 
tem•nt, in the case he had mentioned, be com
pensate,j for the improvement>; which would lie 
idle for so many ye,us "? He was induced to ttsk 
that on account of what the hon. member for 
TownsYille had said the other night in reference 
to the immense smn of money-£30,000,000 he 
rLentionecl--which would httve tu be pttid ttway in 
cmupensation. That stntmnent had gone through 
the country, thoug·h he p!r. Palm er) did not think 
the :Minister for Land" ever intended ttnything of 
the kiiHl. It would be unjust to the country to 
!Jay so rnuch Inoney for colnpenHation. 

The MINISTER FOR LA::\"Dt:l said he did 
not see why the hon. gentleman should find so 
much difliculty in understanding the clause. 
Tt meant of ccmrse tlmt, when" pttstoral tenttnt 
wtts dispossessed of the resumed portion 
of his run, he would be pair! the value of 
the improveruents on it. What difficulty was 
there in thttt? The tenant would he ptticl the 
value of the improvements; not exactly the 
valne that they would he to him, bnt the 
va.lne they 'vtml<l be t<_l_ tl1e incmning teJutnt 
in working the land. In the ca:-;e of a dam, 
for in~tance, which '''UH taken into a nwclerate
sized selection, the pastoral tCllant \rould be 
entitle£] to the ,·ttlue of that 1lttm to the cmmtry 
all adjoining. The words that \\·ere to he arlde1l 
to the clansc-" of the run m· ho1(ling-, or the 
part tht~reof reHtnned, as the ea:-:e rua.r he~·--
would nwct both cases of which the hon. 111e1nl)er 
ha,ll svoken. 

l\lr. PA L::\lEH ,;aiel he understood it jn,;t as 
the :L\finister for Land:-; l>Ht it. But :-;uppo~ing 
the pttstoral tenant did not wish to take up <I 
grazing right, then the J\.Iinister for Lands ruight 
httve clmrge of a lot of improvements of no 
nr-;e to hiln, beca,nse no Hclector n1ight turn 
up for four or five years; the irup1·o-vmnents 
would be idle till that time ; the dttm" would be 
wa,;tecl, ttnd the fences broken down. 

The MINISTER FOH LANDS sttid he was 
perfectly certttin thttt it would be ettHy, nndet• 
such circumstmJCes, to issue yearly licenses by 
which the improvements would be used. ::\Iany 
of the pastoral tenantH would take yearly licenses. 

The Hox. B. B. ::\lOI-mTOX Haid the pre,;ent 
di~cUHl-'ion \Vas sirnilar to that w-hich to<Jk place a, 
fp_w nights previously. At that time he under
stood tlw Premier to say th<tt he won],) insert 
the \·nn'fi:-:~ ·• frolll thu Ur(•wll'' after 11 ,,twh ~tlliJ, '' 
to ;-;h,}\\' tbat thn Urown W()nld pay the untgning 
tl~twllt ft •r hi~ inq •roverut_•nt:-; a:-:~ ~(·on tbe laud 
w ~u,, l't'"llnned. 

The l'RE:\IIEI( ,,,.,i,l he did not think at the 
tinw tllat that wa~ H~l'ion.,.ly a~ked. There wa~ 
no doubt wlmt the chuoe mettnt; nobody but 
the Crown would ~Jay. 
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The HoN. Sm T. 1\IoiLWRAITH Haicl it waH 
quite clet~r that the paHtoml tenantH were entitled 
to receive from the Crown the ,-alue of their im
proven1ent~ on the 1·esun1ption of their lwlding:-;. 

The PRK~IIER Bt~id the ebm<e eonlcl mean 
nothing ebe. He cli<lnot think it was neceHeary 
to insert the word~ '" frmn the Crown.'' 

:\Jr. XllCHER sai.l the debate which had 
previously taken place war-; ~tH to whether cmu
pensatiou wa;-; to be given for inqn·ovmnent~, 
accordiug· to thei1· Yrtlne to the incotning tenant 
[tnd not to the outgoing tenant, which wa:-; (tnite :t 
different thing·. He did not think the amend
ment that had just lJeenproposed by the :Ylinister 
for Lands altererl the nmtter much. If the whole 
of the rnn or holding were tctken np, then, of 
course, it would Le conlpent;a,tion to the outgoing· 
tenant ; but if the holding or run were made 
freehold by the resumption, that would put quite 
a different face on it. 

The Ho~. Sm T. M oiL WRAITH said th"t 
during the debate on the previous clauses it was 
stated that the compensation was to be g-ranted 
on the reHumption of the holding by the Crown; 
but he was pretty well satisfied th<tt the present 
clause rlid not provide that, unleHs there was 
Hotuething before to nteet it. The clause as it 
stood would not lead them to expect that the 
con1permation wonld be given on the rmnnuption 
of the lease or r<m or holding. 

The PRE:\[[Ell: Look at the 103rd clause. 
The Ro~. 8m T. MciLWRAITH said he 

would point out to the Premier that in the 
amendment that had been propoHed it would be 
better to lea ye out the last woniH, "in the part 
thereof resumed as the mtHe nmy be." By put
ting in only the words "of the run or holding/, 
it would mean that the compensation wm~ld 
represent the value of the improvements to any 
man who took the whole run or holding-. 

The PH.KMIER kaid it raised rather a nice 
point. Of com·se the principle of compensation 
was that they should not t:1ke any mt~n's property 
without paying· him for it. If one-third of a 
run or holding were resumed, and upon that 
portion there were :tn improvement: then, as 
the amendment stood, it would mean that the 
lessee should receive a.• compensation what the 
irnprovernent was worth to an incmning 
tenant, or purclmser of that third. What 
he understood the hon. member met~nt to 
sufjgest was that it n1ight be worth Inore, con~ 
sictered as an improvement upon the whole rnn, 
than considered only as an improvement upon 
the third. As the amendment was worded, the 
lesser value only would be granted. \Vith 
respect to lea.ses nncler the Act, he thought there 
could he no possible objection to making the 
concession, butas(llnewhat different colu·Ji(leration 
might perht~ps arise with respect to a resumption 
undee P<trt III., where the pastoral tenant 
himself voluntarily surrendered part of his run. 
The question was whether the same compensation 
was to be g-iven in the case of the pre~ent 
pastoral tenant agreeing to surrender part of 
his run for the purpose of getting a better 
lease for the remainder. There <tppeared to him 
to be a dL;tinction which, he confessed, did not 
occur to him until it was pointed out by the hon. 
member. In the case of the voluntaey surrender 
of part of a run, there was no reason why the 
ten:tnt should get more for improvements th:tn 
they were worth to the St<tte. He did not sup
pose that in many cases the difference would be 
very itnportant, because the runs were so large 
that an improvement such as a dam or shed 
would he worth as nmch t0 the holder of the 
resumed part as to the holder of the whole run. 

The HoN. Sm T. Mo1L\VRAlTH said he 
did not understand the distinction between a 

voluntary resumption and a resumption umler the 
Act. \\'hat resumption clirl the hon. geutlenmn 
refer to when he t"}JOke nf ~t Yolnntary l'BRHllllJtion 
on the pm-t of the ten:cut ·: They all came vohm
tarily under the Act; they had to apply to come 
under it. 

The J\liXlSTEH ~'OH LAXDS "'i<l that in 
the cn.qe of a re.sn1uptiou the only Ctllllpenf::.~ttimt 
contemplated by the cl:tuee, anrl the only cmu
penHatiou which he thought could fairly be 
recohmif'ed, wa~ for the value of the inlpro\'e
Inent:..; taken iu emn1eetion with the part rP
smned; not the value they might have had in 
connection \Yith the \\~hole run as originally 
held. l t would 8e>ucely be fair to the State, or to 
the incmning tenant, to recognise rnore than that. 

::\Ir. AHCHEJl said that the que8tion had 
already been diRcnssed at an earlier stage of the 
Bill. The contention that had been raised then 
was tlmt where very vahmble improvement,; 
were nn the resumed half-such as a woolshed
the lessee should be paid the fc1ll value of the 
improvement. If a mt~n had the misfortune to 
take up 20,000 acres with a woolshed upon it, the 
wor,lshed could not !JOHoihly be as valuable to 
hin1 as to the rnan who was accnston1ed tu Hheu.r 
100,000 m· 200,000 sheep in it. He understood 
the Premier to give a diHtinct prmnise that 
whPn the lOOth clause \\'as reacherl he would 
rectify it, so that the value of the improvements 
to the outg·oing- tenant, and not their value to 
the incoming tenant, would he the measure of 
compensation. 

The 1'llEMIEH : They ought to he the same 
thing. 

Mr. ARCHEit said they could not be the 
same thing in such a case as he had supposed. 
A woolshed was of g-reater value to a man who 
was going to shear 200,000 sheep in it th:tn to 
one who was only going to shear 4,000 or fJ,OOO. 
The matter had been previously debated for 
hnnrs, and he understood the Premier to give a 
distinct promise th:<t the improvements were to 
be estimated at their value to the outgoing, and 
not to the incoming, tenant. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciLWRAITH said the 
Premier had agreed to the re:tsons for which he 
asked the amendment, but drew a distinction he 
(Sir T. Mcllwraith) did not understand between 
the voluntary surrender of any portion of a run 
and itk being taken away under the Act. He 
did not understand wht~t the hon. member 
referred to as the voluntary surrender of a leaHe. 

The PRE~IlER: LT nder Part IIL, where the 
lessee elects to come under the Act. 

The Ho~. Sw T. MolL \VRAITH asked 
what difference there was between those dealt 
with by Part IlL and those from whom tbe 
land was t:1ken according to the provisions of 
the Bill? It had been pointed out that tn pay for 
the improvements, to the Y:tlue only they would he 
to the incoming tenant of only" portion of the 
lease, would not be doing justice to the lessee 
from whom they were taken, but that value 
should he given according to the value they 
would be to a man who took the whole run :<s it 
stood. That would he met by the omission he 
h<td suggested. 

The PREMIER said th:tt on consideration he 
thought the omiKsion of the words would make 
the matter clearer, and would not be at variance 
wi~h the principle" enunciated in the Bill. Com
loensation should be compensation-that was, 
1t should fairly represent the value of the 
improvements for the purpose for which they 
would be used if the Bill had not become bw. 
He suggested that the words "of the whole run 
or holding" Hhould be substituted for those con
t:tined in the amendment before the Cmmnittee, 

Amendment, by le<tve, withdrawn. 
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The MINISTER FOR LA::'\DS moved that 
the words "of the whole run or holding ., be 
added to the chtuse. 

1\Ir. NELSON said the cbuse provided for 
compensation in two cases-when the Crown as 
landlord resumed the hohling m· any part thereof, 
and when the le>Lse was determined otherwise 
than by forfeiture. He presumed the latter case 
would mean only by effluxion of time. They 
knew, from the way the Bill was framed, that a 
man must go to a certain extent blindfolded into 
taking upland under the Bill. He only knew that 
the rent would be so much for the first ten years, 
at the end of which time the board had power to 
raise it-they could not lower it, but must raise it 
10 per cent.; and they might raise it iiO ver cent., 
or to any extent they chose. Suppose a tenant 
were dissatisfied. Suppose he said, " I cannot 
make a living, and rather than pay the rent I 
will surrender my holding to the landlord"-did 
the clause provide that in such a case he would 
be entitled to any compensation for his improve
ments? Clause 10!\ made the rent a debt to the 
Crown ; and the Crown being the landlord, he 
supposed the Crown could either forfeit the 
run or sue the tenant for the amount of the debt. 
It could be only reasonable in such " case that 
the holder should be in a position to say that, 
rather than pay too high a r<mt, he would 
surrender his holding, and take compensation for 
his improvements. Did the clanse provide for 
that? 

The MINISTER FOR LA::\DS said that 
clause 60 as amended, in Part IV., provider] for 
casAs of that kind. lf the holder g:tve up his 
lBase, and it was re-let to somebody else, 
"nmpensation had to be paid by the incoming 
tBnant. 

Mr. NORTON said that clause scarcely met 
the point raised by the hon. member for 
X orthern ])owns, because the lessee might 
surrender his lease, and the land might not he 
tnken up for some time ; and the improvements 
dnring thnt titne n1ight be going to the ball. 

The :\llNISTJCll FOJt LANDS : He must 
take, his chance of that. 

2\Ir. XOltTOX saitl that if a lessee were com
pelled to forfeit his run on account of a high 
rent he ought to be compensated for his improve
ments. 

The PREMIER said that surely thehon. gentle
man could not desire that any tenant should be 
entitled to surrender his run in order to make the 
Government pay for improvements- that the 
lessee should have the power to convert his 
improvements into c!tsh at any time! That, of 
course, was an impracticable proposition, yet it 
was what the hon. member suggested in effect. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciLWRAITH said the 
board had unlimited power to raise the rent. 
The question therefore was-vVlmt remeclv had 
the lessee when the rent wao fixed too 'high '! 
:None, except surrender. But he must sur
render nt a disadvantage, because he must 
leave his improvements behind, unless some
body else took up his holding under clause 
60, a,nd ga,ve hiln the compensation to 
which he was entitled under that clause. It 
was not very likely, however, that anyone else 
would take up land which had been surrendered 
on account of the rent being too hio·h · if it were 
taken up at all it would be 'at a ltn~er 'rental ; so 
that, though the succeeding tenant would have 
to pay a certain value to the previous tenant, he 
would really have the value of the improvements 
in the reduced rent, The arrrument on the nt.her 
side was simply that such case, wwnld not happen 
because the board would not be oppl'Bsili ve. But 
the Bill ought to be framed so that thA hn<trd 
wo~Jicl nnt h'l ve tho pnW~I' to bP uppressiYe, · 

The PRE~IIER said it was 'luite clear that 
the proposition made by the hon. gentlemen 
opposite could not be accepted: they could not 
give the tenant the option of making the Gov
ernnlent pay for in1proven1ent::; by thro\ving up 
his run. If they admitted the principle that the 
board were to be trusted to assess the rents, they 
n1ust carty out that principle. The Rnggestion 
of the hon. member involved 'the idea tlmt the 
board ought to fix the rent according to the 
liking of the tenant, ~tncl that suggestion could 
not be adopter!. The tenant must make up hi.-; 
mind whether he would surrender bis lease \dth 
the improvmnents, or go on paying the rent. H-e 
\voulcl have an opportunity of appealing a.gain~t 
the rent to the :VIinister, who could refer the 
matter back to the bo:trd; but having ad
mitted that the rent should be fixed by 
the board, it must be fixed by the board. 
The hon. member's proposition was that it 
should be fixed by the board, subject to the 
lessee being entitled to refuse the fixing by the 
hoard; and if he did not like the rent he was to 
be able to nutke the (}overmnent pay for all his 
improvement'<. That would make the whole 
scheme unworkable. 

Mr. ,JOHDAX said that when the amendment 
to clause 00 \\"a::; inserted thAre wa8 an nndel'
standing that it would never do for the UoYern
ment to be comvelled to pay compensation for 
in1provement;; in caRe of forfeitnre. lf such were 
allowed, there might be a combination among 
persons in a certain district to get their rents 
reduced under the threat of throwing up their 
leases, knowing that the Uovernment would have 
to pay for the whole of their improYements. 
That would be a way of coercing the Uovern
ment to get the rents reduced. The subject was 
fully discussed at the time when clallse (;0 was 
amended. 

::\fr. XORTO::\ said the difficulty was one which 
arose out of the Bill itself. It was pmviderl tha.t 
the board might aHBess the rent to any extent 
they liked; therefore a man who took np a 
selection knew what his rent wonlrl 1 Je for the 
first ten vear,, aml he would "'""'ume th:tt it 
would not l1e raised so very high afterwanls. 
But if the rent were raised very much higher 
than he anticipated, he might be absolutely 
obliged to forfeit his selection, aJHl the improve
ments with it, unless somebody else took np the 
land at once. It was quite l"'"'<ihle tha.t " 
selector might br subjected to a very gTeat hard
ship, no remedy for which was pmvided in the 
Bill as it stood. 

Amendn1ent agreed to; ::.tnd clause, as arnentled, 
passed. 

On clause 101, as follows:-
H VVhere after the commcnr·emeut of thi~ Act a lessee 

affixes to his holding an eng-ine. maehinery, or o1hPr 
fixture for whieh llc i.-.; not \lll(lcr thi~ .Ad or otherwiso 
entitled to COlllll011sat,ion. aud which is r;ot so nftixerl. in 
pursuance of some obligaUon in that behalf, or instead 
of some fixture helong'ing to the CrmYn. then such 
tixt.ure shall be the property of, anrt be removable by, 
the lc.ssee before, or witlliu arra~ouable ti.lar aft.er, the 
krmination of the tcwmry : 

•· Providcll aH follow:-<:-
1. Before the removal of any fixture the lps;.,cc f".;ha\1 

p~tv all rent mving by him. ~uul i'llall}lel'form or 
:->atisf.Y all other his obligation.-. to tlH• CI'OW!l in 
l'C"'JIC",'t of the holding: 

2. In the removal of a.ny Jlxtnrc the les~cc shall 
not do any avoidahle damage to any building 
or other part of the lwldillg: 

a, Immediately after the remontl of any fixture the 
lessee i:ihall make goocl all tlamage ot·tm~ionetl 
to auy building or otlwr parL of the lwltling l)y 
the removal; 

1-. The lpssee ~hall not remove nnv fixtm·e without 
gi\'ing mw month'R pre\'iou~ uotke H• the 
,l)inh!er ot lli' iutentiuulo rcaJulc it; 
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5. At any time before the expiration of the notice 
of remoYal, the ::\1mistcr, b\' notice in writing
g-iven by him to the lc::-see, way elect to put~
chaiie any tixturc comprbeil in the notice of 
rcmovij_l, and any Jixture thus elect eel to be pnr
ella:-.cd shall be leit by the le·"''ee, :mrl shall 
become the 1H"Ol1Cl't~' of the f'rown. who ~hall 
1my the les~ce cOlilllCl1sation thrrefor. ' 

The Hm;. Hilt T. J\JcTLWHAITH said the 
clause fleerned 0ntirely nmleceKSary. He did not 
see the wi.,d<Hl! of putting any needless re:;tric
tions on a teru-tnt. }'orfeitnre l11lmt have tn,ken 
pbce before the clauRe could be put in operation, 
~tnd he did not :;ee the use of it. If the clause 
were omitted, ~tnd the tenant were allowed to 
rmnove his engines and rnachinery, the Crown 
would lose nothing and would have to pay much 
less con1pen:-~~ttion. 

The PR:KNIIER said the clause was entirely 
in the interests of the lesflee; it only dealt with 
the fixtures for which the lessee would not other
wise be entitled to compensation. The lessee was 
entitled to take them away--

The Hox. Sm T. MoiLWl~AITH: He has 
that right already. How is the clause to benefit 
the lessee? 

The Pl1E:\1IER said that without it the 
lessee, if he left thm;e fixtures on the land, would 
not be entitled to any compensation for them. 
·with the clause, the fixtures might, if it were 
desired by the Minister, become the property of the 
Crown. Take the c<tse of a windmill-assuming 
it to be a fixture-it might be desirable that the 
windmill should remain there ; if its being there 
enhanced the value of the property, the ::\;Iinister 
might decide to take the mill and pay for it; it 
would sa Ye the expense of putting up another. 

The HoN. Sm 'r. ]\[oiL WRAITH: Explain 
how the clause i;; in favour of the lessee-I 
c<tnnot see it. 

The PRE:\1IER s<tid it benefited the lessee 
hy allowing him compensation for fixtures, which 
W<tS not otherwh~ provided for. The clauRe Wt'B 
11ot, perhapM, of nnlCh in1porta.nce. It wa.-; taken 
from the Agricultnral Holdings Act passecl b:-;t 
year by the Imperial Parliament. 

The Hox. Sm T. :MoiLWRAITH said he 
<lid not object to that part of the clause which 
gave the le:-;see the right to remove those fixtures 
on the termination of his tenancy ; so far, that 
was a concession to the lessee. Bnt the other 
part of it formed a restriction which at present 
did not exist; for under it the tenant ~ould not 
remove the fixtures without the leave of the 
Minister. He failed yet to see how the clause 
wa;; for the benefit of the temtnt. 

The PRK:VlH~R said the hon. gentleman 
looked at the C}nestion only from the point 
of view of the large pastoral tenant. In the 
case of 1t Hmall selector it would be beneficial. 
'l'o •m individual landlonl a provision of that 
kind would !J,) most beneficial; and why should 
not the Crown be placed in the same position 
upon paying the value of the improvements? 
They could not tell what was likely to happen 
during the next forty or fifty years ; but take the 
case of a large 'election resumed to be slibdi videcl 
into a number of small ag-riculturctl farms, the 
improvements upon it might be extremely useful 
for agricultnral pnrposee, and why should not 
the landlord have the option of paying the full 
value of those improvements, and Jmtting- the 
land to the best use it was capable of? \V as 
there any reason why that should not be done? 

The Ho". Sm T. J\IcTLWJ1AITH Mtid the 
hon. gentleman httd run away with the idea that 
he (Sir T. :\lcilwraith) was arguing- the question 
from the large leaseholder's point of view, but as 
a matter of f•tct he had the ,;mall holder in his 
JHillQ When ]!<' fii"St JIIP1ltjo]JNJ jt, IJecan:-;e jtj 

applied to them much more than to the other~. 
If the clause simply g;we the Government power 
to step in t~nd say to the tenant, "Leave those 
improvements, and we will pay you for them; 
it will be better than remndng- them," there 
would be no objection to it; but as it stood it 
ret:;tra.ined the ten:1nt fron1 removing any fixtures 
without the leave of the Minister. The tenant 
should have the right to remove anything he 
liked during his tenancy. If the object of the 
clause wa:-; that the (~overnrnent should have the 
power to intimate to the tenant not to remove 
fixtures, but to allow them to stand as improve
ments for which he would be paid, let them 
say so, and thm·e would be no objection to it. 

J\1r. Bl<~ATTIE thought the hon. gentleman's 
sugg·estion ought to be agreed to. The provision 
referred to was certainly a re•triction upon the 
lessee, because while the lease was inexistence the 
le,;see should do as he liked with his own pro
perty. T[tke the case of a selector of 160 acres. 
Suppose that man had a piece of freehold land 
contiguous to his leased property and wanted to 
remove his improvements from his leasehold to 
his freehold, why should the Government have 
the l"ight to prevent him from doing so, if they 
had not to pay for it? If there were no improve
ments upon the land, of course they would have 
nothing· to p11y the outgoing tenant. Certainly 
the httter porti<m of the clause was a concession 
to the leRsee, because it g-<tve him pern1ission to 
remove his improvements at the expiration of 
the lease; but the other part ought to be struck 
out. 

The PRKYUER: \Vhat pm't? 
J\1r. BEATTIE: The part re'luiring the lease

holder to get the permi.ssion of the Minister 
for the removal of his improvements. He thought 
that during the continuance of his lease the 
leaseholder should htwe a perfect right to do 
what he liked with his improvements. 

Mr. NOHTON said the clause would work 
very ineC}uitably in many ca;;e;;. Take the case 
of a small selector who s1mk a well and obtained 
a wimlmill to work it. He might find it rather 
a more expensive luxury than he had expected 
at first, or that it did not work as well as he 
had expected ; and, being short of funds, he 
might find it de,irable to get rid of it. He could 
sell it and work the well on the old windlass plan, 
which would cost very little ; but, if the clause 
passed a.s it now stood, he would not have power 
to sell the windmill without g-etting- the authority 
of the Government. A man of small means 
could not always tell how thing-s would turn out, 
and if he found that he had spent more money 
than he intended, or wets short of money at any 
time, under the clause he would not have the 
rig-ht to sell any part of his improvements to his 
neighbour without the consent of the Govern
ment. That was where the restriction came in 
upon the rights he now lutd. 

Mr. BLACK said he believed the clause 
would work very ine'lnitably in the ~tt,>Ticultur~tl 
holding,; up north. He took it that the lessee 
would not be able during the currency of his 
lease to remove his improvements - he was 
speaking now more particularly of mills-he 
would not be able to remoYe such improvements 
except with the consent of the J\linister. The 
Bill, when it c>1me into operation, was supposed 
to be applicable to the next fifty years, and it 
was quite likely that a case might occur where the 
land round ab,)nt a mill would become exhausted, 
and it n1ight be necessa,ry frorr1 various causes 
that the lessee of a large agricultuml 
holding flhould remove his mill to another 
localit~· ; but accordin~· to the \vtty the clause 
'V[l.i'; worded he cnnltl not do Ko. Then agttin, 
if the leAsAP wn., n<Jt, nJlcnvei\ to remove his 
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own property at his own option, it would inter
fere very much with his power of mortgag·ing. 
He (Mr. Black) did not think that any mortgagee 
would advance money on a large mill, worth 
perhaps £20,000, if he knew that he could not 
remove the mill without the consent of the 
Government. He thought the clause would 
work very inequitably in that way. 

The PREMIER said he had pointed out that 
the clause only applied to "'eh fixtures as 
engines or nutchinery, in regard to which the 
lessee would not be entitled to compensation 
under the Bill; and it gave the (iovernment the 
option in such cases of taking the whole of the 
improvements on the land and paying for them. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciL\VHAITH: There is 
no objection to the Government having power 
to do that. 

The PREMIER said that was all it did. It 
was only intended to apply to the termination of 
the tenancy, and perhaps it would be better to 
state that in more express terms. 

The HoN. Sm T. l\iciL WHAITH : If it 
applies to that only there is no objection to it. 
At present it applies during the whole of the 
tenancy. 

The· PRJ<~:i\HEH said it would be better to 
limit the clause in the way he had suggested, by 
making it apply to the termination of the 
tenancy. 

Mr. BEATTIE said he wonld point out to the 
Premier that in looking over those subsections he 
thought it would be advisable to omit Nos. 2, 3, 
and 4, and simply keep in the 1st and 5th. 
That would meet all that the argument had 
tended to make clear. He did not see the object 
of retaining- subsections 2, 3, and 4. 

The PREMIER said the best way to meet the 
matter would be to insert the words "and such 
fixture is affixed to the holding at the time of 
the notice of resumption or six months before 
the termination of the tenancy." That would 
not interfere in the slightest degree with the 
right of a tenant to do what he chose during the 
time he held the lease. It was only intended to 
apply to cases where notice had been given to 
resume the property. That was, that if a fixture 
was on the holding after notice of resumption 
were given, the Crown should be entitled to 
take it. 

Mr. NORTON said that before the amend
ment was put he might say that it would be 
rather hard upon a tenant if, when his land was 
resumed, there was machinery on it that he had 
put up under the impression that he would hold 
his land until his lease expired. Of course, 
when erecting the machinery he had taken into 
consideration the term of his lease, and had made 
arrangements accordingly. But if the lease were 
taken from him before the term hat! expired, 
then his machinery was left on his hands, and he 
would have to get rid of it the best way he cm,ld. 

The PREMIER said that subsection 5 pro
vided that the Government should pay the lessee 
compensation. They might add the words "to 
be paid at once." It was a matter entirely 
between the Crown and the tenant. It simply 
made it optional with the Crown to take the 
fixtures. 

Mr. KOHTON: Suppose the Crown will not 
take it? 

The PREMIER said they would not take it 
unless they liked. The tenant was not entitled 
to compensation unless the Crown liked to l"W 
it. It lay with the Crown to take the fixtures in 
certain cases and pay for them. He thought the 
clause would be good and useful. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciL\VRAITH said the 
clause must ha1·e been taken from an Act where 

the circumstances were different altogether. The 
words in the 3,-lth line "which is not so affixed in 
pursuance of some obli,;ation in that behalf " 
had no meaning there. If they looked on 
further to the subclau~es pointed out by the hem. 
member for l<'ortitude Valley, they would see 
at once that they were intended to apply to 
cases where the improvements belonged to the 
landlord, and there was provision 1nade against 
dan1aging hi.-; pr011erty. 'rhey were nutking a 
provi:::;ion that n, 1uan \vas not to damage his own 
property by removing those fixtures. The man's 
own interest woulcl prevent his doing thnt; but 
if he did, it was his own property, and there 
would be so much the less compensation due to 
him. He did not think the Premier had made 
up his mind what he wanted; and when he dirl, 
he could make a clause to fit it. There might be 
smnething in giving leave to a tenant to renwve 
fixtures after his lease had expired, and there 
was something in the fact of giving- leave to the 
tenant to remove fixtures when notice was given 
of resuming any portion of his land. The clause 
provided for that ; but he thought the hon. 
gentleman had better leave it out, and frame a 
clause to provide for those things which would 
come in afterwards. 

The PHEMLER said he did not attach much 
importance to the clause. It would not come 
into operation for the next twenty or thirty years, 
at any rate. They might just as well !ea\·e it 
out. 

Clause put and negatived. 
The MINIS'l'ER Jr'OR LANDS said he 

harl a new clause to insert. It prodded that 
where a lessee wished to ringhat·k any timber 
he would have to get the permission of the com
mis,ioner. In the first instance the commis
sioner had to inspect the land and see that 
there was no timber worth preserving. If there 
\Vere not he wonld give permiRsion to ringbark ; 
and within twelve months the applicant would 
have to produce proof of the cost of ringbarking, 
which cost would have to be certified to after
wards. \Vhen applicants were, in reality, 
credited with the amount of the cost of ring
barking it would be taken as money laid out in 
improvements; but the last paragraph provided 
that the value of such improvements should not 
be estimated to exceed the sum so certified by the 
commissioner. Ringbarking, when injudiciously 
done, might do a great deal more harm than 
good, as the land might deteriorate into a sapling 
scrub. In such cases as that the lessees could 
not be allowed to receive back money expended 
in ring-barking in the first instance. 'rhe value 
of the compensation to be given could then be 
estimated. He begged to move the following 
new clause, to follow clause 100, as passed:-

1Yhen a lessee has ringbarkecl timbc·r upon his 
holding in aceor(ltmee with the commissioner's per
missioll, as hereinafter provided, he may, at nny time 
within twelve months after he has incurred any expen
diture in respect. of such ringbarking. apply to the emn
mh:i>lioner to allow ~1nd certify snch expenditure: anti 
upon vroof of the expen<liture bclng mwte in opc11 
court the commi-..sioncr may allow and certify !:mch 
expenrtiture a.ccorciingly, but at a rate not exceeding· 
two shilli.ngs and sixpence per aer~, 

Any ringhal'li:ing done in aeconlance with the llCl'
lnission of the commissioner shall be deemed to be an 
improvement in respect of ·which the le-~see by whom it 
was done, or his a..s~:;iguce, may be entitled to compensa
tion nnder the provisions of thls A1·t relating to cmupen
sation for improvements. 

The Yalne of such improvement shall not be esti
mated to exceed the sum so certified b5 the eommis
sioner. 

Mr. KELLETT sai,lhe took it that, according 
to the clause, :1 nutn conl<l not ril1gbark on hiN 
selection without the permisHion of the cmu
misRioner. He thought a lessee ought to kwe 
far better knowledge as to whether ringbarkin 
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would be advantageous to his property than the 
cornmissioner. How the connni~bioner was to 
find out whether ringharking \nmld be good for 
the land or not, he did not know. The selector 
was the proper person to ring bark, and he should 
be allowed to ring bark if he chose ; and if he did 
nut ringbark in a, proper way, then the cmnn1is· 
sinner could step in and see whether he should 
get any con1pen.sation for it as an irrll~.rov'Blnent. 
'rhc lessee should be allowed to ring bark without 
the penui:.;siun of the cmnrni:-:~ioner ; and if he 
did not do it in a w:w that would benefit 
the property, the eonnllis,.;ioner or the board 
udght refuse to grant hiru :-tny con1pensation 
for it. 

The MINISTEJt FOR LANDS said the object 
of authorising the commissioner to inspect the 
land before giving perrniHsion to ringbark \Va~ 
to prevent the wholesale destruction of valuahlo 
timber. In n1ost cases a ruan ringbarked tin1ber 
on his property simply to improve the grazing 
capacity of his hnd, without any reference 
whateYer to the v11lue of the timber destroyed. 
It was not desirable to allow selector" to 
ringbark wholesale, simply for the purpose 
of improving the grazing capacities of the 
]and. 

1\Ir. NORTON said he thought some such 
clause as that proposed was very necessary. He 
could not say to what extent ringb11rking had 
been canied on here, but he knew that in New 
South \Vales thousands of acres of valuable 
timber had been de,troyed by it. He thought it 
would be better if certain kinds of timber were 
reservecl. That was to say, that the selector 
should be allowed to ringbark any timber but 
particular kinds speci,cclly reserved from ring
barking. He did not know what the present 
arrangement was in New South \V ales, but some 
time ago selectors there were allowed to kill a 
good many kinds of timber; whilst there were pn,r
ticular kinds reserved which they were not allowed 
to touch. He thought that was a better arrange
ment than was provided in the clause. A selector 
taking up land on which there was a good deal 
of young timber might want to get rid of it at 
once. If, for instance, he took up a selection 
in March, he would want to begin ring-bark
ing while the sap was up; but, under the 
clause, he had first to get the permission of 
the commissioner, and if he had to wait 
for a couple of months for the permission he 
would have to put off his ring-barking for an•}ther 
year. In some classes of country, where there 
was gum-topped box growing, the ringbarking 
killed the trees, but the young scrub came up 
thicker than ever. People coming from other 
countries, and not accustomed to that sort of 
timber, might set to work and ringbark lOO 
acres of gum-topped box, thinking that they 
were n1aking a, great improvenwnt on the 
land ; but in a couple of years they would find 
it worse than ever it was before. A man who did 
that would place himself in an awkward position; 
he could not expect to be allowed so much 
per acre for in1prove1nents, because by ring
barking he would have put the land in a worse 
position than it was before. The clause raised 
rather a difficult question, and one which, he 
thought, could not be settled without a good dea1 
of consideration. He thought, himself, that the 
best arrangement would bfl to set apart certain 
trees that should not be ring·barked, and allow 
the selector to ring bark everything else. 

The YUNISTER :B'OR I"AXDS "aid he 
thought they must leave it to the selector to say 
what sort of timber he would ringbark, when once 
he got the per1ni~Rion of the con1mis:-~iouer to 
do so. After a selector had got perwiHRion to 
ringbark on his selection lw shoulcl be allowed 
to ,]o it at his ow11 cli.,cretion. As to the 

time it would take to get the permission of 
the cmnmissioner to ringbark, the application 
could very well be made beforehand, so that, 
when the proper ::;eason had arrived for c<-Lrrying 
on the ·work of ringLarking, the :-:;elector rnight 
have already obtained the 1;8l'l1lission to carry on 
the work. There was no q1wstion as to the 
vnlue of ringbarking in smne partB of the 
country : it n1ade an enonnon~ difference in the 
value uf the country in many places where thne 
was stnnted ironbark, stunted bloodwond, 'mcl 
nutny kinds of box tilnherH. l-Ie '\'as quite 
satis.fied that it would be better for the selectur 
to lea ye the gum-topped box alone; as the hem. 
member who had just sat down had stated, when 
it \Vas dngbarked it c::nne ur_. \Yorsc than ever, 
whether from seeds or roots he did not know, 
but he thought it came from seed. 

::Ur. J'\ORTOX: I•'rom both. 
The 1IIJ'\IST:En FOR LANDS said a great 

many of their dry iron bark ridges would make 
1nagnificent grazing land when thoroughly ring
barked; but it must be done thoroughly; it would 
not do to ring bark a piece here and a piece there. 
He thought, after the selector had obtained per
mission to ringbark, it should be left to his 
judgment to say what trees he would ring bark. 

l\Ir. KELLETT said there was nothing in 
the clause, so far as he could see, to prevent a 
man ringbarking the valual>le timber which the 
l\finister for Lands IMd spoken of. 

Au HoxocRABu: 11E1JBE!l: There is another 
new clause. 

Mr. KELLJ<~TT said that, if the selector 
destroyed the valuable timber, he took it he 
would get no cnrupen~ation for hnproven1entf..;. 
He thought himself the selector would not destroy 
the valuable timber at all, because by keeping it 
he could make more out of it. Some hon. member 
had said that there was auothernew clause dealing 
with the subject, but there certainly was nothing 
in the clause under discussion to prevent the 
selector from destroying valuable timber. He 
could not see himself why the lessee shoulcl not 
be allowed to ring bark without the permission of 
the commissioner if he chose to do so, as he wonld 
take very good care not to destroy the valuable 
timber, because it would be to his own interest 
not to do so. 

Mr. NOR TO:\' saidhethoughtthat, if particular 
kinds of timber were reserved, the commissioner 
might give the selector leave to ringbark after 
inspection if he thought it desirable. By allow
ing the selector to ringbark the trees at his 
own discretion he might destroy a great deal of 
valuable timber. 

Mr. BLACK said he thought the clause 
should apply to grazing areas only, and should 
not be applicable to agricultural selections. He 
noticed that in the next clause-the new amend
ment which w11s to follow clause 104-it was dis
tinctly stated that its provisious should only 
apply to pastoral holdings and grazing selections 
under Part IV. of the Bill. Agricultural areas 
were exempt under that clause, and he thought 
thev should also be exempt from the provisions 
of the clause before the Committee. It very 
often happened that an agricultural selector 
found it necessary to ringbark even the largest 
trees on his holding, and he did not see why lt 
man should· ha Ye to get permiRSion to do that 
frmn the currnni:-:;sinner. 

'rhe 1HNISTEH l<'OH LANDS said the 
clause did not refer to ringbarking for the pur
pose of burning off timber. There was llothing 
in the elaw;e to prevent that being done by :t 
selector. 

l\Ir. IJONALDSOX said the clause was a 
useful one, and he thoroughly approvecl of it. 
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"\Vith regrml to the re"triction requiring the 
les~ee to tir~t get perrui~:':linn fronr the connnit)
sioner before ringbarking, he thought that was 
very neces,ary. In Kew South \Yales it had been 
found that when ~;uch ate~triction \V a~ notinrpd:::~ed 
useful timbe,r was ringbarked and destroye< l. 
The cmnrnh;sioner woul(l be al)le to judge at a 
glance whether the ringba.rking- of tir11her on a, 

holding would be bcmotieinJ to the State or not, 
and it wa., desirable th,tt he should be allowed 
to exercise the lJOWer which \Vonld be given hi1n 
by the new clrtnse. ...\_:.; to whether ringh.rkir1g 
improved the country, he did not think there 
could be two opinion" on that point. He hac] 
had considerable experience in the different 
colonies, and he could say that the in1provernent 
resulting from ringb~trkiug v., as reaJlv astound
ing. He had known R<Jme p!rrces "where the 
stock-carrying ca)'ahilities of the land luvl been 
doubled by that means, and, in a few cases, he 
might say trehle<l. An inst:tnce occurred 
to hiln, \V here son1e country in New South 
w,tles, which was of a very poor descrip
tion and thickly timbere<l, \\·as wonrlerfully 
huproved l1y ringbarking. r_rhe work was done 
<Lbcut fotJr ye,us ag·o; a.nrl last year, which 
was one of the driest experienced in that part 
of the colony for. some time, it was splendidly 
grasRed and carried a large Inunber of stock. 
That 'Yas only one case ; nutny ntherr; 1night he 
mentionPd. The hrm. me m l1er for Port Curtis 
alluded to the fact that, if tree" were not ring
barked at the proper seaHm, there was a strong 
probability that young tree"" oulcl spring up an cl 
form a scrnb. He (Mr. Donaldson) !mew that it 
wrr.s a very cmnrnon thing to ::;ee ;\ronn.g gnnJR grow 
up in cattle ~tnd horse paddock,;; but he had never 
seen that in sheep country in an!- pnrt of Vic
toria or New South \Vale~•. He haclneYer seen 
scrub growing up in sheep paddocks, as the sheep 
always atetheshootsassoonasthey appeared. Ho 
could not say what happened in mtttle paddocks. 
ln reference to the season at which trcPs shoulcl 
be ringbrt.rknd, therP wen~ 11\fLllV differenl'er: of 
opinion on the subject; nnd he haU known r:tnl18 

)Jractical Incn, who had frequently done that 
work, to be inemnpetent to give a, reliable opiniou 
as to which was the best time. Ho thought it could 
he done at almost any time; ther·e was no donbt 
tha.t it would in1prove the g-r::t~R, whate"t er titne 
it was done. \Vith regard to the pric<' rtllowed
half-a-crown an acre--he conside1·ed that was 
rather too low a n1aximnrn, ::tR there were 1nany 
places in the colony where it would cost more 
than half-a-crown an acre, ,,,nd he understood that 
the intention was to allow the lessee what he actu
ally had to pay for ringbarking. The bon. mem
ber for Port Cnrtis had referred to the het that 
in the Ringharking .\et of Xew South \Vales 
there waH a 1Jrovision that Ho rnany tree8 or 
timber of a certain kind should lm left on lL 

holding. But he (:Vlr. llon<>ldson) would remind 
the Committee that that had been found imprac
ticable, in~tsmuch as the land bailiff could not go 
all oYer the country and see how many trees 
should be left on a holding; anrl because where 
cert~tin trees had t'' be allowed to stand thev 
grew and spread at a ra]1id rate after the sni:. 
rounding tirnber was ringbarked. In the pine 
country, for inst,ncc, pines had to be left, and the 
result was that there those trees had gruwn np aR 
thick tt8 ha,irR on a dog'H hack. 8i11ce then pro
vi~ion had been ntade a.Jlowing the ringh[nking 
of any timber, and reserves had been ,;et ;1,part for 
pine. He would repeat that whilst he thought 
the clause under consideration was a ve,ry g·ood 
one indeed, he would like to see it amended as 
he had suggested. He did not wish to propose an 
amendment, but won!rl suggest to the }linister 
for Lancls th"t the maximum amount to he 
allowecl shonlrl he raisPd from 2s, tiel, to ;J,;, Ud. 
per ncre, 

The MIXISTER FOR LANDS said he 
thouc;-ht that land which would require more 
than 2s. tiel. per acre for ringbarking "hould be 
classed as ,.,crub htnd. 

Mr. GRO()~[ said he did not know whether 
the hon. 11181nber for \Varrego \Vas aware of the 
faut tlut the Xew South \Vales Parliament had 
decli11ed :tny Ion gel' to pay for ring barking treeR. 
l;ncler the Frm" Selectors Act of 18Gl, or mther 
the amended Act, they allowed 2s. lid. an acre ; 
but the new Act, a copy of which he helcl in his 
hand, had alJOlished that payment altogether, 
upon the contention of the Government and those 
who supported then1, that the abundance of grass 
which followed ring barking was in itself sufficient 
remuneration for any labour expended on the 
work. \Vhat the Act of New South \Vales 
alJOlished they proposed to establish, and he did 
not see that there was any necessity for it. The 
IJ4thsection of the New South \Vales Act provided 
that when a lessee of Crown lands desired to ring· 
bark his land he should obtain permission to do 
so from the local land board, and in his applica
tion should describe the boumhries and arm> of 
the land. The board might refuse or grant 
the concession after inquiry >tnd under such 
conditions as n1ight seem necesRary. There 
wa;; no payment for what the ]e,see did, and 
he must get the permission ,<~f the land bonrd 
before he could ringlmrk. I hen there was it 

provision that if a person ring barked trees after 
having been refused permission to do so by the 
land board he wa' liable to a penalty of not less 
than ls. or more than 10s. His (i\Ir. Groom's) 
object was to point out to the Committee that the 
proposer] payment of half-a-crown an acre was 
now obliterated in 1'\ ew South \Vales altogether; 
and he di<l not think the Minister for Lands had 
marle out sufficient i ustification why the rate should 
he fixed at that s1im here, or even a higher rate, 
as SU'"'"ested by the hon. member for Warrego. 
The N~w Sonth \V ales Legishttura had decided, 
after lo1w eont•'<ting the point, that the addi
tionu,l gr~~r-; provided through ringbarking wa,s 
sufficient recompense for any labour employed, 
:twl it certainly appmtred an innovation on the 
part of the C~nnmittee to do what the l'arlia· 
nwnt of Xew South \Vales lutd d@cided they 
slwulrl not do again in the future. 

}Ir. DOXALDSON said he would just re
mind the hon. member that under the Act 
of 1801 there was no fixed price for ring
barking ; and only a few day.s ttgo a gentlema;n 
whom he knew had told h1m that when hJS 
rnn was Helected upon he n1ade a claim of 
,Jr-;. an acre. 'l"he c~tse was taken into court, 
and seyeml parties gave evidence that the land 
had been increased in value to the extent of 
between r,s, nnrl 10s. an acre, and the court 
dedded that he wa;; entitled to 5s. per acre for 
his rino-barking hnproven1ents, notwith:-:;tanding 
that it 'har! on!\- cost 1s. an acre. That decision 
was afterwardS" appealed ngainst by the Go\'ern
ment, but it was upheld on the gronnd that the 
cost of the improvements neeclnot be taken into 
consideration, but only the increased value of the 
]n,ml. _ \fter thnt a ringbttrking· Bill was bronght 
in, fixing the price which per,ons were entitled 
to for ringba1'king. J{e 1nig·ht further re1nind 
the !Hm. member tlmt, finding that that clause 
had benn done away with in the present Land 
Bill of 1\ ew South Wales, the holders of land 
had obtained permission to ringbark under the 
Act then in force. 

The l\IIl\ISTER FOR LAKDS said he 
would point out to the hon. member for Too· 
woornba that the Kew South \Vales Act, in his 
eyes, was incomplete; in th:tt it did not admit 
the principle of compen,;ation for improvements. 
The hon. membe1· must also bear in mind that 
the improvement,s were not tLl be pairt for by 
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the State, but were ectimated when the lease 1 

terminated, or when the incoming tenant had 
come in. He would hav·e to pay for the improve
ments and not the State, and if the so-called 
improvenlBnt wa.s not an iu1proven1ent at t11e 
time the ccmrpen'>ttion was determined, then the 
outgoing temtnt did not receive payment. If, 
however, the in1pro-ven1ent waR ;;t real in1prove
ment, no man \\\mid object to t><ty for the ac!cli
tional value put upon the htnrl. 

Mr. P AL:YIER said he suppose•! the ring-lmrk
ing of a larg-e extent of country might Le reckoned 
n,sanilnprovmnent; but theincmningtenant, when 
he paid for the improvements, mig-ht find that the 
lDnd was overgro\Vll with an in1n1ense anwunt of 
undergrowth. In fact it might be in a won;e 
state than in a state of nature; and in many 
phtees where ringbarking had been called an 
improvement it was quite the rev-erse. The only 
objection he had to the clause was that the in
coming tenant might have to pay for what might 
not be an improvement at the time he took the 
land over. If the grass was so much improved 
by the ringbarking- as it appeared to be in some 
cases, that improvement would be quite sufficient 
without the incnming tenant h>tving to pay 
extra for it. The commissioner wonld scarcely 
ever be able to inspect all those places in the way 
they should be impected before he gave per
mission to ringbark. That was another great 
objection. He might not be able sufficiently to 
supervise his district, ami he would have snch an 
immense amount of work on his lmnds that he 
(Mr. Palmer) could h>trdly understand him giving 
sufficient >tttent.ion to the subject as to be able 
to state whether the country had been properly 
ringb:1rked ot· not. He rtnite agreed that that part 
of the Bill shoultl be strictly carriecl out, because 
indiscriminate ringbarking, all over the country 
woulcl do a great deal of damage. He would ask 
the Minister for Lancls how the practice of 
selectors taking off sheets of bark for theit· 
hnildings would operate. Selectors when they 
tirst st:nted their humpies made them of bark, 
and also con,o;tructed their outbuilding.s of tho 
same material. How wonlcl they be affected Y 

Question pnt and passed. 

On clause 102, as follow,, :-
" 'rhe amount of compensation to be paid to a pas;

toral tenn.nt or lesAee under thls -"\J•t slmll he deter
mined by the hoard in mauncr 11 ·rein before provided." 

:Mr. DONALDSON said that clause Yery 
much resembled clause DS, which the'· had 
already passed. It was one by which val1le was 
to be determined, and it was left entirely in 
the hands of the board to say what the 
compensation shoulcl be. He thoi1ght the pro
vi:·:don made in clause HR was a very wise one; 
that was, that if the lessee of the land c!id not 
n.gree to the cmnpenRation \vithin one nwnth be 
had the right of appealing agninst it, and the 
case was then to be tried by <Lrbitmtion. The 
only thing to guide the boanl in that matter was 
the evidence to be given by the comnliKsioner 
and by the lessee, and a line might have 
to be drawn between the evidence of the 
two. lt wa,; not a matter in which the board 
could exercise their own opinions, because they 
were not in a position to see and value the 
improvements for themselves. They had to 
decide everything on e\'idence ; and everyone 
knew how conflicting evidence waH, because it 
was so hard to draw a line between the two 
interested parties. If the same provision was 
made in that clau,;e as in chwse GS it wouJd be 
very satisfactory. He should like to hear an 
opinion from the Minister for L"nds upon the 
point he had raised. 

The J\IIKISTER FOR LAKDS said it was 
intended to introduce an amendment to meet 
the objection mentioned by the.hon, member, 

The PREMIER said that compensation on 
the resumption of hnldim;s was sufficiently dealt 
with in clause an, and the next clause provided 
how the lv;...~iee waK to be cmnpen~c.;.tted. The 
present clause, therefore, need only deal with 
cornpensation for itnprovenient'!".. He would, 
therefore, moYe that the words "for improve
ment~'' be in:-;erted in the l~t line after "'cmn
pensation." 

Amendmcmt pnt and pa"ed. 
The PRE;\UKR moved that the following 

provi<o be added to the clause:-
Provided that iu the case of the rct;nmption of the 

wlwle or part of a holding under the provisions of this 
Act, if th_· lessee objcets to the decision of the board 
with xespect to the ('ompensa.tion payable in re~pect of 
the holding, he shall be entitled to have the amount of 
compelhlttion in rey,pcct of the improvements deter
mined under the provisions of the Pnhlic r.ands Resump
tion Act of 1878, in the l'ame manner as herein provided 
\vith re~pcct to comyensation for the resumption of the 
hol(ling or part thereof. 

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

On cbuse 103, as follows :-
" rrhe amount rnvnrded to any pastoral tenant or 

lessee ror eompemmtion under the provb.;ion~ of this Act 
shall not., except in the case of the resnmption of an 
eutit·e holding, be payahle to him nntil lJe is actually 
deprived of the u~e of tllc land or of the improvements, 
in respect of which the compen.c;;atiou is awarded. 

"In the case of the re:-nmption of nn entire holrting 
the amount awardL:d shall be payable when the resumpM 
tion takes effp,ct.' 1 

The HoN. Sm T. MoiL\VRAITH said that, 
of course, it was quite understood that the board, 
in fixing the amount of rent that was to be paid 
for gra.zing over the re.Knnled pol'tion, lllUSt 

take into consideration the bet that the improv·c
ments belong-eel to the lessee, and that he was not 
to be paid fur them until the land was actually 
taken from him. He (Sir 'r. Mcilwraith) was 
afraid that that would lead to very considerable 
difficulty, because the improvements might be 
gradually reduced or wiped out without the occu
pant of the resumed portion having much use of 
then1 ; a,Jl(l when it ca1ne to granting compenR.rt
tion there would be v·m·y little irnprm ements left. 
I_.jet the1n take the caRe uf a ring fence on a. 
hol<ling that wa' divided into two parts, with a 
selector on each side. The whole of tbe benefit of 
the fence ·was gone ; the }JaHtoral le;-;.;.ee would 
not have the use of it. How vmnld the clanse 
act in a case of that kind? There were a great 
many other improvements that could be referred 
to in the s:tme way. He thought the best plan 
woulc! l1e to make the compenst'ltion payable on 
the resumption of the land, the holder of 
the land paying for the improvements in the 
shape of rent. Tlmt would be more equitable. 
Of course, the amendments in previous clauses 
had taken away the injustice that might hav-e 
been inflicted under the preoent clause. 

The M.INISTER FOR LA::\DS was under
stood to say th>tt the propoc;ition of the hon. 
gentleman would involve a tremendous outlay 
which could never be contemplated. 

~Lr. ARCHER said that, under the Bill 
as it now stood, a man n1ight Helect--say, in 
some of the paddocks out west, which were 
very large-2,000 or 2,5GO acref', and inside 
a marsupial fence. In such a case he un
doubtedly ought to pay, because the fence 
had kept off the marsupials from that land. 
The selectur ought to be made to pay, becttuse 
if he did not fence his selection he woulcl g-et all 
the benefit of the fence round the pa<ldock for 
two year.~. He fancied that the selector should 
pay for the use of tbu,t fence. However, if the 
land was properly surveyed, a man who had a 
decent head on him would not allow a piece to be 
taken in the centre of a pacldoek in that way l 
still it might occur. · 

Qlle•tion put ;mcl p::l~,,ed, 
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On clan"e 104, as follows:-
.. All lfl~t.st:s b:~ued nudcr this ~\et shall eontain a 

re8ervation of all mines and minerals in the land eom
priM"Jd therein, and shall contain such othern:servations 
and e-xceptions (including- ~L rc~ervation of the right of 
acee"'5 for the pnrpose of wm·kLg any miJH·~., or mineral~ 
in any part of the land that may be re~mned from the 
lcasel a~ may be prescribed." 

Mr. flMY'l'H said there was one part of the 
clause he did not like. It was the provision 
which ga\78 1niner~ the right to enter on htnd to 
P!·ospect. It was ~mly on leased property that it 
rhd so, hut, accorchng to some of the clauses t.hAy 
had pa~8ed, there wa,s provision given by which ;t 

person who had taken up 9li0 acres of land and 
had held it a certain time could make it a free
hold. If that lal!d became freehold there was no 
chance of getting rninerals out of it vdthout 
paying ccnnpeni!l'ation or royn.lty to the owner. 
He wisheu to insert after that clause-with the 
p~rmission of the JVIinister for Lanrls, and pro
vided the Committee were willing-a mining 
clause. 

:Yir. l<'OX'l'O::'\ said the hon. member for 
Gym pie had stated that the clause included pro
vision for entering upon lands for the purpose of 
prospecting. Now, he should like to see that 
provision a little more clearly expressed in the 
clause--th:ot leases should include a reservation 
of the right of access for the purpose nf searching 
for any mines or minerals in any Jlart of the 
land. He should like to see the words "sem·ch
ing for or prospecting" hu;erted bet\veen 
the \VOl'dR "of" and "working." He thought 
that would be very necessary, because it die! not 
ll'C_Ce~sarily follow that, because a man had per
missiOn to enter on land for the purpose of work
ing any mines on the land, he httd, therefore, the 
right to enter upon it for the pnrpose of sem·chinu 
for or prospecting for minerals. He propr'"ecl a~ 
amendment that the words "searchinrr for or" 
be inserted in the 4th line, between the words 
"of" and " working." 

Mr. ARCHER said he had no doubt that it 
would be a good amendment if there was any
thingcontained in the clan se to show that anv man 
would not go in and dig without getting"leave 
from some competent authority; and that if he 
was allowed to search and dig, and make holes 
on a person's ground, he should be compelled 
to fill them in. 'There was nothing in 
the clause that showed that had to be done. 
He knew that he had lost valuable animals 
himself through that cause ; and he did 
not see why miners should be allowed to 
go on to a farm and search for minerals, di« 
holes, and leave them in an open state. 'There wa~ 
nothing in the clause which wonld prevent a man 
doing a great injur~' to his neig-hbour without 
compelling him to do as much as in his power 
lay to rectify that injury. 

iVIr. S:MY'l'H said that if miners had to fill 
in every hole, after they had paid a license to the 
Governrnent for perrnis[:;ion to Hearch for rninerals, 
it would be very hard on them indeed. 

Mr. ARCHER: "What is the expense of the 
license? 

Mr. flMY'l'H : 'Ten shillings. Miners were 
heavily taxed. If they wished"to take up land 
they had to pay £1 per acre. 'The heaviest taxed 
class of people were miners. 

Mr. ARCHER st~id if the hon. gentleman took 
up the lettse of a certain number of acres for £1 
a yetw, then he robbed the farmers. A miner 
was ';'ow going to enter upon what was the 
lessee s land, and then he was to he allowed to 
digholcsforthefarmer'scattleto fall into; and the 
fltrmer was to stand it all. The thing was absurd. 

Mr. FOO'l'E said he thought that one amend
ment would mean another. It might be the 
cultivation paddock, a g-arden, or it might be 

close to a well, that a miner would enter upon, 
If a. le~Hee went a,ntl found persons goino· about 
on his leased htnd with a pick and >hovel," and so 
onl in sea.rch of minerals of smne sort, he n1ight 
'"'k them what they were doing there, and they 
would tell him it was no business of his: 
they were going to search for so and so~ 
and they mig·ht stop there as long as they 
liked, and they might do as much mischief as 
they liked. H'e would not presume they wonld 
do great rnischief in digging holes. The 'vork 
mig·ht he too hard fm them. He thought if the\· 
were allowed tn dig holes or break the surface ,)f 
~he. land they ;Jwuld he compelled to le".ve 
It m as good order as they had found it. 
'They broke up the ground to a considerable 
ex.tent, and though if they found any payable 
rnmerals that part of the lease would probably 
be resumed and the lessee compensated, yet in 
many cases they would be unsuccessful, and it 
was in such case' that the amendment would 
have the most serious effect. He thought if they 
gave pert-3om;; po\ver to go digging holm~ all over a 
run they should compel them to fill them up 
again, and leave the ground as they found it. 

The A'l'TOHKEY-GEKERAL said he did 
not see tlmt any clanger was to he apprehended. 
'The miners were not a recldess class of n,en who 
went about all over other people's property 
doing injury to it. The work was too laborioUs 
for them to do it simply for amusement, and it 
~vas lmrdly likely that miners would go search
Ing for gold unlesr-; there was smne reasonable 
prospect nf their obtaining it. 'l'o enact that 
they should fill up all the holes and trenches they 
might make in their search for gold would be to 
deter thmn from engaging in Hnch an enterprif:\e, 
Of course it would not do to allow any person 
to go digging holes in a tnan's garden in the hove 
of finding gold ; and abuses of that kind were 
guarded against by the last words of the clause, 
" as may Le prescribed." 

Mr. ARCHER: vVe want to know what will 
be prescribed. 

'The A'l'TORJ'\EY-Gl<~KERAL said there 
would be regulations framed under the Act. 
"Prescribed," by the interpretation clause, 
meant prescribed by regulations under the Act. 
'The miners would be able to prosecute their 
search for minerals only in accurdance with the 
regulations, which it was to be hoped would be 
so framed as to prevent private property from 
being needlessly injured, and to prevent, on the 
other hand,, the miners from being deterred 
from an enterprise which carried with it immei!Se 
benefit, not only to themselves, but to the colony 
as a whole. 

'The HoN. Sm 'l'. MciLWRAITH said the 
hon. member evidently did not understand the 
clause. If he would read it he would see it was 
the reservations and exceptions that were to be 
prescribed, and not the privileges of the miners 
at all. 'There was no doubt that at the present 
time miners had a right to search for minerals 
on all the leases of the colony, and it was not to 
he supposed that they were going to take away 
that right ; but at the same time it would be 
very indiscreet to give in a parenthetical clause 
such an extraordinary power-not to miners, but to 
everyone choosing to call himself a miner-as that 
of intruding on other people's property, without 
the slightest provision being made as to the way 
in which that power was to be exercised. 'The 
amendment moved by the hon. member for 
Carnarvon would establish the right of trespass. 
'The miners should be bound to made good the 
damage done to the property of the ]e,see, or the 
leM5;;ee should get cmn1 ensation in sorr1e way. 
Before they went on with that clauee he would 
like to hear the amendment to be proposed hy 
the hon. member for Gympie, · 
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Mr. S1IYTH "ai<l the new clause he intended 
to introduce read as follows :-

.\ny land alienated nnder the provisions of thi~ Act 
may be taken lJy tlw Crown fo1' mining pnrvot~e~ uwler 
the provi:..:ion~ of the l'nblic \Yorks Lanrls He-;mnption 
. .\et of 1Hib. Prorirled that the 'alne of any gold or 
other minc1·al~ eontained in :o:;nch land ~hall not be 
tnkc'n i11to ne1·ouut in estimating the co1npcn~ation to 
lJc paid for any land ::;o taken. 

It was something similar to the provision in the 
Victorian Act of lSo!J. 'rhe !J!Jth section of that 
~\et read as follows:-

.. All land~ alienated nndm· tlw proYi:-;ionR of thi~ jet 
slmll be liable to he resnmcd for mining- pnrpo~c:o; by 
Her .Jhtjcsty on paying f1tll compcnsat ion to the licensee, 
lr-ssce. m· pnrehascr in fce-:..:imple thereof, for the value, 
other than anrif,~ron:-;, of the land:-; anrl improvementH 
::;o resumed, :::;ueh value, in case of disagreement, to be 
a::icortaincd by a.rhitration. 'l'lle terms, conditions, and 
m·cnts upon whieh snch land~ ItulY be resumed, and the 
manner in whict such arbitratioris shall be cond.neted., 
shall be determined by rPgnlations in such manner as 
the Governor shall from time time direct." 
Since that Act Jms-;ed in Victoria, all land sold 
wa~ subject to the proviRo reserving the n1inerals 
for the Crown. The necessity for wme such 
legi"lation hacl become apparent from the w'"y 
in w hi eh landowners extorted money from the 
miners. It wa.s e,;tima,ted tlmt they had takn1 
a million of money in the way of royaltie,; and 
rents. On one claim the miners spent £35,000, 
and of that amount £14,000 went tu the owner 
of the land for the right of mining on it. In 
Victoria it hac! lately been found necessary to 
pass a Mining on .Private Property Act. Tt 
n1ight not be necessary for rnany ye'ar~ to pa13s 
such an Act in this colony, and such a clause as 
he suggested would rnake a very good provino in 
the meantime. In one rmrt of his electomte tt 
great deal of land was being selected, and he 
was certain it was not for the grass~ or timber, 
or anything· on the surface of the land, but for 
the sake of the minerals. The persons taking 
up the land would g·et the freehold of it, and 
then they meant to work the minerals. He 
thou3'ht it was time to put a stop to that kind of 
thing. In Queensland they had, he snpJ>m;ed, 
more minerals and in greater variety than all the 
other colonies put together, and the (}overn
ment should step in and reserl'e those miuemb 
to themselves. 

l\Ir. FOXTOX saiL! he did not think his 
amendment woulcl bring about all the evils 
nnticipated by the hon. member for l\Iulgmve. 
It ;;imply proposed to give the miner exactly 
what he ha,] at the present tilue-the right to 
enter upon land leased from the Crmn1 to,rn·nspect 
for minerals. A,.; for the dreadful picture drawn 
by the hon. member for Blackall, of selectors' 
cattle tumbling into fearful chasms sunk in their 
property, he might say that he had lived for tPn 
years in a district as thickly covered with pros
pectiug holes as any in (,lneensland, and although 
he had seen vast numbers of cattle dead in 
the creeks he had never seen one down a pro,;
IJectiug h1 1le. 

::\'[r. AUCHER said he had seen plenty of 
cattle down prospecting holes. He had no doubt 
the :Yiinister for Lauds could bear him out 
fcs to what took place on his own run. 'L'alk 
about rninercl not being- likely to go into gardens ! 
On nne oc:casion during a rush son1e rniners 
came within half-a·mile of the head·station, and 
it was ouly the presence of a dozen strapping 
fpJlows that kept their picks aud shovels out 
uf the gardt-m. Tho::;e were facb-; of which the 
:l\[inistcr 'for Lands wns well tcwarc. Cattle 
h:cd oftL'll fallen down those hn]e, and died then,, 
so tlmt it was not "''eh a silly thing''" the hon. 
member (J\Ir. Fnxton) supposed. 

:\h. YUXTO::\: I did not stty it was ,;illy. 
:\[r. ARCHER said the same thin;:: wnn)d 

happen again if :people vccre albweJ tu dis hules 

just where they liked. Unle~s something were 
done to prevent that sort of thing, the clause 
ought not tP pass. As for the Attmney-General, 
he did not understand the eh> use, for, leaving out 
the part Cdntained in lJarentheses, it said;--

,, ~Ul lcasP<.: is.-;ued under this let ~hall contain a 
reservation of all minc.-5 and lnmeral~ in the lanrt eom
prised therein, and shall contain sueh otherre:-5el'\'ations 
and exception~ a.-; may be lll'f'"cribctl." 

That did not refer to the miner',; license, but to 
the lease of the tenant. 

The ATTORNEY-UE1\"EIU\L stcid he wtts 
mvtcre that the clause, with the exception of the 
parenthetical pttrt, did not specially refer to 
miners; hut he did not know why the hon. 
gentleman ,;hould intimate that he had not read 
the clause. 

l\Jr. AH.OHER: I said you did not under
stand it. 

The ATTORXEY-GEXERAL said the hon. 
rnemher for Carnarvon had proposed an amend
ment to the effect that everv lea,;e should 
contain not only a rel'\ervation" including the 
right of acce,,::; for the purpose of working 
rnines, but aho a re~erva.tion including the 
right of nccess for the pnrpose of searching for 
minerals. The hon. memher for Blackall 
suggested that the amendment might inflict a 
hardship on printte lessees by reason of the 
miners not filling up the holes they nmde. He 
(the Attorney-General) combated the objections 
of the hon. gentleman, and pointed ont that the 
re:servation waR a n1atter contained in every 
lease, and was subject to regulation the same as 
every other matter. 

Mr. ARCHER asked why nothing was said 
about regulations in the clause? 

The PHE:!YII:EH said the suggestion that the 
clause should contain all the restrictions and 
terms on which miners should be allowed to 
work involved the insertion of a scheme for 
mining on private property. But the Bill 
was framed in such a way that those things 
mnst be provided for by the regulations. "Pre
scribed " meant prescribed by the regulations, 
according to the interpretation clause. The hon. 
gentleman wished to know what difliculties the 
lessee would be placed under, and what right 
the people would have to trespass on his land 
:md look for minerals. Thttt was the whole 
Rchmne of rnining on prh ate property-a, schen1e 
which it wa,; impracticable to put into the Bill, 
but which should 1Je pnt into a Bill by itself. 
So long as they provided for tlJe reservation of 
mines and minerals, and of the right to search 
and mine, that was all that \vas required in the 
Bill now under consideration. 

:Mr. ARCHER said there was nothing in the 
clause to show that the mining was to he done 
under reftulations, though it might be the con
tention of the hon. gentleman that certain regu
lations should guide the miner. As it was, they 
referred only to the lease of the tenant. 

The PREJIIIER said the chtuse was gram
maticttlly correct. It provided that the lease 
should contain " such other reservations as may 
be prescrihed." One would be the right of 
accesR for the purpose of working any nline ; 
another would be the right of access-not by 
Her Majesty personally, but persons authorised 
by Her ::\Iajesty-for the purpose of searching 
for n1inerals. 

:\Jr .. TORD.'I.X said he understooLI the couten
tion of the hon. member for Blackall and the hou. 
member for ::\Inlgrave to be that the word" """ 
nw.y he pre,.,crihf:'.d ·~ did not refer to anything 
within the Jl<Ll"enthel-'e"'. [ t might be a,~ well to 
in,,,,.t after the word'· twee,.; "the word,; ''under 
regulatiuns io be framed." 
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Mr. ARCHEH: That is just what I contended 
for. 

The PH:E:\UEE : I did not understand before 
that that was the hon. gentleman's objection. 

Mr. ~\HCHER: I :;aid it as plainly as I 
pos.,ibly could. 

The PREJ\IIKR: I mnst be :;tnpicl this 
evening, for thP. hou. gentleruan did not nutke 
it clear to me. However, the hon. memlmr for 
South Brisbane has come to the rescue. 

The Hox. Sm T. MulL WRAITH said the 
Premier pretended not to understand the hon. 
member for Blaclmll, in order to cover the 
bung·ling of hi' colleague. There was not yet 
a clear understan<ling about the clause. The 
hem. member for Oarnarvon said he desired 
nothing- more than the miners lmd nl ways 
had ; but the hon. member was asking for 
a g-reat elect! more, and it was their duty 
to see that, while granting the miner all 
the privileges to which hll was entitled, the/· 
were not ta,ldng away the right~:' or lnu·tin;; the 
lnterc~tK of other~. ..._\_t pru~ent neither a gold
miner, nor what waf; call cri a. lllineral :-:ean:Ger-·
a n1an working with ~~,license under the .JI in end 
Lamb .\et--- hctd th•o right to touch a :;clectiull; 
;wd the kasehol<l pmperties to tw formtd under 
the Hill woul<l take the place of those ,;election,;. 
Selecti.,ns under the Acts of 1S6H tm<ll8/(i were 
perfectly protected from miners, who had no 
right to go upon them to search ; and now they 
were atikf"d to nlltn'"' miner~ to search upon 
the propertieo which would take the place 
of thuRe selections, 'vithout any con1pl::nsn.
tion bdng p~t,id to the Helector8. Tho"<\e rights 
should bB g-u:mled ; how to do it he did 
not know. The right ought to be given tu 
1niners to St'arch for n1inerah; HO long as they 
were prevented from hurting the interests 
of the lessee of the ground so sellrched. 
Although at present search might be made for 
minerals on the land held by pastoral lessees, the 
:;;ea.rcher~ were re::;tricted frmn touching any land 
used as'' yard, garden, orchard, or cultivated field. 
'!'hey were now asked to allow miners that right 
without any restriction. \Vhile willing to allow 
that rig-ht, he thon::;-ht provision should ],e made 
for full compensation for damage clone to the 
surface being poid to the lessee either hy the 
State or hy t1w 1niner. The le:-~see ought cer
tninly not; tn .-.nffer fro1u tlw right of ~earchiug 
for minerals. 

The PT: E.\LH~ H sui<! the tlithculty 1ui:,·ht. he 
nwt hy tranr>po~ing so1ne of the \Vnrds in the 
clause. He understood the u!Jjectiou uf the hon. 
member for Blackall to be that the precise con
ditions were not prescribed in the Bill, and 
he addressed himself to that ; hut he underfltood 
now what the hon. member's point was. It 
might be advisable to so alter the clause as to 
provide for cmnpens::ttion being given for a.ctual 
damage done to the land while searching- for 
minerals. Paying compensation for damage 
done would, he thought, be better than putting 
the old restriction on yard', gt:trdens, and culti
vated fields. There was no reason why, because 
a valuable piece of mineral land was under 
lucerne, it should not be worked except at the 
option of the tenant. 

Mr. FOXTO~, with the permission of the 
Committee, withdrew his amendment. 

The PRE:\IIEH. moved that the wor:b "as 
may be prese1·ibed" be on,ittecl from the end of 
the clause, with the view of iusertiug them after 
the \\~ord '' exceptions.'' 

The .\TTOHXEY-GJ{:\"KfL\ L said that 
before the auwmlment wa:, t>nt he wbhecl to ·i"J 
a worcl 1.vitb reference tc• a.n ob-Jervation 1nade 
by thP hun. n1En1ber for )Iulgrave, and wbicb 
was um1·orthy of that hon. gentleman e-r of the 

position he occupied. The hon. gentleman 
charged the :Premier with htwing- purposely mis
understood the hon. member for Blackall, in 
order to cover the bungling of his colleague. He 
(the Attorney-General) denied that there was ctny 
bungling. The I>ren1ier now, to 1neet the views 
of the h<m. member, propo'"ed to transpose the 
words" as ruay be p1·e:::;cribed," and when trans~ 
pooecl the words would ha,ve precisely the same 
effect as they had now. 

..:.-\.rnendruent agreed tu. 

::Yir. FOXTON said he WO<lltl now again move 
hi:-; a .. rnend1nent, so as to nutke it agree with 
thctt suggested by the Premier. He moved that 
after " purpose of " the words " searching for 
or" be inserted. 

Amendment agreed to. 
The PllEMIER moYed as a further a,mend

ment that all the words after "land" to the end 
of the chtm;e he omitted, with the view of insert
ing "on cmu1ition of nw.king con1pew.;ation to 
the le:·;~ee fen· a.ny <-tc:tluJ da.1uage. tLnd llll f3Uch 
other cunditiuH:-; aH lll<:ty he pre-.erilJecl. ~) 

~fr. LISRXE f(. ·.aid that the words should 
l)e '' n.'H,·,onable f:!lltlJlf'nsaticm." ]_le cBrtu,inJy 
thonght Lhat. a.ny Uo11d Jirlc 111iner \Vhl 1 went. 
nn la,llt I belonging to ;1. sq w.t.tter ut' a8ricul
tnrist searehitJg fnr 11lint.'l'<.d:-:: Dught to l)e pro~ 
teeted to a certain extent as to the amount of 
compmbation to be g-iven. \Vho wtts to decicle 
the amount of compensation? 

An HoNOURABLE J'.IE,!BER: The board. 
?\Ir. LISSXER said he did not think an agri

cultural board would know sufficient about the 
valu~ uf n1ining to give a proper decision in such 
ctc;es. At any rate, he ,]wuld very much like to 
see the clause made more definite a~ to the 
amount of compensation to be paid. 

Mr. S:\IYTH said in hi'l opinion the compen· 
,ation ollg;ht unly to apply tu cultivation pad
clocks. or ilnpro\·ed land such as gardens, yards, 
or places of that kind. If a sqncttter had twenty 
or thi1-ty square mil ''l of laud-tts the clau~e stood, 
a miner would not be able t,, sink a hole on any 
portion of it without paying cmnpen:-;ation. 

:\[r. 'FOXTOX said he agreed with the hon. 
ntmulJel' for Uyu1pie that ctnupeusation ou~ht to 
be in regard to cnltiYated hmds only. If the mere 
dostrncti<m of thP gmss that took place in sinking 
('Very little hole that was made for prospecting 
would n~nder 1niners liablE' to cla,inlsfor cornpensa
t.ion, hecouldquitecom'eive that it wonlcl benlmost 
hnpo:-::-:il>le for them to carry ont proRpecting in 
anything like a pm per or ethcient manner, if the 
Crown les,;ee was in any way opposed to their 
doing so. lt would be going too fa.r to hatnper 
the mining indw;try in tlmt way. The grass 
destroyed would, of course, be v~ry small, 
and, us has been said, it was very probable 
tlmt a man who owed another a grudge 
would find some better method of paying 
him off than by buckling to ctnd sinking holes 
on his ground. · It \Ycts too hard work to justify 
the fear that any damage worth speaking of 
would be done to pastoral property in that way; 
while, ctt the same time, to allow claims for 
compensation in all cases would very materially 
hamper miner~ in prospecting for minerals. 

The PREMIER said they could not very well 
give property to a m'm and allow anothm· to 
injnre hiln without giving hhn cmnpensation. 
He did not sr·e how they could r,•concile thP 
two things. If no ha.l'ln were clone, there would 
be no compen:-:;ation given; bnt when danutge wrr.H 
<lone it ,;]wuld lH, prtit! for. If a man dng et big
t.n·nch acro :1 cattle track it 1ni~ht re~ult in ~t 
;;reat clc.41 of darna<~e bein; done. In the san1e 
wJ:y con 1Je~'J,b1~ clan!at;e n1ight be done by 2. 

nun1ber of n1en enterinJ t0 tnine in a lucerne 
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paddock. He apprehende:1 that conditions of 
that sort would arise, until dealt with by an Act 
providing for mining on private vroperty, which 
1nnst cmne r->oone1· or later. Tl1ev 1nnst he 
careful not to interfere with the right of JWos
pecting for n1inerah;, and, ut the ~fLllle tiu1e. if 
they ;;a ve a man a lease <>f certain lnnd>' they must 
protect him. All those matters could he pro
vided for by the reguhctions. 

Mr. MACFAHLAKE r;aid he thought there 
was a great deal of force in what the hon. 
member for Gympie had said with reg:ud to 
giving colnpent:ia.tion only in ca~e8 where cultiva,
tionhad taken place. He (Mr.1hcfarbnP) did not 
know very much about mining, but he could quite 
under~tancl that, if persons searching for n1inerals 
were to be C'-'mpelled to give compensation for 
every hole they dug in leasehold property, there 
would be no end of trouble and petty amtm-ance, 
which would very likely retttrd prospedor~ hum 
going ont tu pr:>spect at all. He thought the 
words shuuld apply on!~- to cnltiv,l.ted bn:ls. 

Mr. S:\IYTH >'aid tlmt a· :t l"lllt\ vet"\' few 
cattle indeed fell into h"lc .. th:··t wero s,,;,k bv 
tniner;.; in search of 1nincra.l::;; nnd lu Ll"tYelJinut:: 
throug-h country \V here pro.~ru-"et• 1r.-:; had l 1een a'{, 
work the holt··,. t,hev riJa,dc \YtTt' found Y':!l'V 

UBefuJ, bccatll'i{' watPr \va~ ueal'ly alwa.y~ t~' 
be fuund in them. The ;;ulc!Jielcl upon which 
he lived was t•iddled with holes, aml he 
had never heard of a case where :t beast had 
fallen into one of them. He thought the danger 
on that point was greatly exaggerated. He knew 
thel"e wa,; a gentleman in the other Chamber who 
o:J.Ce s>tid that the holes ma<le by miners only 
k1lled squatters' cattle; hut as far as hi.s ex
perience went he thought cattle were too cun
ning to fall into then1 ; in fa,ct, 1nore 1nen 
fell into them than cttttle. He l1e1ieved 
that, if they put such restrictions upon 
miners~that they must fill up the holes they 
made, :.tnd g-ive cmnpeni'-a.tiou for the dainaie 
done-it would ha1nper n1ining to a Yery con
siderable extent, especially under the circum
stances existing in Queen~la.nd, \vhich were 
different from those of the other colonies. In 
thi~ colony the holeB snnk wm·e genemlly near 
the :-;urface; and in eaRe:-; where the holP~ were 
deep it was a great ad vantag·e tu leave them 
open. .1\ great nulnV 11ti11\~l'"' h.td ntade a, very 
good thing· Ly going down abn,nd(JUt·d Khnft"s 
pros !JCCt in g. 

l\1r . .TOHl)A"N ~aid, in hif.: ol~iniun. lhe dausr 
ought tu apply to all de;criptiolls of land. 
He could easily imagine what might happen 
to a squatter in a 1nining district, frmu what 
occurred to himself the other day on an area 
of 40 acres. He had a few he,;d of cattle 
upon it, otw of which fell into a ditch that had 
been dug for drainage; and he could quite under
stand what might occur to s<juatters who had 
thousands of cattle upon their runs. He should 
therefore, vote for making the clause apply to ali 
descriptions of property. 

Mr. NORTON said that hon. members spoke 
of the clause as if it applied to Sf!uatters' runs 
only ; but that was a mistake, because it applied 
to grazing selections ancl agricultural fann..:; also. 
He only wished to point ont that if hon. members 
would support a Bill tha.t gave indefcar;ible l:o:J.ses, 
that was one of the blessings that went with it. 
1Iiners were hampered in their movements, and 
he did not SPe how it could be any other way. 
He did not think any particular ditticulty wouid 
be put in the way of n1ining by paying c(nnpen~ 
satlon. 

:\Ir. Si\IYTH <mid he would propose, as :tn 
:tmendmeut, that the chust: r;h<mlcl only refer to 
cultiv;;ted <Jl' improYecl l>tml. · 

The Ho:<. :.im T. ::.IciLIYRAITH · a.id hro did 
not think that .. nything of ~he sort wa;, neccs-

sary, as under the Goldfielrls Act :wd the Mineral 
Leaser; Act :t digger had the right of prospecting 
anywhere ; and as for contpensation, if a certain 
arnount of a lesse~ '~ htnd was taken np for rniniug 
purpm.;e~, a certain mnouut was deducted fron1 
hi~ rent. Con1pen:-;ation luvl never l1een given to 
a pastoral le,,o;ee; and wh<tt would the compen
Kation lJe if it were given? _.A.Jl the Lliggers could 
do would be tll take away '"certain :tmount of 
gn11:1R. 

Amendment put and passed. 
:l\1 r. FO XTO X moved that the following words 

be arlded to the chtuse:~ 
Pro\ idctl that no eompen~ation ~hall he chargct't or 

payable in respect of any datnage ct.oue to uncultivated 
land held under Part IlL of this Act or as a grazing 
farm. 

:\Ir. l<'Ell(~USOX asked if he was to uncler
"tand from that mnendment that, if a grazier 
fenced in ·1 ,000 acm.' and put his .,toek upon it·--· 
:.:tnd a rniner, or a, hundred 1niners, cho:-:e to go 
inlo that potddoek and dioturh the stock, and 
:-!ink ;_t:-:; many holt:t' a:-: they Hked-the grnzier 
had no rib'ht tP f_;~n!Ipen:·mtioll; a>":l th;\t tl1e 
tltt ;1nin·~ of the anwndment :) 1 f they were goi11g 
tn adnnt "'uch a ~~Lc,u~e a·: that thev would. 
-imply wake thr~ JHll i11()pr~r:tti\'e, ":t, no
bud:v wo11ld think qf taking- np lctnd nnder 
~nch conditiont;, Tt \Va~ nuL altog-ethet· the 
hole-s :5Unk iu the .~TOUJHl, m· the grass def'
troyed, but there mi:;ht be valuable hmse" or 
c><ttle there, :tnd their peace would be altogether 
dioturhed. Such 11.n amendment as that 
shnulcl have bc"n taken notice of. He quite 
believed in g-iving miner:-; every facility for 
prm;pt_.eting an(l ntinitq:;. Bnt t;npposing a 
nutn took nv !HiO aeres, a.nd th::tt wa:-; aJI the 
htnd he occupied, if a hundred miners chose t<• 
come in <tfter he had gone to the expense of 
fencing it in and stocking it fully they would 
rnin hiln; <-tnd wa~ he to have no concession'? 
The amendment should h'lve been better con
sidered before it ""'Is put before the Committee. 

The HoN. Sm T. :YiciL WEAlTH said the 
grea.ter part of the clause \VH.:-1 quite unnecet;:-;ary ; 
for in.stance, that pa .. rt referring to pn..;;toral 
leases. Xo doubt the hon. member for Gympie 
thought he wa:-; Uoiug a great Htroke for the 
miner by pru1·iding that he should not have to 
pay compensation to the sqnatter. But he would 
l"Pa:l s<nnc of the powers \\·hich the gold-minPr 
h:td nuw Ullder e\am.,, }I of the Goldfields Act:~ 

l. ~tny JJL:l'~on who shall be the ho!Uer of a miner.'\ 
ri.~ht and auy unll1bCr of per:--Olt:-. in coujnuction who 
~hall lw tl1e holtler:-l of :my :-.nclt con~olill.ated miner's 
right:-:; shall, snbject to tlu· provif'iom; of this Act, etc., he 
cntitlf' t to take possos;:;;ion of. mine, and oecupy Crown 
land:; for mining purpose:-;; 

''To cut, con~truct, aud nse ra~c . .,, dam~. and reser\·oir.s, 
road~. and tt·amway~. which may be required for gold
mining purposes through and upon any Crown lancls; 

"To talw or d.iYCrt water from :my spring, lake, pool, 
or stream ::;ituatc in or flowing throngh Crown lands on 
a proclaimet1 goldfield, and to U5C such water for mining 
purposes and fot· his own domestic purposes; anrl to 
use, by way of an casement, any unoccupietl Crmvn 
land~; 

"To take possession of, and occupy, Crown lands for 
the plU'}lose of re~itlcnec on a proclaimed goldfield, but 
not for bnsines::. purposes, except as hereinafter other~ 
wise providell; 

''To put up and at any time to rC'move any building 
or othl-:r ercttion upon such land so taken up and occu~ 
IliCcl; 

"'l'o f~Ut timber on, and to remove the sa.me, to strip 
and remoYe the brtrk from any sneh timber. and to 
remove any stone. clay, or grav€1 from any C'rown lands 
for the purpose Of building l'or himself Ol' themselves. 
any place o[ residence, or for mining purposes," etc. 
The miner had all that power already for 10,;. 
a. ye;M', withnnt payin;.; any cnwpenHa .. tion a.t nll. 
\Vh,lt wa the use of thttt little fiddling amend
nwnt t:·l JH'L\ cut the ~qua~ter clai1ning any c01n
pensat1nn front the n11ner; It was absurd to gn 
on in that way with legislation~interrul'ting 
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an important Bill by little, fiddli11g nmend
ment;, to g-ai11 ]Jopnlarity with the miner.~. 
L f they were going- to give fL n1an a lease for 
thirty ye"'r" of "' piece of land to use it for 
grazing- 1 lUl'l )OS e . ..; and not for other Jntrpos?~, 
they onght to let hi,m definitely lmder:<ktnd what 
he wa:< to h'we. fhat was thoroughly under
stood lm<let' the Bill to he'" gmzin;;· right; and if 
they ga,ve a.ny other per.-.;on in the worl(l the 
ric;ht to destroy any p;crt of the property that 
person :-;houh1 pay cninpen:-::ation for it. 

:\ll'. S:\IYTJ! '>tid the arguments they u:.;ed in 
f::tvoHr of tnining upon thoHe lttrJcl~ '~'eJ·e not 
that they Jmd any intention of injnring the 
W]natter in any way at all, but they had been 
~trgetl o\ving to what the hon. lllnnlher !for 
Blackall had said about miners enterinf( UJJOn 
improved land, such as a cultivated paddock. 
The reason he (:\Jr. Smyth) spoke upon the 
1natter as the representative of a 1nining cotn
nmnity was, that he did not wish that they 
should enter upon any land and dama"e ft 
without cmnpensation. He was not using n anv 
argument for the sake of popularity. As t'"o 
popularity, that was cheap. 

:\Ir. FOXTOX said the case quoted by the 
hon. member for llockhampton was not one in 
point, as it was not proposed to extend the 
proviso to agricultural fttrms, but simply to 
uncultivated land which wa:-) held a~ grazing 
farms an< I to land held under Part III. of the Bill. 
The grazing farms might he bt"tns of 20,000 
acres. A large portion of the colony would be 
held under those grazing leases ; and virtually 
the miner would be excluded from prospecting 
on those areas. 

The Ho;;. Sm T. :MciLWHAITH: How? 

:VIr. FOXTOX said that virtually that would 
he the case, be<';tl\Oe for every hole he put down 
he would have to J~:,,y compensation-it might, 
perhaps, be only 'Js.-for the damage done to 
the grass. There was not the slightest doubt 
that would be the case wherever the lessee was 
opposed to the miner going on the land for 
the purpose of prospecting. l<'or every prospect
ing hole the miner would put down he mif(ht find 
himself invoh·ed in a contention with the lessee 
as to whether he ought or ought not to pay com
jJensation for it. In that way, most unquestion
ably, the genuine prospector would be decidedly 
hampered in his operations. · 

:Vir. ,J ORDAX said he wished to krww if 
the proviso ~uggested by the hon. 1nen1 ber for 
Carnarvon excepted agricultural farms of DGO 
acre,. He thong·ht it was worded to except such 
farms; bnt he would point out that such farms 
might be alienated at the end of ten years, and if 
the new clause proposed by the hon. mern ber for 
Ciympie were carried, those farms would, even 
after they were alienated, be liable to be tres
passed upon by diggers, without compensation. 

The CHAIRMAN: I will read the proviso 
again. It is a• follows :-

"Provided that no compcn~ation shall be charged or 
payablp, in re~pect of any damage don1~ to nnenltivated 
land held under Part Ill. of thi~ Act, or as a grazing 
farm.'' 

The PREJ\IIEI~ said he confessed he did not oee 
how theycnuldgive two persons the same property 
at the same time. That was what the amendment 
really in voh·erl. If they gave a man the absolute 
right for thirty years to the use of the land, 
they conld nnt give smnebod~v else a right to tnrn 
him out of it within that time, without compen
sa.tion. The two things were incontpa.tible. 
\Vhat in.illstice w'" there, if one man injured 
~Ul<YLher, in a~kin;:; hint to pay for the injury hi''. 
did'! If a nmn injmwi !Jin1, why should he not 
pay hiln f<)1_· the injury dnne? ...-\.nd jf h.s injure l 
any man, he uught to be obliged to pay for the 

injury. If there was no injury done, he would 
of course have nothing to pay. It seemed to 
him th"'t the matter wa" tts simple m; possible. 

2\Ir. ::\'ORTOX said there was one thing he 
would Ray in cmmectiun with th>Lt subject. He 
thonght tha.t, if cornpensa.tion was to be given 
for 1niner:-; going upon land, the ~tate ought to 
give the eontpen~ation, and not the 1ninerR. It 
"-"' the St:tte which reaped the benefit frotH the 
niiner::;' wutk, and it 'vn:·; not the rniner who 
on:.;ht tu be obligee! tu pay the compensation. 
The State got tlJe benefit of the rent from the 
lessee, mtd the Sbtte ttb<J :;·ut the benefit of the 
aJniuctl payn1ent rn::tde hy the tniner,':\; and he 
contended that any danmge done by thfl miners 
in carrying out their legithnate bnsineHs ought 
to be paid for by the State. 

The PRE:'IfiER saiL! that, if there was a lease
hold upon which there was a mining field, the 
State would no doubt step in ttnd take it for 
ruining. 

Mr. S:YlYTH s"'id the Premier did not explain 
what the hon. member for Carnarvon had 
::trgued. The argun1ent was, that if a rniner in 
prospecting was called upon to pay a small 
amount in cumpensation for every hole he sank 
upon a run it would soon put a stop to mining. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciL WRAITH said 
there was no compensation pnyable for any 
dttrnage done on a nm by a miner. He conk[ 
go on ttny squattage in the country without 
paying anything. 

Mr. :FOXT0:;\1' said thttt what the hon. mem
ber for Mnlgrave had stated, and what he had 
quoted a little while before concerninf( the 
powers of miners, referrecl to lands held under 
the hwd laws at pregent in force. They 
applied only to Crown lands held under the 
Pastoml Leases Act at pre.,ent in force, 
and not tn lands to be held under any portion 
of the Bill. The proviso he (Mr. Foxton) 
sugg-e,ted simply proposed to apply the same 
rights, which the hlm. member for lYiulgrave 
had <1uotecl tts being held by the miner at 
present, to lands held under Pa.rt III. of the Bill 
-that was, the fifteen years' leases, and also to 
lands held as grazing farms-provided always 
that those lands were not cultivated. 

The Hox. Sm T. M:ciLWHAITH said that 
surely the hon. member must see what a great 
mistake he made ! Did he mean to say that the 
Government harl taken mvay the whole of the 
right" of the miners in this colony by that 
particular clause of the .Bill, or that they would 
have been taken away, if he had not complained, 
aud in,erted that little amendment in the 
p>trenthesis of the clause? The thing was 
ridiculous ! If all those rights were taken away 
by the clause they would want a dozen clauses 
inserted to provide for them. There was no 
danger of anything of the kind being the case. 

J\lr. :B'OXTON: There is. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciLWRAITH: Then I 
would like you, as a lawyer, to explain how. 

Mr. :B'OXTON said he thought the thing was 
elea.r enough for any ordinary comprehension. 
The Act from which the hon. member himself 
had read applied to Crown lands ; but as soon 
as the leases were granted under the Bill they 
ceased to be Crown lands. The whole thing was 
in a nutshell. 

The PRK\IIl'R said the only lands which a 
miner conlrl take possession of were lands which 
had not been ciedic>tted to any public rmrpose, 
which had not been granted in fee-simple, nr 
which were not under lea1-m for }-;Urposes other 
than pa,,t•H'al purp~~se~. Tb·J~ Vla-; the p:re3ent 
law, and it was Yery much the same as it 



Crown LuJtds Bill. 

would l>e nnder that Bill. There mig-ht verhaps 
l1e t->on1e question n.rioe n,::-; to whether the OolLl
fielcb ,.\et ttwl that Dill were consistent with one 
tLnother. 

The Hox. Sm T. l\loiL\VH.AITH "'id a 
1niner conltl enter upon Cro\vn L:'tnds, which, 
according- tn the (ioldfields Act-a statute which 
hem. members "ould bear in mind they had not 
repealed-were defined as-

, . . \.ll land:-; Ye~tc<1 in IIcr ::uaj~_- . ..,1y, \Yhkh ha Ye not 
heen dr•liF Ltctl to au,r llUbli(~ 1mrpo.-;c. or wldcl1 ban• not 
been granted in fee, m· lawfully cont.r<tetcd t.o he so 
granted, m· v;;hieh are not nndcr lea~e for vurposes other 
tilau 11:·/'\tora.ltJnrposcs.'' 

So th:ct at the present time, without the muoml
nwnt of the hon. n1e1nber f1)r Carnarvon, 1niner;:; 
enuld com;truut and nf:le race~, dnn1s and reser
voir-;, road:-; :tud tnttnway~, nn tho.se pa,ston.JJ 
fa.nn . ...; hon. n1mnber~ had been talking <tbont. 
The hon. member shook his head, but let him 
re>td the clause and he would find that it was so. 

l\Ir. l<'OXTON said the hon. member for 
:1\Iulgm\'e might have hit him hard-;mcl he did 
not u1ind showing hin1 how-lJut hnd uli':..;ed 
his chance. If the hon. gentleman ha<l looked 
at the interpretation chtnse of tlw llill he 
wonl<l have fonnrl that Crown lands includc>tl all 
land~ ;..;nbj8ct to a rig-ht of depa;-;tul'iu~ under 
Part III. of the Bill. Those were the r·esnmcd 
parts, he precmned. So far he (:\Ir. l<'oxton) was 
in error, hnt as reg[trcleLl bis u.rg·u1uent concerning 
other laml.s he still contended tlmt he wccs right, 
]w.;anse Crown lands were defined in that Bill, 
and if it bec:cmc law that definition would hold 
good, 'tnd not the ono quoted by the hon. member 
fm 11ulgmve. 

Mr. ?\'OitTO:i'\ said he would point out that 
the Bill defined what were Cmwn lancls within 
the meaning of the Bill, and the Goldfields Act, 
which hac! not been repealed, what were Crown 
lamb under the Goldfields Act. 

_.:\1nendn1ent 1Jut and negatived; and clause, 
a:-; a1nended, put and pa::ided. 

Mr. S::VIYTH said he would now propose the 
new chtnse which he had referred to previously. 
It read as followed:-

Any lanrl alienated under the provisions of this Act 
mn~· be tali:en by the Crown for mining· pnrposes nndcr 
the provision~ of the Publie \Vork:-; I/llltls ltesmnpt.ion 
Act of 1878. l'rovic1ed that the value of any gold, or 
other mineral~ eolltained in sueh l:tncl, .:-;lmll not be 
taken into art~mwt in e::::timating the co1npeu~ation to 
be p:licl for any lanrl ~o taken. 

The PRK\IIER said the hon. gentleman pm
posed by that to re,~erve to the Crown the benefit 
of the minerals on all lands alienated under the 
Bill. He (the Premier) was dispo:;ed to think a 
Letter way of dealing with the matter woulcl be to 
provide th>tt all Crown grants issued under the 
Bill > honld contain a reservation of all gold fonnd 
on the bnd comprised therein ; and he would 
recommend that the clause now proposed be 
withdrawn. and the amendment he had sug· 
gested substituted. The subject was too largo'' a 
one to deal with in that Bill, but that would 
enable it to be dealt with hereaftel'. 

::VIr. SC\IYTH ,mid he would rather settle the 
rnatte.r at once. The miners in Victorict had been 
twenty-six yean; trying tu get a, .:\lining on 
Private Property Bill through l'arlianwnt. The 
right to Iuineru1tJ in that colony \Vas reserved to 
the Crown nllller the Land Act of lStiH ; but, as 
he had said, it had taken twenty-six year« to get 
a Mining- on Private Property Bill. He would 
much Fooner the Committee cle;,tlt with the 
subject now. As the law at present stood, all 
gold and silver belonged to tbe Crown; hut the 
111all \rhu owned thelanU where tlJIJ...;·~ Iuinera,J., 
WMl'c in be. funud rnight prohibit JJ1iner~~ 
frolll hn tkill~~ th•· snrL-tct.~ of the ·:round. The 
Cru·~·. E w ~ L!J r 11WlWl' uf Lht. C:'J.ld ,J,nd ..:oil \.-ljr, 
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,md the Crown only could give peo1Jle the right 
to take it. That was how matters stoo<l in all 
the colonies. In the ye.tr 1877, a c'"'e was tried 
before the Pri v:! Council to decide what the rights 
of miners were, ttndit was decided that a man had 
the right t() go under private property, Lut not 
on to it, in his search for n1iner3,ls. \V ell, i1nagine 
a rrutn 1nil1ing under 1, 000 acres of laud in his 
:-;eal'ch for gold! A. 111an ought to know, when he 
purcbased land, that he did not purchase the 
utine1·als. Innuense ::;u1n:-: had been rnade out of 
the unfortmmte miner:; by that principle not being 
recogniRecl by la\V. He knew of one ditJtrict in 
\vhich the owners of the land charge<! the miners 
£1 a mumh for the right to enter on the land, 
and extracted money from them in many other 
ways. The minen; lmcl been robbed by the men 
who owned the hmd, and in the district to which 
he referred he had seen the O\Vnert3 collect 
between ,£1.,000 ctnd £2,000 in a month, and of 
course all tlmt money wad withdrawn from 
pro:;pecting. 

:Mr. ,JORDAl\ &aid he would point out to 
the hrm. member that his clause did not provide 
for acceKS to the bntl. Tlutt was what the hon. 
rnmnber appt":Lrett to be ctirning at, ln1t had not 
really pmYide<l for. It h~d been laid down that 
the gold belnngml to the Crown, and the surface 
to the proprietor ; but lJy the clause the hon. 
member propo;;od he would provide that the 
Crown 1nlght con1e in and re~urne the htnd and 
give a con1pemmtion, but he did not provide for 
the power of access to the land. That was what 
the hon. member wanted to do. 

The Hox. Sm T. :MciL\Vn)ci'l'H stti<l he 
did not believe in the clause at all, and he th<.ught 
the ohjection taken to it wa~ t3,ngible enough. 
,'I.. clause that was g-oing to work such an altera
tion in the rights of the owners of land should have 
bee.n duly considered, and fair notice should have 
been given that such au a1nendrnent was going to he 
moved. He hml not the slightest expectation that 
such a big <JUe,;tion would be raised, and he did 
noi; feel prepared to go into it at length. Had he 
umlerstood the Premier to say that they ought 
to put in all deeds to be issued in the future a 
reservation of all minerals? If so he did not 
agree with such a proposal, and he thought 
they ought to duly consider the p<)sition of 
the urusent and future landholders of the 
colony. The hon. member for Gympie muHt 
not attempt to monopolise all the informa
tion about gold~1nining, and he would give 
him a striking example of wlmt they had been 
di:-;clU:ising. The right to n1ine on pri Yate 
property in England was only granted within 
the h,;t few years. In the county of Derby the 
minerals belonged to whoever obtained the right 
to work them, and the consequence was that 
Derbyshire was the worst worked county in 
Englnnd for minerals, for this reason: that the law 
being that 1ninera,ls belonged to whoever worked 
thern, a,ud eYeryLody having a right to go on the 
land, the owners of tl>e hmd bad shepherds on 
every po""ible Yein or reef that could Le taken 
up by anyone. He had seen land shepherded 
year after year to keep anyone front n1ining on 
it. Anyone who cared to work certain lmrd 
appliecl to the com-t for lea\·e, but, whenever 
they went to define the lead they were going to 
work, a landowner proved he had been work
ing the same land for twenty years. That state 
of tlw law could be evaded very well, and he 
believed the nmn who would work the minerals 
of the county quickest would be the man who 
owne<l the l,mrl. How did the hon. member for 
C:mtarmn like the new clause, he wondered, 
taken in conjunction with the L-:--rangan Raihvay 
Bil I? Jf the c~>al un the 1,000 acre,; 1>f bnd he 
W;tb .appl~yin_~ for w;1 t.n l1c rt -:.n·Gt lj the proprie
tor.; would b6 in''· lllUb fi1., L6t them 0 et through 
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the Land Bill, and then they could go to mining 
aften\':trd,s, aml sati,sfy the h<m. member for 
Uy1npie. The Hnbject 'vaB too wide a, one to 
deal with at present, and they had far better 
get along with the Land Bill, which he hopeLl to 
see iinishe<l that week. 

Mr. Sl\IYTH said, considering the importance 
of the mining ind1mtry, not much time had been 
spent llpou it. That industry could holcl its own 
against any other in the coion:-·. But he must 
sfly that one fault he found with the Bill was that 
there was nothing about mining in it. l\Iining 
at the present tilne waR doing for Qneeni->lancl 
whttt it did in 18G7. At that time Queensland 
'vas in an insolvent condition. 

The Hox. Sm T.l\IciL\VJLUTH: Nonsense! 

:!\Ir. Sl\IYTH said there was no nonsense :cbout 
it. The discovery of Gympie first and other 
goldfields afterward,;, was the me:ws of briuging 
to the colony thou,ands of men with capital. 
Those men had distributed thtmlsehes all over 
the country, and ha<l been the 1nean;:; of creating 
Fmch townH as I\Iaryhorongh and Town:-:;y]lle. 
Those towni' owerl their prosperit~- to the gold
Inine~ at their hack, and he wa.~ sorry to say that 
the gold-ruining indw;;try did nnt receive it::; fair 
share of atteution. The lwn. member fot' J\lnl
grave need not haYe gnne r-;o fa.r a~ to quote 
Derbv:-;hire a~ an instance of the trouhle:-; ruiner~ 
had imd. He (l\Ir. Smyth) Ldie,·ed the h<m. 
g-entlen1an httd heun in Sandhnr:-;t, and he ongl1t 
to be awm'e of the wa~' in ' hich people there 
extorted nrone_\~ ont of the rniucr:-;. 

::\Ir. NOUTOX said he was sure there wac; a 
great deal in what the h<m. member said; but 
cow;icleriug that it ha<l taken twenty-six yearR in 
Victori:c to deal with the f]Uestion, the h<m. gen
tleman could not expect to eettle it here in :en 
hour or t\vo. The question was altogether too 
large to be com;idered in a Bill like that before 
them. 

The PRE:un:n sahl he thong·ht the hon. 
memher for Gympie wonld see that the snl>ject 
of 1uining on pri\·ate proportv 1nn::-~t be dealt with 
by itself; it \\·as not possible to dectl with it in a 
Lccnd Bill ; indeed, that was not the proper 
place to <le>tl with it. Ho th"ught, howeYer, it 
was desimhle that there should be a distinct 
reservation of the right to deal with minerals. 
The hem. member shoulcl he satisfied with having 
cnJlml attention to the nmtter. Hr"Ying got an 
amendment in the Bill, he wonld have dmic good 
service. 

The Ho:c-~. Sm T. :1-IcTLWHAITH askecl 
whether in all future grants the Crown would 
absolutely reserve all mineral>; ? 

The PHE:\IIER said it was proposed to resene 
gold. He dirl not think it worth while troubling 
nbout :mythiug- ebe. The hon. nwmbcr for 
Gympie, he understood, did not refer to any
thing else hut golcl. It would certainly compli
cate the matter to bring· in other minerals. 

l\Ir. S:\IYTH said it would he necessarv to 
include silver, because it was associated ~vith 
gold. Other minerals nlso should be included. 
At Kilkivan, for instance, there wore cinnabar 
mines which were very valuable; am! the h<m. 
member for Carnarvon would no doubt h:we 
something to say about tin. As for dealing 
with the matter in another Bill, he would point 
out that the present Bill dee~lt with lallll about 
to be acquired, not with htnd that had gone. 

The PRE:VIIEl~ s:Li<l th:ct if the h<m. member 
pre"ed his amenclment he shonl1l !ll'O)"'"' to 
exclude other nlinerals than gold. 

The Hox. SJH T. :\IcTL\VH.\ T'rfi saicl tlmt 
of cqnr~e nw.ny hon. llH'tH1H.'rs h;ul nnt thonght 
it worth while to discu"' the 'Luestion. The hon. 

member for Gym pie seemec! to think that what
ever Wtt>' tnken ont of the pockets of the land
ownerf; wmrld ~o into the 1 lOcket:-; of the wnrkin~ 
Ininer:-;. There never waH rtJ greater 1ui:-:~take. 
If there had lJecn a. 1\lining on l'ri,·ate Property 
..Act alw~ty:., in Queem;lnud, the ntinerR would not 
have been worth sixpence more tlmn tlwy were 
now. ':rhe nwney would go into the pockets of 
the tnine~owners. 

1\Ir. S:YIYTH ,;aid that, as he was not getting 
any support, he should 'Yithdmw the amend
ment. It did not speak well for hem. members 
who represented mining districts that they did 
not support it. 

JI.I r .. 'I.N"J'\:EAH sairl he thought that, after the 
remarks of the le:tder of the Opposition, the hon. 
n1e1nber :-;hould l1e sa,ti:.;;fiecl. To :-:L~,y thtJ .. t he was 
not getting any support \Vas not true. The 
Premier hac! staterl tlmt he wns agTeeable to 
insert a c1nuse including gold only, and that was 
a concession which ought to :::iatiBfy the hon. 
member for C~ympie for the prcseut at any rate. 
':['he .Bill wn. . ...; not to be a reYolutiona.ry n1eaMure 
in a Wcty; but it would be revolutionary if they 
inclnde<l all minerals on printte property. If he 
har! a selection at Kilkivan he should object to 
any 1nnn going on it to n1ine for either con.l, 
:·diver, or copper. He tlwnght the hon. nH~rnber 
l»td taken the matter rather ton much to he:ut. 

The ATTOR;'\J<:Y-GEXEUAL said that both 
he ancl his hnn. colleague (l\lr. Li::-;~ner) were as 
n1neh intere:-:ted in the \velfare of the n1iners rts 
the lwn. member for Gym pie; but he thnnght 
that, out of respect to the mining industry which 
was quite as important '" the hmL 1uember lmtl 
deecribed, it mmld be nnf<tir to deal with such a 
vital ([UO~tion in the way the hon. 111e11tber pro
posed. It was a qne~tion of t-:uflicient inlp(lr
tance to be dealt with by opecial lcgi,,I:ttinn .. \s 
far as he '' a.s personrdly concerned he certainly 
did not intend that the iHterests of the miuing 
iluln~try shonltl he neglected ; bnt a nuttter of 
such great importance should be doalt with in 
a con1prehensive \Ya.y. 

.(\tnenrhnPnt, by lea Ye, withchawn. 
The P JU~:\IIEH. Ino\'Cd a new clan~e as 

follows:-
All C'l'O\Yll grants b:-.:nccl nndf'r tlli~ J.et ~hall contain 

a rrscrvatiou of all gold under the land eompri:-ieU 
therein. 

Mr. S'\IYTH said he thoug-ht silver should 
a.t-;o he inclnclerl ; l1ecauHe goltl and i::iil ver were 
always found together. 

Mr. J<'OXTO=" saic! that if, :ts the h<m. 
rne1nber said, they could r..ot get gold witbont 
getting sil Yer, the le..;:-:;ce or owner of the pro
perty woulcl be entitlerl to recei,·e the proceeds 
of the silver obtained by the person mining for 
gold. If he got the gold, :tml aloo got the Hilver 
at the 8ame time, ourely he was entitled to the 
proceeds of both. 

Mr. ISAMBElcT sairl he thought the clauc;e 
should provide for all minerals found associated 
with golc1. 

Mr. Sl\IYTH said that, at Gym pie, for eYery 
£1,000 worth of gold they got £40 worth of 
Kil Yer, for which they g-ot about 4:-::. an ounce. 
The more galeua they got in the stone the more 
silver they got. 

The Hox. Sll: T. ::\fcfLWRAITH saicl if it 
were intl~nded for tho Crown to l'eHerve silYer, it 
\\'as a different qne~tion altogether fro111 tba.t put 
by tlw hon. member for Gym pie, bec,1use that 
hon. gcntlen1a.n nrgecl that :\.;.; ~i1ver wns found 
a:-;Hociated with gold, the clanse \Von1d be in
operati \"e, l1ec>tu»e they would not be able to 
take ont the gold \\·ithont the ,il ver also. That 
wa,,, not the c~t~f', becan:->e goJ(l wa:-; gold 
whether folllHl \\ ith silYer or not. ] t Wa:-3 

called ;.;ulcl, and Wctti teolmicctlly knuwu :tc; ;;old, 
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itnd was gold according to the Bill. Had the 
hon. nicn1ber for Gy1npie read "Hhylnck," and 
wa.s he frightened they were going to crucify a 
man because he took a little blood with the flesh? 

Clause put and passed. 

On new clause to follow clause 104, as fol
lows:-

It s.hall not be lawfnl for a lessr(' nndcr Jl:trt III. of 
this Aet.. or for a lc~scc of a. grazing farm under Part 
IV. of this Ar,t, to cut down or destroy. ex<'cpt for the 
rmrpose of his holding. any trees upon the holding with
out the permission of the commissioner. or to ring bark 
any trees upon the holding \Vit.lwut the like per
mission. 

~t lf:'-Sef~ desiring snch permission shall apply for it in 
writing in the preRClibcd form, speeifying the portion of 
the llolding in rcsprct of \Yhieh he acsires the per
mission. 'l'lle commi~sioner sh::Lll therenpon inquire 
into the matter, and lllay J·dnse ~urh perlni.-:-.;.inn or may 
grant it upon ~uch t~on<litions I if ally! as he thinks tit. 

j_ny snch lcs~m~ who cnis down or dc...,troys any 
tree upon his hol!ling, CXCPllt for the lllll'POS!~'5 of the 
holrling. without the permif;.;;ion of the counnissiouer, or 
contrary to the condltlons of the vermi~sion, or who 
ringlmrks an~· trr-:; upon the holding 'vithout the like 
permission, or contrary to the conditions ther1:0f. :-;hnJl 
be liable to a pr,nalty of not le~s than one shilling, and 
not more than ten shillings, for every tree cut down, 
destroyed, or l'in.~;harkcd. 

Mr. DOC{ALDSOX said he was aware that 
the penalties under the clause were like those 
imposed in Xew South \Vales, but he thought 
tlmt the pemtltib, wete really very heavy in the 
ca~es of those people who, not being acquainted 
with proYisim1,; of that kind, had ringbatked. 
f)uppo~c a selector were to ringlntrk r>OO or 
1,000 t1·ee,;, it would not l1o possible to fine him 
leHs than L.;. a tree, which wonld anwnnt to 
a consirlerabl<' sum? He would rather see a 
Inmp-surn penalty, 'vith a fair rninirnurn and 
a fair maximum. He did not attach very 
much importance to the clause, but in a 
colony like this, where they were not a ware of 
those penfllties, it \His <ruite possible a man 
rnight uncontlciuusly rnake a n1istake, and the 
bench lmd no dioctetion but to fine the man 
not Je.,s than ls. per tree. The penalty ·,,as 
too much. Suppose a rnan thought he ruight 
have a right to ring11ark on hi~ f!l'azing land, 
and he ring-barked half of it without ~having 
got the necer;sary permis~don, he rnight incur a 
penalty of £400 or£500. If the penalty were, say, 
not less than£~ or £10, or not more than £100, he 
thought that would be fair to the selector. He 
still \Vitihed to have a check against persons ring
barking, hut it was lJOssible tha,t son1e persons 
rni;;ht nnconsciou~ly rnake a rnistake and Le liaLle 
to heavy penaltie,;. 

The ::\UXIST~ER ~FOR LANDS said there 
Wtl\' no donht it wonJd be a hard~hip if a n1an 
ringharked half-a-dozen trees without knowing 
what penalties he was liable to; but they must 
presume that men who took up land in that way 
knew the laws of the country under which they 
worked, and knew what penalties they were 
li>tble to. If it was re;olly desired to prevent 
the destruction of timber, ;one\ that timber should 
be pre,erved, it was just as well that there 
should he a penalty attached to the clause. 

1\fr. JOTIDAN said it seemed to him that 
the penaJties 1Yere :-;mnewha.t excessive, and 
perhaps the .:\linister for Lands would ltecept a 
compromise. A penalty of 10s. for each tree 
was exccssi ve. Perhaps the 11inister for Lands 
wonld ;occept an amendment to fix the penalty 
itt 10s. an acre instead of 10s. a tree. 

::\lr. VOOTE said he confessed he di<l not like 
the clan.se. It appeare<l to be adding far too 
umch restriction to pnrties who took up land. 
They profes,;ecl to give people the !all(!; nn<l they 
were ~:,nppo~ed ton: e it atHl deal \vith it in ,tny wa.y 
with the exception of bein;:; able to tranc,fer it in 

fee-simple. Now, by that clause they placed a 
very great restriction on them. He held that 
the person who held the land onght to know best 
what he was to do with it. It might be that some 
)Jarties might select land, and might put a saw
mill on it. The object of their selecting the 
hind might be to cut down the timber, and to 
saw it ;md send it to market, and he did not 
"eP why they should not be allowed to do so. 
1) nder the existing Act there was a great deal 
of land that hact been taken up simply for the 
purpose of selling the timber that was upon 
it, and he did not see why they should not 
deal with them in the same manner under 
th;ct clause. In the previous clam;e they had 
allowed lesseBs so u1uch for ringbarking, and 
they were required to get the permission of the 
board or the commissioner to be allowed to ring
bark, but he really thought the penalties in ques
tion were by far too great a restriction. It was 
tying them down on all points. They should 
soon come to the <juestion of saying that 
a man "hould only raise sheep or raise cows ; 
ttnd that he should do this and that with 
his land. He held that the selector should 
have as much right to the land under his 
lease-or should have it, if it was to be of 
any value to him-as if he had it in fee
simple. Of course, it reverted to the Crown on 
the expimtion of the term of the lease, but he 
really thought they were legislating too much. 
They were drawing the lines by far too hard, 
and too tight, and too fast, and he thought there 
should he it greater limit given. He hoped the 
clau,;e would not be pas,;ed. 

The PHE::\IIJclt said the hon. gentleman had 
forgotten tlmt the clause only applied to the 
grazier. He did not think it right that a man 
should take up a selection at 5s. an acre, and pay 
Gel. a year rent, and sell the timber off it. 
It might be a good speculation for the selector, 
lmt it would be a bad one for the country. 
Thitt had been done, they knew. People had 
taken up selections at :)s. an acre, paying rent at 
the rate of Gel. per acre per annum, and after 
holding them fm two or three yems, and taking 
off all the timber they wanted, had thrown 
them up. That was a scandalous abuse, and 
should be put a stop to. There must be some 
restriction against cutting timber and selling 
it, ;md it must operate in a summary way, 
without the expense and inconvenience of 
setting the Attorney-General in motion. As 
to the amount of the penalty, that was the 
same itS hac\ been lately adopted in New South 
\Vales. There would be no objection to a man 
cntting <lnwn timber which he wanted for build
ing or other such pnrposes, but he must not cut 
down timber to sell it. If he wanted to go in 
for prmniscuons ringbarking, or cutting do,vn 
and selling timber, he must get permission. As 
to whether ls. or 10s. should be the penalty 
was a matter entirely of detail. He thought it 
ought to be such a penalty as would prevent 
breaches of the law. They could not afford to 
have the forests destroyed. \Yhat the conse
Cjuencee might be when they were d~st;o_y_ecl they 
chd not know, but they could conJecture, from 
what they saw and knew of treeless countries, 
and of the climate in the treeless portions of 
Australia at the present time. 

}Ir. XORTON said he did not think much was 
known ab"ut the effect of de~;troying timber; he 
certainly did not know a man in the colony who 
knew much ttbout it. He thought the principle 
of the clause wa:s a good ono; but where the 
hal'Ul 111i;..,·ht cmne in wonld be in cases where 
men took up ,;elections :m<l did not know what 
tile bw wa,;. It would be r<tther hctnl on a ll!an 

who n1n ·ittin~dy broke the law :in thrLt reb}Ject, 
that he ,ho«ld h<we to pay h. for ectch tree. 



Question. [ASSEMBLY.] 

There should be some power given for the im
position of a nominal filie where the circnm
stance' seemed to ju,tify it. 

::Ylr .• TOHDAX said he believed that destroy
ing thnber mnounted ahnoRt to a crin1e in tli'iH 
colony. There were some people who neYer 
saw a, beautiful tree without wi:-:ld ng to det-3troy 
it. They were no\v providing for pa:-;toral occu
pation on a large scale by snwJl c~tpitali:sts, and 
it was very irnportant to proYide ngai1nst the 
power they would have of de.,troying timber. 

The HoN. Rm T. ::\IoJL\YRAITH s"irl he was 
nn1eh 1nore concerned abont the nutxinrnnt than 
the minimum. He thoug'ht 10s. was too little. 

Mr. DONALDSOK said he lmd nu objection 
to the clan~e, except with regard to the penal tie~. 
He thought the penalty mig·ht he too high for 
persons acting in ignorance. He \vould ra,ther 
see it fixec1 at not leos than £10. and not more 
than £100 or eYen .t?lOO; but he had not the 
slightest desire to moye any mnendment. He 
had mm·ely stated his objection. 

:Mr. BAILEY said he saw one other source nf 
danger in the clause. If a man h>td a <[H<mtity 
uf timber on his selPction lH~ tuigLt llwke a, 

verbal atT[tngmnent allowiug ,<..,onw other penHHl 
to cut it, ostensibly \\"ithont t}w. know ledgt' of 
the le"l~t::e. rrhe ti1ulwr lllen were \'el'V du·e\\ d; 
and if thev wanted timber they wm;lcl lind a 
way of gt!tiing it. Hn\v ,,·onl<l i..he clausP work 
in that case? 'fhey crmld not ]Hlllish the 'elec
tor for what there waB 110 w:ty of lll'l)riug he 
knew anything about. 

Clause put and passed. 

On the motion of the ::\U:'IlSTEJl :b'UH 
LAKDS, the House resumed; the CllAilDIAN 
repnrted progress, and obtained leave to sit again 
ttJ-lllOrl'O\V, 

ADJOL"RK::\:IENT. 

The PHKl\IIER, in moving- the adjournment 
of the House, said the Lanrl Bill would be pro
ceeded with to-morrow. He regrcttetl that the 
JonapR, showing the propo:-;ed alteration in the 
lHmntb,ry of the sche<lule, hat\ not been com
pleted; he had expected them to he in the 
Chamber that morning; but oome delay lmd 
taken place in the Lamh; Office. He thonght 
hon. lUeinber.s were aware of the change in the 
schedule; practically, the Grey Rang•· would be 
the western bollndai'Y· 

The Hox. S1t1 T. :\luiLWH.\ l.'TH: Will the 
altera,tion:-: l)e on the s~nue map? 

The PRK:\HEH: Ye,, in a different culol(t' 
Ko a::; to slww the ehange. I )o\V11 to the ;-;onth
western corner the we:4ern boundary was 1 Jrae
tically the ,;ame, but following the buunclan of 
the run;-;. Fro1n tlH:We downward:-;, the Urey 
Ita.nge W<1H the boundar,v. 

The House adjoumecl at twenty-twu minute>< 
to 11 o'clock. 

Cru'ton lauds BiLl. 




