
 
 
 

Queensland 
 

 
 

Parliamentary Debates 
[Hansard] 

 
Legislative Assembly 

 
 

WEDNESDAY, 5 NOVEMBER 1884 
 

 
 

Electronic reproduction of original hardcopy 
 



Question. [ASSEMBLY.] Cru·ton lauds BiLl. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 
TVcdncsdctlf, :5 Notcm/Jer, 1884. 

Qneslion.--Formal )lotion.- Crown J,an(1s Bill--
counnittec.-···- Adjom·ntJWllt. 

The RPEAKElt took the chn,ir at hn,lf-pn,Ht 
3 q'clock. 

crn:wnox. 
:ifr. 1'.\.Ll\JER "'·"ked the Colonial Secrublry--
\\-ben arrangement-.: will lJu carrit•d onL for locating 

Police or Brands Inspector on Xicltol~on River. or llt~ar 
Burkctown. to iJJspcct ll'<l\Tlliug wolJ.- of cattle ~Wlll;.,.; 
o•·cr lltc Border c 

The COLOKIAL SECRETARY (Hon. S. W. 
Griffith) replied-

'l'he Conuni~sioner of Polir·e lm:-; alruad ,. 1wcn 
in~trnc:ted to form a 11olie~J ~tat ion on the xlcholson 
lti\·er, anrl a site fol' it; is no·w being scleetcrl. 'l'he 
officer in r·harge of the Htatiou. when fonnd, will be in a, 
po15itlnn to insvect all ~tock eros~ing the Border into 
Sout.li Anstrnliall territory. 

FOlDIAL :\WTIOX. 

The followiug fonual nwtion wa:-~ ::~,greed 
Lo :----

B,- :\[r. ::\UltTO::\---
Thnt there he laid npon tlu• tahle ot tlE'\ lions~. all 

eonr.,}I011(1Cn(•e anrl otlH•r pa}1er~ 111 cOlllHX~tion witll 
applkatwus whieh lun'e been mncle to the GoYcrnwent 
to eonstruet a. Braneh Haihnty :·roll\ the :-;talion at 
Howanl to the Qneem;land Lantl and Coal Com}mn.{s 
3Iinc. 

ClW\VK LANDS BILL-Cm>DHTTEE. 

On the Or<le1· of the Il:ly being read, the 
Hon:;e went iuto Committee to further con,;ider 
this Bill in detail. 

Cbnse 10.)--" Ttent a dellt to the Crown"
l)~1s~ed a,:-: priuted. 

On clause lOli, a:; follow., :-
•· Suhjecl to the JH'o\·i~ion:-; of this .\Pt. loal'\PS m '.Y be 

trall:-;l'cnt 011 applicatioH to 1 !Jc .:\I mister, and npon }lay
mt-111 of ~t tra11:-,fer fee of ten shilling:, for eYery hold.lng 
or liL'L'H:ie." 

:\[r. J3L.\C K :;aid he notice< I that ''fee of 10s. 
"''" to be ]mid for the transfer of "' license, but 
he unclen;toud that liCf~n~e:-~ wete not tn111sferable, 
only le<tKe:<. 

'The :\lL::\'IST~:H J<'Olt LAXDS (Hon. C. B. 
Dutton) Raid he proposed to add after the word 
'' lmtRes" in the 1st line of the clause the word, 
"and licen,,e,, ., That woulcl apply to bnd held 
nnder oc..;upation licerbes, which, of course, would 
Le tmn"femble. It woul<l >1p]Jly only to occupa
tion license~, a,s other licenHcK granted under the 
Bill w.mld not he tmnKfer>1ble. He moved that 
the wor<h "n,nd licenseK" be inserted after the 
word " leases" in the ht line of the clause. 

Amendment n,gree<l to; and clause, as amemled, 
put and pa;sed. 

On clanse 107, as follows :--
"H. after the i~"ue of ally Jcas0. it i~ fonud on :--mTey, 

or lJy nmtnal con:-;ent or tile partin" intpre;-;Led. tltat 
the cle~cription of the bonndarie~ of the holding therein 
contained clue~ not dc"'cribc with ~utlit::icnt C·~rt:tin1,,. 
tlle lawts lutewte(l to be tilc'rcin eomprised, the (lOVl'l~
nnr in Cmtucilma.v caucel .:;nch lcal:lo, and llw\· i~·U.C a 
fru:-h lca~c for tlie remainder of the term, ·with ut 
ammukd de~niption or the holding." 

The Hox. ll. Jl. :\I OH ETON asked if there was 
an,- nece:.;·,ity for the clmJ>;e. The cbnse rencJ.
,, lf after the i~:-3ue of ~Lny lea~e it was fon11d ou 
Hlll'\'ey," ete ... A.lllea::;e~ were to be taken up 11ow 
after :;urvey. 

The MINISTER VOlt LAXllS said it "'"'" 
posflible there mig·ht be oome mistake made in the 
suney, even though they lutd selection after 
survey, and if that were the case they woulrt 
hn,ye the power under the clause to n,mend the 
de.,cription. In any case no harm would be 
done by leaving the clan:-:e in. 

Question put and pn,:;:.;ed. 

Cla,u-'e 10::-l-'' SubdiviHion of holdingl)··--llaHHcd 
n,s printed. 

On clan'e lOD-"I,iconses to cut tilllber, etc., 
n1flY be gnt11ted ''·---

The ::VrTN l~TElt ]<'0 I~ LA:t\ US said he pro
po~Pd to nmit the cla.n:-;e, with ::t view of intierting 
it iu an :.tlllL~wJed fonn later on. 

liue:;tion-Tlmt the chm.oe stand J>art of the 
Bill--l'ut aud neg<•.til eel, 
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On chtu.o.e 110, n,s follows :----
" l::xcept a~ proridrll ill tllis .\et. a lc .... soc mHil'r rart 

IlL of this .\(~t. shall not llaYc 110wer to l'E't'1rict other 
persons duly anthori;.;;ed by the :\Iinist~r eithcl' from 
cutting or removmg timlJur or material for lmilcli11g 
or othbr pnrpo~e. or from searehiug t'or :my 111ctal Ol' 
mineral within hiR holding:' 

iYir. P AL:Y1E]{ sn,id he understood thn,t umler 
the Pct8tnral Leases Act no one could remove 
timber within two 1niles of a hea<l-:-;tatinn ; and 
he wishe<l tn know from the 2\liui,;ter for Lands 
if that privilcc;e was extended to the le,;sees 
under Part IlL mentioned in the clanse. 

The MIXISTEH, I<'OR LA::\DS said the nmY 
cbuse which it was propo.-;ed to insert after clanc<: 
12:;, nnd of which notice had been gi Yen, pro
vided for that. lf the htm. gentleman would 
rend the cln,use he woultl see thnt the lst para
gmph stn,ted tluct the reg·uhctions to he nmde 
under the Bill Inight authori::ie the issuing of 
licenses to cut tilnh<!r on Cr<nvn lancl~ "but not 
within bvo n1ile::; of any heacl-Rta.tion, nnle.-;:-~ 
with the conRent of the leosee." 

Clau:-;e put and pa~,.,ecl. 

Cla,use::> 111 a1ul 112~" Right to ente1· on 
larHl:-1, '' rtnd "Fencing ~q_ct of 1tifil to apply to 
lea,;ed land,''··-·J>asstld as printe<l. 

:\fr. MAC.FARLAKE snid his colleague, ::\lr. 
Salkel<l, hat! a new clau.-<e tP ]Jropose after cln,nse 
lJ:l, ancllutd expected to he vresent before the 
Committee came to thn,t pnrt of the Bill. Tlw 
hon. g·entlenmn had, howm·er·, asked him (::\Ir. 
1\lacfndane) to move it if he did not aniYe in 
tilne. The chtlbe l'e<:t<l a,:.;; followed:~ 

" A les..-ee CXt'rcising the right or tlepasturiug on tlt~ 
rr~umctl pari o1' a rnn under Pari li I. of llli,.; .\ d or a 
licensee under Part YI. of this Act, ,.;lJr<ll not be en tilled 
to imvouJHl the r:.tock of a seledor fuund tre . ..;pa:"~in;:; 
witllin a distance of half-n-mlle from the 1Jomtdari0~; of 
the selcct,ion, except in mt.-W of \vilful tn""lHlSS." 

He (Mr. Macfarlane) hn,d no donbt something 
could be said on that by both sides of the Com
mittee. It wm; just possible that his collmcgne 
tuight be pre::;ent before the discu-.::;ion on the 
subject was fini~hed, <:l,ncl he could then gh e his 
reat~ons for proposing the clatu;e. In the lne;tn
time he (:\ir. :Macfnrln,ne) would simply move the 
n,mendment. 

'l'he 1\fi?\TSTER FOE LA::\DS said he cer
tainly had a very great obje{·tion to giving the 
selector any right to imponnd from unBnclosed 
land, but he did not object t'' the proposal which 
hnd jnst been made, ns it would probnbly enable 
the selector to keep his stock, or some portion of 
hi::; stock nece::;sary for starting his selection, upon 
his land \vhile he w~ts carrying on bis fencing 
arrangmnent:4. It IDight be very difficult in such 
n cat:e for a man to keep them exn,ctly within his 
boundari<1s, "' thnt perhaps it might be desim"ble 
to gi vo hin1 aK 1unch la.titude nR 'vas proposed to 
be given him by the mnemlment, n,nd not n,IIow 
the leRsee or the mrtn wjth the t{razing right to 
impomt<l his stock if they wci·e within lmlf
a-miiH of the boundaries of the selection, 
except in ca~e of wilful tresvasf; Anch as :-:hep· 
herdi11g or driving thern on the land. He 
would like, at any rate, to "ee some reasonn,ble 
consitleration shown to selectors. At the smne 
time he rlid not wish to see them haYe nny 
in(h1CPineut to put off the necei-:8ity of fencing, 
as fencing WR,s one cf the rna.in points \vhich, he 
n1aintnined, ~houkl be urged upon thent. But 
the amendment W<>uld not offer sntficient in
ducen1ent to put off fencing by giving then1 
power to occupy unenclosed land, though it 
would protect them in ce~ses where it. mig·ht be 
very ditficnlt indeed to keep their t:tock within 
their own bonndarie:-;. There \Ya,-. a sin1il:1,r 
provision in the Act of 18G~, and he did 
not know that it hac1 worked lmclly ; he 
had never heard that any cliliiculty lmd arisen 

nnde1r it. It seemed to him thttt it was a 
reasona.l)le eonce:-;sion to rnake to :1, 1nan 
before he \1 as ()JUthle<l to fence his hold
ino·. But. as he h~td Lefore i-:aid, lf it luvl <-L 

te~dency 'to induce " selector to continue the 
occupation nf biB holJing without fencing· he 
would certainly oppose the n,mendment. 'I'hore 
rnight po~sibly b~ sou1e difficulty in detennining 
whether a trespa'" was committed within lmlf-a
mile of the boundnry of n selection or not, bnt 
the distance was so small that he did not think 
any verson pot-Jset-Jsing a grazing right w~>nld be 
ineliued to exereise his po\ver except 111 very 
wilful CH,Res. He did nut object to the new 
clause. It would not defeat the object kept in 
view in the Bill-mcmely, tlmt of re<]Uiring a 
man to fence hio land before he could nmke any 
practimtl use of it ; and he did not thi!'k the 
provision was likely to lead to any chspntes 
between le"ees am! selectors. 

The Hox. Sm T. :HclL\VRAITH said the 
hon. g·entlenutu waH. not only very incon~istent 
in all he had s>eid within the last five minutes, 
but he was al8o incon~isteut in e:tll he had ~aid 
on the Bill "ince it was introduced. The hon. 
gentle1nan had told thmn in the plain~Rt h.:Ignag'e 
that frmu the experimrce they ha<l game< I m paot 
thne':-;, it wa,~-; not to 1Jl~ ::;uppo:-:;e<1 that any ·iitfi
eultv wonltl ad~e \)p.twt~en selector:-; a11d thoRo 
who~ held grazing riglJtN ; and he hn.d referrccl to 
the provi:·iion in the Act of 10nl'), which pro
hibited the squn,tter from impounding cattle 
within a qun,rter of a 1nile of a selection. But 
what where the circumstm1ces in th<tt caRe? 
\Vhv, the sr1uatter himself Rimply had the right 
of llepa~tnring 011 the Ia,ntl, and he paid unthi11g 
for that right ; and. uwreover, the land wa:-; 
likely to be reduce<! day by chcy by selection. 
But even tlmt pr<>visiun wcn·kecl so badly tlutt it 
w;cs repealed by the Crown Ln,mls Alienation 
Act of ll:i7G. Section SU of that statnte enacted 
thn,t-

" No stork shn.U be impounded from any scJlection 
held under this Ad, or nllllcr the Cro 1 u Land~ Aliena
tion Act of l8tiS, unle::,~ the same sh<Lll be secnrely 
fenced." 

That provision was passed at the instigation of 
rnernber~ now l-litting on the G-overnn1ent side of 
the HousE'. and pa.s~ed unaniu1on.s1v; ~tnrl. it was 
passed on account of the experience they had hn,d 
of the working of section 04 of the Act of 1868. 
Still the hon. gentleman ea id he did not see n,ny 
reason to anti<.;ip;\te any difilculties ttl'ising frmn 
such a state of affnirs. The selector originally 
onl,y had the right of depat-ltnring over a certain 
definite amount of land, but here it would be 
increc<sed by an additionctl amount of land being 
given to him. The selector had the In m! f«l' 
which he paid the GoYernrnent; he had got ;t 
leaRe of the gmRo of thn,t !n,n<l, am! tlltlY wm·u 
now goiug to g-ive :1. privileg·e to hiu1 of grazi11g' 
hiN :-:toek fm· half~~t-uliln over the hontHbtrit~:-; 
of his land. Had the htm, gentlen,an untl'l't•<l 
into :t calcuhttion to ~ee wh~tt be wn:>; teu.llv 
!-(iving-? He (Sir '1'. :Mciiwmith) h:td figme(l 
it ont, with the following result :-Take a 
,;quare selection-~the provioion wonld operate 
a great deal nwre in the ea:-;e of oblong Relec
tion~, whieh nHust necessarily exist under tho 
Act---hnt take a sr1nare selection of U-10 n,cres. 
The selector paid for his MO acre,;, lmt. by 
the new propo~ed clauNe he was given a rig·ht of 
depa~turing hi~ .stock ou an area of 1, 7tl3 acre~:_;, 
Half-a-mile round n selection of G40 acreH 
woulcl a,rnount to th}tt area. K ov;~, lva.s tha,t 
not ~t great ab~urdity? There had never been 
:t gre".ter n,bsnrdity rnoposecl in the Hon,;e, and 
the ::-.Iinister for Lands had already cle>trly shown 
that his sy1<1pathy and judgment were entirely in 
the other direction. l-Ie had given nn rem.;on why 
he should yield to the importnuities of those who 
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wished for such a privilege to be given to the 
selector. They had also to consider it in >wother 
way-namely, as to the effect it would have upon 
the rents to be obtained from the grazier. All 
that would have to be taken into consideration ; 
and the fact that the grazier had no right of im
]1nunding within half-a-mile of :;elections would 
be taken into consideration not only by the 
pastoral le~see himself, but by the board in 
fixing the rent. The conse<juence would be that 
all the rent of the land within half-a-mile of the 
selector's holding woulcl have to be deducted 
from the rent itself. \Vhy should a man pay 
rent for land not used by himself, but by the 
selector? It must be considered as a deduction 
of so much of the rent, and consequently it would 
be a loss to the 1:-ltate. There was no justifi
cation for such a clause, for they would be 
simply repeating the error committe<l in 1 RGS. 
The House in 187() unanimously resolved to do 
away with a right given to the selector bv a 
previous Act, and which had been founcl to 
be unworkable. That was what would happen 
again. The clause would be found to be utterly 
unworkable, and yet they were proposing now 
to revert to the old objectionable system. He 
would like to hear some reason given for such 
an extraordinary proposal, for the :Minister for 
Lands had given none, and the mover of the 
clause had given less. 

The MINISTEU :!<'OR LANDS said the 
hon. gentleman said he had been inconsistent in 
opposing a similar clause to the present one on a 
previous occasion, and now supporting the one 
before the Committee; but the1·e was a vast 
difference between an equal right of impouncling, 
which was claimed on the last occasion when the 
subject was discussed, and what was proposed 
by the clause moved by the hon. member for 
Ipswich. Hon. members had before asked that the 
selector should have equal powers with the le,see 
of impounding on one another's land, or on the 
adjoining land. The selector in the present case 
would be tied clown within the actual boundary of 
his selection, and if his stock came over the boun
dary they would he impounded. If the sheep were 
shepherded or driven across the proper boundary 
that would be a case of wilful trespass, but by 
the clause proposed, if the selector's cattle 
strayed just over the boundary, the lessee would 
be entitled to impound them immediately 
they came over that boundary. That was 
certainly an unfair privilege ; but there was a 
vast difference between the two cases, and he 
did not see that there should be such a 
wide difference made between the selector ancl 
the squatter. At the same time, he admitted 
that if the selector were allowed to encroach on 
the lessee's grazing right with an equal right of 
impounding it would absolutely prevent anything 
like fair settlement. He did not think a clause 
of the kind proposed would have that effect, 
because it simply protected the selector from an 
undue advantage being taken of him by the 
pastoralleodee. As a matter of fact, the selector 
could never be secure unless his fence was erected, 
but it, did seem unfair to make his stock liable 
to be impounded the very moment they crossed 
the boundary line ; whereas if he was confined 
to land within half-a-mile all round his selection 
no real difficulty ought to exist. If the lessee 
were inclined to exercise his right to such an extent 
as to seize upon the selector's stock immediately 
they got over the boundary, then he had not 
much sympathy with the man who would act in 
that way. It was only in extrem~ cases that the 
],.,see would exercise such powel's, and for that 
r eason the clause would not operate to any great 
extent. In the majority of cases it would be 
inoperative; but there were extrmne ca8e:-:;, and 
in those instances he should be glad to see the 
clause opernted npon, ln a, 6-!0-acre se!ectiou, 

for instance, the selector would be pro
tected lutlf-a-mile round his selection, but 
that was only assuming that he was isolated, 
a11<l had no neighbuun;. Tha,t 'vas a very 
extreme case put by the hon. rnem ber, and he 
thought and hoped there would be very fe1~ of 
such cases. It would be a very hard case 1f a 
selecto1· were absolutely and strictly confined 
within his boundaries, and that if a small number 
of his stock happened to stray on to his neigh
bour's land thev should be liable to be im
pounded. In a .. case of that kind the lessee's 
interests wonld not be affected, nor did he thill k 
that, on the whole, any difficulties would arise. 

The Hox. Sm 'I'. i\IoiL\VRAITH said the 
hon. nien1ber, ,,·ithout consideration, had aga.in 
stated that the example he had quoted was an 
extreme case. He had given a case showing 
how the clause would operate, and instead of 
making the selection oblong, which it would be 
according to the Act, he had taken a square 
selection, and had shown that, if the clanse 
passed, the selector would really have a grazing 
arettof 1,7H3 acre::::, and exen1ption fr<nn in1pound
ing on that area. The hon. member ,.;aiel that 
\Vas an extrerne case; but it \Vas nothing of the 
sol't, because the selector would have a far 
greater proportion of graz.ing land and free gr:tHs 
by taking up a G40-acre selection than he was 
entitled to. A large number of the selections 
would be only 640 acres, and the CJmtntity of free 
gtas~ \Vnuld thuM be very Inuch greater outside 
than inside the selection. The hem. gentleman 
had also said that the clause would be inoperative 
unless in the case of a pa;,toral lessee pouncing 
on the selector's stock the moment they put 
their noses over the proper boundary. That was 
absurd. \Vhat did the hon. gentleman mean? 
rrhe clause \VOUld be operatiYe at 011C8 by giving 
the right of pasturage to every selector within 
half-a-mile of his fence, and it would be very 
difficult to prove that the stock had been driven 
over the boundary, or tbt1t the case was one 
of wilful trespass. It operated at once by 
giving the selector that right, and why should 
he have such a right ? He had paid the 
Government a definite sum for a definite 
amonut of land, and should not be allowed to 
exceed that qnantity. Let him take means to 
make his land perfectly secure, and when he 
had done that he had got all that the 1:-ltate 
could actually give him. By the clause, as pro
posed, a pren1ium was given to the selector not 
to fence in his la,nd. He had got five years to 
dn it in, bnt a pren1iurn was actually given to 
him and he was encouraged not to fence. 
A man would be a fool to fence in his 
land and H''trict himself to the use of 
640 acres when, by not fencing, he could 
have the u· .. e of 1,783 acres at the same price. 
The proposition was perfectly monstrous, and 
destroyed the whole value of the land to the 
pastoral lessee, and consequently to the 1:-ltate. 
The only point made by the .Minister for Lands 
that was entitled to some consideration, was 
whether thev ought not to make some allowance 
to the selector until he had had reasnnalJle time 
to fence in his land. There might be something 
in that ; but according to the hon. member's own 
showing he could fence his land if he liked 
within six months ; and if he had not the money 
to do it, then he had no business to be there. 
They should therefore confine the right to free 
grass outside the boundaries w the time that 
the selector could reasonably nmke arrangements 
to fence in his land ; that would take away the 
right to free grass for ever. To do otherwise 
not a single argument had been urged by the 
hon. member. The selector had five years to 
put his fences up. Surely they ought not to 
give the right to the selector for longer time 
than he could re~.sonably put fences up? !f 
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they came to that concluRion, then they would 
>tlso come to the conclu,ion tlmt hal£-,cc-mile waR 
far too much. In th" Act of lilGS it w>t., only 
"' qmwter of a mile, and th>tt W>tH fonnd to be 
~nch 'm intolerable nuiHance that the right was 
taken a \V dJY. 

The 1\H:'fiSTER J<'Oll WORKS (Hon. W. 
Miles) s>tid that the hon. member for ::VInlgrave 
tried to make out that, because the pastoral lessee 
was prohibited from impoun<ling the selector's 
stock within half->t-mile of the boun<bries, the 
lessee would be preYented from 1ming his run. lt 
woulrl be 11othinc; of the sort. F nder the Act of 
lSGO there was a Himilar provision; and during 
the whole of the time that Act was in force 
there was not one action in connection \'dth 
irnpounding~ to his own kno\vled;;e. He looked 
upon the amendment as prohibiting the pas
toral le .... Hee doing to the selector what wa::; 
done under the recent land laws in New 
South \V ales. All he hrttl to do was to put rt 
nmn on to watch, and crttch the selector's stock 
and rlri ve them off to the pound ; and he could 
continue that until he drove the 8elector off too. 
He (the ::Ylinister for ·works) thought the clause 
was a. s1na.ll concession~one that would do no 
harm to the p>tstomllessee, and would benefit the 
selector. 

The HoN. Sm T. 1IuiLIYRAITH saicl the 
hon. member ha.d not thrown much light on the 
subject. He lmd rmtde frequent use of the won! 
"selector," but he HlllMt know that there wa:.;; no 
such word in the Bill. It was not a term that 
ought to !Je userl., bec>tuse it rtppliecl to every 
h",RCe under the Bill. Of conree, if a m>tn had "' 
selection of 2,000 or 3,000 acre~, a right such as 
th>tt now proposed would completely destroy it. 
Half->t-mile ronnel his selection would be >tn 
immense part of his acreage. \Vhy 8hould the 
Cmnnlitt.ee take such care to 1nake proyi:.;ion for 
fencing if they were going to give that rio·ht 
within half-a-mile of the boundary fences? b 

The 1\HNISTER l<'OR LAl\lJS said that 
th>tt >tdditiorml power would be limited to five 
years-the time during which the holder of "' 
selection must fence it, 

'rhe HoN. Sm T. MciL WRAITH asked 
where th>tt w>ts sbted. He lmcl spoken >tbout 
the clrtuse as he found it. \Yhere was the power 
limited to five yem·s? 

'l'he 1\IINISTElt FOrt L"\KDS said that if 
it was not in the Bill it ought to be. 

The Hox. Sm T. 1\IoiL\VRAITH srtid it 
oug:ht to be lirnitecl to a rea8onable ti1ne during 
wh1ch "'man could put up his fences. 

Illr. ARCHER said there W>ts nothing in the 
Bill compelling fencing-. The Bill stated that 
within five year" the "elector must spend an 
amount equal to the co"t of fencing. If the 
clause were p>tseed it would give the right of 
grazing all ronnel for ever. l:[e thought the hon. 
member who hat! introduced it ought to consider 
the whole facts of the case, anrl try to draft a 
clause that would h>tve a more reasonable chance 
of prts,ing. Origirmlly, the Bill compelled the 
selector to fence ; but that h>td been aboli,;hed ; he 
need not now fence at all. All he hac! to tlo "as 
to take up an agricultural a.rea, and refrain frmn 
fencing, and he would have the right to graze his 
stock on land >trnund for "-hich he ptticlno reut. 

:'\Ir. MAC:FAHLA:\'E said that the reason for 
bringing in the clan::.;e was on account of the 
fonn in which clause;)] h>td been p>t,.;sed. That 
cbn.,e read in this way :--

" rpon the i::;sne of a. license the selector may enter 
upon the land an cl takP pos~ession thereof, but ::;hall not 
b1.~ cntitlr-:d to impOllJHl any stock of the last anthorised 
pastoral tenant fonncl tre:-:pa,;;,sing on allY part of the 
l~tn<l whiP It is not ('Hdosed with a good anfl '!Hhstantial 
feller,. C\f'·'pt in tllt~ l':t~0 0f wilful trc~pa:-:s." 

There was an old saying that "wh>tt W>ts smwe 
for the goo:-:e w~t8 sauce for the g-ander" ; anrl a 
good 1nnny hon. mmnben; on the Uovennnent Hide 
of the Cmnmittee were de.-:irou8 of seeing equa1 
justice de>tlt out to the agricnltuml selector and 
the grazier. It \Vas in conRequence of that feel
ing· tlmt the new clr~nse had been introduced. It 
did not go so far as to ask for the s::une right that 
the original lessee h>td, who >tt the present time 
was allowed to run his cattle whe1·e he liked. 
Those who supported the mnendment <lid not 
ask as much as that ; they only asked that the 
selector's stock Hhonld not be irnpounded Ro long 
a., they ctid not tmsl''""''' fmther than within 
half-a-mile of the boumhtry of the selector'> 
land. He thought thr~t was not asking too 
much ; it was only doing justice to the selector 
to grant such a s1nall conces::;ion. He did 11( >t 
think it would interfere very much with the 
rights of the orig·inal lessee, and it would be "' 
concession to the selector thr~t wnulcl remove 
what lmtl been a grievr~nce in the settled district" 
for many years. He knew that in the district in 
which he lh-ed it had r~lwEcys been held a great 
grievr~nce that, whiliit the squ>ttter would be 
impounding up to the very door of the selector, 
the selector in his turn could do nothing but 
quietly rest, >tnd allow things to go on in thtet 
w>ty. He did not think, therefore, th>tt there 
was nnwh need for giving grerLt reasons in favour 
of the clause. The reason of equrtl justice 
ought to be sufficient for hon. members to >tllow 
the chtuse to p>tss. 

Mr. BEATTIE said th>tt the hon. member 
had m>tde >tn >tppeal to the Committee for eqn>tl 
justice. \Yell, he did not think it would he 
er1ual justice if they ch>trged a man rent for 
land, ttnd aJlowed another to go on and u::;e it. 
Certainly it would not he justice. But the 
hon. member who mentioned the nmtter said 
the people in IV e't Moreton impounded 
the selectors' cattle. X ow. in exprm~sing his 
opinion \vith 1:eference to the in1pounding 
clau.se sonw tune ~~go, he wa;-; opposed 
to giving equal rights, becauRc he believed it 
would be creating a gre~':.,t dea,l of heartburning, 
beeause it wonld encourage litigation-and no 
doubt a gre"t many of the leg>tl gentlemen 
would be anxious to see that heartburning-it 
would cause >t gre>tt de>tl of dispute between 
neighbours. He 1nade very exhan.~tiYe inquirieK 
with reference to the \Vest J\loreton district, >tS 
to whether there were >tny cases there where the 
lessees, who had large runs, were in the h>tbit of 
irrtpounding the r;elector.s' cn.ttle. He wa.s as
sured, by "' friend in whose statement he had 
eYery confidence, thttt, inKtead of inltJCmnrling 
the selectors' cnttle, the les,.;ees were >tctually in 
the lmbit of allowing the selectors' c>tttle to o·o 
on their run,.; for the whole year. He wo,;ld 
n1ention one nmne; becallse soirw hon. n1e1nbers 
might think he was "drawing the long· bow" in 
the information he got. It w>ts that of the Hon. 
G. Thorn, of Nommnby. He challenged hem. 
gentlemen to disprove what he said, because it 
waH borne ont by a gentlernan living in the diR
tt:ict. The infonnation that gentlenu1n gave 
hnn w>ts pedectly correct: th>tt even ronnel 
about their freehold property the owners of 
Xorrnnnby used, in the course of the year, 
to allow fron1 200 to 2,000 cattle, helongin" 
to the Yarious selectors round about Korm>tnh/ 
to feed on their estate. The hem. membe1: 
for Stmtley (1\Ir. Kellett) informed him that 
it was a fact that the Thorns used to >tllow 
that, >tntl that he himself never knew, in his 
experience, of a case 'vhere the lessee hu
pounrled the selector's c>tttle. ::'\ ow, he (lVIr. 
Beattie) would >tsk, if that w>ts the case 
what right had >tnyone to try and encoura"~ 
litig>ttinn? He did not think that a m>tn h~d 
nn~~ right to go on a,not.her tn~tn's land for 'vhich 
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tho,t mm;t pnid n'nt. The "elector who simply 
took up (J40 acres, as the hem. member for Mul
grave ::;aid, should not have a rio·ht to feed 
over 1, 783 acre,. Thnt won!rl l1e ~n injustice 
to the lessee, and he did not think i't was 
a?ting with justice on the part of the Crown, to 
(\We any ~elector that right, even if it die! not 
mterfere w1th the lessee's run. He should oppose 
the clause. 

Mr. GROOM said the heartbnrning to which 
the hon. member referred was, he was sorry to 
say, already creat<2d, because the clause which 
was passed, he knew, had already, in the district 
that he had the hononr to ret'n·e.sent-and he 
could say the same of the \Vest l\1oretnn 
dit-3trict - created uniYersal indignation; su 
rrmch so, that he thought he ruight go so far u~ 
to say that he believed that very chm.se in the 
JJal!(! Bill would be the turning-point in several 
elections if a general election took plaue tn
lllorro:v. Hon. 1nmnbers n1ight langh at vvhat 
he smd, but the he:trtburning to which the 
hon. gentleman referred had already been 
created, becatMe under the T>lst section the 
squatter co:tltl graze his sheep or cattle, as 
the case nught he, up to the v-ery cloor.e of 
the selecto1· if he had not his land "feucerl in. 
without beini( liable to lJtmishment ex<'C>pt ill 
the C:Lse of w1lful h·esp~s~;--which was his only 
~afeguarcl, hut wh1eh It was diff-icnlt to prove 
mdeed. It was hard to decide what was wilful 
trespass and_ what W;ts not wilful trespass. It 
was not demded hy Act of Pnrliament. It was 
left to the private judgment of the mno·istrate to 
~::ty what WH,R :vilfnl trespa~B; ana he ~vi· as ROrry 
to Hay, from lus own experience of a good rnauy 
countr:r ben_ches, he h~d n pretty correct idea 
on wluch s1de the w11ful trespass would be 
It certainly would be on the. side of th~ 
nnforttmate selector. He believed the clouse 
\Va.s a very satisfactory one, and one which 
\;ould concede eqnal justice to both pa.rtiec<. 
'lhe. hon .. member. talked about a per-,0 n 
having- pa1d for ]us gntKF-:, and the Relector 
having no right. to gr,tze hiR c~ttlc or Rheep, 
as the case 1mght be, upon 1t. That was 
exactly a~ the case now stood with the grazing· 
or farmmg selectors. Until that solector'8 
l~ncl was fenced in the squatter could gmze 
hJS sh~ep or co<ttle to _his very door-having
d~ne rt before to Ius knowledge, np to 
h1s very door-and clef~· him to do an)·thing. 
And when the hon. member for NIHlgrave sa.id 
that in1pounding \Vas done ~nn1y with iu 1H7tj 
unaninwusly, he was rather in error. It was uof 
carriet! unanimously. It created a gTeat de:tl of 
clis><atisfaction at the time, and it wa' fully 
expected, when the present Bill ''-"S under th'e 
consideration of the Con11nittee, the provision of 
the Act of 18G8, which was really a good clause 
would be again reinstated, but that harl not 
be_ep done. It \Vas a ver,;y ono-sidul clauHe, 
wlnch g·a ve the tenant Iu1n1ense nd vnntagL~ 
over the ::;elector in the rnatter of inlponiHlin'g. 
He regarded the new clause as exceeJinu·ly 
fnir, as he thonght it put both pal'ties on" ,. 
fair footing. He rrgretted exceedingly that 
th<l hon. gentleman who hac! drafted the 
cla11se, :tnd who, he knew, hat! done it at the 
in:.;taTJee nf a 1nnnber of per;.;onR \Yhn had f-mffered 
from the grievance, was not prt~,,ent to advnc~Lte 
the clause himself, because, if he were, he was 
sure the hon. gentleman would put a good 
case before the Committee. 

1\Ir. DOJ'\ALDSOX said he cr.rbinlv had 
listened for son1u thne expecting to hear' "'lnne 
argn1nent frmn hon. gentlen1en on tLe 0 over11n1ent 
sirle of the Committee in fanmr of the clause, but 
up to that tiuw he \V~t~ di::-<appointed, hu~an,-;e 
no argtunent had heen ndduccd whv the 
cla.ui'e should be inserted in the Bill. He.relate<l 

the other evenin[';, when speaking on the Glst 
cla.use of the Bill, the experience of other 
coloni~s where they hu.cl_ an inl}H)lllHling e1an~e iu 
operatwn. He puinterl out that in Victoria, vv-lJich 
"TaN e~sentially a selector.-;' colony, where the 
seleetorR \vere pa.rticularly strong:-so nnwh so 
t!1at an:y amendment that they desired at any 
tnne ~o moert in the JJand Act they conld bring 
suffic1ent pressure to bear to rlo it-that was, 
through theirrepresontatiYes-he had pointed ont 
~hat e\·er.since 18G2 they had not had the power of 
unpoundu1g, nor yet had they ever asked for it. 
The pastorallo~-;see, on the other hancl, had had 
the right of ilHJ HJnntling. Now, if anv gross 
mtse of abuse had occuned under that "Act he 
"'.·as RUl'e the selector~ of that colony, at varion~ 
t1me~; when amendments in the Ltend Act were 
brought fnrwnrd there, woul<l have in~iHted nu an 
arr1end1nent being Inade in their favour. They 
ha(l not done Ro, however. \Vhn.t vnts easier for 
hon. Jumnhers who "ivere in faYOUl' of the clause 
than to point ont cases where great hardships 
had oecnrred? He flattered himself, however, that 
the pastoral lessees of this colony had not been 
in the habit of impounding stock for the sake of 
ruining a ,-.;elector. There had not been any de;.h'e 
on their pnrt to d" anythiug of that kii1el. It 
W[LR true in soine ca:-:;es, )Jerhn.p~, '"here the 
Relector h[L,d been very ag:~Tei-isive, and \Yhere 
he ha.rl provoker! the pastoral le"ee, that im
pounding Inight ba.Ye oecurred. He would not 
deny tlmt. He thoug-ht, if the circmnstances wPre 
fully inquired into, it wonld be found that in 
all tho::~e in.:tances there aggrcRHiYeneRK on 
the part of the seJector; otherwise hnpouncling 
would not have been re~;orted to. Pa><t.oral 
lP.,~ee~ were usually very Ren~ible 111en. 'flwy 
knew perfectly v>cll that to attempt to impountl 
the stock of a selector for the purpuse of harakK
in~; him woultl hav-e an effect in this colony that 
~Yonld soon put then1 in a very bad positiou 
mdee<l. They vv-m·e perfectly well a\\·are if tltey 
re,;m te<l to mertsures of thnt kind that l'al'lia
Inent would he 11toverl tfJ insert smne amend
ment that would allow se!ectOl'o full power 
of in1ponnf1ing. J-[e h.::-lievetl the IIon;o;e \Ynuld 
look with fa,·c,nr up()n anv f-\Uch nwa~ure 
if they believe<! the selector w:<s hctrassed · bnt 
he denier! that there was any ]>Ossibili!y of 
the pastoral lessee doing· anything of the kind. 
He wonlcl go fnrther and say that if, while he 
harl the hunour of a seat in the House it came 
unrler his notice that the se[tmtters we1;e in the 
hah_it of llara,s~ing the selectorH l1y inqJouuding 
their stor~k, he would snpport a Ineasure to give 
the ,electors the right of impounding. 1t had 
already been pointed out by the hon. member for 
l\1u1gravethat if a 8electorhacl G+O acres the new 
clau:·•e would give hin1 the right of grc:vzing en er a, 
ver:- large extent of country out:-3ide that. 'fhn.t 
a.ppHed rrwre to the~gricultural:t.rc.:ts, whnre there 
wns nocon1pnl:-3ion whatever to fence in the l~11HJ. 
If a selector chose to put np •>ther in1prov·euwnts 
e1pw,l in value to a fence, he need never fenue ~Lt 
all, nnd his stock mi:,i·ht wander about for all 
time, provided they did not go more than half-a
mile frmn the houwl::IT. If the stock \\'Pl'n 

not h''nled there coultl ·],,, no wilful treSJl'"·'· 
That wa.::-; in the ea:-:e of agricnltnr<:tl fanw·:, ::tntl 
they had aJ~o to cun~idt~r the ca:'le of the 111e1t 

who t.oo_Jc up 20,000-acre bloeh;. Tlte cry i;'cne· 
ra.l1y rm!-'ed vva~, thnt jt wa:, rich aga.inst pnm·; 
lmt he maintaine<l that the man who wa' able to 
take- lll> 20,000 acre>- , .. as in ns good a position 
as nw.~t f:qnatter.'-': and often a great deal 
better. There "-oulrl be BO!lle sense in the 
clm~Ru if it prrwi<led that. r:tock nece,,ary for 
wor]dng the lnnfl f'hnuld 11ot l1c iinpoundPd, and 
f'f'.Yt;rn1HH:mlwl'."" had :-:pnh:en a:-; if that wero the 
intention of the clan:-:t~. nut a Iw111 1niu·ht I- nve 
~0,000 ~:he,;p on 10,000 acre:-:, a11d :-~o 

1

lm1g as 
they were not "hephel'decl, how were they t<> h<; 
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prevented from gr::tzing outside his selection, 
providecl they kept within half-:1-milc of the 
boundary? \Vhere was the gTeat security the 
lessee was to ha Ye under the Bill, if a odector took 
up land alongside the nnn,c;ulned portion of a run? 
The contention was that the tenure of that land 
was as good as that of the selection for a certain 
number of years ; but how could that be so if the 
selector had the right of grazing O\'er a part of it, 
six or soYen 1nileH long and hnlf.a-Inile in width? 
He n1aintained that a n1ore unfair clan~e could 
not be inserted. He did not want to see an 
unerllwl advn.ntage given to the Hquatten:;, 1mt 
the squatten; were only '' small body in the 
colony, and were not likely to [Lbmm their povver. 
'They could not say so much for people who might 
go out and t;cke up selections for the express 
purpose of blacknuiling. They should na,nse 
l1efore passing rmch a clau~e as that now l~efo1·e 
them. He coi1ld say this for the pastoml tenants 
in thn,t Chamber, that they hac! not raised" single 
objection to the provisions of the Bill relating to 
selector". They had given every facility for the 
pa,ssing of the Bill, and had done all they could 
to a,ssist it. Per~onally, he lud not raised a single 
objection to tlw aret~ a selector was to have or 
the conditions upon which he was to hold it. 
He thought, however, tlutt it wru1lrl be very 
unfair to pa,storal lessees if they pas,;ed tlie 
clau,;c, and he huped that if it was passed at all 
it wonl<l be with considerable modifications. 

Mr. ARCHER said he should like to ask the 
hon. g-entleman who introduced the clause 
whether he intended that a selector of, say, fi40 
acres, should have the rig-ht of depa,sturing the 
number of stock that that are::t could properly 
carry, or that number a,nd three times more, 
which coulcl be carried by the area over which 
the clause wm.1ld give a grazing l'ight '? The 
clause would give the holder of a selection of G40 
acres the right of depastnring hi' stock on some
thing over 2, 000 acres. 

Mr. SALKELD said he reg-retted that, through 
his train lutving been delayed, he WHM prevented 
frmn being in his place in tilne to propoS:d the 
clame which his hem. colleag·ne (1Ir. ::\faefarhne) 
had l!loved for him. He had not henrd all the 
1·ernarkK of the hon. lHeinber for \Vnrrego, and 
he had been unable to catch all that was saicl by 
the hon. member for Blackall; bnt he under
stood the hon. member to s;cy that a man with 
a selection of G40 acres woulcl have the right to 
depa,stme his stock on three times G40 acres. 
The clauKe gave no right of the kind; a rnan 
woulrl not have the right to depasture stock 
outside his own land. 

Mr. DONALDSOX: He can take it. 
Mr. SALKELD said that, l>y the part of the 

Bill alrmtdy p;cssecl, if the pastoral tenant Lt 
his stock run over the .selector's hnldin;.s·, the 
selectm·~except in the case of wilful tre:'J >ass~ 
could do nothing bnt drive them off. The 
clm1.se wonl~l g-ivCJ th" l""toral tewmt exccctly 
the sttme nght. In the ca•,e of wilful 
trespass he . could impound, and in any cccse 
he conlrl clnve the stock off. The clanse clid 
~lt't.give tl~e Ht-llector the right to grnze nnywheru ; 
rt snnply lnnitecl the JHlwer of the le, me in the 
rnatter of itupo1111ding the ~elector';-:.; Rtoc:k. He 
ha<l in tender! to move a different cbnRe, which he 
should have preferred to the present one, but he 
hrtd given in to smne of his friend:-;, 'vho pointed 
out tha~ ~here might be "<lifriculty in the way of 
detennnnng the uutnlwr of stock a selector 1night 
ha,Ye .. He h_ad no de,·ire to insert anything in 
the Bill whiCh would rleal unfairly with the 
pastoml lesRee. Hi., object "'as to "protect the i 
ReJector, while not len ving· auy loopl10le which 
would allow him to take up bnd in <n'cler to run his 
~attle over the le.ssee's grunn<l nnd take hi.-; gra.~s. 
He thonght the clmme would meet the cace Yery 1 

fairly inc\eerl. Tt had been said that no caReS 
harl occuned in the past of "squatter impound
ing- stock nnder the Act of 18/li. Perhaps the 
hon. llteinlJer who said that did not know of a 
case ; bnt he did. He was told of a case that very 
day in which the Crown leRsee impounded a selec
tor·,-, ~took again and again, till at last he had to 
give up his s.-lection ; and he knew both squatter 
and selector qnite well. \Vhen the Act of 1876 
was passed, a great n1any rnnH open to Relection 
hac! been so much selected that the Crown lessees 
ga,ve up their grazing rights-they ceased to 
pay rent, and therefore cenRecl to have the right 
to illllJOllTid ~took. rJ'hat WaH 110 d_onbt OUe I'PaHOll 

why they did not generally impound. There 
was also another cause. He knew of cases in 
\Vest ::\Ioreton where the sr1uatters die! not im
}JOund selectors' ~tock, but allowed then1 to graze 
anJnV here on their runs. 'I~ hey afterwardt; rnade 
freeholds of their la,nd, ancl sold out to others, 
·who in1pnunded the stock over and over again. 
The original hohlers did not in1ponnd, because 
there were road' all round their rum;, a number of 
which they had fenced in; and if they had com
nieneed to harnRs the selectnrs those ron.ds would 
have been thrown open. 'l'he other parties did 
not at first know of that ; but when they found 
their mbtake they dropped impounding at 
once. He admitted that a great rna,ny of the 
squatters clid not deeire to impound; lmt 
it was not for the C~onnnittee to consider 
what a few, or even the great 1najodty of 
the sqmttters, might do ; and they had no right 
to JXLHS a la\v giYing }Hnver, even to a few 
squatter,, to haras'i selectors. The hon. member 
for \Y arregn had instanced a case that \vonld be 
a hardship if it shonld arise. He said that 
farmers n1al!y need not fence at all; that they 
1night put up improve1nents in lieu of fencing, 
and letwe the htnd unfenced for the whole of the 
fifty years ; and then he ttsked how it would be 
if they were alongside the half of the run of 
which thB squatter hac! got a new letcse. The 
clause clid not a,pply to such cases: it wa,s not 
intended to do so 11t any rate; but if it did, he 
shu11ld be httppy to accept an amendment limiting 
its application to the resumed lmlf of the run. 

The PREMIER : It only applies to the 
resumed half. 

"1r. 2'\0HTOX: It applies to all. 

Mr. SALKELD sa.id he thought the Cmn
mittee might very well ccccept the clause as a 
fair concession to the small lessee, ttnd one which 
"cmld not tu any appreciable extent injure the 
pastoral tenant. A few of the selectm's stock 
might trespass over the boundary of the squatter; 
aiHl on the other hand it was just a;.; likely that 
the squatter's stock wonld wttnder acroRS to the 
selector's land. \Vithin certain limits, stock 
would a,h\·ays go where there was the best 
gras;.;. They had protected the Crown lessee by 
limiting the right of the selector to impound 
stock except in case of wilful trespass, and in 
fairness to the selector it was only right to limit 
the power of the pastoral tenant in cc similar 
way. He hoped the C,nmnittee would ttg-rce to 
the clanse. 

Mr. XOHTO::\ oaicl that an extraordinary 
change se,:1ned to have cmne oYer the ~1ini:-:;ter 
for LmubJ sjnce the ftuestion of iluponwling· waR 
bst before the Cmmllittee. Then lw stoO<l up 
and abused the Opposition becau,;e they did not 
help hiln to oppose an amen(hnont in fa,Tonr of 
the selectors' rights ; but ,.;omething had evi
dently lmppened to change the hon. gentlem1m 
cmnpletely. SoniC sort of soothing- draught 
111u~t have been adrninisterecl to bring hirn roun!l 
to a more altliable frame nf mind. On that 
occa-sion tbe hon. gentlenw.n waR rather to1' 
;.;enlre : he~:mse the Opposition were simply 
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waiting till the att:wk on the other sick 
had .-;ubsided. \Vith l"C"anl to the uhwse 
before the Committee, ~he did not think 
it,; advocates had considered what it really 
meant. In the fir,;t phtce they ought to 
bear in mind that the part of the run be ken np 
by tile selector had been, up to that time, a 
portion of the pastor:1l lPssee's holding, upon 
which he had the right to deprtstnre his stock; 
and that smnething '"as being t:_tken frm11 
the pastorrtl lessee which he lmcl alw;cvs had 
befme. But the selector lutd no ,;nch cl;cim : a 
right W<1s given to hiln which he did not 
pos8es::; before ; and the lJ:tstoral leB:-;ee wa'.;, 
for a time, actuaJly paying rent for the land 
trtken up Ly the selector. If the selector took 
up hnd in October, the lessee lmd paid 
rent in September for the year, which did not 
expire till the 30th of June following; so that he 
had paid rent f1n· nine 1nonth.-., on cunntry frmn 
which he received no benefit, and thrtt rent was a 
dead lo.-;s to him. \Yhatevcr htnd was taken up 
by the selector rluriu:; the yr,ar, the pastoml 
lessee lost the use of that l:tncl-laml on which 
he hrt<.l paid the rent up to the :lOth .Tune fol
lowing. The cuea taken up by the selector 
was a con1parati\-ely snutll 1;ortion out of a 
large hol<ling-; but let hon. ruernl1ers cmnpare 
the rights of onej with those of the other. The 
selector not only got the armt of bnd inclucle<l 
in his selection, but he got the right to run his 
stock over four square rnilm.;, or thereabontR, as 
well. 'l'he selector had the right to drive the 
pastoral leRsee's Htock off his holding, and the 
pastoral lesoee had the right to drive the selec
tor's stock off his run. The difference bet we en 
thern was that the selector, having a cotnpara.
ti vely smrtll stock, could ertsily keep his eye upon 
it ; while, as to the pccstomllessee, if there were 
half-a-<.lozen selections taken up on the resumed 
prtrt of his run, he could only keep the ,elector's 
stock off his run by employing extra men for that 
purpose. It was not placing the ":'lfllec.ltor in the 
sarne po::;ition as the pa:-;tora.l tena.nt ; it wa."' gi \ ing 
an advantrt,ge to the selector, who ha,d. a ::-illlaller 
area to look after, and conld ruuch ea~ier drive off 
stock that hl>d trespctssecl on his selection. It 
had been said that the clanse did not apply to 
the entire run of tt ]Xtstural tenant ; but it 
certainly die! in n,ll cases where "pastoml tenant 
ha,d exercised his right of taking out a licen~G for 
the resumed part of his rnn. ~o doubt selec
tors' otock had been impoundecl under the exi,;t
ing a,nd previou::; ..._-\.cts, but such mt:-:lt-~~ had been 
comr.mmtively rare. In his own district there 
httd been a great deal of trespassing on the part 
of selectors' stock ; he knew that frmn per~onal 
experience, not only on his uwn run but on tho~e 
of his neighbours ; and in hardly any instance 
had irnpounding taken pb,ce. 'l'he lJractlce 'v:1s 
for the seluctor to allow his cattle to get mixed 
up with the pastuml tenant's stuck, ttnrl when 
the latter wa::; 1nustering, the selector got 
out his beasts am! drove them home. l<'or 
a good many years he had had a know
ledge of what was going on in his district, 
rtnd he could say tlmt, rtlthnugh trespass of 
selectors' cattle lmd been carried on to an extra
ordimuy extent, yet the right to impound had 
hrtrdly ever been exerci,.;ecl by the pastoral 
tenant. The danger which the clause propo::-\ed 
to meet wrts one which so seldom occurred 
thrtt it was not worth while taking into con
sideration; rtnd the clause itself would have a 
drtngerous tendency. If " clause of that kind 
were to be introduced, why not make it so a.s to 
give the selector n, poHitive grazing right over so 
much land in addition to his selection? As it 
was, if gt·ass happened to be scarce on a selec
tion, the selector would not look particularly 
after his stock~the fence nut being up~so long 
"" thev did not go outside half a-mile of the 

b:nmdary; and to turn them off would involve 
the pa'·toeal ten<-Lnt mnploying- extra 111en for 
th,tt JHH")WSC alone. If there was only one 
selection on a run it wonhlnot 1natter so rnuch, 
but whore there were half-a-dozen or a dozen 
it would be impossible for rtny man to drive 
off the ti·e."ilJa.-:::.;ing ~:;tock, and tnight effectuaJly 
prevent the paKtoral tenant fron1 excrci:-:;ing hi::; 
right uf dcpct::;tnring on the re~n1ned portion of 
hi~ run. 

The Hox. B. B. 1\IORETON srtid the hon. 
n1e1nber who introduced the new clause spoke 
of it as refening only to the resumed portion 
of a rnn. He woul:lpoint out to the Committee 
that 011 one side, or on two sides, it tnight refer 
to the leased half. 

i\Ir. SCOTT said the clause fixed no limit to 
the nu1nher of stock a n1an uright place on a 
selection, and it held out a direct inducement to 
the KPlector to put on a great dea.l HlOl'e stock 
than the selection v·:ould ca.rry. Speaking frmn 
memory, he believed that under the lSGS Act a 
limit was fixer! as to tho nnmber of stock " 
sel<lctor conld pnt on his run before he could be 
protecte<l against inqJounding by the ya,r:toral 
le~'tme. By the present cl:.t11Be a, rnan 1n1ght pnt 
aH wuch stock a8 he chnr-;e on a, G40-acre selection, 
ancl it gave hiln a rig·ht of gr,1 . ..:;ing a1l round it. 
Suuh a provision w>ts hardly fair to the prtstoral 
les:..;ee. 

1\[r. 1' AL:\'[ER said that if the Committee were 
deHiron~ of c1·ea,ting or allowing anything like 
good feeling to exiRt betV·ieen pastoral tenants 
and selector" they wonld letwe the cl<tuse ont; 
for if there was " bad feeling, such a,; the hon. 
n1en1ber for Toovvoornba referred to just now as 
having already ari~eu, he dill not think any
thing he harl just said, or the pa,;sing of the 
clause, would do anything in the wu.y of throw~ 
ing oil on the troubleJ waters, ur keep~ng 
thing::; as they were. He could not conceive 
a pastoral tenant beiug dP•,irons of haraii.\Ring a 
selectur in ttny w:cy. He admitted ~hat he 
'va~ out of it altogether tLS he \vas s1tuated ; 
but if he had selectors round about him 
he was rtnite certain thltt it would be to his 
interest to keep on good terms with them, and 
not rtllow himself to be hamssed rtnd his stock 
run about by them, because he was satisfied thrtt 
he wonld he the loser. In every case the selector 
hrtd the advantage, if it came to a (jUestion of 
recrhnination and cro~s purpo..,es. \Vha,t would 
be the effect of the clause? If hon. members 
who 'vere desiron~ of seeing it passed would jm:it 
calculate, they would see the power it would put 
into the hamlll of a selector. He could take up 
40 acres-he need not take up nwre-and he 
would have the right to graze over G40 acre.-. of 
country. That \~as a mr~thematical problem 
which he submitted to hon. members opposite 
to work out. Any selector who chose to 
trtke advantage of the cltmse would have 
that area to gra.ze over ; no one could call 
him to question; and he would have no 
rent to pay, for the p:tstorn,! tenrtnt hrtd paid the 
rent alreltdy. A selector was to be empowered 
to rtct in that way, rtnd then it was sicid, "Let 
us give equal justice to both the pastoral tenant 
and the selector !" He desired to see equal 
justice gjveu to everybody. He was not un
friendly to the selector~in fact, he would like 
to see selectors fairly and ouhstantirtlly settled 
in the crmntry ; but the clause would not 
promote settlement. It would lead to the 
creation of a number of snmll travelling pas
toralists who would go up rtnd down the country 
taking up 40 rtcre' of land here and there, 
working it out and then shifting. ·when the 
Minister for Lands first spoke on the clause 
he said that if he thought it would relieve the 
selector from fencing he would oppoKe it. Tlw 
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hon. gentleman evidently did not take into con
sideration, or hccd forgotten, that by the Bill, as 
amended, the selector was not called upon to 
fence his farm 'tt all ; and in that case he (Mr. 
Palmer) called upon him to O]Jpose the clause 
according to his o\vn argurnent. If there \Vas 
anything in the Bill against the selectors, they 
had the Uovernment to thank for it ; because tlie 
S<Jnatters had not introduced any clause or any 
amendment that woul<l at all tell against them. 
He challenged hon. members opposite to show 
instances in which WJnatters had needlessly 
harassed selectors to their disadvantage. He 
hoped the Committee would look at both sides 
of the question, and see that by passing such 
a clause they would be opening the door to 
what had lmppened in New i::louth \V ales
the establishment of a system of blackmailing 
of which a htrge class in the country would tttk~ 
advantage. 

Mr. ISAMB:ERT said that beating about 
the bnsh led to the loss of much vctluable time. 
No donbt many of the aro·uments a<lvanced from 
the other side were tenaLle, because the clause, 
a:-:; ·worded, wa8 too indefinite, too louse, a,nd 
would give small selectors the power to harass 
srpmtters. But they must t1tke into account that 
clauses fil and 77 w;mld not have bcm1 allowed to 
pass by members on his side hrtd it not been on 
the understanding that er]mtl rights wuuld be 
gi \'en to both sidm;-that some equitable clause 
would be prepared, brought in, and passed. 
The clause proposed would be very impractic
able if it were passed. There ought to be some 
limit to the number of stock a selector should 
be permitted to hold, so long n.s his selection 
was not fenced in. The limit should be very 
low, so that even if the selector's cattle did trcs
]Jass they would do no more than the squatter's 
cattle had hitherto been able to do ; and by 
fixing a low limit the graRs on the selector's 
grazing farm \vould not be eaten t;O bare, and 
there would be some grass for the squatters to 
tre,pass on in the same way. It was absolutely 
necessary that some equitable clause should be 
passed, or it would give rise to a great deal of 
discontent. 

l\Ir. Gl:UMES said he had expressed himself 
before as being opposed to giving a selector the 
right to impound the lessee's cattle coming upon 
his selection. He did so because he thmwht 
it would be httrd to force the lessee to sh';,p
herd his cattle on tt mile and a-half of 
the portion of his rnn nearest the selector's 
boundary ; but he now thought that there 
might be hardship on the other side, and 
that the clause, as introduced bv the hon. 
member for Ipswich, would jJUt the selector and 
the lessee of the rnn upon an equal footing. It 
would force them to give and take with one 
:cnother, and in that way it was a fair clause ; 
and he should support it, believing that it would 
lead then; to work amicably together. He 
thought rt \Vould he unfair to give one 
party th~ privilege o£ impounding cattle from 
one portwn of land, whilst the other party 
should not have the slime pl'ivilege when stock 
<':tme upon his selection. The <>ist clause of the 
Bill, as ammded, prevented the selector from 
impounding the lessee's Cllttle, although they 
might run over the whole of his selection. 

An HoNOuRABLE lYIE)JBER : X o. 
Mr. GlUMES: Yes. The selector had no 

right to impound any of the cattle belonging 
to tlw lessee, even if they were gmzing over the 
whole of his selection, unless it was by wilful 
trespabS ; and he thought it was only fair that 
they should give the selector the Slime privilege, 
and allow him a little room for his cattle, as pro
posed by the clause. He fancied, however, that 
!)alf-a-mile was rather too much; he shoqld be 

pleased to see it altered to a quarter of a mile; bnt, 
nevertheless if the hon. member did not see his 
way to mttke that alteration, he should vote for 
half-a-mile. 

The l:'RK:\IIER said there was a good deal of 
difference between horses, and cattle, ancl sheev. 
He did not know whether the hem. member for 
Ipswich cared about pressing hit~ anwndrneut .;;o 
f,w as sheep were concerned; but if he did not, it 
would limit the subject of discussion a good de:1l. 
A man who had sheep should either fence or 
shephenl them ; and it would certainly be better 
to nmke the clause ap]~•ly to horse' and 
cattle only. \Vith respect to the point referred 
to by the hon. member for Port Curti,, as to 
the land npon which trespass would take place, 
it conkl be met by inserting after the word 
"trespassing" the words " on the lands held 
under license." It became a question of which 
was the best condition to impose-the condition 
of distance, or of the number of stock. He 
agreed that in very nearly all enses there would 
be no attempt made by the pastoral lessee to 
ha.1·a.r;~ the Be lector, and he was sure no one desired 
to a:-;sist a Helector who '\vent on a run for the 
purpose of inconveniencing the pastoral tenant. 
r_rhe question aroKe, which WaB the !HOSt COll~ 
venient way-whether to limit the number 
of horses or cattle, ot· to deal with the distance 
from the boundary-the unfenced boundary, 
of course. In either case there would be 
the same difficulty of proof in the event of 
litigation. \Vherever there was impounding 
there would be a possibility of litigation, and 
what they should try to do was to fix smne con
dition that would give rise to less trouble and 
litig:ttion. He confessAd he was very mnch 
divided in his own mind on the point-whether 
it would be better to diminish the distance, or 
impose a limit to the number of horses or cattle. 
In either case there would be practically no harm 
done to the pastoral tenant. The clause would 
have this effect: that there would be no impound
ing, and the selector would not put on more stock 
tlmn he was entitled to, for if he did he would 
know that he ran the risk of having hie cattle im
pounded. I m pounding w"'s of no use to the person 
who in1pounded; it was only an annoyance to 
the person whose cattle were impounded. The 
boundaries should alsu be described in the clause 
as unfenced boundaries. There were hon. mem
bers on his side who took a warmer interest in 
the matter, and attached greater importance to 
it, than the Uovernment did. It would be very 
desirable that before the clause pasi>ed there 
should be some amendment made, and he 
thought the hon. member would be very glad to 
accevt the Huggestion. 

Mr. JORDAN said that, so far as he and 
some other members on that side were con
cerned, they were only anxious to do what was 
fair between the two classes of settlers. The ques
tion was a very difficult one. TheY had already 
determined, in clause .'il, that the selector should 
not have the right to impound except in cases of 
wilful trespass. It se,emed a fair thing that that 
should be reciprocal ; but, at the same time, he 
could nut fully a~ree with the proposal of the 
hon. member for Ipswich, Mr. Salkeld. It would 
give a right to the selector, if he took up 640 
acres, to run his stock over fonr Rquare n1iles; 
that would be three square miles outside the 
boundary ; and he agreed with the snggestions 
of the hon. Premier and the hrm, member for 
Oxley, that the fringe should be a quarter of a 
mile instead of half-a-mile. Perhaps the hon. 
member for Ipswich would al,,o agree to limit 
the number of stock. That sy,,tem of limitation 
would be a very fair thing, and he should very 
much like to see it carried out. 

Mr. SALKELD said he would have no objec
tion to )eaYe out sheep, becanse he heliewcl 
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that sheep wonl<l be depastured on those grazing 
farms in sutiicient number to require a she!J
herd. His object was to meet the case ,,f 
farmers who had t1cken up land with a very 
small capital, and who eonld not possibly fence 
their land under from three to five vears. C.Ten 
often went farming with not more than £100 
cn,sh, n,nd not even that ; and they did the 
whole of the "·ork with the members of 
their families-perhaps n, son or two. They 
had to build a bouRe, get a garden, provide a 
water supply, ant! clear n,nd cultivate. It would 
take two or t.hree years to do that. Those men 
did not generally take sheep with them ; lJut 
they did take horses and cattle. He was willing 
to accept the suggestion of the Prernier to leave 
out the word "stock " fLnd in""ert the word::-; 
" horses and cattle," n,nd instead of putting a 
limitation on the distance put a limitation on 
the number of stock, say on~ horse, or two hen,d 
of cattle, to every 10 acres contained in the 
selection. There would be n, difficulty in regard 

The MINISTER FOR LAJ'\DS sttid it seemed 
to him that such a proJJ<l'al wonld be utterly 
un wm·kahle and im practic·able. How were they 
to find out what number of stock the selector 
had, unleHs he chose to toll them himself, and 
tell them correctly'! Hr, might not tell them 
correctly, and n1ig-ht underra,te or exaggerate the 
number of his stock as it suitecl him. He thought 
the clause, as it wns proposed to amend it, 
wonld be no f-mfeguard at all. He wonl<l suggest 
that the hon. member should confine the 
operation of the clan:3e to agricultural holdings
limit the extent of laml that could be gmzed 
over on either side of the selection, say to a 
qnarter of a 1uile, a11d allo\v bvo or three years 
to fence in. That would meet the cases likely 
to aril'3e very thoronghly. On grn,zing fa.rins be 
thought that no difficulty w>t<;, n,fter all, likely to 
arioe between the pastoral tenant and the 
selector. The cases that wonld arise would 
certttinly be very rare imltoecl, and scarcely 
worth their while to provide for. In the matter 
of agricultural farms there might be wme diffi
culty, an<l they coultl give the selector two years 
to fence in his selection. 

Mr. GRIMES said he did not think two head 

to the objection made ahout the limitation of the 
numberofstock, Ifthe boundary were limited, the 
selector would be bound to shepherd his stock. 
That was in the case of evil-disposed "Jnatters, , 
who 1night rlri ve the selector':-; stock oyer the 
bonndary anrl say they were on hiH run, and 
impound them. There would be a continual 
dread of that, and it would lead to very stndned 
rebtions between the two. He proposed to omit 
the word •' :-;tock," and inRert " horRes and 
cattle," lilniting the nurnber to one hon:;e or two 
hen,d of cattle to every 10 acres. He did not 
think there would be any harcl:;hip if :;heep were 
left out. 

Mr. DOXALDSON said that before the 
amendment was put he should like to have the ' 
whole clause explained, because it was quite 
possible they rnig·ht be falling into a tmp, a.nd 
not know what they were going to vote for. 

of cattle to 10 acres could be considered excessiYe 
at all, especially in the case of the agricultural 
farmer. He wonhluot depend entirely npon the 
grass on his nnfenced f'election, but would most 
likely a.lso give then1 produce grown on the farn1. 
In that case the cattle would very likely roam 
but a very little distance from the fenced-in cnl-

! ti vatiun. I3y fixing it at two head of cattle for 
every 10 acres, they should remember that a 
farnier holding (i0 acres would only be priYileged 
to keep tweh'e head of cn,ttle. 

Mr. XOILTON suggested that the hon. mem
ber should exclude entire horses and bulk 

The Ho~. Sw T. MciLWRAITH said he 
did not understand the explanation given by the 
hon. member for Ipswich. Did he understand 
that his proposition was, that if a selector had 
only stock to the extent of one horse or two cows 
to every 10 acres, in that cn,se the right to impound 
should be this-that the ]Jastoral lessee could not 
impound anywhere so long as the selector kevt 
only a ren,sonable amount of stock? 'l'hat 
was a more reasonable proposition than the 
other. The numbers were rather extraordi
nary. There was not n, farmer in the country 
who could keep a cow on 5 acres ; 8 acres 
was the usual amount. Ten acres, he 
thought, would be a fair thing. He did not 
know any cattle station in the country th>ct 
would carry more thm1 one heacl of cattle for 
every 10 acre,;. The provisions of the clause 
would n,pply, of course, only ur.til the selection 
was fenced in. He thought it wonld als0 be a 
fair thing to specify a time withiu which the 
selection should be fenced, and if it was not 
fenced within two vean; the selector shonltl htc\e 
no such ri;ht as \V>ts proposed by the clause. 

Mr. SALK:ELll stti<l the Bill was intended 1 

to provi<le for the land being turned to better 
use thn,n it was hitherto by the S<jnattet·s; and he 
thought they might very well graze more than 
two head of cattle on 20 acres. In reply to 
the hon. member for \V n,rrego, he might state 
thn,t the intention of his amendment was to leave 
out the word '" Htock " and insert the wnrds 
"horses or cat.tle." So thn,t the lessee \vonld not 
be entitled to impound the horses or cattle of the 
selector except in cases of wilful tresptc"s, or 
where he ran more than one horHe or two head 
of cattle to every 10 acres of his selection. 

i\Ir. DOXALDi30X said there was no grazing· 
land he knew of that would carry the quantity 
of stock the hon. memben; for Ipswich and 
Oxley mentioned, and as to carrying stock upon 
feed produced on the farm, that could only lJe 
clone some years hence. The hon. member for 
Ipswich spoke of making a better u:;e of the 
land than was made of it now. That of course 
could be clone, but he hoped that by the time it 
was clone, and the country was n,ble to carry the 
quantity of stock the hon. member referred to
the land which he fenced in-there would be no 
necessity for having the stock impounded at all. 

The PREC.HER said he would suggest that 
probn,bly the best way to den,! with .the mn,tter
n,ncl he thought it would meet the v1ews of every 
member of the H<mse-would be to make the 
clause read thus :-

"A h"~see exereising tlw right of depastnring on the 
resumed part ofarnn under Part Ill. ot' this Aet. or a. 
licensee under Part YL of thi~ Aet. shall not be entitled 
to impound the horses or cattle {execyt entire horses or 
bUll8J of a ~eleetor of an agricnltural farm found. t re~
passiug ou the land 'vhif'll is sulJjeet io the right of 
clepastHring or liecnse to O('CHJ1.V, nncl within a distance 
or n quarter of a mile frol'lt the honndaries of the scle('
tion, excPpt in eases o[ wilfnl Ll'f':-~pa~.s, or unle~:.; l hu 
sclcetoJ' depa~tnre~ lllorc tlmu,·' etc. 

He believed that would dn e\erybody justice, 
and that there woulrl he no heartburning. J t 
would "ttisfy the people who were afraid tlwy 
would Le harassed ],y the l""toral tenant. rlc· 
hoped the hem. get~tleman would accept bis 
~.uggestion. 

Mr. SALKELD said he could not accept the 
suggestion of the hon. Premier at all. It hedged 
the r-:elector in in every way. He would agree to 
amend the clause so that it would ren,d in this 
way:-

" A le~see exercising the right of depasturing on the 
resnmed part of a run unc1er Part Ill. of this Act, or a 
liet·n..,ce untler Pnrt VI or this Act, sl1a.llnot be entit.lcd 
to im}JOund tlJC horses or e;,ttle (cxeept. entire hor::;es or 
lmlls1 of the scleetor found trespassing within a distance 
of half-a-m1le from the boundaries of the selection, 
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cxeept in case of wilful tr'-~~p:;t.;;;:-:, or where the selector 
shall run at the rate of more than one horse or two 
head of eattle for every ten acres containecl in his 
sr>lcetion." 

Th<tt, he thought, would suit all cases. 
The HoN. Sm T. :r\IuiL \VR),.ITH asked, what 

::tbont the difficulty mised by the Minister for 
Land:; ::ts to the number of cattle the selector 
had, ::tnd how they were to fiml out the number 
he had rnnniug upon his selection? The clause, 
as the hon. member proposed to amend it, c1id 
not meet that. 

Ml'. WHITE sai<l he did not think there 
W0\11<1 be ::tny difficulty in the squatter finding 
out the number of cattle the selectm might han. 
Tf there were anY cattle he w::ts dnnbtfnl about 
the squatter cnnid take them to the pound, and 
he would very Hnon find ont who <nvnecl then1. 
If a Relector waR unconnnnnic~ttive abont the 
number of cattle he had, and diffident in point
ing them out, the S<Jnatter could take p<JS .• ession 
of them, and he would soon find out who owned 
them. He thonght it was a very simple matter. 

~Ir. SALKELD said, in reply to the objec
tion rai:-5ed by the hon. rnenther for 1Iulgrave 
about the difficulty nf finding out how many 
mettle the selector might ha Ye, that if he ha<\ no 
1nore than he 1;ropo~ed in the cla.nse, one hen.rd 
for every ii >1cres, he did not think he could 
hurt the :;qtmtter Yery nmch. At the present 
time what he objected tn strongly was that the 
pastoral tenant's stock could nm over the whole 
of a Inan':::; selection without let or hindrance 
in any way. 'rhey conld not hope to make 
any Act of Parliament or ::tny chn,;e that would 
meet every pos,;ible case that could arise. There 
would be very few heavy c::tses of hardship if the 
cbnr,e, as he proposed it, was passed. He felt 
convinced tlmt, if they passed the Bill without 
some such chcuse as he proposed, it would lead to 
no end of litigation and bad feeling, and that it 
would be felt to be class leg'ishction. He hoped 
the Committee would agree to the clause as he 
proposed to amend it. 

The Ho:-~. Sm T. J\:J:ciLWRATTH said the 
hon. gentleman seemed to think th"t if his pro
pnstLl were not accepted there would be a good 
deal of bad feeling between the squatter and the 
selector. ·why had not that bad feeling existed 
during the past eight yet:trR, since the passing of 
the Crown 1-"Lnds Aliemction Act of 187G? He 
had never heard of any bad feelin,; under that 
statute; on the contrary, he be1ie\'erl that that 
Ltw had worked remarkably well. And in spite 
of what the hon. member for Toowoomba had 
said, he repeated that the clacme in that Act 
preventing hnpounding on RelPctimm which \vere 
not securely fenced was ummimously accepted 
by the House in 187(). In what way could 
hon. members express their opinions on the 
subject, except by debate, when there was no 
division? The clause was proposed by J\Ir. 
Dongbs, and w:1s passed simply because the 
lilnitation of the vower of in1pounding irn
posed by the Aut of 18ii8 lutd, in the opinion of 
hon. members, worked badly. He could quite 
understand another remark made by the hon. 
member for Toowoomba-namely, that the Com
nlittee were arousing- a feeling of great indigna
tion in the country by their action in connection 
with the ilnpounding clau:-;e~. It was frmn the 
gross 111isrepresentatinn of the hon. 1nent ber for 
rroowomnbn, ::tnd others tht:tt the indignation 
hrcd arisen. He (Sir 'I'. Mcilwmith) was certain 
that, if the selectors lmd understoml the provision 
that had been made, they would never have 
been inclign::tnt ab,mt it. A similar clause 
had been passed in :;'\ ew South \V ales and 
·victoria, and it was an ab:solntely necessa.ry 
provision; because without it the land of the 
vastoral le>see would be perfectly useless, and 

bemcuse it was the only way of making the 
;;elector fence hi;; holding a.s soon as possible. 
Everybody acknowledged tlutt. J'\ow the hon. 
llletnberfor lpHwicha:-;kedfor reciprocity, contend
ing t.hat, if the squatter was allowed to impound 
cattle found on his htnd, the sdector should be 
allowed to impound from his m1enclo"ed holding. 
Bnt th~Lt wa . ..:; im1;ossible, as, owing- to the condi
tions under which he helt1 his land, the lessee 
could not protect himself in the same way as the 
.selector. rrhere was no 1'00111 for reciprocity' 
otherwise the Conn11ittee would have giYen it at 
mwe. There was no intention on either ;;ide to 
do 'm injtmtice to the hrmer, lmt they desired to 
gm1rcl against the :;elector doing an injury to 
his neighbour. 

:\lr. (iROO~I :mid the feeling in the country 
wa~ not due to any uli~reprt"~enta.tion on his part. 
He wn.H not aware of hi:-; having· 1nisrepresented 
the n1n .. tter in fLny \Va.y. The indig-nation :1rose 
from the people reading- the Ha.I/Mtnl reports of 
their proceediug·s, which were read, rend well read 
too, by the public outC!ide. ·It was entirely by 
reaclin)i those reports that the ill-feeling was 
engendered. He had read a very long· letter 
written by 1\Ir. George ::\IcCleverty, a seleetnr 
from Victoria, in which the writer characteri:;cd 
the in1 pounding clanRes passed n few day:-; ngo 
as the worst piece of class legislation he had 
ever Reen. 

The PRJDIIEJt : The same law has been in 
force in Victoria for the past twenty-two ~·ears. 

The Hox. Sm T. MciLWUAITH: And it 
was passe<l in ="' ew South \V ales only the other 
da.y. 
~r. GllOO:\I said that in Victoria the selector 

had a ri,;ht of action for trespass. 
The PHK111IER: So he has here. 
J\Ir. G UOO~I said that the selectors di<l not 

know that was the bw. If they did, it was very 
likely that that knowledge would tone down 
Yery much the feeling that now exist>''i ; but it 
was not generally known that selectors in the 
country di,tricts had the right of instituting an 
action for trespass. He repeated that he had not 
misrepresentc;.d the matter, and that the feeling 
in the country arose from the people reading the 
reports in Hansa1'd. 

'rhe Ho~. Sm T. J\IoiLWRAITH said the 
hon. gentleman quite misunderstood him. He 
(t:lir '1'. Mcilwraith) knew that it was from 
reading Hrrusru·d that the indignation which the 
hon. gentletnan said existed in the country arose; 
and he knew too that the feeling was a very mild 
one, and confined almost entirely to the districts 
around Toowoomba and Ipswich. It arose 
simply from selectors reading in Hcmsard the 
report;; of such speeches as those made by the 
member for Toowoomba, and the member for 
Ipswich, who talke<l about reciprocity in a case 
where it was perfectly impossible that it conic! 
exist, 

']'he PHE:VIIER said that every person whose 
property was tre,spassed upon had a. right of 
action for trespass. The hon. member for Too
wnmnba said that was not generally known. 
\Vel!, he (the Premier) believed that selectors 
h<.1d too nnwh good sen~e to bring· an action for 
trespass in the case of a beast or two occasionally 
treDpa.HHing on their selections. In New South 
\Vales the right of action for trespaiis had been 
taken a way except in the cotse of wilfnl tre,pass. 
'l'he Government did not propnse to do that ; they 
intender1 to leave the selectors all the rights they 
ha.d. But while they were de::;irous of encouraging 
selection, they could nut afford, for the sake of a. 
selector ol' t\vo, tn do anything tha,t \Vonld inter
fere with the revenue they expected to derive 
from the vast tmcts of country which wuuld be 
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occupied by l"'"toralists. The selectors, he was 
sm·e, did not desire that the general public 
should l1e bnrdened for their particular benefit. 
He believed tbe Committee were willing to gmnt 
Kuch conce~sionR as could be granted to the 
selector without doing injury to the public. As 
he understood the matter, the person for 
whose benefit the new clause was intended, 
or for whom it should be intenderl, was 
the small selector. He did not think it should 
he applied to grazing farmers. If a man had a 
lart;e mob of r;cttle he should look after them ; 
he 'had no right to turn them loose. It would 
not be right to allow him to let them loose and 
go where they pleased, simply because he had 
3,000 acres of htnd wmewhere. It was only the 
small selector who needed the protection 
proposed to be giYen; and he therefore 
thought the provision should be limited to agri· 
cultural farms. The Committee seeme<l to be 
getting ttdrift; and he woulcl suggest that they 
should move one amendment at a time, and 
dispose of that one before proceeding· to discuo" 
anothtr. The hon. member for Ipswich had 
prorJoserl to insert after the word ''stock" the 
words "'horses or cattle, not being entire horses 
or bulls." After that was dealt with, he (the 
Premier) would move that the words "of ttn 
agricultural fttrm" be inserted after the word 

selector." 
J\Ir. SALKEL D moved that the word "otock" 

be omitted, with the view of inserting the words 
'"horses or cattle, not being entire horses or 
bulk" 

)unemlment agreed to. 

The PHKHIER move<! that, after the word 
"selector" in the 3rd line of the clause, the 
following words be inserted-" of an agricultural 
farn1." 

Amendment agreed to. 

On the motion of the PilEJ\:IIER, the clanse 
was further amended by the im;ertinn of the fol
lowing after the word" trespas::;ing," on the 4th 
line of the clause-" on the land which is snlJject 
to the right of depa•3tnring or licmtses to occupy, 
and." 

Amendment agreed to. 

Mr. JORDAN said, in Yiew of the fact that 
the areas of agricultural farms would be small 
as con1pared vvith grazing area8, he would nwve 
that the distance within which the selectors' 
stock would be allowed to stray should be 
altered from "half-a-mile" t0 "a <JUarter of a 
mile." He hoped the hon. member for Ipswich 
woulcl accept that amendment. 

J\Ir. SALKELD said that a l]Uarter of a mile 
would be of no ll'e to the selector at all. He 
would be obliged to shepherd his Htock, and 
therefore the clause would be no protection to 
him. It would be better, he thought, to leave 
out the words "within a distance of half-a-mile 
from the boundaries of the selection," and 
insert "or where the selector shall run at the 
rate of one horse or two cattle to everv 10 acre-8 
comprised in the selection." That w<)nld meet 
the case in every way. 

Mr. ARCHER said that that wtts a most 
extraordinary an1e11rhnent, because it was gi dng 
selectors the right to graze wherever they likecl. 
vVhy should they make provision for a selector 
keeping nwre f3tock than a squa,tter had ever 
been able to do? He knew what p;ood land was, 
anrl when ho selected he took up the bec;t he 
could get ; but he could not possibly graze a 
]Jeast to every ;) acres. On "'me selections it 
would not be possible to clo it on 10 acres. \Vhy 
should a selcctm be allowo,] to run more cattle 
Lhan hi~ :-;election eonld po::;~ihly earr~r, and then 
be lllluwed tu run them where1·er he liked? The 

stock might run not only over his own selection, 
but also over the run of a neighbouring lessee. 
The thing was absurd. 

Mr. SALKELD sai<l he had no doul1t the 
hon. member did take up the best land he 
could get ; but it did not follow that a 
man might not gTaze one head of cattle to 
eYery 5 acres. As a matter of fact selectors 
did it. If the homestead selector, with a 1fi0-acre 
selection, could not run sixteen head of cattle on 
it, it was not much use to him. Hon. members 
opposite should not think tha,t they alone knew 
everything about grazing; hon. rnmnbers on 
the GoYernment side knew something about it 
too. He himself had some knowledge of the 
subject, and he knew what he w,cs speaking 
about. He knew that selectors in \V est JI/Ioreton, 
from the New South \Yales border to Too· 
'vomnba, grazed one head of cattle to every f) 
acres, anc!'sometimes more. \Vhathe contended 
was, that the vonil, jide selector ought to have 
protection, so that he should not he harassed 
in taking up a selection and running stock 
on it. If the hon. member for Blackall could 
frame any other amendment that would effect 
that object he was quite willing to adopt it. 

The PREMLER said that if the distance was 
left out, and the limitation of the numbers 
inserted, the pastoral tenant would be protected. 
It would make no difference to him whether 
it was half-a-mile, provided the selector had 
not too many stock. If there was enough 
grass on his own selection, it would make no 
difference what the distance was. \Vhat the 
hon. member desired was that the selector 
should l1e protected from lleing harassed. But 
the protection would not extend during the 
whole period of fifty years. '\hree years might 
be found to be enough. The destre was to protect 
him at the start, and not that it should be a 
continuous thing. He 'vould fmggest to the hon. 
member to lea\'e out the "'half-a-mile," and put 
in the lirnitation of HUJubers. 

::\Ir. JOIUlAX said he thong-ht that two head 
of cttttle wa,; too much for 10 acre,;. They were 
not dealing with la.nd that was fenced in ; other
wise, perhaps, it would not be too much. He 
understood that the hon. member was willing to 
alter his amendment to one horse and one head 
of cattle ; and that being so, he (Mr. Jordan) 
would withdmw his mnendment. 

Amendment, by lt':we, withdrawn. 
Mr. SALKELD moved that all the words 

after the word " within " be omitted, with 
the view of inserting the words " three years 
from the chcte of the selector's license, except 
in case of wilful trespass or unleRR the 
selector depastnres on his selection more horse~ 
or cattle than at the rate of one for eyery 10 
acres comprised in his selection." He thoug·ht 
that would meet every case, and would not be 
a hardship to anyone. 

Mr. STJ~VENS said that, if that amendment 
were accepted, the selector would have the right 
of running his stock all through the paddock of 
the pastoralles,ee. Almost all the good country 
now was fenced in, generally in large paddocks, 
entirely at the ex)>enHe of the pabtoral lessee. 
The fence which would keep the selector's cattle 
from straying all over the colony would be paid 
for and ke)Jt in proper order by the lessee. 
Not only that, bnt he would get the use of 
land which the lessee was actua.]]y paying 
for to the extent of nearly twice as much 
as he himself paifl the Government for. 
In addition to that, as he was not allowed 
to keep bulls, he was silll]lly induced to 
put on " lot of cattle awl m;e the sqnntter's 
bulb. :No r~asonahle rrutn would ask r:;uch a 
thing ar- that. The selector might take up a few 
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hundred c11ttle, ltl<"t prolHcbly fem:1le c>tttle, 
aml he law tolLl him to put them <tlll<mg.;t the 
:--:quatter\; ca.ttle, and get the nse of hi:-; ~tncl 
lmlb. He would ask the hon. member who 
pmpo~ecl the amendment, whether he thought 
that woulrl be f>tir? It wao ~tn utter >tbsurdity. 
There was a good dmtl in the cry "\Vhat is 
fair for one is fair for another,') Lut where 
was the fairness of that? He had not intended 
to S]Jeak on the question at all, but he consictered 
that as a pmctical mr>n he should be utterly 
wanting· in hi., duty if he <lid not point out that 
objection. There \Ya.s another thing. Sheep 
were not considered at all in the clause, so that 
a selector could take np a flock of sheep sufficient 
to fully stuck his selection, allll drive his r•:tttle 
off on to another man's conntry. That was 
what the clause provided for. He hoped the 
hon. member would consider those matters before 
pressing his mnen<.hnent. 

J\fr. MIDGLEY mid the member for Ipswich 
(Mr. Ralkeld) commenced by introducing what 
he considered a sensible and proper amendment 
to the Bill ; but the thing had been so altered
the life an<l soul had been so shaken out-that 
tbere waR nothing left worth contending for; and 
he die! not think the name of the hon. member 
would derive much benefit from being connected 
with the clause if it were carried in its present 
shape. The concession asked for at first was a 
snmll one, but the hun. member for Ipswich had 
been simply bamboozled by the grand exhibition 
of diplomacy the Committee had witnessed that 
afterno1n1. 

Mr. }3LACK asked whether it wa' intended 
to strike out the h:tlf-mile aml : uh,titute nuthi11g 
in its place? If tlmt were so, it seemed f[Uite a 
new princi]Jle to introduce into the Bill-the 
principle of giving grazing rights to He]ector.:; 
without rec•-iving payment for them. The GoY
ernnlent h:td given the le1":i::i8l' of a. rnn the option 
uf ::-.ecnring a grazing license for the rest_nned 
portkn, for which he wonld hase to pay7 

two-thinls of the orig·inal rent:~! ; and he 
should haYe been quite ]Jl'epared to .discuss 
the qne8tion of giving grazing rights to selec
tors under certain conclitimlR ; but it Hemued 
an extraordinary l>iece of injustice to ta,ke rent 
frmn the pa:·o~toral ~essee, tht"reby giving hiln the 
rig-ht to graze his Rtock ov-er a certain portion of 
his run, and then to allow the selector to come 
in and, without any payment, deprive the lessee 
of that for which he hlttl already paid. On the 
;:rounds of equity he rlid not see that the propo· 
sition could be maintained at all. If it was 
intended to give the selector a grazing right, let 
it be done in a fair way. If they were going to let 
the selector come in, and make use of the right for 
which the le<i'<ee had paid, snrely the Government 
ought to give cmnpensation! Frmn an equitable 
point of view, the lessee was entitled to some com
pensation if depl'iverl of a right which the Bill 
gave him in the first instance. He was astoni;;hed 
at the way in which the hon. member for Ipswich 
had allowed the very best feature in the new 
clause to be eliminated. If anyone in the 
country \vas deserving of a grazing right, it was 
the n1an who took up a gntzing area rather than 
the agricultuml selector. As a rule, where there 
was agricultural settlement the holdings were 
close together. There might be thirty, forty, or 
fifty of them in a group, and it woul<l be only 
those outside who vvonhl have any grazing rights 
at all. Those in the centre would get none unless 
their r:;tock were alhnrecl to g-o al()ng the rnain roach~ 
or acrms the selections of their neigh bonrs; and 
he knew from experience that agricultural selec
tors were much more likely to impannel than the 
Crown lesseer;; they very Neldmn showed any 
con:::;ideration for one another. Bnt take the 
case of the selectvr vf a gra~in;; area. He might 

be a man with 1.:)0 or 200 head of cattle ; and, 
being- crmu pml for roon1 in the Nettled tlh.;trictH, 
he might take np a large area of laud further 
out to a1luw for the natutal incren.He of 
his stock. t-ntil he fenced in hrs holding 
he would nut be able to get a lease
he could only get a license in the me~tntime
and (lnri11g that ti1ne, having to e--q.>end ti1ne, 
labour, and ea pi tal, he would very likely be 
oblig-e,] to let his cattle str:ty somewhat. '!'here
fore, the chief merit in the clause as proposed 
wa~ the univenml right it gave; for, if it were 
decidetl to gi \'e the right at all, it certainly 
should be made to a pp]:;· to the lessees of grazing 
areas to a ,·ery much greater extent than to the 
selectors of agricultural areaB. If, however, it 
was intended to do aw<w with the half-mile 
limit, and allow the selector's stock to stray 
anywhere over the di~:;trict without giving the 
Crown les::;ee, who vi·a.s paying for the gntzing 
right, the right tn ilnpound~that, he took it, 
would entirely alter the principle of the Bill. It 
was ct!l very well to talk about fair play between 
one and an,Jther. Such a proposition \vas not 
fair at all, for in the one case tha lessee was 
det,riverl of that for which he paid, and, in the 
(lther, the f:elector was given :t right for which 
he undoubtedly <lid not gi;-e any corresponding 
retnrn to the Gonrmnent. He did not think 
the l'\linister for Lands, \d1An he SJH >ke with so 
much enthu:-;iaHrn al1out the clause, ever con
templnted that it was going to be twisted and 
cli,;torted to such an extent. To pass the clause 
in its present ,;hape wonl<l be to inflict an 
injustice on the prttitoral lessee, a11<l to gi \·e a 
right to the 1'Plector for \vhich the GoYennnent 
receiv·ed no return. 

Mr. SALKJU,D said he wondered where the 
hon. HlCilll)cr for ~Iacka,y waf' when the COin
mittee were discnssing- the iibt clause of the Bill, 
which preventetl a selector impounding the stock 
of a pastoral tenant on unfenced land except in 
ca:-;e of wilful tre::;paBs. The hon. 1ne1nber now 
asked whether they intended to give the selector 
the riuht to "Taze over land for which the 
pastor~! tenm~t paid rent. He (l\Ir. Salkeld) 
denied that that was the meaning- of the clause. 
It <lid not gi \'e the selector the right to graze 
outside his own boundary, because the pastoral 
temtnt could drive the stock off, or rould 
ilnpound then1 in ca~oe of wilful trespnBS; and 
if there were more than one head of ca,ttle 
to every 10 acres he could iml>OUn<l whether 
there wtes wilful trespass or not. He failed 
to see where the injustice of the case 
came in, e'pccially as the right was only to 
exist for three ye>1rs. The pastoral tenr>nt had 
the right which was now asked on behalf of the 
selector ; if that could be called a right which 
was merely intended to prevent cases of lmnlship 
or inju,;tice which might other"ise occur. The 
clause would pluce both classes of tenants on the 
st~me footing, anrl it would enable a umui ;fide 
selector to take up land without having to shep
herd his stock for the first three years. 

Mr. BLACK said the hon. member need not 
be alarme<l about him. He had read clause 51, 
and understood all abovt it. The hon. member 
was one of those who thought that Ipswich or 
Toowoomlm W[IS the whole colony. 'l'hat was a 
great nlistake. 

::\Ir. }'OOT}~: Y on seem to think that I\Iackay 
is the whole colony. 

1\Ir. BLACK Hair! that when the IJl.st clause 
\Y~t:::; nnrlnr di . ...;ctmsion it wa.s perfectly well nnder
stood that the Relector, in consideration of getting 
<:1. rery long tennre-thirty ye<.tr;.; in a grazing 
area, and tift~v yea,r::; in an ngricn1tnral area
~honld do cel'bt,in thing:-:, one of which Wtt~ that 
he shonld teHce in his selection. That was 
afterwards ,;omewhat modified, by allowing, on 
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agricultural Helection . ..:;, other improvemenb:; to 
take the place of fenuinn· ; but in a, grazing area 
fencing \V:1'3 :-;till one of the :tb~olutt~ cunditionR 
to be fulfilled before the is"ne of the le<ese. The 
1ninirnun1 rent, ahio, in a ~Tazing area lutLl been 
considera.hly rt'dnced. J{e -..va~ not L1i~cu·~ .. ·ling 
the que"tiou frmn a Crown leti~ee'.-:; point of Yiew 
-he WtLS not a. Crown le::i!':lee. If it was wi~hod 
to give the .-;elector a gra:.dng right, let it be 
distinctly underRtood. lt could ml'ily be done, 
and he was quite prepared to accept it. ; hut it 
would be extrernely nufa:ir to give to another the 
right for which the Crown le"ee had Jn>id. 

The 1'RE1\1IER said the Committee had been 
Llil'3cnssing the question for three hotud, and it 
waH about tirue they c:tu1e to a dt'Cit->ion upon it. 
It wets not the most importtmt matter in the 
Bill. The question was a very simple one. By a 
}Jreviom; chtw~e a selector was not to be allowed 
to in1pound the stock of a neighhou1·ing pastoral 
lessee except in case of wilful trespaos; tmd the 
proposition of the hon. member for Ipswich \1 .1S 

that the selector should have a corresponding 
right for three years, provided tlmt he had no 
rnore ~tock on hi~ selection than it ''~ onld Ctrn.r. 
That waR all; :.tnd there ~uemed nothing grien,~tl'i 
or unfa,ir in the propm;ition. Xo nne ::;nppo~(~(l 
th>tt the pastoml tenant w<Lnted to impound, ant! 
the clause proposed th<et the right. to impound 
shonld not exi,;t for a certain time aml under 
certain conditions, exe"'l't in case of wilfnl 
trespa~:is. The case waH in a Krr1all cmnpw::;s, nnd 
surely three hours were enough to discu:.;::; it in. 

l\Ir. ~ELi:\0::\ "'id the whole clnuse was a 
perfect ,;ham. Hon. members :1ppeared to lmve 
for;otten altogether that the htnrl had to be 
surveyell before it \'{<:t~ selected, and, taking into 
conHideration that ~nrvey pl'eceded selection, he 
could not see that the clause had any application 
at all. It wa,; simply a pretence <lll the part of 
hon. 1nernberH O}Jpo:::~ite that they were going to 
do something for the selector. They lmd nearly 
work eel him out of the country altogether; he 
was hara,secl on every hand by the l>ill, and now 
they were trying to show that they were doing 
something for the voor selector. 

Mr. ARCHER said, although the hon. the 
Premier appeared to think the matter under 
discussion 'vas of snut1l 1nmnent, he thought it 
was one of considerable in1portance. The hon. 
s·entleman could not have taken notice of \\'hat 
was stated by the hon. member for Log'm (i\Ir. 
Stevens), who pointed out that a selector might 
stock hiR land with sheep and still put on a beast 
for every 10 acres, and run them on the adjoin
ing land. 

The PKKNlH~lt: That would Le trespassing. 

Mr. ARCHER: It might be if the parties 
were to go to law, but he was lmpvy to say he hatl 
never been drawn into law about fmch matters; 
and he believed that, if thPy lmd to go to law 
to define wlmt was wilful tre-pass, the cost 
would be more severe than if they impounded in 
the first place ; because, in addition to other 
expenses, they would have lawyers' fees to pay. 
As to the length of time the discussion had 
taken, it had arisen from the way the amend
ment was first received by the l\Iinister for Lands, 
and from the fttct that it had been mneudeel over 
and over again. If the Li-overnrnent wa,nted to 
save tirne, they rrln:-~t nw.ke up their rnind~ n .. s to 
what tlwy wanted, and state it clearly to the 
Committee. 

Mr. l>LACK said he would like to ask the 
PrPn1ier how he proposed to a.scertain ho\v n1any 
stock a selector had got on hi:-; Helection ~ .A:-;~u1n
ing- that a selector hac! tUO acres, he would he 
allowed to h:t\'8 ~ixty-fonr llc::td of c;tttle runnin.~ 
i,.lwt lar~e; _a1~d oUf'pO;::,iliz he, hd.d ninetj- he~td} h'JW 

were they g<1ing to arrive at the ntnul>or·~ \\~onld 
they cmupel hin1 to furnitih a return of his stock, 
ol' how was it to be aNcertctined 't 

The 1' 1 llOIIJ~ lt sa,id there were plenty of 
wnyH of finc~iug out how 1nany ht-:td of stnck a, 
man Jmd. lt mu:;t he borne in mind that this 
clause would only operate in the ca>'e of people 
who w'wted to fig·ht. l'eople who were friendly 
with their neigh buurs woulcl not be at all likely 
to take advantage uf it one wc1y or the other; but 
people who y,·anb-'cl to hara:-;:-; ancl annoy their 
neighl>mu·:;~litigion:-; people, in fact~wonld have 
the cbnse to guiele th,,m, and they would find 
that if the'' tried to evnde it they would render 
themRel ve,; liable to a great deal of truuble ttncl 
annoyance. 

The Ho:s-. Srrt T. l\[clL\VRAlTH :;aitl the 
clause, as it r:.:tood, provided for wht:tt wa.:; not 
intended either by the propofcer of the amend
rnent or by the GoYernnwnt. The uwver of the 
amemlment lmrl purposely left out sheep, but he 
did not do so for the purpose of enabling a 
"elector to stock hi,; lancl with sheep and allow 
his cattle to clepastme over the neighbouring 
country. He should be allowed only one hea<l 
of cattle f,n· every 10 :ccres of htud that wa:; 
ava,ilnble for depa.~turing C<-tttle. ...According to 
the cL::tnHe as it stood, a t:elector rnight have the 
whole of his selection stockB<l with sheep, and 
still havo the munlJm' of nttle allowecl--·dep:>s
tnl'ing on hitl neighl:)l)nr"s run--without bcinp; 
liable to have them impounded. He was s•~re 
the hem. gentleman would see that that was not 
what '' '" intemle<l. 

The ]YlUDrlER ,,tiel that perhaps the best way 
to meet tlw dit±icnltv would be to add words to 
uutke the prodt->ion ~1pply to land not :;o occupied 
as to Le nn:tntilable fot' del"Ftsturing horses and 
cattle. 1-I_e vropu:..:~·d to :Llll8Ild the allleHdrueut 
w that it would read in this way: "at the rate 
of one for every ten acre.s of the land comprised 
in the >'election which is not so occupied as to 
be unavailnble for depa~turing hor"ietJ or cattle." 

Mr. SALKELD : I am willing to adopt that. 

:Ylr. JESi:\OP Haid he would suggec>t that the 
words "or :;ix ,;heep" be inserted. Six sheep to 
one beast was about rt fair thing. 

l\Ir. KELSO:i'\ srtid he wished to know from 
the mover of the clauoe whdher he considered it 
waH a cnnces~ion to the selector ; becau~e, if he 
did, he (iiir. X elson) utterly repu,!iated it. He 
thought it was a conces,iun to the squatter. It 
woul~l not he! [J tho selector in nny possible 
way. On the other hand, the squatter would gain 
all the ad vantage. He had oeen cases tried 
free 1uently, and in all case' if the selector had 
wmebudy to back him he g·ot the best of it, and 
a! ways would. \Vhat adv:111tage the selector 
would get out of the clause he could not say. 
Hio land would Le Hurveyed before selection ; 
he knew whnt he had to ptty for it ; he 
knew where his Loumhries were, and he knew 
what his conditions were. It wa,s a mistake 
altogether to introduce it; and he 'vas going to 
vote against it, although he was the friend and 
representative of the selectors. 

Mr. \V HITE said the hon, member for 
~orthern Downs ,;aid that tl1e selector knew the 
bounclarie,; of bis selection, ant! the land was 
all ourveyed; hut his horses and cattle did not 
know them. Therefore he could not see the force 
of the hon. gentlmnan'H argun1ent. 

Mr. N.ELSO~ : You have got a bad breed. 
Mr. :i'\ORTOK: You ought to breed a more 

intellectual class. 
.. An1endrnent agreed to. 
Cbuse, as ameHtled, put and Jmsse<l. 
Claw<e 113-" Licen:;ed otu·veyoro'"-)"t"'ecl ar, 

priuled. 
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On clauoc 114, as follows :-
" 'l'lte Govcrnot· in Cmmcil may by proelamation 

rc:-5clnrl., either in whole or in part, any rt-'mrvation of 
any Crown lands as tmvn lands or snburban lands, or 
a~ re~crves for pnblic pnrpost""· 

"Prom the da.te of any snell rescinClingproelamation 
the un:tlienated tmYu htnds, anrl suburban lands. and 
reserved lands, respectisely affected thereby, shall be 
d~'1:'med country lands as if the original reservation had 
not been ma<lc. 

"If any lands have been sold as town lanrls Ull(ler 
any proelam;ttion so rcseinded, all reserves for \Vater 
within the township slmll be still reserved, and. the 
streets and roa<l:-; \vi thin the township shall be kept as 
roc:Mls, bnt may be closed and sold to the adjoining 
owners in like manner as other road~ m&.v be closed and 
sold." ~ 

:\Ir. PALMER sairl he noticed that the clause 
gave power to the Governor in Co,mcil to rescind 
n,nd reserve lands. He supposed thn,t referred to 
lands placed in the hands of trustees for public 
purposes, such as lands granted for schools of 
mts n,nd hospit,1ls. He understood that the 
clause gave the Governor in Council power to 
resdnd re~erves granted for public purpo~es, and 
he wished to know if the 2\linister for Lands was 
in n, position to state whether in the case of such 
reservations improvements would be taken into 
account. 

The PREMIER said he could not conceive a 
case happening where a resene of lands that were 
actually used would be rescinded. Of course 
they knew tha.t in Hon1e cases re::ierves were pro
visionally proclaimed, and it was afterwards 
found that they wP-re in the wrong places ; 
antl the clause provided power to rescind them. 
If the land reserved was actually used nobody 
would rescind it. The clause was like most of 
the clauses in that part of the Bill ; it had been 
in force for a good many years and had been 
found to work very well. Nobody would drE'am 
of rescinding a reserve upon which valuable 
improvements had been made. The Governor 
in Council would hardly rescind a reserve like 
that. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciL\VRAITH: Is the 
cbuKe in the Act of 1876? 

The PREJ\1IER : Yes. 
Clause passed as printed. 
Clauses 115 to 117, inclusive, passed a~ printed. 
On clause 118, as follows :-
"If any commis~ioner, land agent, or licensed surveyor, 

or any district surveyor, directly or indirectly acquires 
any interest in any lanrl declared oven for selection 
undcrthiRAct, in respect of which he acts as commissioner 
or land agent. or in the survey of which lands he has 
been or is concerned, he shall forfeit his oftlce or license 
as the case nuty lJc, and shall also forfeit the snm of 
one hundred pounds with full costs of suit, wllich mav 
be recovered by any person who may sue for the same 
in the Supreme Conrt or in the nearest district court." 

J\Ir. J\IIDGLEY said he thought the clause 
wa.s perhap:;; :1 little too sweeping in its exclusions, 
as he noticed that it excluded licensed surveyors. 
After the principle they had adopted in the Bill, 
surveying would be a very important profession 
in the colony, and a good many men would be 
engaged in it, and he could not see for the life of 
him why surveyors should be excluded. They 
would be employed chiefly by the Government, 
so that really they would be excluded from 
having any interest in the land they surveyed. 
He thought surveyors should not be excluded 
from the clause. 

The 1\'IINISTEH FOR LANDS said he 
thought it a very wise restriction to prevent 
surveyors from dealing for or obtaining land 
which they snrveyerl, and about which they 
would have a better knowledge than other people. 
He did not think they ought to be allowed to 
,,tep in and make nse of the knowleclgc they 
nhtain.ecl from their ordinary rlntiet<, to the 
exclnswu of other 1•eople. They would he able, 
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knowing the choicest spots they had surveyed, 
to put in an application before other people who 
had not their knowledge. 

Mr. MIDGLEY said they would only have a 
chance like anybody else. They were indivi· 
duals like other persons in the State, and they 
would only be able to obtain a selection of a 
certain kind in a certain district. He really 
thought the clause did an injustice to those men. 

The J\IINISTEH :FOR LANDS said the 
clause was silnila.r to one at present in exis
tence. There wa,; a similar clause dealing with 
men in that way in every Act which had been 
passed heretofore, and which had generally been 
recognised as a very desirable one. He believed 
it to be a very desirable one to insert in the Bill ; 
and he thought it well to exclude surveyors, as, 
from their dealings with the land, they had 
special opportunities for obtaining information 
about it. 

Mr. NELSOX said a man could not now 
acquire ttny right except to a very small portion 
of land in the colony, and that those people 
in particular should be debarred was a most 
illiberal measure. \Vhy should they not have 
the same rights as any body else? They could 
only get a very small quantity of land-m•t 
enough certainly to induce anybody to come to 
this colony. The Bill would never bring imtni· 
grants to the colony-they might depend upon 
that ; and the least they might do would be to 
allow the few people that were here to get the 
benefit of the laud, including surveyors. They 
were limited in the quantity they might take up : 
they could not take up more than !JGO acres, 
and surely that would not swamp the country. 

Clause passed as printed. 
Clauses 119 to 122, inclusive, passed as printed, 
On clause 123, as follows :-
" 'l'hc Governor in Council may from time to time by 

proclamation make regulations for all or any of the 
matters following, that is to say:-

1. Defining the survey fees which shall be payable 
in re!";pect or any holding applied tor, surveyed, 
or subclividecl. under this Act; 

2. Providing for the due carrying out of the pro .. 
vis.ions of this Act ; 

3. Defining the mode of doing and performing 
anything by this Act required to be done or 
performed ; 

4. Prescribing the form of leases, licenses, and other 
instruments, to be issued or used under or for 
the purposes of this Act : 

5. All other mat.tcrs and things that may be neces .. 
sary to give effect to this Act. 

"Sueh regulations, not being contrary to the pro~ 
visions of this Act, shall ha.ve the force ofl~LW. 

H A copy of ttll such regulations shall be laid before 
Pnrliament within fourteen days from tha proclamation 
thereof, if Parliament be then sitting, an!l if it be not 
then sitting,"within fourteen davs from the commence~ 
ment of the next session. ~ 

"Any person \Vho wilfully offends ngainst the provi .. 
sions of the regulations shall be liable, on summary 
conviction, to a penalty not exceeding five pounds. 

"And any person who offends against any such regula
tion relating to any public park or reserve, and after 
being warned by any rnnger or 1nLiliff of Crown lands, 
1mrk-keepcr, or police constable, shall not dewist from so 
ofl.'ending, may he thereupon apprehended by such 
ranger, bailiff, park-keeper, or con::;table, and taken 
before some justice of the peace, and shall be liable on 
conviction to forfeit and pay a penalty not exceeding 
ten pounds." 

The MINIS'l'ER FOR LANDS said he had 
an amendment to insert in the clause after suo
section 4. He proposed to insert the following 
subsection :-

"Authorising, forbidding, or re~ulating cntting of 
timber upon, or its removal from, Crown lands, or any 
hohling U1Hler Part Ill. of thiB Act." 
That, he thought, was a very JHlcessary restric• 
tion. 

Amendment agreed to, 
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The PREJ\IIEU moved that the word "is" be 
substituted for the word "be" in two places in 
the 3rd paragraph -namelv, ttfter the word:; 
"Parliarnent" and "it''-arld said that was the 
only instance in which that phraseology was used 
in the Bill. 

Amendment put and passed. 
The MINISTER FOH LANDS moved that 

the words "unless herein otherwi,;e provided" 
be inserted after the word "shall" in the 4th 
paragrapl1, 

Amendment agreed to; and clause, as n,mended, 
put and passed. 

The MINISTER FOR LAXDS sn,id there 
were some new clauses to be inserted n,t that stage 
of the Bill, dealing with regulations for cutting 
tilnber. Ptnver was given to the Cioverunr in 
Council to impose a royalty on timber cut n,nd 
removetl. In the 2nd clause power was given to 
the lessee to forbid the licensee from exercising 
his rights on his holding, not exceeding two Hquar;J 
miles in extent. That provision wtts the same 
as the present law; and the licensee had power 
to appeal to the commissioner. The other sections 
of the new clauses dealt with penalties to be 
imposed for the removal of timber without a 
license, and for obliterating brands placed on 
any timber by a Crown lands ranf:(er. It wn,s 
found necessary that there should be such 
penalties in order to control the reckless and 
unauthorised cutting of timber and for other pur
poses. The restrictimts imposed would probably 
be found to be effective; more so, at all event,;, 
than they had been in the ]oast. 'rhe penalties 
hitherto had been so small and insignificn,nt 
that they hall been hardly worth reg->trding, and 
consequently the law had been violated. He 
had known 1uen Lrought before a 1nagistra.te 
charged with violations of the Timber llegula
tinns, and after much difficulty verdicts had 
been obtained against them, and they had been 
fined a shilling, or some such sm11ll sum. The 
proposed penalties w,mld, he believed, have a 
deterrent effect, and for the future the law would 
be 1nore closely ob::;erved. He begged to Inove 
that the first of the new clauses stand ptcrt of the 
Bill. 

Clause, as follows, put:-
r.l'he regulations may nnthorise the issuing- of 

licenses to enter any Crmn1 lands or any holding 
under Part HI. of this ~\_et, and to cnt thereon nud 
take thercfrom any timber, or to rUg- for and remove any 
grayel, ~tone. briek-earth, shells, or other material. but 
not withjn two miles or any hea.d-st.ntion, unless with 
the con:o;cnt of 1 he le~see. 

'rhe regulations may imJlOSC a lieen.sc fee jn rcspef't 
of ~ny snch li<'ense, and may also impo~c a. royalty on 
any timber or other material ;";O eut or removed. 

1\Ir. PALMEl{ said he saw by the new clauses 
that there was a penalty imposed upon persons 
who cut and removed timl>er without a license. 
Could the Minister for Lands give the Cmn
mittee any idea what the regulations would 
be as regarded the size of the timber tlmt 
would be allowecl to be cut ? They knew 
that much of the better class of timber, such as 
pine and cedar, had been cut down and left to 
rot on the ground because it was of too smicll a 
girth to be of any use. 

The MIXISTER FOR LAXDS said of course 
the regulations would define the size of the timber 
that could be cnt. No one woultl be allowed 
to cut timber umler a certain girth or of less thn,n 
a certain diarneter ; but he was not in a po~ition 
to say exactly what the measurements would be. 
That would be determined hy those who hacl a 
knowledge of the >mbject. 

The Hoe\'. Sw T. 1\IuiL\VRAITH said it 
woultl save time if the hon. member would otate 
what differ·ence thct·e wao between the proposetl 
new clauses, and those dealing with the sulJject 1 

under the .Act of ltl7li. 

The MIYISTEit }'OR LANDS said clanse 
100, as printed, wn,s the clause of the JH'esent 
Act, mtd the real difference wtcs that heavier 
]>enalties were now J,roposed to be inserted in 
the Bill. 

The Hox. Sm T. 1\IciLWRAITH: The 
clause you have moved does not refer to that. 

The 1\IIXISTER FOR J~AKDS said he dicl 
not think there was any difference, with the 
excep_tion <)f the power to irupoRe a royalty on 
any tunber cut or rernoved. 

The PREMIER said in the old bw the appeal 
under the first part of the clause was from 
the commissioner to the (~ovarnment, tend the 
new clause provided that such matters should 
be determined by the comntiii'doner, with an 
n,ppen,l to the board. In the next part of the 
cbuse, under the old bw, there wn,s a power 
giYen to appeal to the commissioner or the 
nearest bench of nwgistratel-5 ; that was an alter
native appeal. It was proposed to omit the tcppeal 
to the bench. The 3rd part of the new clause 
'va~ (1uite new, although it had been in the regula
tions before; but it was doubtful whether the 
regulations could he enforced in that respect. 

The HoN. SJR T. 1\IdLWllAITH said they 
had had a gre::tt de<1l of di:··a:u~sinn a few night15 
ago in reference to the right of a holder of a lease 
to deal with the timber on the land, and the dause 
before the Committee gave the Government 
power to i~,sue licen~es to apply to all holdingti 
under Pn,rt Ill. of the Bill. Of course that part 
would constantly tend to be diminished in size 
hy the operation of the c\ct, because the lessee 
under Part IV. would take up the land. Uncler 
the Bill, so far as they had gone, the leHsee vYaH 

not 'dlowed to cut ti,uber, for they had only 
tnade provil-;ion for cutting the tin1ber down on 
leased lands for the purpose of impruving· the 
1:-tnrl sn fnr as the ~elector 'vas concerned. 
There was nu prm·ision mn,,le for the les.~ee cut
ting titnber for c<nnrnereial purposes. Then they 
had taken away the right of dealing with tlw.t pn,rt 
tlmt remained untler the pastoral lessees. They 
left the great bulk of the lmtd untouched. He 
hoped the Premier followed him. A:; soon as the 
bnd became selected no license tu cut timlJer 
cou](l be issued by the Unvcrrnnent, nor 'vu,:-; 
therb any provision made by which the lr.-,ee 
conld Ul':l8 the tin1ber for connncrcial purposes. 
He thought there onght tu Le ~mne vrovi::;ion 
made for that. 

The PRE~IIEH saicl the matter was left 
unclealt with under the Bill. He did not think 
there was any nece:-;~ity at present for de:-tling 
with timber on selections. As long as they 
reserved the right to the Crown of granting 
licenseR for cutting and :-;;elling tilnber, they re
tained their right over it. They had before pro
vided that timber should not be cut for sale 
without the permission of the commissioner. If 
the selector wished to sell timber for firewood, 
the corrnnis:-;iuner couhl give vcrn1i:-~sion to cnt 
it. Of courRe, when the n1atter becmne urgent, 
regulations could be made under that Bill defining 
the conditions under which the commissioner 
:-;hould giYe pern1is:-;;ion for cutting titnber to the 
le~-5see of a grazing fann. 

The Hox. Sm T. 1\IciLWTIAITH: linder 
what Act have the Government power to make 
tmch regnb,tionB? 

The PRE;';1IER said they hacl not the power 
to make reg-ulations there; but they \vonld hlLve 
power to issue genen1,l iw.;truetionB to the conl
Ini::;sioner not to grant licen"'eR excevt under 
such conditions as woulcl lJe prescriber!. In the 
meantitue they had three-fourths of the whole of 
the colony at pre"mt an1ilable, and that \nmlcl 
be sutfici"nt to provide all the timber that would 
be wanted. \Vhen the leosee of a gmzing farm 
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wantecl to cut and sell timber that was valuable, 
he would have to apply to the commissioner for 
perniiHHion, and the cornrni:Ssioner would decide, 
on the instructions that had been given him. 

The HoN. Sw T . .MciLWRAITH: under 
what clause? 

The PR:E::VIrEU: Under a new clause passed 
on the previous day forbidding the cutting of 
timber, except on permis,;ion given bv the com-
llli~:·doner. rrhe clause said :- .,. 

"The commis~imwr shall therefore inquire into tha 
matter, and may refuse permi~sion or Hwy grant it, upon 
such cowlition-; df any) as he thinl\s lit." 

\Vhen it became urgent the Government would 
]n·escribe what the conditions were to be. 

The HoN. Sm T. :MciL\\'RAITH said it was 
the recollection of that clause that c<tused him to 
make the remarks he had made. He took it 
that the new clause that followed clause 104 
made provision for giving the right to cnt ti1nber 
to the lessee for his own purpm;es, but it did not 
include the cutting of commercial timber. If 
there was any good commercial timber on the 
htnd, he did not think the Government would be 
authorised under the present clause to give the 
lessee the right to use it without it being specially 
specified in the Act. It seemed to him that 
provi~:;ion ought to be nw.de for giving that 
right. 

The PRE::Vfil~R said that such a case was not 
likely to ari,;e at preAent, but if it did the Govern
ment could deal with it. Under the new clause 
following clause 10-1, the con1rniHKioner rnight 
refuse pern1i~sion or grant it on condition~. It 
would perhat,s have been better to have put a 
provision for a royalty in that clau,;e. He was 
inclined to think the clause gave authority to 
impose a royalty. At all events he was obliged 
to the hon. gentleman for calling his attention to 
the matter, and he would see to it. Perhaps it 
might be done when the Bill was recommitted. 

The Hox. Sm T. MciLWRAITH said he 
thought some amendment should be maile in the 
new clause lOG, just referred to by the Premier, 
giving distinct po\ver to the com1nissioner or 
the board to grant licen~;es to lessees to cut 
timber under prescribod regulations. 

~ir. GlUl\IES said he would point out that it 
would be almost necessary to give the commis
sioner discretionary power in the Bill to grant 
permission to sell timLer. In the case of an 
agricultural farm on which there was a <1uantity 
of re<tlly good timber, the farmer might have no 
use for it, and, unle's he had permission to sell 
it, it wo'.lld have to be burnt. 

The PRE:\HER said the provision only 
applied to grazing farrns. 

Mr. J';"OltTOX said he would call the atten
tion of the ~Iinister for Lamls to a matter 
which he had overlooked. Under the present 
regulations, the man who was in the habit of 
cutting the best prtrt of the timber and leaving 
the rest only prtid the same as the man who 
merely wanted firewood and who gathered up the 
scraps and took them away. He thought they 
ought not to pay the same. Tlw man who had a 
firewood license ought to be charged a merely 
nominal stun. 

The 1\U:cfiSTER FOH LANDS said the 
right of imposing a royalty would enable them to 
regulate the charge. 

(luestion put and paHRed. 

The :VII)[ISTER :U'Oll LANDS moved that 
the following new clause be inserted :-

A le"'sec may make any reasonnblc objection to the 
excrci:::c of the powcri'i eouff'l'I'Ctl bv all\' ;.;nch lkcnsc in 
rcspcet of his hollling, and the right 'to excrei:m ~nc·h 
}lOWer:-: after an.v ohjcetion has been made ::;hall lJc 
dctennillcfl by the colmui::;::;ionet· ::;ulJjcl't to appeal to 
tlle lJoanl. 

A lessee may, by notice in writing to th:tt effect 
given to :t licensee, forbid him from exercising his rights 
as such licensee 'vi thin any area on his holding men
tioned in the notice. and not exceeding two square miles, 
for a vnrloll not exceeding' one month; and the licensee 
may within that period appeal to the commissioner, who 
shall hear an cl determine the matter, and may allow or 
disallow the forbiddance. 

'l'hc liecn~cc ~lutll lJe liable to a penalty not excecrl
ing twenty pounds it, after such notice nnd before the 
m<Ltter is determined, or in the event of the forbilldanee 
being allowell, he exercises the right of a licensee within 
the forbidden area. 

Question put and passed. 
The 1\H:NIST];R ]'OH, LANDS said he wonld 

move the insertion of the following new clause, 
giving power to impose penalties for breach of 
timber regulations of the Bill:-

Any person who cuts or removes any timber without 
a liecnsc. or in violation of any or the provisions o! the 
regulations, !:.ihall be liable, on conviction, to a penalty 
not exceeding twenty poun<ls and not less than five 
pounds ; anrl in atldition thereto such timber shall be 
forfeitetl, and he shall be distttut.lified to hold a timber 
license of an~T kind for such time (not exceeding twelve 
months as the Jlinister may direct. 

Any pcr8ou who, without authority !rom the com-
1nissioner, rcmoyes any timber which has been :;eized 
and brandccl by any Crown lands ranger or other 
authorised ver~on, shall be liable, on conviction, to a. 
penalty of not less than twi0P the value o!' such timber 
and not less than 1i ve pounds. Such value shall be 
taken to be the price \V hi eh would ordimtrily be lHLill for 
such timber at the phwe of seizure. 

Any person who wilfully obliterates a brand upon 
an~· timber \Vhieh has l)ecn seized by a Crown la.nds 
ranger or other authorised person shall be liable, on 
conviction, to a pemllty not exceeding twenty pounds 
and not less than five pounds. 

Any unlief'll~f~d. person who remove~ any stone, gravel, 
brick-earth, Rhclls. or other llHtterial from Crown lauds, 
or any hol1ling under rart III. o! this Act, shull be 
li:tblc, on conviction, to a pennlty not exceeding five 
pounds, a.nd shall be disqualified to hold a licentoie for 
such removal for such time (not exceeding twelve 
month:-!>) as the J.Iinister may direct. 

Mr. P AL~IER gaid he thought it was within 
the knowledge of the Minister for Lands-or, at 
all events, of the Premier, from the statement he 
made-that it was a fact that people had for 
years past, and, he supposed, at the present 
time, taken up lrLnds that were valuable for 
their timber, for no other purpose than for the 
]mq;ose of taking off that timber ; and that 
as 'oon as they had done with it they threw 
it up, after paying rent for twelve months
they seldom paid the second year's rent-des
troying the thuber, of course, almost indiscriini
nately, right through the land they took up, and 
rendering it usele:-;s for ahnost any 1nan cmning 
after them. Would the :Minister£ or Lands state if 
the remedy which he mentioned would have any 
effect in checking such waste as that? People 
were almost legally within their rights in taking 
up the land for twelve months and removing the 
timber, and then abandoning it. 

'rhe l\II)[ISTER I<'OR LANDS said the 
~elector would be restricted by the board, under 
the clause which was passed on the previous day. 
The selector would appeal to the commissioner for 
power to destroy or remove timber for other pur
poses than those for which he had permission, 
and in that way selectors who took up land for 
any purpose of that kind-to remove the timber 
and then abandon it-would be very effectually 
checked by such powers as they gave on the 
previons day. 

Mr. P ALMER said he would congratulate the 
:Minister for Lands if he was so successful in over
coming such a difficulty by those powers. 

Mr. KOUTON said there W<ts a provision in 
the clause which he thought was scarcely neces
sary. It was the provision which disCjtmli
fied nr person t1Jter con vic:tion fron1 holding a 
license for removing tillll.Jer or gravel. Tlmt 
was a provision which, he thought, was rather 
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unnecessary under the circumstances. Any per
sons who cut or removed any timber without a 
license, or who removed brick-earth or other mate
rial, were subject to very heavy penalties. In both 
cases they were subject to very heavy penalties, 
and was it desirable when those penalties were 
inflicted that they should still be disqualified 
from holding a license for twelve months ? He 
did not see the use of it, because they were 
already punished enough in the penalty which 
was imposecl, without being disqualified from 
holding a license. It might be an undesirable 
thing to impose that di"'tualification. He did 
not see its use, and he considered it was not a 
case that required disqualification. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS said he did 
not think the pen>tlty of £20 was very heavy for 
an aggravated case, when a tnan got £300 or 
£.)00 worth of timber off the l>tnd before it was 
>tscertained that he had done so. If they could 
shnt him out from holcling a license for twelve 
months it would he a very effectnal punishment. 
In some cases which came within his knowledge 
he was convinced that unless there was some 
power of the kind, not only to inftict a money 
penalty, but also to exclude a man from getting 
timber for a time, no effectual control would be 
obtained over the man, and now, practically, he 
was beyond control. 

Mr. NOR TON said that by the clause they 
woulrl not shut a man out from taking timber, 
but from taking it legally. If a man was in the 
habit of taking timber off the ground without 
anyone knowing it, he would do it a second 
time, having had the experience .. There was no 
man who learned how to do a thmg on the sly 
sooner than a man who had done it frequently. 

Mr. BEATTIE said the latter paragraph of 
the clause said-

" Any unlicensed person who removes any stone, 
gravel, or brick-earth, shell, or other material from 
Crown lands.'' 
Now, be did not know whether he was correct in 
saying tlmt the Local GoYernment Act, or the 
Divisional Boards ..-:-\_et, ga vc the pov .. ~er to th c~ 
diviRional boards to take gravel for general 
public purposes off Crown land; and also, he 
thought, they used to have the right of taking 
timber for the purpose of constructing culverts, 
and so forth. Now, under that clause, if it was 
carried, it would be necessary that divisional 
boa.rds should hold a license for that purpose. 
He thought that provision would be very hard 
on some of the country divisional b<mrds. 
He might be told that cli visional boards 
generally had reserves granted for the purpose of 
supplying gravel and other material for road
making purposes; but if a division had a twenty
five mile road, and the gravel pit or timber 
reserve were on the first five miles, it would be a 
very long distance to carry the material to the 
other end. He thought, therefore, that they 
might ~·ery fairly concede to local bodies t.he 
right of taking gravel and timber-under stnct 
regulations, of course-for road·n1aking purposes. 

The MI~ISTER :FOR LA~DS said the 
license fee in such a case would he merely 
nominal. It might be 2s. 6d. or 5s., or something 
of that sort. If they did not ol•lige divisional 
boards to take out licenses for things of that 
sort, they would never know whether men were 
cntting timber for divisional board~ or for s>ele. 

Mr. NORTOX: The license now is more than 
2s. Gel. 

The l\IIXISTER FOrt LANDS said it did 
not follow that it woulcl be the same as before. 
They might irn1>ose a royalty, which would be a 
fairer plan. 

:\Ir. DEATTIE said that a special lieen:;e 
olwuld lJ~ <;i ven to a local buanl. If the lkenbe 

cmne under the same category as the timber 
license, everv individual employed by the board 
would be compelled to have a separate license. 

Mr. XORTOX said he thought it wouhl have 
a very bad effect to impose a royalty on ordinary 
timber-g·etters. He could quite understand the 
reason for irnposing a. royalty in special case:-~, 
such as on cedar-getter; ; but if the system were 
'tclopted generally with regard to the ordinary 
timber it would have a depressing effect on the 
trade generallv. At present a timber-getter knew 
exactly how r;;uch he had tu pay in the year ; but 
if he had to pav '" royaltv, which would probably 
be at a fixed rate for a year, a fall in the market 
would seriously affect him. 

The Ho~. B. B. J'viORETOX sai<l that he 
should oppose any proposition to make it com
pul,nry on divisional hoards to take out. a 
separate license for each man employre<l m 
removing gravel or tin1ber frmn Crown landR. 

The MINISTli::H FOR LAXDS said he 
did not see what hardship it would he to the 
divisional boards to have to take out a license. 
'The fee would be a mere nominal sum. It 
was the only way by which they conld control 
the cutting of tirnber, becam.;e otherwit3e a,ny 
man might say he was cutting timber for a 
divisional board if he were not re<[uired to show 
his license. Even men who hml milway con
tracts were now required to take out licet;ses for 
cutting timber. ]'ormerly there was no control 
exercised over them at all. There was no 
oppressive tax proposed ; it was a mere trifte. 

Mr. ~OR TON said that for every pound the 
State gained from the railway contractors in the 
shape of license fees it lost two in the contract. 
He would point out that there was nothing in 
the clause to show that the license fees would be 
merely nominal, or even that they would be less 
than at present. 

1\Ir. G RIMES said that, even if the sum 
clmrged for each license were only nominal, it 
'vould not be a no1ninal sum in tl1e aggregate, 
considering the number of men employed by a 
divisional board in the com·se of the year. A 
1nan 1night be working for one board one week, 
and for another the next; and the number of 
men employed by a divisional board during the 
year would make the cost of the licenses '' very 
considerable sum. He thought it "·onld be suffi
cient if the board took out a license, and the men 
employed by the board lute! the written authority 
of the chairman of the bmtrd. 

Mr. RGCKLAND said he thought with the 
laet speaker that the production of an authority 
from the chairman of the board should exempt a 
man from taking out a license. It had always 
been understood that divisional boarcb could 
obtain gravel or timber from any Government 
lands, and it would be a great hardship if a 
license had to be taken ont for every man em
ployed by a divisional board. He thought that 
if divisional boards were exempted it would meet 
the case. 

Mr. KORTON said there was another matter 
to which he would call attention. The regu
lations were to apply to ''the issuing of licenses to 
enter any Crown lands." A great many roads 
were Crown lands within the n1eaning of the 
Bill and under the clause the divisional bmtrds 
1nigi1t have to pay IicenseH for removing material 
from roads within their care. 

Mr. BEATTIE saicl the difficnlty might be 
o·ot over by the Ci-overnment is:-mi11g special 
licenses to locn.l boUieR to eut tilnher according 
to the Ci-oYel'lllllent regnlation~. The chnirnutn 
of the boar<! could give instructions to the 
u;tnn·er to ha .. ve hi~ licem-_;e in reacline:-;s, Ho aB to 
vroJuce it when calletl Ulj by the Uuvel'll)Uent 
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inspector to do so ; the Government would then 
have a check on persons who had no license. 
Such a. r)rovision would be of gTeat ad vantage, 
and he hoped the JVlinister for Lands would 
include it in the Bill. 

The PREMIRH sairl he did not think local 
bodies should have the power to take anything 
they liked from Government land. Licenses 
should be granted, and it should he done under 
certain restl'ictions. It would he very convenient 
for them to apply to the commissioner for 
licemes-which, hnwe1•er, shoulrl be granted 
without fee. He thought it might safely be left 
to the Gol'ernment to do what was necessary. 

1\ ew clause put ,md passed. 
Clauses 124 to 126, inclusive, passed as printed. 
On clan se 127, as follows :-
"X o forfeiture ot anY lease nnder Parts IV. nnd Y. or 

this Act for any eansc 'other t.han non-pa~·mcnt of rent 
slmll he def~l:ny·d nutil after a notice in \Vriting has lJeen 
~erved on the lessee, either personally or by posting it 
addre~sed to him nt the holding-. 

''The notice shall svecify the nllegc<l caus:e of for
feiture, and shall call upon the lessee to show cau:-.:e 
against it nt the next ~itting of the 1ancl eonrt held 
aft<·r the expiration of thirty days from the service of 
the notice. 

I;.\_ copy of the notice shall be published in the 
Grr,::elh• anfl the nrarest lor•al newspaper three weeks at 
least before the sitting of the court at 'vhich cause is 
to he shown." 

::\Ir. NOHTOX asked why notice should not 
he given in the caRe of non-payuwnt of rent, as 
well a' in other cases '! 

The J\HNISTEl~ FOH LANDS replied that 
there was never any doubt as to whether the 
rent was paid or 1wt. If it was not paid within 
a certain time the lease was forfeited. 

J\Ir. ARCH.Eil said thirty days was too shurt 
a tin1e tn allo\v a man li vjng at a distance to 
come to Brisbane. 

The P RE;vn I~ R : The clause refers to the 
commissioner's court. 

Mr. NEL80N said the lessee was treated all 
through the Bill as a man under surveillance by 
a detectiYe, and now in almost the last clause he 
was pulled up again. He should not advise any
body to take up land under the Bill. 

The i\IINISTER l•'OR LAKDS said that 
in some cases thirty days might be too short a 
time-the weather mig·ht be bad, and a man 
might not be able to get to the court. Those 
instances would be rrtre, hut he thought it 
desirable to extend the time. He therefore 
moved that the word ''sixty" be substituted for 
the word "thirty." · 

Amelldment put and pa:<SBd. 

1\Ir. l'\ORTOK asked whether the newspaper 
referred to in the clause was the local newspaper 
nt'arest the selection, or that nearest the land 
court'! The selector was m me likely to see the 
notice if it was published in the paper nearest his 
selection. 

The 1IINISTI~R FOR LANDS replied that 
the notice was to be published in the paper 
nearest the htnd court. 

Mr. GRDH~S said it would be as well to give 
a little longer time than three weeks between the 
time of the notice appearing in the Uazette and 
the net>rest local newspaper and the sitting of 
the lan<l court. If notice w»,; posted to a man 
lw mig·ht not receive it, and very likely the 
fir>t notice he would h»ve of the intended for
feiture would be through the newspaper, when 
he would only have three weeks to put in an 
appearance. 

The }Ill\ISTER FOR LANDS movetl the 
substitution ot '· ~ix week8" for "three weelu/' in 
the :3rd par;lgmph of the chmsc. 

Amendment ngreed to. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciLWRAITH said he 
thought they had passed the previous part of the 
clause without due consideration. He referred to 
the part providing that no notice should be given 
where forfeitnre arose from non· payment of rent. 
The objection was quite valid that notice should 
be given in that case, as it was in other cttses, 
beyond the usual Uazctte notice. The Gazette 
notice merely intimated that the selection "may" 
be forfeited, whereas there were cases where the 
court would, unless cause to the contrary was 
shown, make the forfeiture absolute. If the 
tenant failed to pay his rent, it was not likely 
the Government would take action immediately 
-perhaps not for some months, or not till the 
end of the yea,r ; and notice ought to be given, 
otherwise than in the Gazette, that the Govern
ment really intended to take action to for
feit the selection. That was a ,matter of 
considerable importance, and he was sorry 
it had been passed over without due con
sideration, for it might lead to cases of h!trdship. 
Up to the present time, he believed, in t~caseof 
selectors, forfeiture !me! never resulted from non
payment of rent. Bnt the Government would 
have to be» good deal more strict under the leases 
i'sued under the Bill than with selectors under the 
existing Act. l•'rom the nature of the tenure he 
thought, therefore, that when the Bill was re· 
committed that clause ought to be reconsidered, 
so that notice slwuld be given in cases where 
the Government intended to take action for 
forfeiture. 

The PRE}1IEll said he did not see that notice 
in the Urrzette had hitherto been insufficient to warn 
people-who knew it perfectly well-what they 
would expo;;e themselves to if they did not ]Jay 
their rent ; and when they wttnted any time or 
consiclemtionthey had always been in the habit of 
cmning and asking for it. There \vas no reason 
to suppose that they would not do so in the 
futnl'e. It was well known that the rent of 
land was part of the annual revenue of the 
colony which had to come in without the issuing 
of notices. Imagine the expense of sending 
out notices to all the pastoral tenants and 
selectors ! An additional branch of the depart
ment would have to be formed for the purpose 
of sending out notices, and practically it would 
result in giving them an additionally extended 
time-as much longer as it took to get out the 
notices. 

Mr. l'\ORTOX said that Gazette notices were 
not always reliable. Only yesterday he called 
attention to a notice in the Gazette where the 
les~<ees of a rnn were declared to be defaulters to 
a large amount for rent ; and when that notice 
was is-ued the lessees had a letter in their ]Jos
session from the department stating that their 
application for a renewed lease had been 
approved. 

Clause, as amended, put and passed. 
Cl»use 128-" Forfeitures to be proclaimed by 

Governor''-passed a' printed. 
The PRRMil~R moved th»t the following 

new clause be inserted to follow clause 128 of 
the Bill:-

AH offences against this Act, or the regulations, may, 
unless otherwise provided, be proseeutC(l in ~L smrmu~1·y 
way before any two justices. 

Question pnt and rmssecl. 
On amended Schedule No. 1, as follows :
"That vortion of the colony of Queensland within the 

following bounda .. rif,.., :~Commencing on the boundary 
between the colonies of Queensland and :'\ew 8onth 
V\" ales at a post marked broad-arrow over ~svr over Q. 
over 2l<l at the soutll-weRt corner or Onepar run. and 
bounded thenee by the west anlt north boundaries of 
that run, hy the "west('rn boundaries of Bnlloo Lake 
:South. Bu1loo Lake,::\Inehcroo, }fnggera 'Yest, Parabinna 
South, and Parabinna rnns, east by the north honndary 
ot Parabir.na run, north bythewestbonndnryo! 1Vhipva 
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North run, east by the north boundary oi ::;mne, north 
by part of the west houndary or Sarra,valtha run, east 
by the northern boundaries of ~arrwwaltha. Xo(~eunlcla, 
and Bellara runs, north by part of the west houn(lary of 
Koolyadhu .North run, west by the sonth bonudary of 
:Mooroola run, north by the west boundaries of M ooroola 
and No..rth Gibbers runs, cast by part o! the north 
boundary or last-mentioned run, north by the west 
boundaries of Yincent and Dowling runs. east by the 
north bounflarics of Dmvling, Blond.in, and part oi Boom
filly runs, north by the west boundaries of .Timbuek and 
Adelong runs, east by the north boundaries or Adelong, 
Yea Yea, and Rose runs, north-westerly and. north by the 
south-western, south, west, and part of the north boun
daries of l\I~u·y rnn, north and east by the west and north 
boundaries of Oban run and 1mrt of the north boundary of 
rrobermory rnn, north by the west boundary of Cornn
~ilut run, 'vest, north, and east by part of the south. by 
the west, and by part of the north boundary of Karawla 
run, north by tl1e west boundaries of Count, 1\rhynot, 
and Russia runs, oast by part of the north boundary or 
Russia run, north by the west boundary oC\Ioscow run, 
west and north by the south a..nd part of the wes:t 
boundary of Pash}1 run, west and north by the south 
and west boundaries of Dervish run, cast hy the north 
boundaries of Dervish, Pasha, and Cracow runs, by part 
or the west nnd north boundaries o! }!aunt }1civer run, 
north by the west boundaries of Alaric, Tamboryne, 
Arnica, Victoria, and Adelaide runs, east by the north 
boundary of Adela.ide run, north by the west boundaries 
of 2\.Iineral and rrnra runs, east by the north bonnctary 
of 1'ara run, north and east bv the west and north 
boundaries of Cudmore run, sovuth, east, and north lJy 
lJart of the east, the north, and lJart of the we~t 
boundaries of Cudmore, }?lukes, and Coepit runs, by 
1mrt of the north boundary of Coepit run, northerly by the 
western boundaries of Gil1nore and Collabarra run:4.north
westerly by the north-eastern boundaries of ~trath· 
conan Xo. 7 and Strathconan :So. 3, north-easterly by the 
south-east boundnries of:r;mmett DowusX o.2 andEmmett 
Downs No. 1 runs, north and west by the east and north 
boundaries of l<~mmett Downs Xo. 1 run, north·wcsterly 
by the east and north-cast boundarif'.;;, of rrallundilly, 
'l'iehbourne, and Isis Downs JXo. 3 runs, north by the 
west bonndary of Wellbeek run, west, by part of the 
south boundary of Barnstaple run. west and north by 
south and west boundaries of St. Helena South and tst. 
Helena runs, west by the south boundaries of l\Iary 
Downs, Doue;hts Down~. and IIazlemere runs, north-east 
by the sonth-e~Lst boundary of :l\Ioselle run, north
westerly by the north-east boundaries of }loselle, Bun
daberina, Vralloon, Campsie No. 1, Campsie :Ko. 2, 
Campsie Xo. 3, Campsie Xo. 4, Campsie :Xo. 5, Cnmp:;;;ie 
~o. 6, and Bladensburg Xo. 10 rnns, north·easterly by 
the east and south-east boundarie~ of Bla<lensburg Xo. 
8, Vindex Xo. 3, Yindex No 5, Yindex Xo. 6, and Yindex 
No. 7 runs, northerly by the eastern boundaries of 
Viudex 1\~o. 7, Vindex Xo. 8, Yindex Ko. 9, Yindex Xo. 
11, 1Yatershed, Ma.nuka, Corm bus, and }Iarmion runs, 
east by the north boundary of Katandra No. 10 
and part or Katandra Ko. 11 runs, north by the 
west boundary of Stamfordham Xo. 2 run, e~Lst by 
the north boundary of Stamfordham Xo. 2 and l:Hanl
fordham runs, north and east by the west and north 
boundaries of Ingleounda rnn, north by the east 
boundaries of Redcliff So nth and Redcliff runs, east and 
north by the south and east boundaries of Redcliff 
Korth and Hughenden runs, east by the sonth boun
dary of Prairie Plains run, north-west by the north
east boundary of same, 110rth-east and north-\vest by 
the south-east and north-east boundaries of Glen dower 
run to the watershed separating the tribut::~.ries of 
l~linders river from those of rrhompson river; thence 
north·ensterly by that watershed to the western water
shed ot Burdekin river; thence northerly by the 
watershed separating Burdekin, Herbert, and Barron 
rivers from the waters 11mving to the Gulf of Carpen
taria to a point thirty miles in a direct line from the 
coast nenr Cairns; thence by a line varallel with nnd 
distant thirtv miles from the const to the one hundred 
and thirty-iighth meridian of ea~t longitude. the west 
boundary of the colony; thence by that boumlary 
north to the coast; thence by the eoast easterly, north
ensterly, and south-easterly to Point Danger at the 
southern bounclary of the colony; and them~e by the 
sonthPrn boundary 'vesterly to the point of commence
ment." 

The MINISTEH FOR LAl'\DS said hon. 
members would observe that the boundaries of 
the schedule had been consitlerably changed 
since they were first shown on the map ; sktrting 
now from a point on the X ew South vV ales 
border at the south-west corner of the Onepar 
Hun. It would take in a vet-y much htrger extent 
of country than Wfl"l comprised in the original 

scheclnle. So mnch objection was rai.,ecl by hon. 
members opposite to the exclusion of that part 
of the country in the south-western <li,tricts, that 
he now proposed to include it. His reason for 
excluding it in the first instance was because 
he thought it was undesirable to bring 
that portion of the colony under the opera
tion of the Bill at once ; because, being 
near New South \Vales, it would induce settle
ment to take place there instead of at the 
end of their main trunk railway lines, where 
there wa;; a large extent of country--quite as 
much as was likely to be used for some years to 
come. That had becm called a chilcli"h reason 
by the hon. the leader of the Opposition, but he 
(the Minister for Lands) maintained that it was 
a very good one. Although the land he referred 
to wns now included in the schedule, of course 
that did not necessitate the actual opening of 
it to settlement of that kind; so that if hon. 
members opposite were particularly desirous of 
seeing that part of the country included in the 
schedule there was nu objection to it. It would 
have the effect of somewhett increasing the 
rents, if that were a desirable thing, and alw 
of making the land available for settlement 
under the Bill whenever it was consiclered 
desirable to deal with it in that way. The 
extent of country that hatl been arlrled to the 
schedule was about one-thhd, or, at any rate, 
one-fourth of the original schedule, and a great 
deal of it was purely grazing country. There was 
very little agricultural land in it. It was also 
far removed frmn railway con11nunication, and 
w·as not likely to be used for grazing farms, upon 
the scale provided by the Bill, for some time to 
come-not until the railway was extended to 
within 80 or 100 miles of it - and there
fore it was a matter of very little importance 
whether it was inside or outside the schedule. In 
fact, the object in altering the schedule was 
rather to meet the wishes of hon. gentlemen 
opposite than from any practical benefit to be 
derived from it under the operation of the Bill. 

Mr. JJO~ALDSOX said he was not going to 
n1ove any amendment on the present occasion. 
He had had quite sufficient experience in the Com
mittee already to see that there was very little 
chance of amendments from that side being carried 
if the Government opposed them. But he could 
not allow the amended, or rather extendecl, 
schedule to pass without entering his protest 
against it. The schedule as first framed was in 
every way a fairer one than the amended one ; 
because it was made as far as possible to keep 
within a reasonable distance of the railways at 
present in existence; but the amended one 
went, he ventured to say, 700 miles away 
from railways, and would include country 
in which the lessees had not hnd the slightest 
chance up the present time of reimbursing them
se! ves the money that they had expended 
there. They had been excluded from the use 
of the markets of the colonies, because there 
had been no railway extension towards them 
either in thie; or the neighbouring colonies. 
They had been excluded from having sheep on 
their runs, which were therefore all cattle runs ; 
and he need hardly remind hon. members that 
cattle runs were not generally profitable. X early 
the whole of the south-western portiun of the 
proposed extension included stations that had 
been worked at great outl::ty, and, he ventured 
to say, not profitably. :b'rom the way the 
schedule wa~ first drawn, the intention of the 
Government appeared to him to be to include 
those runs that had been first taken up-runs 
upon which the present ]e,sees had hat! an oppor
tunity of being reimhnrsed the expenses they 
had incurred in developing them ; and he con
sidere<l that a very fair and wise provision. But to 
throw the runs he referred to open to settlement, 



Crown Lands Bill. [5 NovHrnER.] Crown Lands Bill. 1303 

which wonlrl prol1ahly follow in a short time, 
would pre'' Yery hardly upon the leaseholders. 
He was <tuite well aware that certain objections 
were raised on his side of the Committee to the 
schedule as originally propo,ed ; and he certainly 
thought that the occupants of the country he 
referred to hac! nothing to thank some hrm. 
members on that side for. One hrm. member in 
1Hll'ticular, who on severai occasions raised 
objections to the original Mchednle, was not no\V 
prrJsent, otherwisehe(,\[r. Donaldson) should have 
a few 1nore word" to Ray upon that queRtion. 
As he observed at the commencement of his 
renucrks, he had not the slightest intention of 
rrwving a,ny a1nendn1eut; he regretted very 
mnch that the exteJh;ion of the schedule had 
been 1nade, and he now 1nerely entered his pro
test against it. He trusted that the Minister for 
Land,; would-when the matter came before him 
for consideration as to whether settlement should 
take place in that district or not-at least hold 
his !mm! fnr some time, until the occupants 
of the cli,;trict had !me! some opportunity of 
being· reimL1usecl the expenses they lutd already 
incurred. 

The Hox. Sm T. J\IoiL\VRA1TH said the 
hon. the ~lini:;ter for Lands had cert>einly dis
tinguished himself lJy the very extraordimcry 
rea,son~ he had given, both in reg:ud to the 
origimcl schedule and to the amendment he had 
now 1noved in it. The hon. gentlen1an :-_;t~1ted 
that he lmd excluded from the opemtion of the 
Bill that pm·t of the colony which would natu
l·ally strike any person as one of those portions 
which ought cm·tainly to be within the schedule, 
and the reason he gaYe wa::; becatu;e he was 
afraid it would be :;ettlecl-<'ettled by a class of 
settlers that wonld be snitable, at all events, 
to the city of Bri:;lmne--that was, settlement 
from X ew South \V ales. K ow the hon. gentle
man said that, in deference to the wishes of 
hon. members on both sides of the Committee, he 
had included that part of the country in the 
HcheJnle, and the rea,~on he ga,ve for so doing 
was that it did not matter in the slightest degree 
whether it was included or not, as he did not 
intend to act upon it. The hon. gentleman 
1uight as 'vell ha.ve given the san1e reason for 
including the whole colony in the schedule; and 
it was a que,tion whether that would not have 
been better. However, that the new schedule 
was better than the origimtl one, there could 
be no <]uestion. It was decidedly more equit
able, in spite of what harl been said by the hrm. 
1nernber for \Varrego. He \Vould like to know 
how mnch land would be included in the scherlule, 
as now amended, and shown by the blne line. 
The Government had had plenty of time to 
calculate the area, and it was information the 
Comn1ittee onght to have. The hon. gentlmna-n 
was not sure about the ama inside the red line 
when they were discus::~ing the rnatter before, 
but perhaps he conld give the inforrnn,tion now, 
as to the total area within both the red and blue 
lines. 

The MINISTElt FOR LANDS said he had 
hac! the area within the amended schedule calcu
lated, but he had forgotten to bring the figul'es 
frmn hiB office, and wa8 therefore not in a posi
tion to :--;tate what the area waR. It wa:-; an 
omission on his part, as he harl intended to have 
brought the figures with him; hut he would be 
::tLle to supply the111 to-1nn1TO\V evening. 

The HoN. Sm T. MciLWEAITH said he 
hoped the hon. gentleman would snp]Jly 
the >tcre.tgP- contained in the schednle to
l1l(Jf!'O\V, beeam-lA he was very anxion~ to 
,}ee it, so that thAy co1tl1l l'e-di:-;cn:-;s clanse 
2,1. 1U~ rea,.Yon for doing so wn,,., that wl~t:n 
they discnsserl clansfl 24, which appnrtiom'd 
the :I,Jnmmt to be t'1kcn frnm the three df\S'8S of 

runs, it was pretty well understood thrtt there 
was tt majority of hrm. members who would be 
agreeable that the amount of one-half proposed 
to be taken from certain classes of runs should 
be reduce<t to one-third. The only reason given 
against it by the Government was, that one-third 
would not, in their opinion, supply the amount 
of land that was neces<'ary for selection ; but the 
very larg-ely increased area given in the amended 
schedule took away that ,,bj ection,and he was quite 
eure that if hrm. gentlemen considered the matter 
before the recommittal of the Bill they would 
see that it would be to the advantage of the 
Government, as well as to the advantage of the 
prPsent pastoral lessees, that the amount should 
be made les., than it was at the present time. 
He did not think he would be outside the amount 
when he said tlmt the area of land that would 
be operated upon would be about 160,000,000 
acres. Looking at it by the eye he did not think 
it could be less than that-probably more. One
half of that would virtually be given up to 
selection -80,000,000 acres. That was a very 
large an1on11t, and he was sure it was a great deal 
mol'e than was actually necessary for selection 
at the present time. It would be years before 
such an amount was .selected; and if they took 
no n1ore than a rerL:::onable arnount for a 
reasonable number of years, they would be 
doing· all that was necessary for the good of the 
State, and getting rent from the lessee for a larger 
portion of his run. At all events, he would ask 
the Government, when they recommitted the 
Bill, to recommit clause 24, so that they would 
have an opportunity of mcJVing any amendment 
upon it. It was clause 2G in the amended Bill, 
and he wished to amend subsection 8. He 
thought "one-third" ought to be substituted for 
"one-half." 

The PllE:~IIER said the hon. gentleman must 
not understand that the Government were going 
to give him any facilities for reducing· the area 
from one-half to one-third. Tlmt portion of the 
Bill was very C'rtrefnlly considered and decided 
upon before. He did not see that, because an 
addition was made to the schedule of country 
which was a long distance frotn railway cmn!Huni
cation, it wru::; any reason why a difference should 
be made in the more settled parts of the colony 
which were more accessible. It would be a very 
great mistake. He could not undertake that the 
Governrnent would agree to have that clause 
recommitted for reconsideration. It was very 
fully conf'idered before, and he did not think the 
extension of the schednle had anything to do with 
it. It lmd no relevancy to the question of what 
amount should be resumed from the runs in the 
more settled districts. During the discussion on 
that clause, arguments were brought forward 
vYhich conYinced him that it would be desirable to 
extend the schedule ; and the boumlary they had 
adopted was the most convenient one that could 
be found, as would be seen on reference to the 
maps. Any other boundary would have been 
extremely irregular. It would have nm through 
a great 1nany n1ns and across Whtercourses, and 
would have been a very inconvenient boundary 
indeed. They could not give the land nearer 
to railw~ty contnmni('ation in exchange for land 
which was very much more inaccessible for settle
ment. 

'l'he Hox. Sm T. M oiL WRAITH s~tid that 
if the hrm. member looked at the map behind 
him he would find that the portiun added was 
actuall v more accessible than half that included 
in the ;,ld one. He did not think it wa8 asking 
~t grE'at cunce~~;ion fron1 the Cioverntnent, that 
they shonld have an opportunity of submitting 
that clanse to the vote of the Ccnnmittee. 'fhe 
only objection that the hon. meml1er raised was 
that, h>' lil!litin>; the anwnnt that s]wnld be 
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taken from the pastomllessees under subsection 
(a) to one-third, about G,OOO,OOO acres-according 
to his own calculation-would be lost. They had 
added 20,000,000 acre' of equally accessible land, 
so that they had provided a greo,t deal more 
by the extension of the schedule than the hon. 
gentleman was afraid of losing by one-third being 
substituted for one-half. He did not think it 
was much of a concession, especially as they had 
had the discussion on the matter ; and it would 
not take the Committee more than ten minutes. 
Had it not been for the Committee getting 
fogged about an amendment of the hon. member 
for \Varrego, an amendment would h'we been 
carried that was proposed at the time-namely, 
that the amount in class (") should be reduced 
from one-half to one-third. 

The PREMIER said it was true that a portion 
of the land in the extension of the schedule was 
accessible, but only a very small area comparatively 
-not more than one-fourth. The question raised 
by the hon. member had been very definitely 
settled indeed. \Vith respect to the proposition 
then made by the hon. member for vVarrego, that 
was more reasonable, but it was scouted by mem
bers on the other side of the Committee. But to 
reduce the amount in the more accessible parts of 
the country from one-half to one-third would be 
a very serious blow to settlement, which the 
Government would never consent to. 

The Ho"'. Sm T. MciLWRAITH said he did 
not think it was understood by the country 
what the proposition of the hon. member for 
\V arrcgo wa~, that the Premier said was scouted 
by the 01Jposition. The Bill provided that class 
(a) were to have one-half, class (u) one-third, and 
class (c) one-fourth, resumed. 'l'he hem. member 
for \Varrego proposed that they should give np 
one-fourth in i:i ve years, and the other fourth in 
ten years. There was no wonder it was scouted, 
because they were there to protect the interests 
of all classes of the community, and were not goinil' 
to sacrifice the interests of one class of pastoral 
lessees to the interests of another. The hon. 
member for \Varrego, possibly, w11s doing right 
enough for his constituents in trying to keep 
clear of the Bill altogether. He was right 
enough in their interests ; but he was not doing 
right for the interests of those who were included 
in that red line. No wonder it was scouted. 
vVhat he complained of was the want of courtesy 
on the part of the Government if they refused 
the Opposition the rec[llest he had made-that an 
opportunity should be given to reconsider the 
matter when the Bill wa.s recommitted. The 
Bill had to be recommitted for the reconsidera
tion of certain clause,., and it wn,s a request he 
had never yet seen refused when reasonable 
grounds were shown why a certain clause should 
be included in the recommittal of the Bill. Then 
was no objection whatever to the clauses that 
the Government intended to recommit the Bill for, 
and if the hon. member was sure of a majority 
he might grant the request without any reluc
tn,nce. He wished to have the matter decided 
on the grounds that the only reason given by the 
Premier, for not assenting to the proposition he 
made before, was that it would take away a 
great deal from the amount of land avieilable. 
A great deal more land was now available, so that 
that ground was gone. 

Mr. Mc\VHAN~ELL said the hon. member for 
:i'IIulgrave had stated a very good case for the 
recommittal of the clause he had referred to, and 
he trusted the J\lini,;ter for Lands would agree 
to the proposal. \Vith regard to the amended 
schedule, he would like to get some information 
from the .Minister for Lancb with respect to 
some extensions he hn,d made in the boun
daries of the schedule to the west, in the 
Ccntml distl"ict. He understood when the 

discussion arose on the schedule, when the Bill 
was first introduced, that the J\linister for Lands 
would endeavour to straighten the line of boun
dary. The hem. gentleman had strnightene,] it 
in a certain rnanner in the Houthern vnrtion of 
the colony, but as he was not much acquainted 
with that part of the country he would not pass 
any remarks upon it. However, he obsen·ed 
that, instead of straightening the line in the 
vVestern and Central districts, it had been 
made rather more crooked than it was before. 
He would like to know the t·eason for 
the extension of the schedule boundary up 
the \V est Darr River. That made an 
angle in the centre of the colony. He would 
point out that further north the Minister for 
Lands had made a great omission. He had 
either overlooked it, or his attention had not 
been drawn to it. He referred to the portion 
of the Bnrke district around Hughenden. The 
hem. gentleman must be very well aware that 
the Northern Railway extended somewhere to 
within 100 miles of Hughenden. At all events, 
he knew that Cobb's coaches now ran from 
the terminus of the railway to Hughen<len 
within the twenty-four hours. Jt was to l>e 
hoped that there was much of that land, in 
the district near to which the Northern Hail
way must be completed within the next 
two years, suitable for close settlement, and 
yet there was none of it included in the 
schedule. .At the present moment the Northern 
Hailway was within 100 miles of Hughenden, 
and yet none of the land around there had 
been included in the schedule. He thought 
it would have been a much fairer pi:J.n to 
have extended the boundary of the schedule as 
they extended their railway,,. They might extend 
it, say, within 100 miles of the terminus of the 
railway, and thus the lands getting a direct 
benefit from railway communication would have 
the rents increase< I. 'That was a matter which 
should have received the attention of the Minister 
for Lands. 

The MINISTER JCOR LANDS said that, if 
the schedule had includeel the whole colony, it 
would not have satisfied every memh(;r. It was 
bound to have been objected to no matter what 
care was taken with it. If it went on one side 
of a run, it would displeasg somebody, and if it 
went on the other side it woltld displease some
body else. The point to which the hon. member 
for Gregory had directed his attention just now 
was the <leviation in the Central district. The 
reason for the deviation was that in the amended 
schedule the boundary line kept ontsi<le the 
boundaries of certain runs which the boundary 
of the original schedule cut through. As to 
the matter of Hughen,len, when the rail
way line got near enough to that place to 
induce settlement there, the schedule could 
be so extended as to include that country. He 
did not think the country there was of a kind 
to induce early settlement, and there were much 
more tempting possessions for people to go in for 
at present. The same objection applied to that 
district being included, as applied to the lands 
near the New South \Valeg border; it would be 
a very long time before it could come under the 
operation of the Bill. The hem. lGader of the 
Opposition said that, in consequence of the large 
extension of the schf'dule an'"'• there W3H not the 
sau1e neceR~ity for rmnnning so large a proportion 
of the runs as was proposed; but he held that 
the same reason would hold good if the schedule 
included the whole colony, Bince srnall grazing 
settlement could only ]Je carried on by the 
aF-iRiHtance of raihv;ty COll1illl1lliCntion. rrhey 
could not get people to go a,way dov .. 'n to the 
southern portion of the colony and take up 
gr,zing selections 200 or 300 miles from railway 
or water carriage. Ho had no doubt th~tt, if 
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settlement took place there before they had rail
\vay cnnnnunication extended there, the bu:::;inesA 
would go down the f)arlill,Q" to :Fort Bourke. He 
would mther see the land opened for settlement at 
the end of the rail way lines. So long as they harl 
ample land to meet the ref]uirements of settle
ment near to their rail way lim's there was no 
necessity to go do\vn to where the trade would go 
to K ew South \V ales. The whole of the land in 
the a;uemled schedule would not Le immediately 
available for settlement. · 

Mr. BLACK said he did not suppose there 
was much use in cliscussing the schedule. The 
Gr:vernment had decided upon what they were 
gomg to do, although he must s>1y the JYiinister 
for Lands had not given any sound rea,on for the 
action he wa• t>1king. On the initiation of the 
Bill _into the House, he had given them what he 
consHlered very sonnd reasons for not including 
the southern portion of the colony in the 
schedule, and now he said that he had included 
it in rleference to the expre,>sed wishP'< of the 
Opposition side of the House ; but he told 
~hem at the same time that, although he had 
mcluded that portion of the colony, he did not 
intend to open it up for settlement. A WPaker 
al'gtunent en1anating frorn a J\Iinh;ter of the 
Crown he did not suppose ha< I ever been heard 
in that House, or in any other. As the leader of 
the Opposition had sttid upon that occasion, 
he might just as well have included the 
whole of the colony in the schedule. He had 
told them that the reason why the southern 
portion of the colony was not going to he 
thrown open for occupation under grazing u,reas 
was on account of its distance from r:1oilway com
nlunication. That wa.s n. very larne argnn1ent 
to use also. He remembered that at the time 
when tbo \Varrego Railway Bill was going 
through the House, those southern lands, which 
'':ere now included in the schedule, were espe
Cially pointed out as being rnagnificent grazing 
lands, and as being, in fact, the land,; most 
specially adapted for the description of settlement 
the present Bill provided for. That was a very 
strong- argurnent used at that tirne ; anJ no\v 
the :Minister for Lands told them that the 
colony ran a terrible risk from settlement 
coming in from New South \V ales across the 
border ; and for that reason also the Govern
ment did not intend to open up the land. He 
111aintained that that waK a Yery weak argurnent 
indeed. The Government should bLVe included 
the whole of the lands of Queensland in the 
schedule; that would have been the fairest way. 
I<'or his own part he was quite prepared to 
accept the schedule a» it stood. There was one 
thing he was particularly glad of, and that was 
that the schedule had not been extended to the 
more northern portion of the colony. \Vhen he 
looked at the small portion included in the 
northern districts he thought it a very good 
thing. He looked forward to the time when a 
redistribution of the boumbries of Queenland 
would take place. 'rhat time he hoped and 
believed was not very f,n distant, and he was 
therefore very glad to think that as little as 
possible of the land,; in the northen1 portion of 
the colony were included in the schedule; hectmse 
he was firmly of opinion that that I,and Bill w>ts 
not a Bill which was going to encoura,ge f:iettle
ment. He thoug·ht it better, therefore, that in 
the northern portion of the colony the existing 
tenure should be as little disturbed as possible, 
until it was going to be replaced by a better 
tenure, which he did not think that Land Bill 
pro1·ided. 

Que.<tion-'I'hat the schednle as printed be the 
schedul0 of the Bill-put and neg·atived. 

On the motion of the MlNI8T1£R :FOR 
LANDS, the amended schedule was vut and 
passed. 

Schedules 2, 3, and 4, and the preamble, passed 
as printed. 

The ::viiXISTER FOE L,\XllS moved that 
the Ch:tirman leave the chair, and report the 
Bill to the House with amendments. 

The Ho~, Sm T. MclLWllAI'TH asked 
whether the Government would be prepared 
when the Dill W>1s recommitted to statewhowonld 
form the first board to be appointed under the 
Bill? 

The PRKi\IIER said the matter had been 
under the considemtion of the Uovornment; but 
they \vere not at pre.:;:.ent in a po:-:;ition to lHLUle 

the first board. Indeed, until it was quite clear 
in what shape the Bill would become htw and 
they knew what their duties were to be, it was very 
difficult to say who would be the board. The 
GoYernment h~>ped and anticipated that it woul<l 
become law Yery much in its present shape. He 
sincerely hope<! so, as he believed it was a Bill 
calculttted to be of great benefit to the colony. 
The Governn1ent, as he had said, \vere not able 
to gi\·e the names of the board, not having- cmne 
to any conclt~o;ion on the subject. 

Question put and passed. 
The House resumed; and the CHAIRMAX 

reported the Bill with amendments. 
The MINISTEll :FOR LANDS moved that 

the adoption of the repnrt stand an Order of the 
Day for to-1norrow. 

The PHEMIER said: Mr. Speaker,-Before 
that motion is carried it will be con vcnient 
to say what are the clttue,es the Government 
propoHe to recommit. I may also inform the 
Hon;;e that I have arranged to have a copy of 
the Bill, showing all the amendments made in it, 
circulated among hon. members to-morrow, and 
with it a clean reprint of the Bill in ordinary 
type. That will he done to-morrow mnrning 
unless the Uovernment Printing Office breaks 
down. The amendments the Government intend 
to propose on the recommittal of the Bill I will 
state now ; they are not nturwrous. In clause 3 
we propose to postpone the commencement of 
the Act from January to March. It is <[Uite 
clear that there will not be time before the end of 
December to make the necessary arrangements 
to bring the Act into operatiou. In clause 4 
it is intended to insert a definition of the 
term " land agent." After clause 15 we propose 
to insert a new clause giving to the board 
a general power to determine any qnestion 
that may be referred to them Ly the Governor 
in Council. An amendment will also be made 
in clause lG. As that clause at present stands, 
the board are bound tu do everything in open 
court. The parties may, however, prefer to 
leave it to the board to read their written state
ments and decide on them, and it is therefore 
proposed to make it optional for them to have 
the mntter dealt with either in that way or in 
oven court. In clause 3G, which deals with 
applic:1tions for forfeited run,;, we propose to 
insert a provision to the effect that if more than 
one application is made at the same time the 
right of priority is to Le determined by lot. Then 
after clause 40, which provides that laml must be 
surveyed before it is thrown open to selection, a 
new c!ttuse will he inserted dealing with land 
that have already been proclaimed open to selec
tion. \V e propose to provide, with respect to 
land that has already been thrown open to selec
tion, and can be divided without actual survey, 
and the position of the lots indicated on the map 
by reference to known boundaries or marker! 
points, that the provision requiring the land to be 
actually surveyed and marked on the ground Ly 
posts at the co"mers of the lots may be suspended, 
and that the land may he marked off on proper 
maps and then proclaimed. This power is to be 
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temporary only-for two years from the com
mencement of the Act. The effect of the 
mnendment will be to avoid the delny which 
wnnld othenvise ne::;e:-;...;arilv be incnrre<l in 
getting rt new :-;ta;ff of survey~1rs, a,nd it ·will not 
expose the country to any of the danger., that 
are apprehended from selection before surve"-· 
because it will only deu,l with hnd which lHts 
alrea.dy been proclai1ned open to ;-:;election. There 
is a. verbal anlCnchnent to be rnrMle in clan.-~e ;)3, 
pt1ragntph 3, which provilles that wherl'l ~l.. 111~1..11 
holLl~ two or rnore Relectious a.djnining he uoeU 
only enclose the whole area. ln the case of 
n1a.king ilnprnvernents, it is propose(! to provide 
that he need only mttke the improvements on 
!!l:nne pa.rt of the whole area.. There i.s an error 
in cla.nse 54, Hubsection 4, where "s1pwxe rnilel' 
is in~ertecl iu:-;tead of "acre." In clan~e 57, 
which deals with the exceptiom to the rnle that a 
trustee may not have a holding, we propose to 
include mnongst the exceptions tho trustee of a 
settlerneut n1:1.rle in consideration of nutrria.gc ; 
so that if a, w01nan has a selection it llHLY be 
settled on her if she marries. \Vith respect to 
the clause we inserted yhterrhy about the cmn
ruissioHer:s penuis~iou to cnt down thnber, it is 
propose<[ to amend that by sccying that the com
rni:-;1-iioner rnay grant penni~~ion :-5Ubject to the 
couditinnH itnposed by the regulatim1:.;. Tho~e are 
the only amendment,;. \V e have C>Lrefnlly con
sidered the different points as the Bill has 
progressed, anJ I think those are the only 
amenrlments recjuiretl. They will be circnhttec1 
to-morrow with the two copies of the Bill, as I 
lmve alrettdy stated. 

The Hox. Sm T. J\IuiLWRAITH: "With 
reference to the additional chtnse to follow clause 
40, it will be nece'"'""Y to exhibit a map to
morrow showing the whole of the lands that are 
open to selection, so that we 1nay know wha.t we 
are dealing with. There oug-ht to he a dozen 
nmp,; of that description in the Lands Office. 

Qnestion put and passed. 

ADJOURN;\IEXT. 

The PRE:'IIIER: As there will prohably be 
ii<lme time to spare after we have dealt with the 
amendments in the Land Bill to-morrow, we 
propose to proceed with the Estimates. 

The House adjourned at three minutes past 
10 o'clock. 

C1·own Lands Bill. 




