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LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL. 
Wednesday, 26 Nm·emiJm·, 1884. 

Conditional and IIomeitead Selections.-Xotire of 
llotion.-Jury .Bill--thh·d reading.-Crown Lands 
Bill-cormnittee. 

The PRESIDENT took the chair at 4 o'clock. 
CONDITIONAL AND H011ESTEAD 

SELECTIONS. 
ThePOSTMASTER-GENERAL(Hon. C. S. 

Mein) ~aid: Hon. gentlemen,-I have to lay 
upon the table a Return to an Order of this 
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House, mane on the 19th November current, on 
motion of the Hon. l\Ir. J<'orrest, with regard to 
homestead and conditional selections applied for 
since 1st July, 1884. It is rather a bulkv return, 
and will take some time to print. is it the 
desire of the Hnnse that it should be printed? 

HoNOURABLE lYlEMBERS: Ko. 

NOTICE OF MOTIOX 
The Ho:-~. vV. FORREST gave notice of 

motion for Thursday, 27th instant, to the effect 
that the Report, withaccompanyingplans, of Gov
ernment Parliamentary Buildings Committee 
as laid on the table on the 20th instant, be no1~ 
adopted. 

The HoN. vV. H. vVALSH said: Hon. gentle
men,-I must confess that I do not under"tand 
the way in which businesB is being conducted at 
this moment. I thought the Hon. Mr. Forrest 
was going to move some motion in connection 
with the papers that have been laid upon the 
table of the House by the hon. the Postmaster
General this afternoon, and now I find that hon. 
gentleman suggesting that another matter should 
be considered. I cannot understand at all the 
work that is going on, and I wish to get some 
explanation as to what the business before us 
really is ? 

The PRESIDENT: There is no business be
fore the House. 

The HoN. \V. H. vV ALSH: We are called 
upon to consider a certain resolution. 

The PRESIDENT: No. 

JURY BILL-THIRD READING. 
On the motion of the HoN. A. J. THYXNE, 

this Bill was read a third time, passed, and 
ordered to he returned to the Legislative 
Assembly with message in the usual form. 

CROWN LAKDS BILL-COMMITTEJ<::. 
Upon the Order of the Day being read for the 

further consideration of this Bill in committee 
the President left the chair, and the Rous~ 
went into Committee. 

Question-That clause G, as read, stand part 
of the Bill-put. 

The HoN. W. H. W ALSH said he really 
thought it would be much better for the re
presentative of the Government in that Chamber 
to sit in his place, instead of where he was at 
that moment. They had been for some few 
minutes delayed from proceeding with the 
business of the Committee owing to that hon. 
gentleman not being in his place ; and if he was 
not prepared to resume his seat and take up 
his proper position in that Chamber, he (Hon. 
Mr. W alsh) would move that the Chairman 
leave the chair and report no progress. If the 
Chairman would be kind enough to put that 
question, it would probably be the means of 
enabling them to proceed with business. 

The HoN. W. FORREST said that when the 
motion for the adjournment of the debate was 
moved last night he hesitated whether he would 
speak further on the question or not, and he was 
glad now that he did not do so, because he would 
now perhaps be able to speak more calmly than 
he could have done last night. The PuRtmaster
General, in the concluding portion of his remarks 
last night, said:-

""Under those circumstances, he sincerely trusted 
that hon. gentlemen would not deliberatelv.se~ them
selves against the decided opinion of a large inajority of 
the representative branch of the Legislature* especially 
in a matter in which they had a strong personRlinterest, 
and in view of the possibilities that might take place 
afterwards.'' 
There were improper motives imputed to hon. 
members in those words, together with a threat 
of what might be done in another place if they 

did not do what was wished by that Chamber. 
\Vhat were the facts of the case ~with regard to the 
strong personal interest of the large number who 
were likely to oppose the 6th clause? Of all the 
members in the House, and one or two who were 
al1sent, there were only a very small minority 
with the slightest interest under the Act of 1869; 
and he could see around him gentlemen who had 
had that interest for periods varying from eight to 
fourteen years, who either previously or now had 
very large and expensive improvements on their 
runs, not one of whom ever exercised the pre
emptive right. And if any members sitting in 
that Chamber had not exercised the right, but 
inter,ded to do so, he thought those members 
had sufficient sense of what was right and proper 
to do their duty to their country irrespective of 
personal interest. As he was one of those wilD 
spoke last night, >md showed his feelings in the 
matter, he wished to say most distinctly that he 
held no interest under the Act of 1869, directly 
or indirectly, so that it did not matter one stmw 
to him, from a personal point of view, whether 
the chuse passed or not. He thought it was 
beneath the dignity and honour of that Chamber 
to have threats or in!putations of improper 
motives levelled against them, and he hoped that 
the debate would be carried on without anything 
of the kind occurring again. 

The HoN. A. C. GREGORY said that last 
evening the.y discussed the general principles on 
which clause 6 should be either omitted or amended 
so far as to take away its objectionable provisions. 
He would, therefore, move an amendment that 
would have the effect of carrying out the views 
enunciated by those hon. gentlemen who spoke 
against the clause. He moved that all the words 
after the words "Pastoral Leases Act of 1869," 
be omitted, with a view of inserting the words 
"where the lease has been acquired after the 
pa.sing of this Act." The clause would th~n 
read thus:-

"It shall not be lawful for the Governor in Council to 
sell any portion of a run to a pastoral tenant under the 
provh:dons of the 5-:bth section of the Pastoral Leases Act 
o! 1869. where the lease has been acquired after the 
passing of this Act." 
The effect of the amendment would be that in 
no new lease would there be the right of pre
emption. At the same time, the clause would 
not interfere with the right of any tenant to pre
empt under existing leases, which he and 
several other hon. members held to be part of the 
existing contract. It was not necessary to 
make a long speech in explanation, because the 
amendment was perfectly clear and open in its 
character. 

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL said that 
when the hon. gentleman rose he thought he was 
pro ha bly going to de bate the suggestion contained 
in one of the evening papers-that they would 
accept the situation so far as the abuses of the 
present law were recognised, and amend the 
clause by providing that pre-emptive privileges 
should not he exercised unless specified improve
ments to the value of £1,280 had been spent on 
the proposed pre-emption; in other words, that 
the amendment would embrace the character of 
improvements clearly contemplated by the 
54th section of the Pastoral Leases Act of 1869. 
At the risk of repeating himself a little, seeing 
that there were still some hon. members, who 
were anxious to do justice between the State 
and the pastoral lessee, under a mi~apprehension 
on the subject, he would point out the real 
position. 1I nder the Act of 1869 the Governor 
in Council was authorised to sell a selection of 
2,1560 acres to the pastoral lessee in order that 
the lessee might secure the permanent improve
ments which he had erected on his run. The 
abuse that had crept in had been that of late 
years ; partict1lar!y during the last three or four 
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yeftrs, pre-emptions almo~t innmnet·ttlJ]e were 
allowed where there hat! not been en•u an 
!tpproach to the emction of ft pernmuent hn
provement on the selection. He believed a large 
number of hon. member. would like to g'ive tlw 
pw:;toral tenant as n1uch pri vitt";.{e a,t-; il0.5.sdhh~ 
con;,iehnt with the i11t<mtinn of the J,("~·i"lature 
in 1869; and tho,;e gentlemen wmild lmve 
some reason in adopting the l>!Hf;g'P~tio~l ~ ,f 
the ObseP1't·r, and striking- ont paragraphs(") and 
(d) of the chmse. He diet not approve of that 
~uggestion, but thP-re would be sonw rpa:-;:m 
in adopting it, because then the t•lan,e wonltl 
provide that in no ca;;e would either the prt•,.ent 
or any future Governnwnt be at liberty to "ell or 
grant any pre-mnption to a ]la~tnrallf.,~%~t."*' 1111le%,<i 
he had fulfilled the enmlition intended tu 
precede the exercise of the powP.rs conferred 
<m the Governor in Council hy the Mtb 
section of the Act of lKtJ\1. But there wgs 
no reason in the proposition of the Hon. ::\lr. 
Hregory. He belien'tl they were agre~d that in 
future no contract Hhouid be enteretl into 
between the Cro\\·n and the paHtoral le""'" 
enabling the leH8ee to h:-tve a pre-mnptive right, 
having in view the Rub,eqnent ]Jl'tiViHionH to the 
etfeet that when improvements were taken out 
of the po:;se.Bsion of the tenant he Hhoult! 
be paid for them. He SUPI""ed, howewr, tlmt 
discu:.sion would be idle ; he was :l!tti<fied th:tt 
nothing he could say, even thoug-h he :tcldncet! 
arguments thttt were nbst)lutely incontrovertible, 
would alter a Hingl~ opinion. ·very unxion~ 
deliberations had taken plaee outside, and he 
supposed a detm·min!ttion had ]Jeen arrived at as 
to the fate uf the clanS+'. Persnnall:v, he was 
anxious to hear the resnlt, anrl he hoped the 
Conuuittee would con1e to a divhdon a~ ~oon a:-; 
possible. 

The Ho:>. ·w. I•'ORHEST said it was not hi>< 
intention to have spoken on the matter again. 
but he could not allow the h"t speech of the Post
tnaster-(}p;nerttl to go to the country uncontra
dicted. It h!td given him a cnnHiderahle anwunt 
of tronble to read up the deh<tteo that took pla"''~ 
when the Act of 1860 was before the Legisbtnre. 
He could not get out of J[a;wt.,.,[ what he really 
wanted, for the simple .reason that when the 
Howie went into committee hon. member,; were 
not reported in those days; consequently, he had 
to refer to the Courier of thc,t date; and he 
could assure hon. me m hers that so far from it 
being the intention of the L<"g'i>~lature to insist 
that valuable improvements should b" put upon 
the part to be selected, it was distinctly stated 
that the clause was inserted for the pm·pnse 
of giving better security ~n cttvitalists. That 
WftS the object of the cl!tuse; and if the Post
mttster-General, or anybody else, challenged hi,; 
.tatement he could produce the reports of the 
discussions on the clause, as he had many places 
marked. J:\.fr. Btephens, in spextkin;; on ft pro
posal to reduce the amount of improvements 
from 10s. to 7s. 6d., said he would resist the 
proposition, because the lessee,; had sufficient 
privileg!;s already, and could select their pre
emptions without any conditions or restrictions 
whatever, and could pick the eye• ont of the 
country. The Government introduc<Jd the clmme 
because they wanted money. The primary in ten
was to induce capitalists to come here ; and the 
country was in such a plight that the.y had to 
hold out what they imagined were very libeml 
inducements, but which many members in those 
days did not regard as liberal. But the h<m. the 
Postmaster-General distinctlv stated thftt the 
framers of the Act of 1869 "contemplated that 
every proposed pre-emption would be improved to 
the value of £1,280. He (:\fr. Forre.\lt) uistinctlv 
asserted that nothing of the kind was conteni:
plated, and that a perusal of the debates on the 
1869 Act would prove this. The as~umpth1n 

that the Act of 1869 contemplttted improve
ments to the value of £1,280 on 2,560 acres 
before the les,;ee couhl]Jre-empt the latter, was 
most unrc·.asonable, as anyone who had informed 
himself of the "tate of affairs then exL,ting 
would eusily understand. \Vhy, even now, 
\dth all their advmtcement, each run uf which 
a ~tat ion \Yas conlpoBed '' n:-~. not hnproved to 
that extent, and it only requirc'<l •1 moment's 
considemt.ion to show the absurdity uf the whole 
contention. 

The PO:'iT::\L\NTEH-G E:'\EHAL said the 
hon. gentleman\; aqruruent auwunted to this : 
That the wort!s ''for the purpose of securing 
pernw.nent ilnprovenlP.nt¥., '~ in the 54th R0ction 
of the Act of 18GH, hat l no m*'aning, and that 
it Wfts the intention of the .. Le.gishture that 
they slwulrl han' none. He (the Postmc'"ter
General) <lit! not believe it. Xo mftn of 
common seHse would helitwe that the Legis
lature intemled that those words should 
have no Hi~·nitiemwe attached to them. He 
knew :-;om~.thing- about the adnlinistration 
of the Act a few year• after it wa., passed, 
ant1, ~peaking trom his per~onal knowled.~e, 
he eoul<l ;:cw that whenever an application 
was mat!e f<;r ft pre·<>lll]Jtion the }linist!'r for 
L:mdH in,dsted that there sh.mld he evidence of 
the charaeter and value of the improvements 
tht> npplicant wi,;hed to secure. He ru'ked, 
"\Yhat improvement" do you wi:;h to secure? 
\Ylwre are they "ituated, and what is the value 
of them~" 

The HoN. ,J. TAYLOR: Xo. 
The POST::\L\ST.Ell-GENEHAL s•1id tho"e 

que,tions were put, !tnd the Hon. :Mr. Gregory 
could bear him out on that puint. 

The Ho!~. G. KIXG said, notwithstanding 
all that had b··•en said nbout the i!4th clause of 
the Act of lf.\G\J, he stillm!tintained th!tt it con
fprred no leg-alright of pre-emption. Thc 55th 
clause of that Act-gave the Governor in Council 
power tu resume the wlwle of a run. If that 
JlOWer were exercised what would become of 
the pre-emptive right? lt would he gone. 
Coultl thttt then be. a right which could be 
annihilated hv the llCtion of one p!trty? 
He held that it could not. Bv the i\.!th clause a 
per1ni~~•i ve power only "~a:-i gra~nt(~d to the Uover~ 
nor in Council, a111l it struck hhu that it was 
altogether " fallacy to attem]'t to elucidate the 
meaning of an Act of Parliament, by quoting the 
speeches made hy statesmen and politicians 
during the course of its progres$ through Parlia
ment. They could not construe n statute by 
Hnch evidence. They knew very well that such 
evidence went for nothing; that, in fact, speeches 
were made to carry out indi l'idual ideas. It was 
only wlwn a Bill· came out fully fledged as an 
Act of Parliament that it waH the emanation of 
the will of Parliament, and by the words it con
tained it must be construed, and they were bound 
to abide by them. If, on one important occasion, 
he (Hon. G. King) had allowed himHelf to be 
g·uided by Hansard, and the,;peeches then made, 
he might hM·e done a gross injustice. HansaPd 
must go, and facts must he ascertftined in a dif
ferent manner. He thonl;·ht that, in the Act of 
1Hlm, the clause which they were now considering 
was framed in a spirit of fairness and justice tu 
the country. The waste lands of the colony 
'\Vere given on long leaz-<(~S at a very low rent 
because there was no tenure, but the l!tnd could 
be re,mmetl at six month:;' notice. It Wfts per
fectly right under the circnm>tances, that the 
Governor in Council shoulrl retain that power 
of resumption. There was no compensation 
on resumption, except for improvements, and 
that was in a certftin way. :Fencing was only 
valued at a fourteen yeftrs' life. Then there WftS 
a permissive powe1· given to the Governor in 
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Council that he might allow lessees who had 
made very valuable improvements on their runs, 
which it would not be worth while of the country 
to pay for, as for instance an expensive house, the 
right to purchase the land to secure the improve
ments. He was not taking a political view 
of the que~tion, nor was he dh<cussing it from a 
personal point of view, although he had pre
emptive rights which he could exercise if he 
chose; and he could not understand how anyone 
could arrive at any other construction of the 
54th clause than the one he had gi ,-en. If a 
gentleman came forward and said, " I want to 
purchase 2,560 acres," it would be the duty of 
the Government and J<Jxecuti ve Council to ask, 
""\Vhere are your improvements?" and, if there 
were none, to disallow the purchase. If, on the 
other hand, a person came forward and said, ''I 
want to select 2,560 acres ; I have made the 
improvements required by law," the Governor in 
Council, who was the trustee for the country, 
should refuse tbe application if he thought 
that the selection bad been so made that 
by granting it he would be deteriorating the 
rest of the public estate. That was, no doubt, 
the intention of the Legislature. Everyone, 
however, viewed the matter from his own stand
point, and he might be mistaken in the interpre
tation of the Act. But be that as it may, 
nothing that was said by any gentleman 
at the time it was pas•ed could in any 
way alter the conRtruction of the Act. 
As regarded the 6th clause of the Bill 
before the Committee, it struck him that it 
was a fair compromise. In his opinion the 
legal right did not exist, and he thought 
adequate consideration was given to the pas
toral tenants in that Bill. They were 
offered for a six months' tenure a fifteen 
years' tenure at a somewhat higher rental, on 
condition that they gave up a portion o£ their 
runs. That, he thought, was a very fair and 
equitable proposal. He could not agree with the 
Hon. J\Ir. Gregory's amendment, because he held 
that they should retain the words " except for 
the purpose of securing permanent improvements 
actually made on the portion so sold"; but he 
would be disposed to amend subsection (d) by 
fixing the time within which a lessee should 
make his application to purchase at " two 
years" instead of "six months." He would 
be very sorry indeed to see any alteration 
made in the Bill which would cause it to 
be thrown out. He had noticed that, in 
New South "\Vale•, every new Dill was framed in 
a more democratic spirit than its predecessor ; 
and it was quite po!hsible, if the measure before 
the Committee was thrown out and they had 
another Parliament, that squatters might be 
offered very much worse terms than they were 
offered in that Bill. He could see the spirit of 
the age and would like to go with it ; and 
therefore he would not like to se'' the Bill re
jected. They should not put up their backs and 
say they would not have that, but should give 
due consideration to the state of things around 
them. If they did not come to some fair con
clusion on the matter they might regret it after
wards. 

The HoN. J. TAYLOR said he had no idea 
that the hon. gentleman who had just sat down 
was so timid as he appeared to be until he heard 
his lal!t speech. He little thought the hon. 
member would be afraid of anything in that 
matter. He (Hon. Mr. Taylor) was not afraid 
of another Bill being introduced that would do 
more injury to them than that measure, and he 
thought it was a shameful thing to hold out 
a threat to that Chamber, that if they did not 
palls anything sent up to them they would have 
something worse. That was a child's argument. 

The HoN. G. KING: It is a very good argu· 
ment. 

The HoN. J. TA YLO.R said he would give 
his opinion of the Act of 1869, as he was one of 
the gentlemen who assisted in fra.ming it. The 
circumstances were very differ<mt to what the Post
master-General ~aid they were. At that time the 
Treasury wtts empty, ai1d the object of the Gov
ernment-which wa~ headed by Mr. now Sir 
Charle." Lilley, and which was composed of Mr. 
T. B. Stephens, :tl<Ir. Arthur Hodgson, and him
self, and he thought another gentleman-was to 
get money ancl fill the Treasury as soon ~· pow
sible. They could not actually pay their way 
then. The Hon. Mr. Mein had stated that he 
knew 1\Ir. Stephens, but he did not think the 
hon. gentleman knew him a~ well as he (Hon
Mr. Taylor} did. He knew the gentleman be
fore he entered Parliament, and afterwards he 
knew that his views regarding pre-emptive 
rights were very different to what was stated by 
the Postmaster-General. Mr. Stephens was the 
gentleman who proposed that all outside 
squatters should have the privilege of taking 
up 2,560 acres of land on their runs, and he 
said nnthing whatever about improvements. 
The proposal was that he should have the right 
to ]Jre-empt 2,560 acres, at 10s. per acre, upon 
every block of twenty-five RCJUare miles; and 
there was nothing- whatever about improvements 
spoken of. Although it only had the desired 
effect in a small measure, the intention was to 
increase the funds in the Treasury. There was 
nothing said in the Cabinet about improvements, 
nor did he believe it was ever intended to mention 
improvemcmts-the intention simply being to in
duce people to buy the land and pay t~e money as 
soon as possible. The amendment whiCh the Hon. 
:i\Ir. Gregory had brought forward was one which he 
thought of some time ago, as the best thing to 
snggest-that all leases already granted should not 
be interfered with so far as the pre-emptive right 
was concerned, but that all leases granted in future 
should not have that privilege. It was only right 
and fair that such should be the case. .A great many 
of those properties were pnrchaMed by outside 
capitali~ts who no doubt looked upon the pre
emptive right as a great privilege, and one which 
they mio-ht avail themselves of to protect them
selves h~reafter. He did not, therefore, think it 
would be fair to deprive the present occupiers of 
that right. Perhaps he (the Hon. ::\1r. Taylor} had 
not any of the very valuable improvements upon 
his properties that the Hon. Mr. King had, but he 
would ask how could it possibly be thought that a 
man would put £1,280 worth of improvements 
upon a block of country of 16,000 acres ? Did 
anyone tell him either that it was intended that 
the pastoral lessee might only take up one selec
tion? It was intended that he should ·be able to 
take up that amount of land upon every block he 
held of twenty-five square miles. Dead men 
could not give evidence, but if Mr. Stephens 
were here now he would confirm what he 
(Hon. ~fr. Taylor} had sta:ted about the 
takino- up of those pre-emptwns, and that 
there 

0 

was nothing said about improvements 
at all. It had crept into the Bill, and was 
never intended to have been used in any way, 
and he was only sorry it had been brought 
forward now. He would like to know when 
any Minister had examined or cross-examined 
any of those tenants when they applied for their 
pre-emptives, as to what im]Jrovements they 
had made. He did not believe a single man 
had been asked that question. He would sup
port the amendment of the Hon. ::\1r. Gregory, 
and they would see how it went, and then they 
should see what they should see. 

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL said the 
hon. gentleman had given them some int~resting 
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personal recollections of w hnt took place in 
connection with the compilation of the Act of 
18G9, and he had assured them positively that 
not a single wortl was said in the Cabinet or by 
one ::Vlinister to another with regard to improYe
ments on the proposed pre-emptions. He had 
no doubt the hon. member's memory was per
fectly accurate with regard to the whole sur
roundings of the Act of 18G\l, and doubtless he 
could assure them that that was so. 

The Ho~. ,J. TAYLOR: Yes. 
The POSTMASTElt·GE~ERAL said he 

would like the hon. gentleman, if that W[l,S so, to 
tell them how the words got into the section ? 

The Hox. J. TAYLOR: I cannot tell that. 
'rhe POSTMASTER-GJ~~]·~RAL said the 

wor<b were in the Bill when it was introduced 
to the Assembly, and they were in it when in
troduced to that Chamber. The hun. gentleman 
had told them that there h<td been no previmm 
discussion upon the words between himself and 
Mr. Stephens ; and were they not justified in 
assuming that the introduction of those words 
was intended to have some significance? Perhaps 
the leader of the Government could not trust the 
hem. gentleman. It looked very much like it. 
It looked as if the head of the Government 
could hardly trust the hon. gentleman with his 
own Bill ; because those words were in the Bill, 
and the hon. gentleman did not know how they 
got in, and made no inquiry, although he 
proposed the Bill in the Legislative Assembly. 
He said the words were introduced with a 
deliberate intention and no man could read them 
-as the Hon. Mr. King had pointed out-and 
come to any other conclusion but that instead 
of conferring a right they only allowed the 
Governor in Council to exercise his option in the 
matter. 

The Ho~. J. TAYLOR said he took excep
tion to the remarks of the Postmaster-General, 
and he could assure that hon. gentleman that 
no Minister was ever more trusted by the head of 
a Government than he was by Sir Charle• Lilley. 
·when he took his papers up they were scarcely 
ever looked at after being passed round once: and 
he questioned whether the Postmaster-General's 
papers were not a great deal more scrutinised. 
He said again that the words " permanent 
improvements" in the section were not intended 
to be acted upon. 

The HoN. G. KING said he woulcl make one 
remark in answer to the hon. gentleman. An 
empty treasury was no excuse for an illegal act. 
If the treasury was emtJty and they could not 
ra.ise money, they should have resigned and let 
others do it. 

The HoN. J. TAYLOR said they would not 
do that. They stuck to it. He would ask what 
the Hon. Mr. King would do if he was short of 
money? ·would he not go and mortgage his pro
perty to raise the money ? Well, it was exactly 
the same thing. They mortgaged the land to raise 
the money. 

The HoN. T. L. MURRA Y-PRIOR said he 
could refer back to the days in the colony when 
money was very scarce. He had been for a very 
short time in a Ministry with :Mr. Herbert, when 
they actually nad no money whatever in the 
Treasury. 

The Ho~. J. TAYLOR : What did you do? 
The Hox. T. L. MURRAY-PRIOR said 

they had nothing but the daily revenue with 
which to pay their way, and the only thing they 
could do was to pay as much as they could out 
of that. He really thought that, if the hon. 
gentleman at present representing the Govern
ment in that Chamber, and his Government were 

in such a position as that, they would be quite 
ready to sell anything to obtain money ; for 
not only had they no money at that time 
but it was a time aho when the public works 
could not Le carried on, and when men were 
coming down in deputations, and even threaten
ing Government House itself, and waylaying 
JY[inisters, and committing outrages of various 
sorts ; and if they had not been able to get a 
little money out of the daily reYenue to pay 
them he did not know what might not have 
happened to the country. 

The HoN. ,T. C. H:EUSSLEH said that when 
the Act of 1809 was passed he was absent from 
the colony on a visit to the old country, and he 
could not therefore speak from his own experi
ence of what took place, but he had taken some 
trouble to look up the matter, and he would reacl 
from Hmwwd to show what were the arguments 
which hon. gentlemen used to defeat that clause. 
In volume IX. of Hnn"nrd it would be seen that 
the Hon. Mr. Taylor, who was Secretary for 
Public Lands at the time, said:-

"The next clause he considered of importance. was 
the 5 tth clause, which was as follows :-

,, 'For the purvose of securing pe1·manent improve
ments it shall be lawful for the Governor in Counoil to 
sell to the lessee of a run wit1wnt competition at the 
price of ten shillings per acre any portion of such run 
in one block, not being more nor less than two thou
sand five hundred and sixty acres, and the boundaries 
of ~my such block shaH us nearly as the natnrnl features 
of the country anrt adjacent boundaries will admit be 
equilateral and rectaugula1·.'" 

That was at page 173. At page 176, it would Le 
found that Mr. Archer said:-

"The hon. member who brought in the Rill 
must know very little about the subject if he thought 
a sheep farmer conducted his operations in one place 
only; and that it would be of any advantage to him in 
return for the dams and reservoirs and other improve
mentsH-
Hon. gentlemen, he hoped, would note that-" in 
return for the dams and reservoirs and other 
improvements "·-
"at his different stations, to be allowed to purchase 
2,560 acres in one block by giving lOs. an acre eash for 
it." 

He would go on to P"'ge 18G, and read for them 
wliat Mr. Haly said on the subject. They all 
knew l\Ir. Haly, who was a gentleman who had 
the reputation of being one of the most open
hearted, kind, and honest men they had in the 
colony, and it was quite impossible to believe 
that that gentleman would, for any purpose 
whatsoever, say anything he did not mean at the 
time. He would read what that gentleman had 
said:-

H He was a squatter, but he should be sorry indeed if 
anyone thought he would not legislate for that which 
was for the benefit of the whole colony. The grand 
thing of all-and far above indefeasible leases-was to 
get compensation for improvementS'." 
Hon. gentlemen would observe-he said the 
grandest thing of all was to get compensation for 
improvements. 

"Xow, the Bill was defieient in that respect. The 
squatter could not make a wn,shpool for his sheep, 
except at a cost of, at least, £1,000, besides labour; 
and yet, if his run was resumed the day after he had 
finished the work, he receive,l no compensation Now, 
wlmt he wanted to see \Vas, that in such a case the 
squatters should receive compensation for such an 
improvement. rrhe 2,700 acres would be no good to 
him, but if be rePeived £1,000 it would be of some 
benefit to him. The great thing this Bill should do 
was to encourage squatters in competing with other 
COU!1tries. If the House would do something of that 
kind, Queensland squatters would not submit to thPir 
wool being undersold in the English market." 
Now, after the explanation-the able explanation 
of the hon. the Postm>tster-General, and adding to 
that the evidence he (Hon. Mr. Heussler)had just 
quoted-he could not see how any hon. gentleman 
could still assert that at that time a different 
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idea wa3 prevalent in the .Hnu~e. It waR f[Uite 
impossible; and when anyone attempted to do so 
he could only attribute it to interested motives. 
He agreed with every \~ord that was so,id by the 
hon. the Postmaster-(,-eneral last ni~ht that 
there must be interested motives. The Ho;!. :Mr. 
Forr<lst had said that there were no interested 
nwtive~, and he no doubt referred simply to 
pounds, shillingR, o,nd pence-to his pocket; but 
there were thousands of other motives besides those 
hav~ng reference to money. There \vere motives 
of power ; motives of old prejudice; and a,ll sorts 
nf. motives, that might come into play in dealing 
w1th the matter. At p»ge 190 of the same 
volume of Hansarrl, J\Ir. Palmer said when 
speaking upon the Pastoral Lenses Bill-' 

"Just fancy the hon. Secretary for Lands holding 
himself np as a mo(lel of dress and deportment. It -w~ls 
a complete farce, and the whole of the hon. member's 
leetnre was delivered in the ~ame spirit. He believed 
the hon. member was jn~t about as capable of lecturing 
~~~~~-~he Bill as upon dre&.S, ancl that was not saying 

He (Hon. :\Ir. Heussler) did not put much value 
upon that; but it showed that what the hon. 
Kentleman then said did not command very much 
respect in the House. Since the Act of lSG!J was 
jJ>tssecl fifteen or sixteen years had gone by ; and 
the ~on. gentleman's memory might be so far 
decen·ed that he wanted to convince himself 
that wh>tt he had state<l was correct. He ha<l 
thought over the matter so long that he had 
come to the conclusion that what he wished 
to believe was right wa~ so. However, from 
what he (Hon. :i\lr. Heussler) had read it was 
impo'"ible that the Hon. Mr. Taylor ~ould be 
correct. The hon. gentleman lute! alluded to 
some conversation that he ho,d had with the late 
Mr. T. B. Stephens, but he (Hon. IIIr. Henssler) 
was astonished to find that J\fr. Stephens never 
said a word in the conr'lle of the debate on the 
Bill. Whatever he might have said to the Hon. 
1\Ir. Taylor-who was .Minister for Lands at the 
time-privately, be certainly did not say any
tiling officially ; and therefore what was the 
value of the conversation of the Hon. l\Ir. Taylor 
with the late :;y1r. Stephens? He (Hon. i'IIr. 
Heussler) had had a great many transactions 
with the late Mr. Stephem at the time of the 
serious crisis in the colony some years ago. He 
recollected that he had had that gentleman's 
cheques that were not paid, and when he called 
upon him respecting them, he said " Oh ! they 
will be paid to-morrow or next day, or sometime·, 
and they were paid. That was the way the late 
::\lr. 8tephens ha<l of doing business and no 
doubt the conversation he had had with' the Hon. 
:Mr. Taylor was of the ~;ame value as the cheques 
he (Hon. Mr. Heussler) had got from him
they were passed over ; the thing would be done 
some time. He did not wish to speak further on 
the f[uestion. He desired, however, to repeat 
that capitalists would be quite content with 
their security of fifteen years' fixed tenure as 
against the present six months' lease. He was 
sure that they would be quite willing to t>tke 
a mortgage over one-half a run instead of 
lmving a very doubtful security of six months' 
duration. He could speak with Home authority 
on the subject, because he knew the feelin"S 
of bankers and something about finance ; a~d 
there could be not the slightest doubt that 
the security offered by the Bill was much better 
than that which existed under the present Act. 
If any hon. gentleman could be convinced he 
really must be convinced by what the Hon. Mr. 
King, the Postmaster-General, and he himself 
n ad said on the subject. There could be no 
doubt left, because all the arguments nn the 
other side were only sophistical, w bile those that 
had been used on the Government side were 
;re,.lly !:ood staupc)l arguments. Hon. gentle-

men opposite could simply say that so-and-so 
was a fact, and that they h>td #een it in the 
Co~u·ie1·, and AO on. 

The HnN. T. L. J\IFRRAY-PRIOR: And 
impute motives. 

The HoN. ,T. C. HEl~SSLER: He had not 
imputed motives. He spoke of persons having 
a personal interest in the question, but he was 
c>treful to detach personal interest from the 
pocket. He hoped his hon. friend was not going 
to attack him as he did la~t night, but if he did 
he (Hon. JIIIr. Heussler) would have something 
more to say. 

The HoN. J. TAYLOR said he could not 
allow the remarks of the hon. gentleman who 
had just spoken to pass unnoticed. He did not 
suppose tlmt any other member of that House 
would ever dream of bringing up a dead man's 
dishonoured chef[ues except that hon. member. 
He felt perfectly certain tluct there was not 
another hon. member who would do such a thing; 
and he wondered at the hon. gentleman doing so, 
because he believed that at the time referred to 
his (Hon. Mr. Heussler's) own cheques were 
dishonoured. 

The HoN. J. C. HEFSSL1<3R: Hear, hear! 
'The HoN. J. 'TA YLOR : That they were not 

paid, and were not worth th<l paper they were 
written on ; and yet he brought a cleac!" man's 
dishonoured cheques in ! 

The HoN. J. C. HEUSSLER : I rise in order 
to explain. I did not bring the matter up to the 
detriment of my deceased friend. 1--

The HoN. \V. H. \V ALSH: Tha.t is not a 
f[Uestion of order at all. It may be a question 
of the hon. gentleman's own conduct, but it is 
not a question of order. 

The Hox. J. TAYLOR: The coolest thing 
he had ever heard in that House was when the 
Hon. JIIIr. Heussler coupled himself with the 
hon. the Postmaster-General and the Hon. :;y1r. 
King, and said, " \Vhat the Postmaster-General 
and the Hon. Mr. King and I have said must 
convince the House." Good gracious! Was 
there a single member of the House who took 
any notice of one word the Hon. JIIIr. Heussler 
said? As for arguments-was there a single hon. 
member who understood what the hon. gentle
man sa.id when he sat down? He said, no; 
and yet they were to have the time of the 
Committee wasted by the hon. member making 
remarks upon a matter that he knew nothing at 
all about. He (Hon. Mr. Taylor) had now before 
him a copy of the Courier, which fully explained 
what he said at the time the Act of 1869 was 
passed, and he could find nothing about per
manent improvements in what he then said. 

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL: It is not 
what you said, but what the House said. 

The HoN. J. TAYLOR: Never mind the 
House. 

The HoN. W. :FORREST so,id the Hon. Mr. 
Heussler was quite correct in his statement that 
the late Mr. Rtephens did not speak on the 
second reading of the Pastoral Leases Bill of 
1869. He had examined Ha-nsa1·d, and ascer
tained that he did not do so ; but that gentleman 
spoke in committee, and he (Hon. Mr. Forrest) 
found in the Conrier--

The HoN. W. H. W ALSH : What in the 
name of goodness is the hon. gentleman speaking 
on? Is it a question of privilege or a question of 
order, or--

The Hox. \V. l<'ORREST : I am in posse~sion 
of the Chair. 

The CHAIR::\IA~ : We do not know what 
the Hon. Mr. Forrest ie going to say, 



286 Crown Lands Bitl. 

The Ho:'<. \V. H. W.ALSH: I trust you will 
stop him then. 

'l'he HoN. \V. J<'ORREST : I stated some tim~ 
ago that the late Mr. Stephens was reported to 
have said--

The HoN. \V. H. \VALSH: I do protest 
against this course of conduct. There was 
another hon. gentleman in posses~ion of the floor 
of the Chamber, and the Hon. Mr. Forrest gets 
up and--

The HoN. \V. l<'ORREST : ::\Ir. Roberts, I 
appeal to the Chair for protection. 

The HoN. \V. H. W ALSH: I trust the hon. 
gentleman will not--

The HoN. W. FORREST said that when he 
spoke on a previous occasion he stated that the 
late 1Ir. Stephens was reported to have said 
certain things, and he was now going to quote 
from that gentleman's speech in verification of 
his statement. Speaking upon a motion, pro
posed by Mr. Ramsay, for reducing the price of 
pre-emptive selections from 10s. to 7s. 6d., Mr. 
Stephens was reported to have said :-

"lie quite agreed with the opinions which had 
been expressed by two hon. member:::;: that it would 
be of great advanta:;e to the country to have a 
large population established on their own freeholds ; 
and he would like to !{now if tho~e hon. gentlemen 
were prepared to give the same advantages to 
others be%ides tile Ios~ee that tiley wished to gh·e 
him. He was quite prepared to ,:;,upport tile 
amendment if the power of purchase wa::;; given to 
others besides the lessee~ (Laughter., He thought the 
two hon. 1nemhers he referred. to (J.les.srs. Jbnnsey and 
Archer) should either withdraw the amendment or 
follow it to its legitimate conclusion, and alter it as he 
suggested. He thought the clause as it stood an ex
tremely liberal one. The price fixed was onlv half of 
that under which pre-emptive purchases had been made 
hitherto, an(t no doubt in many cases the pre-ernptive 
right which the present clause gave would be exercised 
on land et!Ually good with pun~hasers. Lessees knew 
better than anyone else the uature of the country they 
held and its qualifications, and were able to pick out 
t.he best portions; and when they hati tho whole and 
sole pick he thought the amendment to reduce the 
price very uncalled for." 

He quite agreed with some of the remarks made 
hy the Hon. Mr. Heussler. There were motives 
of prejudice; but there were also motives of 
justice, and it was from those motives that he 
was going to vote against the clause as it stood 
in the Bill. 

The Ho:'<. 'vV. H. \VALSH prote~ted against 
the imputations cast bv the Hon. :'>Ir. }<'arrest 
on a long-deceased member of Parliament in 
days gone by, though that gentleman was an 
old enemy of his. It was not right th<1t he 
should be quoted in a fashion that suited hon. 
members of that Chamber ; and the late Hon. 
T. B. Stephens would be a"hamed if he heard 
the remarks quoted in behalf of the amendment 
before the Committee. It was impossible that 
that gentleman could have delegated any feelings 
or ideas he posse8sed with respect to the land 
question to his hon. friend any more than to 
him (Hon. Mr. 'vValsh)-and they were as far 
asunder as light and dark. Therefore he depre
cated the conduct of the hon. member opposite 
in quoting in his own way from his own paper 
certain remarks respecting the necessity for an 
improvement in the land laws. He had no 
kindly recollections for the hon. gentleman re
ferred to ; but he protested against a quotation 
being made from his own paper by the hon. 
gentleman opposite for a particular purpose. 

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL said he 
should not be able to condemn hon. members 
opposite out of their own mouths, but he would 
do 5o out of the paper from which the Hon. l\-lr. 
Forrest had quoted. The Hon. Mr. Stephens 
b!I.Cl. been referred to ; but hia remarks bore out 1 
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his (the Postmaster-General's) statement with 
regard to that gentleman's views in reference to 
alienation-that he was not prepared to give the 
pastoralists any henefits which he was not pre
pared to give to the general community. 'l'hat 
was laid down in the passage just read by the 
Hon. Mr. Forrest. 

The HoN. J. TA YLOR ' :No. 
The POSTMASTER-GENERAL said that was 

the interpretation he put on the language. The 
Hon. 1Ir. :Forrest had indignantly denied that 
it was the intention of the Legislature to make 
permanent improvements an element in the con
sideration of pre-emptions ; and the Hon. :Mr. 
Taylor had assf;lrted that neither he nor his 
colleagues, nor Parliament, intended that it 
Ahould be part of the consideration. But the 
debate from which the Hon. Mr. Forrest had 
quoted showed that particular prominence was 
given to the fact that pre-emption was provided 
for in order that the pastoral tenant might 
secure permanent improvements. lHr. Ramsay 
moved a reduction in the price, but finding that 
the feeling of the committee was against him, he 
withdrew his amendment. Mr. Ramsay used 
the following words :-

"'nle object of giving the lessee the pre-emptive right 
in this clause was to enable him to secure permanent 
improvements : and the Colonial Troosurer would give 
outsiders the power of going on a man's run, and seeur· 
ing his improvements. Iftf1e opinion of the eommittee} 
however, was against his amendment, he would with
draw it." 

The HoN. J. TAYLOR: Who was ::Ylr. 
Ramsay? 

The POS'f.HASTER- GENERAL : ::Yir. 
Ram"ay was a member of the Legislative As
sembly at the time, and one of the most intelli
gent and upright members of that body. 

The Hox. J. TAYLOR: The Hon. T. B. 
Stephens did not think that. 

The POST::.\L\.STER-GEKERAL said that 
was his opinion at any rate, and he did not think 
any hon. member would deny that it was a right 
opinion. The remarks he had quoted refuted the 
statement that the erection of permanent im
provements was not an essential element to be 
considered by the Governor in Council in deter
mining the question. 

The HoN. J. TAYLOR asked how it was that 
the Hon. T. B. Stepheng wa~ willing to allow a 
reduction from 10s. to 7s. 6d. if that was the 
case ? It was very clear that he did not lay any 
stress upon permanent improvements. 

The HoN. J. C. HEUSSLER said they all 
knew what Mr. Stephens thought with regard to 
the price of land-that 7s. 6d. per acre was ample 
for any hmd. If he could, he would have sold it 
at that price in 100,000-acre blocks. Five or six 
years ago they were hard up, and they passed 
the Transcontinental Railway Bill, inviting a 
powerful syndicate to come and take millions of 
acres of land, in order to give the colony some new 
!if~? blood; and if the last Government had not been 
so dilatory the transcontinental railway would 
have been carried out; and he did not think that 
would have been such a calamity. But now they 
saiu that the railway should not be made. And 
why not? Because they were better off. ]'ive 
years ago land was worth nothing. What was it 
worth now? He counselled hon. gentlemen not 
to abuse each other, but to talk sense, for then they 
would be esteemL>d by the country. The Hon. 
::\Ir. Taylor had said that his (Hon. Mr. 
Heussler's) opinion in that Chamber went for 
nothing. 

The HoN. W. H. W ALSH: I say ro too! 
The HoN. J. C. HEUSSLER said he did not 

mind the Hon. W. H. Walsh. He cuuld sa.y, 
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however, with all modPsty, that his word was 
as good as that of the Hon. Mr. Taylor. 
That hon. gentleman might ho,ve his hundreds of 
thousands; but he (Hon. l\J.r. H eussler) had 
quite enough for his 1-eqnirements. Anyhow, 
there was no necessity for a man to be so pur.-e
prond as to think all the world exC,ept himself 
good for nothing. There was no reason why 
everything should he rlubjected to the "almighty 
dollar." In the eourse of the debate a most 
esteemed friend of his had been attacked. The 
question had been '"ked -"\Vho is .Mr. Ramsay ?" 
He could inform th<: hon. member who a,,ked the 
que',>tion that }lr. Hrnnsay was one of the mowt 
intelligent men in the colony at the time. 

The Hox. W. H. W A.LSH 8aid that if he 
were allowed, he would say the force of impu
dence could go no further, for a more ignorant, nn
Englh;h, ill-constructed series of remarks he had 
never listened to in his life. The hon. gentle
man ought to he a~hamed of himself for address
ing Englishmen-white men--as he had done. It 
Wl\3 positively di•creditaule to a community of 
Engli,hmen that they should listen to the diatribes 
or the German tribes of the hon. gentleman. 
Had the hon. gentleman no sense of national 
shame in him? Had he no civic sense of shame 
in his head? Ho,d he no sense of shame at all 
that he should <.>ccupy the lmconstitutional posi
tion which he <lid in that Chamber~ He (Hon. 
Mr. \Valsh) told the hon. gentleman that he was 
an innovator ~ he was not an Englh:;hrnan ; he 
did not repre,;ent the colony ; he did not repre· 
sent an Engli<h-speaking nation ; in fact, he did 
not represent anybUtly, am! yet the hem. gentle
man dare<! to get up and tell them how they 
should shape their language and their laws. 

The Hox. J. C. HElTSSLER said he ro"e to 
state what he mentioned last night in that 
Chamber-namely, that, as a1mturalised foreigner 
in that House, he had the same right and the 
same privilege n~ any other n1e1nber. 

The Ho)i. \V. H. W A.LRH said that when
ever a person got up to correct them in that 
Chttmber who was not of their nationality, he 
was out of order, and hon. members would Le 
abdicating their functions and their rights if 
they submitted to it. \Vhat, after all, was the 
diatriLe of the hon. repre~entative of Germany 
in that Chamber'! It wa,~ that sttnle h<m. gentle
men who had darecl to expresJ> their opinion as 
representatives of the colony were wrong. \V ere 
they to be governed by Germany, or by such 
ignorant repre,;entatives of Germany a~ the Hon. 
:Mr. Heus~ler? \V hen a foreigner of any clas~ 
or clime showed himself fit to advise hon. 
members, he (Hon. :Vlr. \Valsh) would gladly 
accept him, and work with him all far as he 
could; but when a representative of a certain 
place, who they knew was at that moment an 
applic+mt for a Government position, dictated to 
Englishmen the course that they should pursue, 
he would tell him that he despised him, and the 
Government that employed him. 

The Hox. J. C, HEl'SSLER: I am not an 
applicant for a Government position. 

The Hox. \V. H. \VALSH said it was 1w 
use the hon. gentleman denying that he \\'a,, an 
applicant for a Government situation, 

The HoN. W. GlL\HA.}I said he rose to a 
point of, order. The Hon. :Vlr. \V alsh stated 
that the Hon. }fr. Heussler was an applicant 
for a certain situtttion, and J\Ir. Heussler 
denied it. He (Hon. Mr. Graham) thought the 
Hon. Mr. \V alsh should accept tha.t statement. 

The CHAIR:VIAX said the Hon. :Mr. W al~h 
was bound to accept the statement of the Hon. 
Mr. Heuss!er. 

The Hox. \V. H. \VALSH ~aid he accepted it 
most willingly. At the same time, he was 
officially informed that the foreign gentleman in 
that Chamber wtts, and is, an applicant for a 
Govemment situation ; and he therefore objected 
to have him dictating to them -as to how they 
should frame their law,;. It V.'as very oosy to 
deny such a statement. For instance, he (Hon. 
:\Ir. Walsh) might deny that he was an applicant 
for a Government position, but might, neverthe
le~s, have applied for a situation in guch a 
manner that it could not be fixed upon him. 

The Hox. V\. PBTTIGREW : What has o,ll 
this to do with the .Land Bill ? 

The HoN. \\". H. W A.LSH said the hon. 
gentleman had asked a very pertinent question. 
It had a great deal to do with the Land Bill. 
\Yhen the Government had a supporter in that 
Chamber who was an applicant for ll. Govern
ment sitnation, it was a very important matter, 
and if the Hon. l\Ir. I'ettigrew did not see the 
significance of it, he did. He refused to be 
corrected b~' an hon. gentleman who he had every 
reason to believe "'"'' at that moment an apph
cant for a Government situation. 

The Hox. \V. D. BOX said they did not seem 
to be making much progress with the Bill. The 
<ruestion involved in the clause under considera
tion was a very simple one. On the one side the 
Clovernment contended that there was no right 
conferred b:y' the 54th clause of the Act of 1869 ; 
while on the other, it was claimed that there was 
a pre-emptive right given by that provision. 
Both sides were agreed that however the claim 
arose it would not be settled Ly debate in that 
Chamber, but that the proper way to settle the 
matter was by an action at law in the Supreme 
Court. Xothing hon. members could say would 
ttlter the law, and he therefore thought that 
the amendment proposed by the Hon. J\Ir. 
Gregory should be accepted, a@ it would 
leave the question just M the law had 
made it. He held that the pre- emptive 
right should have been taken away from the 
~< 1 natters so1ue YPA.trs ago, bec,ause the exigencies 
which made it necessary when it was given to 
them had ceased to exist. The effect of the 
amendment would be tlmt no future le,~see would 
have the right of pre~emption. The clause as it 
stood implied that there was a right, and the 
<+nvernment desired to take that right away. 
He hoped the amendment would be accepted by 
the Committee. 

Question-That the words proposed to be 
omitted stand part of the clause-put, and the 
Committee divided :-

CoxT.K:.\'Ts, 7. 
The Hons. G. S. )lein, W. Pettigrew, J. 0. Heussler, 

G. King, J. Hwan. W. H. Walsh, and J. CJ. Foote. 

~OX-COXTE::\'1'8, 18. 
The lions. T. L. :\Inrray-Prior. A. C. Gregory, 1Y.Forrt!'st1 

A. H. Wilson. J. P. MclJongall. W. Graham, E. B. Porrest, 
K, I. O'Doherty, F. H. Hart, W. D. Box, W. Jo'. Lambert, 
J. S. Turner, W. G. Power, J. 0. Smyth, P. :Uacpherson, 
W .• \plin, J. Taylor, and A. J. Thynne. 

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

added be so added-put and passed. 
Clause, as amended, pnt and passed. 

On clause 7, as follows :-
" 1. From ancl after the commencement of this Act so 

much of the several Acts specified in the second sche
dule to this Act as is not already repealed, and all regu
lations made thereunder respectively, shall be repealed, 
ex0;;pt as to any rights, clainu~. penalties, and liabilities 
already accrued or incurred and in existence. 

"2. From and after the coming of the Third Part ot 
this Act into operation in any part ot the colnny, so 
much of the Pastoral Leasoo Act of 1869 as is not herein· 
"before ropoal!!d, and all ragulatione made thenunder, 
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~hall be rrpealecl a~ to :o;n('h part of the £~olnny. exnOJpt 
as to any right!<~, claim;.;, penaltie~. and liabilities Ull'n 
already accrned or incurred ancl in existence. 

"3. Provided that. for the pnrpo~e0f dealing with anv 
lands applied for, sr~leeted, or lea:.;ed, under any of thC 
aa.id Acts before their repeal, the Governor in Comw.il 
may continue to appoint commi~~iouers and other 
officers, and do or en mm to be done all such act.s and 
things as may bo necessary for carrying out aml giYing 
effect to any ~pplications, contracts. or agreements, 
which have before such repeul been miide under or 
arisen from the said A0ts Ol' any of them. 

··And provided further that all latHls whieh, at the 
time of such repeal. are subject to the provisions of the 
snid Acts, or any of them, :~hall eontinne to he subject 
to the provision.;; thereof until the same shall have been 
~nrrenderecl or resumed. or the existing title thereto 
~hall have otherwisO< determined. But this provision 
Hhall not 1Je construed to authorise the .sale of anY land 
nnd.er the provit:'ions of the fiftv-fonrth section Of the 
Pa:o;toral Lea~es Act of 1869, exCept in af'cordance with 
the provisions of t.11e last preceding section." 

The Ho~. \V. H. \V ALSH ~aid he would 
like to ask, with the permission of the Hon. ::Yir. 
Heussler, who representerl the Germans in that 
Chamber, whether the Government intended to 
go on with the Bill? It appeared to him that, so 
far as the Government were concerned, the Bill 
w:ts utterly destroyed, and he thought it wimld 
be just as well if the Hon. lYir. Henssler would tell 
them what were the opinions of the Government 
and of Germany upon the matter. He would ask 
the Hon. ::Yir. ::Yiein how the Government could 
possibly go on with the Bill after the extraordinary 
discussion they had just h:td, and the vote of 
want of confidence in the l:tnd ideas of the Gov
ernment that had been carried by such a large 
majority in that division. To him it appeared 
significant from that division that the novem
ment were evidently not in accord with the 
views of the Legislative Council. The largest 
majority, probably, that was ever shown against 
a Government in that Chamber was shown on 
the last division, notwithstanding the faBcinftting 
powers of the Postmaster-General. He said, 
putting all jocoseness aside, it was now at any 
rate due to that august Uhamher that they 
should know whe,ther the Government intended 
to go on with a measure which evidently, from 
the expression of opinion evinced in the last 
divioion, had not a ghost of a chance of being 
carried. He put it to the Po~tma~ter-General 
whether a dignified retirement 11.t that stage on 
the part of the Government would not be better 
than to go on with the measure and submit to a 
series of disastrous defeats. 

The Hox. T. L. ::YfURRA Y-PRIOR s11.id that 
the amendment in clauAe G rendered it necessary 
to make an altemtion in clause 7, and he pro
posed to move the omission of certain words 
after the word "determined," in the last para
gra.ph. 

The POST::YIASTER-GE~ERAL said the 
hon. gentleman should move something before 
that to make the clause fall in with the omission 
moved in the previous clause. There must be 
an omission made in paragraph 2. The words 
"so much of," after the word "colony," should 
come out, and the words ''as is not herein before 
repealed," would also have to be omitted from 
that paragraph. 

The Ho~. A. C. GREGORY said he thought 
it woulr! be better to remove the whole of the 
2nd paragraph. 

The POSTI\IASTE1t-GEXERAL said it waR 
necessary to make the omissions he had referred 
to, but it was equally necessary to retain the 
remainder of the clause, because when the third 
part of the Bill came into operation all rights 
would have to be conserved to lessees holding 
under the Act of 1869, and who would continue to 
go on under the operation of that Act. 

The HoN. A. J. THYX~E said it seemed to 
him that the 2nd paragraph was in the way 

alto;;ether, and would be contradictory to the 
effect of the amendment, which they had just 
passed in the last clause. The Act of 1869 was 
repealed, n,s he took it, 50 far as all future lease• 
were concerned. 

'rhe POSTMASTJ<~R-GEXJ~HAL said it was 
so in that clause ; he did not think the hon_ 
gentleman quite saw the effect of the amendment 
for which he had voted. 

The Hox. A. J. THYNKE: There is no 
occasion for, the hem. gentleman to make these 
impertinent remarks. The hon. gentleman can 
scarcely reply to anything I say without making 
impertinent remarks. 

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL : I say the 
hon. gentleman is not in order. I am in posses
sion of the Chair, and I not going to submit to be 
lectured by the hon. gentleman, or by anyone 
else. 
TheHo~. A. J. THYNKE: Thehon. gentle· 

man should not be impertinent. 
The POSTMASTER-GENERAL: I said the 

hon. gentleman does not know the meaning of 
the amendment for which he has voted. 

The Ho~. A. J. THYNKE: I wish to make a. 
pen;onal explanation. The hon. gentleman has 
repeatedly, in replying to me, made use of imper
tinent expressions. 

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL said the 
hon. gentleman was quite out of order, as he was 
in posse$sion of the Chair, and if he was not in 
order the Chairman could call him to order; 
hut he was not going to he lectured by the Hon. 
Mr. Thynne. He repe1Lted that the hon. gentle
man-and he did not use the expresl3ion in an 
offensive manner at all-that the hon. gentleman 
evidently did not under.~tand the effect of the 
amendment for which he had voted. The hon. 
gentleman stated in his remarks that the effect 
of the amendment would be to repeal the Act of 
18G9, so hr as future leases were concerned. 

The HoN. A . • T. THYNKE : Hear, hear ! 
The POSTMASTER-GENERAL: Well, it 

was not so. It simply provided that in future 
leases under the Act of 1869 should not carry 
with them the power on the part of the Governor 
in Council to grant a pre-emptive right over any 
portion of the run. That was what had been 
done by the amendment made in the previous 
clause; and it was consequently necessary to 
strike out those provisions which were framed on 
the assumption that they would repeal the 54th 
clause of the Act of 18G9. It was, nevertheless, 
necessary that they should repeal a portion of the 
Act of 18G9 so far as any district was con
cerned which came under the operation of that 
Bill, because it would he quite inconsistent with 
the provisions of that Bill to grant fresh leases 
under the Act of 18GD in such districts. It was 
not contemplated that those leases should issue 
at all in the case of lands which came under the 
operation of the Bill at present before them ; 
hut there were other cases in which the runs 
would remain under the operation of the Act of 
1<'G9, and it was not intended that they should 
interfere in any way with the rights of lessees 
under that Act. The lellsees under that Act, 
in districts which were not rleclared under the 
operation of the present Bill, should remain under 
that Act as long as they thought proper, and 
their rights were not in any way interfered with, 
until they of themselves came under the present 
Bill. They wished, however, to provide that no 
new leases under the provisions of the Act of 
1869 should be issued in any district in which the 
present Bill would apply. 

The Ho~. T. L. MURRA Y-PRIOR moved 
the omission of the words "so much of" after 
the word "colony," in the 2nd line of the 2nd 
subsection of the clause. 
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The Ho~. W. H. W ALSH said, befnre his 
hon. friend carried that motion, he hoped he 
would explain to the Council the object in 
moving it. They were simply called upon now, 
at the instigatiOn apparently of a secret con
clave, to omit certain words without any explan
ation being given as to why those words should 
be omitted. No doubt the Hon. Mr. Murray
Prior, and the hon. gentleman who sat along
side him-the Hon. Mr. Gregory-thoroughly 
understood each other, and perhaps two or three 
hon. gentlemen who sat behind them understood 
what was being .done, but the rest of the Council 
were left in darkness upon the matter ; and he 
doubted whether even the Hon. Mr. Thynne, 
who was supposed to represent the Opposition 
in that Chamber on the Land question, under
stood it. The Hon. Mr. Murray-Prior had 
simply risen and moved the omission of certain 
words. Well, they were not dumb-driven cattle 
yet, and they wanted to know why those wordli 
should be omitted. 

Amendment agreed to. 
The clause was, on motion of the Ho~. 'T. L~ 

MURRAY-PRIOR, further amended by the 
omission of "as is not hereinbefore repealed" 
after '' 1869," and of the words, '' But this pro
vision shall not be construed to authorise the 
sale of any land under the provisions of the fifty
fourth section of the Pastoral Leases Act of 
1869, except in accordance with the provisions 
of the last preceding section" at the end of the 
clause. 

Clause, as amended, put and passed. 
Clauses 8, 9, and 10 passed as printed. 

On clause 11, as follows :-
" The Land Board. 

"There shall be constituted for the :purposes of thU< 
Act a board, to be called the land board, consisting of 
two fit and proper persons, appointed from time to time 
by the Governor in Council by commission under his 
hand and the Great Seal of the Colony. The board shall 
have and exercise the powers and duties hereinafter 
prescribed. 

"This section takes effect from the passing of this 
Act." 

The HoN. A. C. GREGORY said he did not 
rise to propose to do anything with that clause in 
particular, but he thought that a convenient 
time to make some remarks upon that part of 
the Bill generally, and aloo to shadow forth 
what he proposed to do at a latter stage ; 
because, although they were in strictness 
bound to consider only the clause before 
them, still he thought it would be highly incon
venient if he did not acquaint the Committee 
with important amendments that were intended 
to be moved in connection therewith. He cer
tainly could not agree with the system set forth 
of determining important questions by the land 
board ; and the difficulties of getting two fit and 
proper persons to fill the autocratic position in 
which it was proposed to place the land board, 
and of rendering the scheme thoroughly effective, 
seemed to be almost insuperable. Suppose, 
for instance, it were proposed that the members 
of that Council should act as arbitrators of how 
much rent the pastoral lessees were to pay, how 
boundaries were to be settled, and what the 
Government should do in regard to certain 
matters under the Bill which were to be referred 
to the board, they should be viewed as being fit 
to be relegated to a place half-way between that 
and Ipswich. And yet the land board as pro
posed by the Bill was practically, as nearly as 
possible, in the same position. It was to 
consist of persons selected by the Executive 
Council, who were in fact the repref6entatives of 
the legislative body. The Executive were ap
pointed by a certain system under the Constitu
tion, and they from time to time recommended to 
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the Governor the appointment of members of 
that House. Consequently the members of that 
House had been appointed under exactly the 
same conditions as the members of the land 
board would be, and under such conditions that 
House ought to be equally fit to be arbitratorll 
in the matters to be put within the power of the 
land board. He could not himself think that 
that would be a benefit to the State, and there
fore he did not think that the land board, as it 
stood could be of benefit to the State. His 
own view was that in all cases those who had 
what might be termed the final power, such as 
would be given to the land board, should be 
responsible to Parliament. It was a great 
principle of their Constitution that Ministers for 
the time being must have the voice of the 
majority of the representatives; so long as they 
had that they were able to govern; but when 
there was a change of public opinion, of course 
there was a change of Ministry. But it was 
proposed that they should have a board placed 
beyond that ; and, although it might be con
venient to put such an important thing as the 
management of the Crown lands of the colony 
beyond the immediate control of public con
vulsion or feeling for the moment, still it 
would place those who were to administer the 
public estate beyond the control of any people. 
The only way to make the land board a suitable 
body would be to make some provision for 
appeals; and he therefore proposed to move a 
substantial amendment when they got to clause 
20-an amendment which would have the effect of 
remitting questions that might have been decided 
by the board-not back to the board, but to arbi
tration. In other respects he did not see any 
objection to clause 11 as printed, because it was 
simply a preliminary matter; and if there was 
to be a land board at all such a clause was 
necessary. He felt inclined at one time to move 
an amendment providing that no person who had 
been during the preceding twelve months a 
member of either the Legislative Assembly or 
the Legislative Council should be eligible as a 
member of the board, but considering the 
impossibility of freedom from political bias, 
and the difficulty of getting suitable men, 
he thought it far better that the Executive 
Government of the day should be left free to 
select wherever they chose. He did not say that 
with the slightest hope of being selected, and he 
might say that even if the position were offered 
to him he should not accept the offer. He was 
not trying to make difficulties with regard to the 
passing of the Bill, but was simply anxious to 
make it workable in the direction of his own 
convictions. 

Clause put and passed. 
On clause 12, as follows :-
"Each of the members of the board shall, during his 

continuance in office, recei're a clear annual salary of 
one thousand pounds, which shall be a charge upon and 
paid out of the consolidated revenue. 'l'hey shall not 
be capable of beiug members of the Executive Council 
or of either House of Parliament, and snail not be 
allowed to a<:t as directors or audi.to1•s or in any other 
capacity take part in the manage~ent of any bank, 
joint-stock company, trade or business, or to acquire 
any interest in any holding under this Act." 

The HoN. A. J. THYNNE pointed out that 
the word "holding" did not include what might 
be a temporary license under Part IV. 

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL said that, 
perhaps, a strict interpretation of the clause 
would be to the effect that the greater included 
the less, and that therefore the word "holding" 
was sufficient ; ·but to make the clause more 
complete, he moved the insertion of the words 
"or license" after the word "holding." 

The Hon. ,V. GRAHAM asked the meaning 
of the term "clear (lnnual salary ,. ? \Vould thq 
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members of the beJard be allowed travelling 
expenses in the event of their having to go from 
place to place ? 

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL said the 
salary would be £1,Jl00 a year, and if the mem
bers of the board had to go journeys the payment 
of their expenses would necessarily fall on the 
State. 

The HoN. W. GRAHAM: Are they to be 
paid at the same rate as the judges? 

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL said he 
could not tell what the rate would be, but they 
would not be entitled to make a profit out of 
travelling expenses. There was a rule with re
gard to the expenses of district court judges, 
but there was none with regard to those of 
Supreme Court judges. The expenses of the 
latter might occasionally be 'of an exceptional 
character; but they were gentlemen occupyin" 
honourable positions, and their accounts could 
not be investigated with that minuteness which 
could be applied to those of ordinary lesser indi
viduals. 

The HoN. W. GRAHAM said it appeared 
that the expenses of those judges of the Su
preme Court could not be looked into, and it 
had been said by a very high dignitary that he 
hoped the time would never come when it would 
be neces!mry to look into their expenses. He 
wanted to have the allowances of the members 
of the land board defined, because, as the 
matter stood at present, they would hold about 
the highest and most responsible position in the 
colony, and he should like to know--

The HoN. W. H. W ALSH : Who they are. 
The Ho~. W. GRAHAM said he should like 

to know that; but what he wanted to know was 
whether any arrangement had been made with 
regard to their expenses, and whether it was to 
be considered, as in the case of Supreme Court 
judges, an improper thing to inquire into those 
expenses. 

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL said that 
there was no law providing that the ex
penses of the judges should not be in
quired into, but it had been the practice to 
aS$Ume that they would not make a charge 
which had not been legitimately incurred. He 
could give no assurance beyond promising that 
the Government of the day would see that the 
members of the board did not make any im
proper charges for tra veiling expenses. It would 
be improper to fix a scale which would be binding 
under all circumstances. If they fixed two guineas 
a day, that might be insufficient in some places, 
owing to the expense of provisions, accommoda
tion, or locomotion. 

The HoN. A. H. \VILSON said the salary J 
£1,000 a year for such responsible work was 
so paltry that the less said about travelling 
expenses the better. 

The HoN. W. H. vV ALSH said that if the 
amount was small, if it was only £1,000, that 
was no reason why the question of travelling 
expenses should not be considered by the Com
mittee. It wtLS their bounden duty to consider 
whether the board would perform their 
duties for the payments which the Committee 
were called upon to confirm. The Postmaster
General was leading the Committee entirely 
astray. He was leading them from the real 
question at issue to the paltry qunHtion whether 
£1,000 a year should be paid to the men 
employed under the Bill. He trusted that the 
Hon. Mr. Taylor, who was supposed to be 
custodian of the public purRe in that Chamber, 
would apply himself to the matter. 

The HoN. W. FORREST said he was sorrv 
to see that the ~lary was fixed at ~>uch a low 

amount, and thought it should be at least £1,500 
or £2,000. \Vith regard to travelling expenses, 
that was entirely a matter for the Executive. 

The HoN. \V. GRAHAM said he imagined 
that the Government, in appointing two members 
of the board, intended to get thoroughly honest 
men-men entirely above suspicion. 

The Hox. W. FORREST: Where are they? 
The HoN. \V. GRAHAM said he believed 

they were to be found, and that it was the inten
tion of the Government to appoint such men. 
He took exception, however, to the latter part 
of the clause, which hedged the meJHbers of the 
board in so closely. It provided that they 
should not be allowed to act as "directors or 
auditors, or in any other ea pacity take part in 
the management of any bank, joint-stock com
pany, trade or business, or to acquire any interest 
in any holding under this Act." The first part 
of the clause contradictecl the latter part. The 
first part showed that the Government believed 
they could get two honest men to do the work of 
the board, while the second part seemed to indi
cate that it was necessary to fence them round 
with stringent provisions. He agreed with the 
Hon. Mr. Forrest that the salary was not too 
great for men who were competent to discharge 
the responsible duties attached to the office, and 
he would be quite willing to vote that it should 
be increased by £500. He was aware that they 
could not increase the salary in that House, but 
at the same time it was competent for hon. 
members to express their opinions on the subject. 

The Ho~. J. TAYLOR said it appeared to 
him that the argument of the hon. gentleman 
was that honesty and honour were to be bought 
by pounds, shillings, and pence. He (Hon. l\lr. 
Taylor) maintained that they could get as good 
men at £1,000 a year as they could at £2,000. 
He thought it would be an easy matter to find 
two men who would be very glad to accept the 
position at £1,000 a year, and perhaps they 
would be as honourable as any member of that 
Committee. He would like to see the amount 
of travelling expenses which the board would 
be allowed fixed in the Bill. He believed 
that, at the present time, there were plenty 
of officers in the employ of the Government 
who received a stated salary, and also a stated 
allowance for travelling expenses, and he did 

' not see why some provision of that kind should 
not be inserted in the Bill. As the matter now 
stood it was uncertain how much the board 
would be paid, and they might run up an amount 
which would exceed their fixed salary. An 
honomable member asked-Supposing the board 
lived at a cost of £200 a year, what were they 
to do with the other £800, because they were 
forbidden to invest? 

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL: 'rhey are 
not forbidden to inveJ~t. 

The HoN. J. TAYLOR said he thought 
they were. The clause provided that they were 
not to act "as directors, auditors, or in any 
other capacity take part in the management of 
any bank, joint-stock company, trade, or blMi
ness." The only fault he found with the clause 
was that it did not specify what the travelling 
expenses should be, so that the board might 
know exactly what would be the amount of their 
salary. 

The HoN. \V. FOHRJ<;~T •aid it wag olwionH 
that hiH friend (Hnn. Mr. 'raylor) had never 
read "Vanity Fair," or, having r<+ad it, that he 
did not think the same as " Becky t-iharpe .. , 
"Becky" assessed the amount for which a woman 
could be virtnnuH, at £10,000 a year. The Hnn. 
::Yir. T11,ylor said a man could be virtuou:; fur 
£1,000 a year. 



Crown Lands Bill. [26 NOVEMBER.] Crown Lands Bill. 291 

The Ho~. J. TAYLOR: I do. 
The HoN. \V. l!'ORREST Raid he was inclined 

to agree with" Becky." 
The HoN. F. H. HART said he did not think 

it was a question so much of hone8ty as of secm·
ing men competent to discharge the responsible 
duties with which the board would be entrusted. 
The Government had a great many honest 
men in their service, but he C[Uite agreed that 
£1,000 a year was a very paltry sum to offer 
two men to undertake the responsible poli· 
tion that the board would occupy under that 
Bill. It required men possessed of good ability 
and experience to do the work satisfactorily, and 
putting aside the C[Uestion of honesty altogether, 
he thought men who would be competent to 
perform the duties required of them could turn 
their energies in another direction where they 
could make double or treble £1.000 a year, and 
it might therefore be difficult to get suitable men. 
That was the difficulty he saw in connection with 
the matter. 

The HoN. W. GRAHAM said he wished to 
say a few words in contradiction of one state
ment made by the Hon. Mr. Taylor. He (Hon. 
Mr. Graham) did not say that it would be im· 
possible to get honest men at £1,000 a year, but 
that it would be difficult to get thoroughly com· 
petent men at that salary. The Hon. Mr. 
Tay lor stated that there would be no truuble in 
getting any number of men for £1,000 a year to 
do the work of the board. He (Hon. Mr. 
Graham) contended that it would take an excep
tional man-a man of ability and experience-to 
efficiently perform the duties imposed on the 
board by the Bill; and a man who was compe
tent for such a position would be a fool to 
accept it even at £1,000 a year, as he could do 
far better in other ways. Of course he knew they 
could get any number of men to accept the posi
tion at the salary stated in the clause. There 
were some men who would not hesitate to accept 
it at £bOO or £250. The C[Uestion they had to 
consider was a very serious one, because on the 
way it was decided depended the administration 
of the Bill. The proposal to entrust the ad-' 
ministration of the land laws to a board was a 
new departure in their legislation. Hitherto 
they knew what they were doing, because they 
had a responsible Minister to look to ; but; 
now it was proposed to transfer his work 
to an irresponsible board. He hoped before 
the Bill was passed that they would know 
who the gentlemen were who were to constitute 
the board. They knew one gentleman to whom 
the position had been offered ; he referred to 
l'>Ir. Rankin. That gentleman was no doubt a 
very able man, and had written some good 
reports, but he (Hon. Mr. Graham) had not the 
slightest hesitation in saying that, on account of 
his strong prejudices and his theories, Mr. 
Rankin would have been a very unfit man to be 
one of the members of the board. Fortunately 
for the colony he refused the offer, and at present 
hon. members did not know who was to be 
appointed. He (Hon. Mr. Graham) believed it 
had been promised tho,t they should be informed 
before the Bill was passed, and he hoped they 
would know soon, as a very great deal depended 
upon the men who would form the board. 

The POST~IASTJ;m ·GENERAL eaid he 
sympathi•ed very much with what had fallen 
from the last speaker. It was very important 
that a proper selection should be made of gentle· 
men to fill the position of members of the board. 
His sympathies were entirely with tho•e ban. 
members who thought the proposed salary wm; 
too small, and, personally, he would have liked 
to s'3e a larger amount of salary attached to the 
office ; not that he doubted the ability of the 
Government to get thoroughly capable men who 

were willing to accept the position, for he had no 
fear on that point. It must not be forgotten 
that 3/salary of £1,000 a year was the highest 
they gave to any Civil servant except pro
fessional men, such as the Chief Engineer 
for Railways, and the Engineer for Harbou·cs 
and Rivere. It was also as high a salary as they 
paid to most of their judicial officers. He was 
quite satisfied that if the Government were re· 
stricted in their choice to the Civil Service
though he hoped they would not be-they would 
be able to get thoroughly suitable men, as far as 
honesty and ability were concerned. He must 
candidly say that the Government had not made 
up their minds, and that he did not know who it 
was in contemplation to appoint. There were, he 
knew, quit" as good men in the Civil Service as out 
of it, but he would admit that there might possi
bly be some difficulty in getting men outside of 
the Civil Service, who would be very eligible 
to accept the position at £1,000 a year, as they 
would be restricted in their financial engage
ments; and under those circumstances they 
might feel that the remuneration was not 
large enough. With regard to Mr. Rankin, 
he believed some informal offer was made to 
him by the Minister for Lands, who was ac· 
CJUainted with him. He (the Postmaster·General) 
did not profess to be able to speak as to the 
qualifications of Mr. Rankin, but, seeing that 
he had refused the position, he did not see why 
his name should be introduced into that discus
sion. He (the Postmaster-General) felt confident 
that he was expressing the sentiments of his 
colleagues, as well as of himself, when he stated 
that it was the desire of every member of the 
Government to secure the services of upright, 
inipartial, and capable men. 

The HoN. J. TAYLOR said he had no 
doubt that the hon. gentleman knew perfectly 
well who were to be appointed. 

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL : I do not. 
The HoN. J. TAYLOR said the Post

master-General had just stated that no Gov
ernment official received more than £1,000 
a year, except professional men, land he 
(Hon. Mr. Taylor) did not see why mem
ber~ of the board, whose duties were not more 
arduous or responsible than those performed 
by Ministers, should be paid a larger sum. 
Ministers only received £1,000 a year, and they 
got their travelling expenses. The board 
would also be allowed their travelling expenses; 
and he thought the arrangement was a very fair 
one indeed. There was one question he would 
ask, which he had put before when the Post
master·General was absent from the Chamber, 
and that was whether the members of the board 
were to travel or not? 

'rhe POSTMASTER-GENERAL said that 
was provided for in section 15, which said that the 
board" shall from time to time hold public sittings 
in Brisbane or elsewhere, to be called land board 
courts." All he could say was they were not 
restricted to Brisbane. In the majority of 
cases it would doubtless be found more con
venient for the board to hold sittings in Brisbane. 
Where there was a difference between parties, 
and it was found more convenient to determine 
the matter on the spot or in the vicinity of the 
residences of the parties, the land board would go 
there ; but in ordinary cas~,s, as they would no 
doubt requ)ore to have access to public docu· 
ments, it would be much more convenient for 
them to transact their bu~ine11s in Bri~<bane. He 
would repeat, howeYer, that tbey were not con
fined to Brisbane. 

The Hox. W. GRAHA:M said the Postmaster
General had rather deprecated his alluding to 
Mr. Rankin; but it was a JllD,tter known to the 

, public. It had come out in another place and. 
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was openly known, and he did not therefore see 
why he should not allude to it in that Chamber. 
As to there being men in the Civil Service 
at present capable of carrying out the duties 
of a member of that board, he himself knew 
one or two men-whose names he was not o-oino
to mention, nor was he going to say anythi~g of 
them that would enable anybody to identify the 
men he meant-but he knew of one or two men 
in the Civil Service, who he considered would be 
more eligible than anyone outside of the colony, 
as they were men who had an extensiYe knowledge 
of the colony. He did not think it would be too 
much to ask that the salary to be given should 
be increased to £1,500, nor would that be too 
much for the men he had in his eye, though he 
did not know whether the Gove'rmnent were 
thinking about those men or not. He thought 
it just possible that the very best men might be 
b.locked, and prevented from accepting the posi
tiOn of a member of the board, by the extreme 
stringency of the last part of the clau~e. 

The HoN. W. F. LAMBERT said he did not 
agree with the Hon. Mr. Taylor that the salary 
offered for a member of the board was sufficient. 
The hon. gentleman had alluded to members of 
the Government receiving only £1,000 a year, but 
~e had evidently forgotten to take into considera
tion the fact that the members of the Govern
ment, while receiving £1,000 a year, were not 
called upon, as the members of the board would 
be, to abandon their ordinary callings or pro
fessions. The members of the board were 
expected to give up eYerything else when they 
accepted a position on the board. He would ask 
the Postmaster-General whether, in the event 
of a gentleiJlan holding shares in a mining claim 
being appointed to the position of a member of 
the board, he would be compelled to give them 
up and take them into the market and sell them 
at once? There were a good many other things 
that might turn up, and that a gentleman might 
be debarred from entering into, if he accepted 
such a position. There were reallv verv few 
persons fitted to hold such a position,· as it 
required that the occupant should have a general 
knowledge and long experience of the colony. 
It was not any new arrival, or a m:tn who had 
lived most of his life in town, who could be ap
pointed to that position. He was confident that 
,a man should have some bush knowledge-and 
that could not be gained in a day or two, or in a 
month-before he could properly fill such a posi
tion. He would like to see a good salary, sny of 
£1,500, set apart for the position, in another 
place, as they in that Chamber had no power to 
deal with it. 

The Ho~. F. H. HART said they had, of 
course, no power to alter the amount of the 
salary, but he took it that any expression of 
opinion given on the subject in that Chamber 
would be received by the Postmaster-General 
and his colleagues, and have due weight. He 
wished to point out that in making an appoint
ment of members of the board they would have 
to get the best men they could, and they would 
a];Cl want permanent men. He quite agreed 
with what the Hon. Mr. Graham had said
that there were good men in the Ci vi! Service at 
the present time capable of undertaking the duties 
of a member of that board, and who would be 
at the same time glad to undertake those duties ; 
but if they undertook the duties, and carried 
them out successfully and earned a reputation 
for themselves in w0rking that board, before 
eighteen months were up they would find them 
snapped up and taken away from the country. 
It was for that reason he said they should hold 
Jut an inducement to men to hecome perma· 
nent members of the board. He could say of 
bis own ~l)owledge that there we,re very 

good men already in the colony quite capa
ble of accepting a position on that board ; 
but they could not expect them to remain 
permanently on the board when such small com
pensation was offered ; and he asked whether it 
was not a matter for the Government to consid~r, 
that the members of the board should he offered 
a really good salary as an inducement to good 
men to accept the position, and to accept it per
man@t!y. 

The HoN. A. C. GllEGORY said that, fr0m 
his own experience of matters of that sort, he 
thought the clause might be allowed to 
pass as it stood, though the salary was 
by no means high, and he would rather 
see it increased than decmased. It was 
scarcely the function of that House to settle the 
amount of salaries; and though he was not going 
to say it was not within their rights to do so, it was 
scarcely expedient, and he did not see any reason 
why they should depart from the customary rule 
in that particular case. If the Government 
determined to appoint "'sa member of the land 
board any gentleman who was already a member 
of the Civil Service, he would suggest that that 
gentleman should not be deprived of the retiring 
allowance to which he was already entitled under 
the Civil Service Act. There could he a pro
vision made to apply to that by the Execu
tive without the necessity of altering the 
Bill. He thought it very necessary that the 
Government should be left perfectly free to 
select whom they thought best for the position, 
because, unless the first members of the board 
could act thoroughly in accord with the Govern
ment of the day, they would certainly make a 
terrible muddle of the matter; and it was better 
that an indifferent scheme should be carried out 
well than that a good scheme should be carried 
out indifferently. It was, for that reason, much 
better tu leave the Government, as far as pos
sible, unfettered in the matter, and simply make 
them responsible to the Legislature for the way 
in which they might exercise their discretion. l::lo 
far as the appointment, selection, and salary 
were concerned, the clause might stand as it 
was, with the exception of the verbal amend
ment suggested, he believed, by the Hon. l\Ir. 
Thynne, and which was the only thing he saw 
any need to alter. 

The Ho~. J. TAYLOR said he still m"'in
tained that there were plenty of gentlemen to be 
found, able and willing to maintain the position 
of members of the land board at £1,000 a year. 
He had no hesitation in saying that, whatever 
Government might be in power, if those men 
carried out their duties well their salaries would 
be raised. He pointed out that the position 
was a permanent one, because chtuse 13 said:-

"The members of the board shall hold office during good 
behaviour, and shall not be removed therefrom unless 
an addres.-t praying for such removal shall be presented 
to the Governor by the Legislative Council and Lf'giS
lative Assembly respecth•ely in the same se.~sion of 
Parliament.'' 
It was useless to say that £1,000 a year was 
a paltry sum to pay as a salary for such a posi
tion. £1,000 a year was a rattling good salary 
when they took into account the travelling ex
penses allowed, and they could find very many 
men capable of accepting the position, whn would 
be proud to accept it at that amount of salary. 

The HoN. A .• J. THYNNE said he had "' 
further amendment to proprme. He proposed to 
add the following words to the clause :-

Or to hold or acquire any share or interest in any 
}Jartnership or company which. has any interest in any 
such holding or lieense. ' 

That was intended to extend the disability of 
a member of the board, and prevent his holding 
shares in any company that might have _a:q 
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interest in any holJing under the Act. A member 
of the board, in the absence of an amendment 
such as he proposed, might hold a large number 
of shares in a company, and still would not be 
debarred from continuing to hold those shares 
under the clause as it at present stood. 

The HoN. W, H. W ALSH said this was a 
Government Bill, and here was an amendment 
moved by a member of the Opposition. What 
he wished to point out was that the Government 
were allowing amendments to be made in their 
own Bill. 

Question put. 
The Hoc-<. \V. H. \V ALSH said this was an 

am~tndment moved in a Government Bill by, he 
fancied, a member of the Opposition, and he 
wanted to know whether the Government would 
accede to it or not. 'There had been no demon· 
•tration on the part of the Government. He 
wanted to fix upon something. If the Postmaster
General was not going to avowedly agree with 
the amendment, he should oppose it. 

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL said the 
amendment was his own, but he had certainly got 
the suggestion from the other side. Hs object was 
really to cover the intention of the framers of the 
clause-to settle the real meaning of the clause 
beyond any doubt whatever .. 

Amendment agreed o. 

The HoN. A. J. THYXNE moved, as a further 
amendment, that the following words be added 
at the end of the clause-" or to hold or acf[uire 
any share or interest in any partnerehip or com
pany which has any interest in any such holding 
(>r license.'' 

The HoN. SIR A. H. P ALMER said the 
effect of the amendment would be to prevent 
those gentlemen from holding shares in a bank. 
There was not a bank in the colony that was 
not interested in pastoral property. They might 
as well say at once that a man should not wear a 
black hat.' They were making the Bill ridiculous 
with all those restrictions. 

Ths HoN. \V. H. vVALSH said the peculiarity 
of the Bill-a Government Bill-at that stage 
appeared to be that the Government were 
employing a member of the Opposition to move 
amendments in their own measure. That was 
the peculiarity. He really could not understand 
the position they occupied at that moment. 
They found the Hon. Mr. Thynne, certainly one 
of the most rising members he fancied they had 
in the House, and the avowed opponent of the 
Postmaster-Gen~ral, actually doing the Post
master-General's duty, as far as he could see, 
and moving amendments which the Government 
acquiesced in or probably formulated. What 
was the meaning of it? \Vas it a Government 
Bill, orweretheybeingtrifled with? That was the 
real question, Now they were told they were tread
ing •m the toes of the banks. Of course that could 
not be allowed ! Here they had the Hon. Mr. 
Thyune-he wished to goodness he would discard 
that treacherous adviser of his (Hon. W. Forrest) 
-here they had the Hon. Mr. Thynne moving 
amendments which seemed to him to take away 
some vital parts of the Bill, and it was tacitly 
acf[niesced in by the Postm:;>ster-General. And 
then they had the most extraordinary spectacle 
of the hon. the Postmaster-General, while the 
matter was under discussion, going over to the 
other side of the House and privately conversing 
with the hon. member who now led the Op
position. 

The HoN. W. GRAHAM said he could not 
vote for the &nwndmm1t of the Hon. Mr. 
Thynne. It went a gt>eat detl.l too ftw. He con
si de!'ed the amendment that had been agreed 
to made the clause quite 2trong enough, if 

nol too strong ; and if the amendment now 
proposed were carried, so far as he could 
see, the only people who would be competent 
to sit on the board would be two utterly impe
cunious individuals who were not connected in 
in any way with banks-two retired clergymen 
probably, or two broken-down squatters. Men 
who themselves might not be interested in hold
ings under the clau~e might be called upon to 
act as executors and trustees in all sorts of ways ; 
and he repeated that the amendment went 
altogether too far. 

The HoN. A. J. THYNNE thought the hon. 
Mr. Graham did not understand the full scope 
of the amendment. The hon. gentleman said 
in one sentence that only people who were 
utterly impecunious could be qualified to hold 
seats on the board ; but he must hear in mind 
that present holders of freehold property would 
not be debal'l'ed from doing so, and any such 
person who wished to take the position could sell 
out his shares-which it might be a very wise 
thing to do - and invest the proceeds in 
freehold property, which would become so 
scarce, if the Bill were carried out in its 
integrity, that it was bound to incr·easo 
in value, much more than it had done hitherto. 
They hat'! power under the clause to prevent a 
member of the board from holding or acquiring 
an interest in any holding or license; and in 
order to make the clause complete, they should 
provide that he should have no interest, directly 
or indirectly, in such matt et's. If a man had a large 
interest in a limited pastoral company he ought 
not to be allowed to have a seat on· the board. 

The HoN. W. GRAHAM: What if he has 
shares in a bank that has made advances on the 
property \ 

The HoN. A. J. THYNNE : Then he would 
be interested in the business. He did not care 
very much whether the amendment was passed 
or not, but merely wished to point out that to 
carry the disf[nalification provided by the clause 
to its logical conclusion a member of the boarcl 
should not be allowed to have any interest, 
directly or indirectly, in any holding- under the 
Act. If the opinions of hon. gentlemen were 
against the amendment he should not press it. 

The HoN. J. TA YLOR: Withdraw it. 
The POSTMASTER-GENERAL said he 

thought, when the Hon. Mr. Thynne suggested 
the amendment to him, that there was a great 
deal in it, and he thought so still ; but at the 
same time he was bound to admit that there was 
considerable force in the objection raised by Sir 
Arthur Palmer and the Hon. W. Graham. It 
would, no doubt, prevent any person interested 
in any bank which might happen to be interested 
as mortgagee of any holding under the Act from 
being qualified to hold a seat on the board. It 
was, therefore, better to leave the disqualifica
tion as it stood. He did not think any difficulty 
was likely to arise under it, because if a man 
committed any breach of the clause he Would be 
amenable to punishment. 

The HoN. A. J. THYNNE, by consent of the 
Committee, withdrew his amendment. 

The HoN. \V. H. \V ALSH said it occurred 
to him as a most extraordinary thing that 
upon a vital matter of that kind, which was of 
great interest to the peopl~ of the colony, only 
two or three gentlemen felt it their duty to 
address themselves to the question. Surely the 
town of Ipswich was interested in the matter ! 
Surely the city of Brisbane was ! The hon. 
Postmaster-General had just informed him 
that he came from Brisbane. That was new 
information tn them ; nohody suspected it 
before; but it ijeemed most extrao~·dina.ry 
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that, in a matter of that kind, affecting the 
business institutions of the colony, nobody 
excepting his hon. friend, Mr. Thynne, th~ 
Hon. Mr. Taylor, and the Postmaster-General 
had felt it their duty, or seemed to ha v~ 
any knowledge to impart to the Chamber. 
\V here were the representatives of Brisbane? 
It was perfectly astounding that only two 
or three members-men probably most ignorant 
on the subject-chose, or were permitted to 
address the Chamber. He prote:;ted against 
such a matter,-a m>ttter of such grave impor
tance-being rai_Jidly passed through the Cham
ber without such consideration as should be 
given to it by eminent men like his hon. friend 
from Ipswich, and other members of the Cham
ber. They had no business whatever, upon the 
mere dictum of a Postmaster-General, or men like 
himself, who knew nothing about the subject, to 
pass a measure of such grave importance, affect
ing the whole of the industries and welfare of 
the colony. He disliked it; he objected to it· 
and he called the attention of hon. gentlemer: 
who represented the public interests to the fact 
that they had a duty to perform as well as those 
like himself who were-mere obstructionists. 

The HoN. W. D. BOX said he was sorry the 
Hon. Mr. Walsh did not think hon. members 
took sufficient interest in the Bill. Although he 
had been taught many years ago that silence 
was golden, and speech was silver, yet he had 
watched every part of the Bill with the greatest 
interest and anxiety. With regard to the re
muneration proposed by the clause, he did not 
think it was sufficient. It might be sufficient, 
if there were something added to it in the 
way of a pension ; and he considered that, in 
dealing wrth an important position of that 
kind, it would be very much better to 
follow the wording of the Supreme Court Act, 
and give those who were appointed members 
of the board a pension after they had fulfilled 
their duties for a number of years. To his mind, 
there could not be a more important office than 
that of a member of the board, for which that 
officer was to get £1,000 a year and travelling 
expenses ; and, as he had stated, he thought they 
ought to add to the clause, or provide by a sub
sequent clause that every member of the board, 
after serving fifteen years, or upon being disabled 
by permanent infirmity from the performance of 
the duties of his office, should be able to demand 
a pension equal to half the actual salary he had 
been receiving. 

HONOURABLE MEMBERS : You cannot do it. 
The Hok W. D. BOX : It could be done, 

because they could fill in the necessary words 
and leave the amount blank to be dealt with by 
the other House as they thought fit. As had 
already been stated, he did not believe that 
they would get competent men to undertake 
the duties for £1,000 a year, if, when they had 
done their work, they were to be simply 
bowed out. If they wanted to get really 
good men to fill the position, and who were to 
have all the powers of the Supreme Court, they 
ought certainly to have a pension as well as the' 
salary; and if the amount of money were not 
stated, the question might be very fairly con
sidered by that House. 

The HoN. W. FORREST said that reference 
had been made to the inability of that Chamber 
to interfere with questions of money; bnt there 
was not a word in the Constitution Act to pre
vent their interfering, though it was not their 
custom to do so. 

The HoN. J. TAYLOR said that one of the 
judges had been pensioned with £1~250 a year; 
and where was he !now? Ha d!a not spend 
!t ill fhe ~R!opy ~ bl~~ H ~~q !J~ t,~!l~ ll)Rn~"1 ~~~~ 

where. And they ought to be very cautious 
in fut•u·e in regard to pensions. Why should 
they pension a man after fourteen ye11rs' service? 
Numbers of squatters had spent their whole 
lives in obtaining a competency; and he did not 
see why men should be pensioned after fourteen 
years' service during the most pleasurable part 
of their lives. 'rhe Hon. lUr. Box w::~s very free 
with the people's money. 

The HoN. W. H. W ALSH said he quite 
agreed with the remarks of the Hon. Mr. 
Taylor to the effect that they had no right to 
dispense the funcb of the colony. They had no 
Lnsiness to enable the Government to appoint 
officers who, after a short period of service, 
would be entitled to a retiring allowance of 
£1,000 a year, and it would be a scandal to the 
colony if they were to do so. What services 
could those men possibly perform to justify them 
in getting such a retiring allowance? As the 
Hon. Mr. Taylor said, a few years very shortly 
passed over. And there were judges in receipt 
of retiring allowances which were a discredit to 
the colony. There were one or two judges who 
never did any great service to the colony, but 
who, owing to their peculiar position, were in 
receipt of retiring allowances which could not 
be checked; and he quite agreed with the Hon. 
Mr. Taylor in protesting against anything 
of the kind. It was distressing to think 
th>tt, while they were trying to provide 
for the fair occupation of the Crown lands of 
the colony, they appeared to be taking more 
interest in the bestowal of two or three offices on 
certain individuals. He would now apply him
self immediately to the representative of the 
Government in that Chamber. It W&s two 
months since the other branch of the Legis
lature was promised that before the Bill 
was finally considered the Government would 
state who were to be the recipients of 
office under the Bill, and he now begged the 
Postmaster-General to give that information. 
Two months ago it was promised that the public 
should be told who were to be the officers ap
pointed under the Bill. That had not been done, 
and before they allowed the Bill to pass another 
stage they had a right to demand that informa
tion. It was a most important matter to the 
country to know. The Commons had either 
abrogated or forsaken their duty, as far as 
he could see, towards the persons they repre
sented in the country ; but that was no 
reason why they should do it. He charged the 
Government distinctly with having accelerated 
the passage of the Bill by their promise that 
they would, before the Bill was passed, name the 
executive officers, the grand officers who were 
to be appointed members of the board. On 
behalf of the country, which had been deceived, 
he' asked who were the officers who were going 
to carry out the provisions of the Bill? If 
they were inferior men, whom they knew 
to be unfit to perform their duty, he was 
quite sure they would reject the Bill imme
di>ttely. The Government had promised the 
country that they would say who should carry 
out that extraordinary and important measure ; 
and he called upon the hon. gentleman who 
represented the Government to announce to the 
country and to that Committee who were those 
officers before they went one jot further with the 
Bill. 

HoNOURABLE ME~IBERS : Question ! 
The HoN. Vi7 • H. W ALSH repeated that the 

Government had made a promise that they 
would supply the information before the Bill 
passed. Was he doing anything wrong in 
asking who were to be the administrators of the 
Act? Was it not on their belief in the in
t~f.jr!ty Rf ihfl IHlmlni~tm~or~ th~t ~r~ P!\S~!Ir:n~ P.f 

~~ l . ~ • , - •' . . ' . ' . ~ , ' .. 



Crown Lands Bill. f26 :YoYElfBER.] Oro1L'11 lanrls Bill. 295 

the men,sure depended ? He trusted thn,t the 
Chn,irman would not hurriedly put a 'luestion of 
so much importance. 

The POST::\IASTER- GENERAL said he 
would just mention to the Committee that if 
they •lid not make more rapid progress in the 
future than they had done since dinner it 
would be ten years before they got to the 
end of the Bill. They had been wasting an 
enormous quantity of time on n, matter in which 
110 vrinciple was involved. He thought hon. 
lltembers might re.t satisfied that there was 
ample time for the Government to fulfil their 
jn·omise between now a.ll!! the passage of the Bill 
into law. He hoped more valuable time would 
not be wasted, but that some energy would be 
left in hon. gentlemen to discuss matters of some 
principle. 

Clause, as amended, put and passed. 
Clause 13-" How member of thG> board re

moved from office or suspended "-passed as 
printed. 

On clause 14, as follows:-
" In the case of ~he illness, suspension, or absence of 

nny meUiber of the board, the Governor, with the advice 
aforesaid, may appoint some other person to act as the 
<lepnty of such member during such illness, suspension, 
or abst·nce, and every sueh person shall, during the time 
for which he shall act as snch deputy, have all the 
powers and perform all the duties of such member of 
the board." 

The Ho:-~. A. C. GREGORY said it was his 
intention to propose an amendment, and he 
thought the best form it could take would be the 
insertion of the words "or for other sufficient 
rea8on " after the word "board," in the 2nd 
line of the clause. The object he had in 
view was to meet a certain class of 
case~ incidentally shadowed forth when clause 
12 w:ts under discussion. It might occur 
that though a member of the board might 
not be directly intere;;ted in the matters ordi
narily coming before the, board, yet sometimes 
he might, through close connection with other 
]lersons who were intere;;ted, desire to be per
mitted to withdraw from taking any part in the 
action of the board. He might accidentally, 
either as trustee or as a near relative, be
come interested; and it was usual, when an 
individual who was a member of a board 
became interested, for him to withdraw ; but 
as in that case there were only two members, 
he could not withdraw, and therefore he pro
posed to give the Governor in Council the right 
to appoint some other person for the time being. 
l:lince he commenced to speak it had been sug
gested to him with regard to the form of words 
used in the amendment, that it would be better 
simply to insert the word "inability" after the 
word "suspension" in the 1st line, and he would 
therefore move that. The clause would then read 
that, " In case of the illness, suspension, or 
inability, or absence, of any member of the 
board, the Governor in Council may appoint 
some other person to act as the deputy of such 
member," etc. 

Amendment put and passed. 
The HoN. \V. H. \V ALSH said he could not 

understand it all. 
The C;HAIRMAN said there was no question 

before the Committee. 
The HoN. W. H. W ALSH said he dared sav 

that in the opinion of the Chairman there was 
no question before the Committee. \Vhen he 
(Hon. Mr. \Valsh) saw three eminent members 
of that Chamber putting their heads together
especially gentlemen who held the most di 1·erse 
opinions-and holding a private solemn conclave, 
hie~ ~n:>j'\qh)P.S ~~erA ~nm~ar1 1 ~~~ ~I' ~s\~f~ th!l 

excellent representative of what was right on the 
other side whether he had been consulted on 
the matter at all ? It struck him very forcibly 
that the Postmaster-General was intentionally 
leaving that hon. gentleman out of consideration_ 
He did not hol<itate to say that whenever he saw 
three prominent members putting their heads 
together and whispering, he hadgravesusvicions. 
He knew nothing about the clause, but he 
was quite satisfied that there was something 
wrong in it, because the Postmaster-General 
and the Hon. Mr. Gregory seemed to have 
agreed on the subject. That it contained 
something dangerom to the liberty of the 
subject, he had not the least doubt. He knew 
nothing about the clause, but he would divide 
the Committee on it. He objected to three per
sons a&reeing to an alteration in the Bill and 
expectmg the Committee, to abide by it. The 
Government had introduced the Bill into that 
Chamber after a searching examination in 
another place, and they ought to stand by it, and 
not go there to employ the Hon. Mr. Gregory 
to amend it. 

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL said he 
had to propose an amendment in the 2nd line of 
the clause. The words " with the advice afore
said " had got in accidentally. He moved that 
they be omitted, and the words " in Council " 
substituted. 

Amendment put and passed. 
On the motion of the HoN. A. C. GREGORY, 

a consequential amendment was made in the 
4th line by inserting the word "inability" after 
'' suspension." 

The HON. W. H. W ALSH said he would 
like to know whether the Hon. Mr. Gregory 
or the Postmaster-General was in charge of the 
Bill. 

The HoN. \V. GRAHA::VI said there was no 
question before the Committee. 

The HoN. W. H. W ALSH said the question 
was whether a certain clause should be passed, 
and he rose to speak to that when he was inter
rupted, as he expected he would be, by the Hon. 
Mr. Graham. Nevertheless, he contended that 
he was in possession of the Chair. What he 
wanted to know was whether the Hon. Mr. 
Gregory or the Postmaster-General was in charge 
of the Bill, because he noticed that the Hon. 
Mr. Gregory was proposing a clause. That was 
a most extraordinary thing for a private member 
to do in an important Bill like that before the 
Committee. A most important amendment had 
been proposed and passed without the Govern
ment expressing any opinion about it. That was 
what he wished to sav when the Hon. lVIr. 
Graham imprudently interrupted him. He ob· 
jected to an important Bill being passed through 
that Chamber under the auspices of the Hon. 
Mr. Gregory, as the representative of the Gov
ernment. There could be nothing more offensive 
to the people than the idea that the hon. gentle
man, with all his knowledge and ability, should 
act as mentor or adviser to the Government in 
passing the Land Bill through that Chamber, 
and he implored the Postmaster-General to 
extricate them from the dilemma they were 
now in. 

The HoN. A. C. GREGORY moved that 
the words "and be subject to the same disabili
ties as " be inserted after the words "duties of," 
in the last line of the clause, so as to make it 
read, "Every such person shall, during the time 
for which he shall act as such deputy, have all 
the powers and perform all the duties of, and be 
subject to the same disabilities as such members 
of the board." The object of the amendment was 
to put the deputy in exactly t\le s~me positio!l a~ 
il; jpP~bPf Qf ~q~ bO!If(l: · . . ' 
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The HoN. W. H. W ALSH sn.id that surely 
such a great alteration as that was intended to 
produce, should meet with some expression 
of opinion on the part of the Government t 
Were the Government going to give their 
sanction to that sort of thing ? If they 
were, he was not. He objected to a Government 
measure being mutilated and destroyed in its 
principle and integrity by amendments made by 
the Hon. Mr. Gregory. If the Government 
sanctioned those amendments they should intro
duce them, and not submit to having their 
Bill amended in every clause by the Hon. 
Mr. Gregory. Here they had a Bill to 
revolutionise the whole of the affairs of the 
country, and every clause they came to so far 
had been materially amended by suggestions or 
motions on the part of the Hon. Mr. Gregory. 
He would divide the Committee on every amend
ment suggested or introduced, if it were only to 
show the Government that they had introduced 
that Bill, and should not allow so many amend
ments to be carried. 

The POSTMASTER,GENERAL said that, 
if it would satisfy the hon. gentleman, he would 
inform him that he had no objection to the 
amendment proposed. 

The HoN. W. H. W ALSH: Why did you 
not propose it? 

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL said he 
had not proposed it, because the Hon. Mr. 
Gregory proposed it. It would not hurt the 
Bill one way or another if it were passed, and 
might, perhaps, clear up s0me doubts on the 
subject. 

The HoN. W. H. W ALSH : Then I shall 
vote for the Government on every subject. I 
shall support them on every amendment moved. 

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL : I am 
glad to hear it, and I hope the hon. gentleman 
will give me a silent vote for the remainder of 
the evening. 

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

The HoN. W. H. WALSH: Divide t 
The CHAIRMAN: Does the hon. gentle

man call for a division? 
The HoN. W. H. W ALSH: Yes; certainly. I 

will divide every motion suggested, 
The Committee divided :-

CON'l'I<:NTS, 20. 

The Hons. Sir A. II. Palmer, C. S. Mein, W. Fm·rest, 
J. Taylor, T. L. l'Iurray-Prior, J. Swan, W. Pettigrew, 
J. C. Heussler, W. Graham, F. H. Hart, W. G. Power, 
G. King, A. H. Wilson, J. C. Smyth, W. Aplin, J. C. Foote, 
A. C. Gregory, A. J. Thynne, W. 1!'. Lambert, and 
W.D.Box. 

NoN-CONTENTS, 1. 

The Hon. W. H. Walsh. 

Question resolved in the affirmative. 
Clause, as amended, put and passed. 
Clause 15-" Board to hold courts." 
Question-That the clause as read stand part 

of the Bill-put. 
The HoN. W. H. W ALSH said they had just 

arrived at a very extraordinary conclusion. They 
had the spectacle of the Government voting 
against their own measure, and he wished to ask 
the Postmaster-Geneml what he intended to do 
next. He had a right to demand, and every 
hon. member n that House had a right to 
demand, what course the Government meant to 
pursue next. He had endeavoured to support 
the Government himself in the passage of their 
Billi and when they oame to a division upon a 
vita ola.use in the Bill-one of the most impor· 
t1mt Bills, perh111ps the most importa,nt .Bill 

that had ever been introduced to that Chamber 
-he found himself voting for the Govern
ment without a single supporter from the 
Government side of the House. The Gov
ernment absolutely commanded the dissolu
tion of their supporters. They had intro
duced a most important measure, and had 
come on to the discussion of perhaps the most 
vital clause in that measure, and the Government 
voted against it themselves, and left him as the 
only supporter of the measure. Surely he had 
a right tu demand what the intentions of the 
Government were. If the Postmaster-General 
would not give him the information he desired it 
was a matter which should be explained, if not 
tu that Chamber at all events to the country. 
It was to him at that moment thoroughly in
explicable. 

Question put. 
'l'he HoN. \V. H. W ALSH said there was no 

particular reason for hurry, and he maintained 
the Government representative in that Chamber 
should give him some explanation of the extra
ordinary proceedings that had taken place that 
evening. He had introduced a most important 
Bill and had voted against it himself. He 
had voted against a vital clause of the Bill, 
and he had given no explanation, and he (Hon. 
Mr. W alsh} maintained that he had a right to 
demand an explanation from the hon. gentleman. 
Hon. member• who would submit to that kind of 
treatment certainly deserved it; and all he could 
say was that he would not be a partner in the 
obloquy of the position they occupied. He did 
not know what arrangement had been made 
between the Postmaster-General and the Hon. 
Mr. Gregory, the Hon. Mr. Taylor, the Hon. Mr. 
Murray-Prior, or the Hon. Mr. anything else. 
But he said that the avowed antagonist of the Bill 
-the Hon. Mr. Gregory-had introduced amend
ments, and the Postmaster-General not only sub
mitted tacitly to those amendments being made, 
but actually supported them. He (Hon. Mr. 
Walsh}, as a supporter of the Government and 
one who wished to see a good Land Bill passed, 
would not allow such a state of things to go on, 
and he would divide the Committee upon every 
amendment that was introduced. 

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL said that, 
as the hon. member had evidently made up his 
mind-despite the desire of every other member 
of the Committee to proceed to the transaction 
of the business of the country-to prevent any 
business being done, he begged to move that the 
Chairman leave the chair, report progress, and 
ask leave to sit again. 

Question put and passed. 
The House resumed ; and, on the motion of 

the POSTMASTER-GENERAL, the Com
mittee obtained leave to sit again to-morrow. 

The House adjourned at 9 o'clock. 




