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LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL. 
fVednesda,11, 3 Dcceml,e?', 1884. 

Crmvn I.ancls Bill~rommit.tPe.-Burrum RailwaY 
Extension. ~ 

The PHBSIDENT took the chair at 4 o'clock. 

CROWN LANDS I3ILL-COMJ\IITTEE. 
Upon the Orc1er of the Day being react for the 

further consideration of this Bill in committee, 
the President left the chair, and the House went 
into Committee according-ly. 

Clause 29--" Grazing right on resu1nerl portions 
of runs or holdings "-passed as printed. 

On clause 30, as follows :-
" 1f in the OJrinion of the board any lessee exercising 

the right of depastur.ng is injurion~:;ly using the bmd 
over which the right to depasture is exercised by ovor
~toeking the same, the board may require him to 
red~we the number of his stock thereon to such an 
extent as the board may think fit; and if the lessee 
fails to comply with such requisition \vithin six months 
t-~ ft.er receipt thereof~ his right of depasturing shall be 
determined." 

The Hox. vV. H. vV ALSH said the clause 
nppeared to be a very singular one, introducing 
something quite new as between tenant and 
landlord in connection with the occupation of 
Crown lands. If proper provisions were to be 
made in a subsequent part of the Bill that 
competent persons or authorities should be 
employed to deal with the matter, it would 
be a very advantageous clause-even if it 
pervaded the whole of that portion of th~ 
Bill dealing with prtstoral occupation. But 
unless the Postmaster-General could promise 
that some such arrange1nent wa~:; to be nutde, he 
warned the Committee that it would he a very 
dangerous clause to pass. }1\)r im;:.tance, suppo~:;ing 
the Government, in the exercise of their un
tloubted right, and in a iit of wisdom perhaps, 
appointed as rnem hers of the board two gentle
men who knew nothing whatever about jJastoml 
or agricnltnntl pursuit::;-bvo barristers or 
solicitor~ who knew nothing abont the grazing 
power of land, who could not explain the 
difference between one sty le of sheeJ >and another 
-it would be reduced at once to an absurdity. 
The clause said if, in the opinion of the board, 
the lessee was injuriously using the land. 

The POSTMASTElt-GI~NERAL (Hon. C. 
S. Mein) : It may be referred to arbitrators. 

The Hox. vV. H. vVALSH : There was 
nothing in the clause about arbitrators. 

The POSTMASTER-G ENI~RA L: A previous 
part of the Bill provides that anyone dissatisfied 
with the decision of the board may have the 
matter referred to arbitration. 

The HoN. vV. H. vV ALSH : He was not sure 
that the previous clause mentioned referred to 
clause 30 at all. At any rate, he was not going to 
take up the time of the Committee on the sub
ject. He merely wished to point out that the 
clame was insufficient, although, as he previously 
stated, the object was a good one. 

The POSTMASTER- GKNERAL said he 
quite agreed with the hon. gentleman that it 
would be very desirable to frame some machinery 
for the purpose of stipulat.ing that no lessee 
should be at liberty to overstock his country, 
but he did not see how such machinery was to 
be provided. The only way in which he 
thought the matter could be dealt with would 
be upon the principle he suggested htst night
that there should be " gradual increaoe in the 
rentals towards the end of the term. That 
would prevent a pastoral tenant from depreciat
ing the value of his holding for pastoral purposes 
by overstocking. However, that had not been 

provided for, and he <lid not see any other way 
out of the difficulty. It must be remembcred.by 
hon. gentlemen thnt the cbuse under dmcusswn 
simply applied to the portion of the run over 
which the gnL?,ing right \vas exer~ised, and not 
to the leased portion at all. It applied only to the 
lH>rtion held under gra7.ing right, and as the lessee 
would not have the same interest in keepmg that 
land as Yalmcble as that held under his lease, 
provision was made that the board should have 
it in their power, if they thought that an:y lessee 
was injuring the country by overstoclnng, ~o 
make him reduce his .stock. And as the B1ll 
now stood, any person feeling aggrieved by their 
decision could refer the matter to arhitmtion. 

The HoN. ,J. 'TAYLOR said he objected to the 
clause in its entirety. He would r:;o further, and 
say thr>t no man who overstocked country could 
injure anyone but himself. He had been told 
repeatedly that he was overstocking Cecil Plains, 
on the Darling Downs, but he had always found 
that after a few inches of rain the gra's sprung 
up again as luxuriantly as ever. He objected to 
am· such clause being in the Bill, by which the 
bo~rd should have power to fix what amount of 
stock country could carry. What in the name 
of patience did the board know about it ? 
::VIon would not overstock, because it would not 
be for their own benefit ; anc1 they must know 
more about the capabilities of the country than 
any board could JlO'>oibly know. 

The Hox. Sm A. H. P ALMER said the 
clause was a very objectiomtble one as it stood. 
T10ke, for instance, a case where, during the 
drought, there were 10,000 heztd of cattle on a 
run, and all the water was at one end of it ; 
would all the boards that were ever invented 
keep the cattle from the water, or prevent that 
part of the run from being overstocked~ It was 
only giving a 1niscbievous power to an Irresp~)ll· 
sible hoard, who probably would know nothmg 
ttbont the matter ; who could only work by 
means of nnc1er men. If a piece of country was 
overstocked the holder of it would suffer far 
more than the country would. The country 
would recover itself if it was overstocked, but it 
would take the holder of it a long time to recover 
himself. It was a meddling clause which had no 
business in the Bill at all. 

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Hon. C. S. 
Mein) said hon. gentlemen overlooked the fact 
that that provision did not apply to leases at all, 
but to the portion of the run over which the 
lessee had a grazing right. 

The HoN. Sm A. H. P ALMER: It is just 
the same. 

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL said he 
begged to differ from the hon. gentleman; 
it was not the same ; it was totally 
different. That land could be taken away 
from the occupation of the lessee at any 
moment for the purpose of being converted 
into grazing or agricultural farms. And the 
object of the clause was to prevent the land 
being made useless by overstocking for that pur
pose. They might have the pastoral lessee 
running the whole of his stock upon it. The 
cases of drought referred to were amply provided 
for in the clause, which gave the lessee six 
months' notice before the provisions of the clause 
would be put into operation. In any case of 
drought, allowance would unquestionably be 
made, and the board would not harshly enforce 
the provisions of the clause. 

The HoN. W. H. W ALSH said he did not 
think the hon. gentleman sufficiently understood 
the matter. The hon. gentleman said it only 
applied to the resumec1 portions of runs, . and 
which might be resumed at any time for agrwul
tural purposes. Why, the more a run was 
overstocked--
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The POSTMASTER. GKNEHAL: I said 
agricultural and grazing farms. 

The Hox. \V. H. \VALSH sotid he had not 
understood the hon. gentleman to stty so. He 
did not think it w>e~ possible for the clause to be 
properly carried out. \Vhile he admitted that 
with proper machinery for carrying out the 
clause effectively it might prove of great advan
tage, he maintained that the probability was that 
it would not be properly carried out, and would 
bP the means of exercising the very worst tyranny 
towards the pastoral tenants of the Crown. 

The Ho~. W. J!'ORREST said he had another 
objection to it. The clause was framed in such 
a way that he believed it could be construed to 
mean the lessee of a holding or lease. 'rhe clause 
said:-

,, If in the opinion of the board any lcs8ee exerci~ing 
the nght of dcpasturing is injnriou~ly nsing the land." 
Turning to the interpretation clause, he found 
that a lessee was described as " the holder of 
'" lease under the provisions of this Act." He 
believed that if the clause was strained it might 
he made to apply to the holders of leases. 

The POST:\IAS'rER-GENERAL: And this 
is the man who talks about obscurity ! 

The HoN. \V. J<'OJ1HEST said he agreed with 
what had been said about the clause by the Hon. 
Mr. \\' abh. He failed to see how it would be 
]HJssihle to say, under certain conditions, that a 
1nan \Va8 overstocking his rnn. In cases such as 
the last seasons they had had the stock could 
not be removed, and must stay where they were, 
whether to live or die. It was a very un
necessary, arbitrary, and dangerous cla,use. 

The POSTMASTER-GENimAL said the 
hon. gentleman spoke last night about obscu
rity of thought and confusion of ideas. He did 
not know where the hon. gentleman's ideas had 
gone to that afternooon. He had previously 
given the h<m. gentleman credit for a consider
able amount of intelligence ; but that he should 
now get up and tell that Committee that he 
believed the clause could he stretched so as to 
apply to the holdings of lessees was beyond 
his (the Postmaster-General's) comprehension, 
and he believed beyond the comprehension of 
e,·ery member of that Chamber. 

The HoN. W. GRAHAM: No. 
The POSTMASTER-GENERAL said the 

hon. gentleman deliberately stopped in the 
middle of a sentence, and he believed the hon. 
gentleman did so because he saw what he had 
previously stated had no application whatever. 
He (the Postmaster-General) would read the 
whole sentence :-

"If in the opinion of the boa.rd any lessee exercising 
the right of depasturing is injuriously using the land 
over which the right to depasture is exercised by over
stoeking the same, the board may require him to reduce 
the nmnber of his stock thereon"-

On what? On the land over which he was exer
cising the right of depasturing. 
"To such an extent as the board may think fit ; and 
if the lessee fails to comply with sueh requisition 
within ~i.x months after receipt thereof, his right ot' 
depasturing sllall be determined." 

He said if they did not have a clause like that, 
lessees of an improper turn of minc!-dishonest 
men-and he presumed there might be some of 
them--

'l'he Hox .. J. 1<'. MoDOUGALL: No, no! 
The POST~1:ASTER-GENERAL: No, he 

had forgotten. They were all immaculate, 
he believed. Were they not all " hononr
able men"--men who would not . injure an 
unfortunate selector, or take a threepenny 
bit away from the country--,-men who never 
thought of their own interests, and always 
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looked to the intuests of the selector? If such 
a clause were not passed he said it would he 
competent for a lessee to turn all his stock on 
to the resumed portion of his former run, and 
render it absolutely useless for grazing purposes 
by exhausting· all the natural grasses which 
rendered the c<mntry of value for that purpose. 

'rhe HoN. \V. FOHREST said that when the 
I'ost111aster-General gave an opinion, and more 
particularly where it was a legal opinion, and he 
was proved to he wrong, he never forgave the 
man who had shown him his mistake. The hon. 
gentleman had given another opinion just now, 
and he had given an opinion last night, and had 
surrounded it with confusing language, and he 
was wrong-. The hon. gentleman referred to 
what he (Hon. Mr. Forrest) said yesterday, and 
he (Hon. :Yir. Forrest) might refer to what the 
hon. gentleman himself hacl said yesterday, and 
he said that the legal opinion given by the hon. 
gentleman last night, with all his brilliancy 
and ability, had been shown to be wrong ; 
and when such was the case last night, 
he (Hon. Mr. Forrest) thought he had very 
good reason to doubt the correctness of the h<m. 
gentlmnan's opinion now. He had given a 
deliberate opinion last night and another to-day. 
He (Hon. Mr. Forrest) had shown that the hon. 
gentleman's opinion as given last night was 
wrong, and he did not accept the opinion which 
the hon. gentleman gave to-day. 

The HoN .• J. J!'. MoDOUGALL said he under· 
stood the Postmaster-General to say that the 
lessees might overstock that country to an injuri
ous extent so as to render it unfit for the incoming 
man. The hon. gentleman forgot, however, that 
in doing so the lessee would he ruining his own 
stock. By overstocking his country he would 
he starving his stook, and no man would be so 
foolish as to do that. The contention was mani
festly absurd. 

The HoN. \V. GRAHAM said he agreed with 
a great deal of what had been said by the Hon. 
Mr. :B'orrest as to the phraseology of the clause ; 
and the careful explanation given of it by the 
Postmaster-General consisted in his simply read· 
ing it over. The clause still remained the same. 
The hest way to get over the difficulty would he 
to insert ll.fter the word " exercised," in the 3rd 
line of the clause, the words "under the pro
visions of the previous clause," so that the clause 
would read :-

"If in the opinion of the board any lessee exercising 
the right of depasturing is injuriously using the land 
over whieh the right of depasturing is exercised under 
the provisions of the previous clause by overstocking 
the same," etc. 
That would meet the objection raised by the Hon. 
Mr. Forrest. He looked upon the whole clause, 
however, as unnecessary, and impossible to he 
carried out. There were clauses enough in the Bill. 
What on earth was the use of putting in clauses 
that any practical man knew it would be utterly 
impossible to carry ouG? If the Postmaster
General would tell them the names of the gentle
men who were to form the hoard, they might 
judge of how the clause would he carried out. 

The POSTMASTER- GENERAL : Mr. 
Gregory and Mr. Taylor, probably. 

The Ho~. W. GRAHAM: Then Mr. Gregory 
and Mr. Taylor would have a very rough time 
of it if they were supposed to ride all over the 
country and find out whether it was being over
stocked or not. The only way in which the 
clause could he made workable would he by 
getting envious neighbours to give information, 
and the board would have to go up and satisfv 
themselves that the information given wi:s 
correct. He considered the board was a perfect 
farce, and they would find that gut befm;e the:r 
sat very'long. · 
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The POSTMASTER-GENERAL said he <lid 
not think it was likely that thev would sit for a 
very long time to cmrie. · 

The HoN. J. TAYLOl~ said the clause wa.s a 
useless and unnecessary one, aml he fornmlly 
moved that it be expunged. 

The HoN. A .• J. THY:\XE said he thought 
there Wa8 another ~;ide tn the question rcltngether. 
If hem. g-entlemen would look at clause Ul they 
woulrl find that a restriction was placed npon th'e 
tieleetnr~ who took up country on the reK11llte(l 

half of the runs, and if there wa.'-' a reKtriction 
to be placed upon the number of sLock which the 
seleetor wa.8 allowed to clepastnre on or about 
his selection, it was only fair play that a similar 
restriction should he put upon other people; in 
short, if the selector was to be restricted as to 
the number of stock he should denasture on his 
selection, the pastoral tenant shouid be placecl in 
exactly the same po,-ition. 

Th.; Hox. A. C. GHEGOHY ,,aid they ha<l 
frequently heard of the overstocking of runs ; 
but in the clause under di.,cussion they were 
not dealing with runs at all, but with what was 
practically a species of connnonage. It \vas, in 
fact, to be a kintl of cmnn1onage between the 
lessee who held the adjoining- land and the 
selector who took up a part of it. That would, 
at all events, be the case for a time, and umler 
those conditions he thought that the clause 
would not :1ct injuriously. 

The Hox. W. H. W ALSH said that he had 
stated the restriction would not act injuriously if 
it were properly enforced; but he maintn.ined the 
probability was that it never would be properly 
enforced, and only arbit~arily and perhaps spite
fully in the only cases in which it would be en
forced. He objected to the nmchinery which 
would probably be employed in enforcing the 
clause, and to the motive that would in all pro
bability set that machinery in motion. If the 
clause prevailed all over the Bill, and proper 
machinery was introduced in order that it mig-ht 
be carried out in a busine,slike and satisfactory 
manner he entirely approved of the clause ; but 
it was not right that a man slwuhl be liable to 
be suddenly pounce<! upon by men who would 
determine 'v hether he \V a~ o\'€tdtocking his run 
or not, and who, if he 8honld bring oven,.rhelming 
testilnony to prove the contrary, rnight cmne tu 
the conclusion that he wat-> overstocking· hiH 
run, and, in the language of the clan se, ''his 
right of depasturing shall be determined." 

Question-That the clause as read stand part 
of the Bill-put, and the Committee divided:

CoxTEX'rs, 10. 
rrhe Hons. C. ::;. :Jlcin, 1V. l)ettigrew, .T. Swan, .\.. Rafi. 

J. C. Heuf;sler, '!'. L. ~Iurray-Prior, G. King,~\_. C. Grcgory, 
1Y. G. Power, and .A. J. Thynne. 

1-io~-CO.\TKl\"T:s, 10. 

The Hons. :Sir A. H. Pal mer, .r. P. JieDou,e;all. "¥. Aplin, 
1V. Graham, \V. II. "ralsh, J. C. Km\ th, W. P. L~Ltnbert, 
1Y. Forrest, P. ::\'Iacpher.son, and J. rra,ylor. 

The CHAIRMAN said, the voteH being e<Jual, it 
becanlB hit; dnty to give the Cft8ting vote, anU he 
gave it in favour of the "Contents." The ques
tion was therefore resolved in the affirmative. 

Clause.31-"Lessee rnay waiYe grazing right".: 
clause 32-" Description of lr·:1Sed land"; and 
clause 33 - " Use of tirn ber or material by 
lessees" -pa,sed as printed. · 

On clau.se 34, :ts follows :-
"Any person driving horse::-;, eatt.le, or Rheep n.loug an.r 

road passing through a. holding under this part of thiR 
Aet, wlliel1 is ordinarily used for the purpose of travel
ling st,ock. mny dep:LJ'itnre f:nch horses, cuttle, or shee1, 
on anv land within the djstauce of ha1f-a-n1ile from 
snch rOad, which is not part of an enclosed garden or 
paddock within two miles from the principal homestead 
or hearl-titation, notwithstanding that ~w·h land hi 
leaoed under this part of tlliB Act, or io enclo.>ed. 

"rroYidefl that. unle:-;s prevrntrd by rain or floo~l, 
:-:n<:h horses. ('Httle. or ~heep !'hall be tlriYrn towctrds 
their clestiuation at lea;;.;t six miles 'vithin every :mc
cessin~ perio(l of twenty-[onr honrs." 

'l'he Hox. A. C. GREGORY srtid there was an 
exprP:-;sion in that cla.nse to \vhich he }len;ouall_y 
took exception, aiHl that waH the phr[L~e ''or 1~ 
enclosed," at the end of the 1st p><mgmph. The 
etfect of that JH'OViRion wonld be that anyone 
t1ri ving 1-1tock along a. road, one ~itle of vvhich had 
l1een feneed would ha.ve the rit,·ht to lll'ea,k dov.'ll 
the fe.ncc a~Hl depa:-;tnro hi:-; KDJ(~k ;m the land. 
Tt wonld be Jll\H::h better to deal with the very 
intportant question of providing pa:·d .. ura;.,e 
for trasclling Htock in a. :-;epara,te nwa:->nre. 
He wa,; afraid that, as the Bill at rn·e,ent 
stood, the Committee coul<l h"'nlly inti'Odnc<) 
"'mendment" sntticicntly larg-e to cleal with the 
1na .. tter in the \Vay its inllJOrtance denuLiuled. 
Therefore he now Hpoke rnore on the general 
<lue"tion raised by the elausc than with the view 
of propm;ing any snb8tnntial mnmuhnm~t .. He 
consid ,·red that it would be f,;r better to elmnnate 
the clam:;e altogether, ~Lnd to inf'ert a proviHi~Jll 
giving the (iovernor in Council power to proclmtu 
:-:tock roach not excee{1ing· one 1nile in breadth 
th1·ongh Jmstoml holdings. Thn,t 1\-ould meet the 
difficulty, which had hitherto arisen, as to ;vhat 
\V ere rond~ rt.lono· which stock rnight be cln ven. 
He would ear~e:-;tly corumend the provi.·don 
m:tde in the Land Ad of Xew South \Vales to 
the con~ideration of the (}overnrnent, ,..;o tba,t 
at wme early period they might adopt sub
stantially the principle enunciated in that 
enactment, which provided for travelling stock 
along- roads in a sepamte Bill. He thought 
all hon. rnerubers were ag-reed that the law on 
that f-:\nbject, aH it ~tt present ~tonJ, \va::; in a very 
unsatisfactory lJO::;itioll. 

The POS'L\IAST.EIC-GEXERAL said lw 
agreed with the Hon. ~Ir. Greg-ory, that ~he 
present a.rrangernents '"ith regard to travelling 
stock were unsati8factory. The question pre
sented considerable difficulty, and he himself 
did not see his wa.y out of it. That clause, 
:ti'i the 1wn. gentleu~n,n ha,(l sta.tell, and a~ the 
Connnittee were probably aware, differed sontew 
\vhat fron1 the provi~.;ion in the Pastoral LeaP.£""' 
Act of 18G!l. The difficulty which >trose in 
dealing· with the matter wa~ twofold ; first, if 
they proclaimed a road through the le""ee's hold
ing it rnight be a h~trd.~hip to the le~f~ee; and 
second, if they did not procbim roads through 
runs aud 111ake proper proYision for travelling 
stock, it nlight be unfair to persons driving stock 
to market. The real difficulty was how to decide 
what was fair between the two parties. He was 
free to admit that the clause in its present slmpe, 
and all previous clanHes with regard to travelling
stock through le-;sees' runs, had the appearance 
of hardship. The cbuse before the Committee 
provided that a person tnwelling .stock mig-ht 
depasture them on any land within a distance 
of half-a-mile along any road ordinarily used 
for that purpose, and even on any enclosed 
land along the road which Wtts not a garden 
or paddock within two miles from the heacl
station. The effect of that would probably be 
that a, lessee having stock travelling over hiB run 
would not be very likely to cultiY<1te paddocks 
or enclosnres which were distant two miles from 
the horncHteacl, if they were nen,r :\J rna.d along 
which stock woultl I'"·'·'· He lJnlieved the matt<w 
had heen well considered eh;ewhere, and he di<l 
not see hi8 wa.y to arnend the clauHe :::~o a.H to 

! meet the difficuity 'ng-gested by the Hon. J\lr. 
Gregory. He would, l)(nvever, be very gla.d to 
have the matter discussed, and to contribute in 
any way to cleariug 1!)! that cliflicult q11estiou. 

The Hox. J. TAYLOR s:tid it wa,; a <[11Lotiun 
\l'hich it was impo,sible tu clear up. A m<Ul 
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travelling stock must have a right to half-a-mile 
on each side of the road, whether the country 
was fenced or nnfenced, and he would support 
the clan~e, a,lthough in doing so he n1ight be 
opvosed to his friends on that side of the Com
luittee. He umintained that they hud a.s much 
right to lq;i~late for travelling t'tnck as for 
Ie~soe:-;. _A g-rr~at Jnnnher of ~tock cmne n di:-.;
ktnl''' nf 1,000 Jllile~, rtlld tlwy on~·ht Wit to 
he kf'pl in ,1, lo11g in ne lJebn:~en Lwo ft~111:u.-., \V here 
they cqnld get neither w;LtE.-~J' 1tr1r J!'-t";inre. He 
ll!l~ht. .t,tte t.hai he had t~nc. property oYCl' whid1 
;l. <JUa.Ite-r of <l, nlillion st.nck p~l,!'i~ed PYcry yt~ar. 
J-ff, "'Pllld r"ll]lJllll'i the d;J,ll'"e lliO~t he:tt·tjl~r. 

The HoN. W. (il{,\HA:\1 said there w'" no 
donbL it was a difficnlt mtttter. He lmd suifere<l 
from t1·a Yelling ,tock, but perlmps he had Htolen 
a,l" much of other people't~ grati~ as anybody, 
lmving been a drover hirnself for a considerable 
time. ln such c>cses as that mentioned by the 
Hon. \V. Taylor, no doubt stock must have 
;.;Tat'~, a.nd he thought that if he were travelling 
stock in such a place he would cut down the 
fences in order to give thern g-rass and water. 
T'he only Buggestion he conld offer was that there 
shonlrl be gates >ctintenals along fences where both 
sides of the road were fenced, and that drovers 
should h"'ve the right to take their stock a mile 
from the ro"'d where only one side was fenced. The 
whole question, however, shonld be dealt with in 
" sepamte Bill. The Postmaster-General had 
told the Committee that the matter had received 
careful consideration; but that was not the c>cse, 
for the danse was very little different frorn the 
former provision. He did not like the idea. of 
fences being cut down ; but stock rnnst have 

The Hox. \V. H. \V ALSH said the Hon. 
]\1r. !~mham very feelingly wound np with the 
renmrk that stock rnust have grass. That \V~LS 
really the expression which was always used by 
gent]ernen \vho had a gret1t deal rno1·e stock on 
their l'Uns than they should be allowed to carry, 
and who, when hard times came, set their stock 
travelling in tens of thonsands along the 
roa0.8 stealing the grass belonging to other 
people. 

The Hox. \Y. G RAH~~::\1: " Let the galled 
jade wince; our with,ers are unwrung." 

The Hox. \V. H. IV ALSH: And no person 
did it more ruthlessly than the Hon. Mr. Ta.ylor, 
whonl he charged with cn,rrying affliction to 
numbers of other people by means of the stock 
he sent travelling about the country. Was it 
not notorious that he had brought tlisaster on a 
neighbour of his in that way? He (Hon. :Mr. 
\Valsh), after the number of his stock had been 
reduced by drought, had to put up with tens, 
and almost hundreds of thousands of sheep 
going deliberately on his run and stealing thP 
grass for which he paid the country, and 
which he absolutely required to keep his 
own stock alive. It was all very well to 
listen to those platitudes a.ncl pleadings from 
hon. gentlemen who were famous for travelling 
stock in the clays of tron ble ; but was that Com
mittee to take no thought for the poor r.reatures 
who had to pay their way, bnt were victimised 
by the inrm>ds deliberately made by the tremen
dously large squ:tttcrs who, regardle.ss of what 
was their nwn, deliberately cut dnwn aml robber\ 
them of the pastnrage they rightfully ]H>Ssessecl ~ 
There was another re1nark of the Hon. 1\J:r. 
<iraham which he was astonished to hear <tlly 
:Englishman nmke. 

The HoN. \V. UlUd{A:\I: I mn not an Eng
lishman. 

The Hox. W. H. \V ALtiH said he pre· umed 
the hon. gentlen1an did not r:tea.n to ~-~y it wa 
illegal for him to fence his leaoed country, and if 

he had· a legal right to do that, where wa' the 
hon. member's right to do all he sai,l-reludantly, 
he admitted-to break down fences? 

The HoN. J. TAYLOR: By this clause. 

The HoN. \V. H. \VALSH asked where was 
the authority~ The hon. gentleman knew that 11'> 
cbnse in tlmt Bill would hecome law: but he wao 
trying to :-;ati~fy his con~cieuce in regard tu the 
t'uin he hnd hrnnght npun tlw~e per:::,1lllS \VhobF 
~t·a.'~'l hi:-; tran_,]litJg t-rl(u_;k had tJ;lJ<\.en Hway, H 
lie ( 1 Inn. \V, ll. \\'a.bh) had a. ri;.:]lf, tu fence !IJ 

]us rnn, where conld be the right on the pn,rt pl 
the gl'a<-,:-;-rohlJpr, ;-:;ilnply bt3cauHe he had 1lwre 
stock than he could tinrl]msture for-where was 
hiK right, leg·a.l or nwral, to break through fences'! 
He never objected to travelling 'tock having 
a' much grass as they reiJUired when they 
passed through hi" rnn. He had never 
objected before to the inroads of persons who 
sent their stock from the rich western country tu 
the poor coast districts to deliberately rob them 
in winter. Ji'or the last ten or fifteen winters he 
had been robbed in that way of his grass, but 
when he heard of provision being made for 
it, and the right of the thing being advocated, 
and the htw spoken of as being set aside, he 
protested against such an interpretation being 
put on the laws, and the ru>sertion of rights which 
he knew did not exist. He embraced that 
opportunity to protest against the action of stock
owners like the Hon. l\[r. Taylor, who sent"his 
sheep, whether sound or otherwise, not to market 
or to any given spot, but to zigzag and meander 
over the country in search of other people's grass 
in order to spare his own. 

The Hox. T. L. ::\1UHRAY-PRIOH said 
there vn>s a great deal to be said on both Hides. 
No doubt if the Hon. Mr. \Valsh was so~ituated 
that his stock were dying of starvation he oh~ 
jected strongly to travelling stock. He (Hon. 
Mr. l\lurruy-Prior) also disliked the idea of 
grass-pirates ; but he could not say that if he 
were in the same position he would let his stock 
staeve, and not do all he could to preserve their 
lives. It w>cs far better not to look at the matter 
from a personal point of view, but to do their 
be,t to find a way out of the difficulty if 
possible. The only way to meet it effectually 
would be by a separate Bill, which he hoped 
would at no distant date be introduced. It 
struck him that if stock were allowed to go 
through enclosed lands they might even go into 
I ucerne J>addocks, >end that would be very unfair. 
In particular cases there would always be a diffi
culty, but drovers would take care to look out 
for gra.ss and w>cter; and if they fonnd them
selves between two fences they would probably 
break one of them down. If they did so they 
would of course have to take the risk. He 
hoped, now that the drought was over, and the 
season for min had come, that there would be no 
necessity for stock to travel in search of grass; but 
he agreed with the hon. g·entlemen who had spoken 
on the subject that some provision should be made 
for stock travelling. As he said before, he 
should like to see a Bill introduced for that pur
pose ; but in the meantime he would move, by 
way of amendment, the omission of the words 
" or is enclosed " at the end of the lst paragraph 
of the clause. 

The HoN .• r. TA YLOH. sai<l that if the 
alneud.nlP-llt were carried it \Vnuld tnea.n ruina~ 
tion to all stock travelling. He could not account 
for the speech of the Hon. l\Ir \V alsh, unless 
the hon. gentlernnn .-;poke in a. great passion, or 
had btken le<Lve of his ;;enses, for he diclnut sttppo.sc> 
there wa~ a, 1nan in the colony, po~:-:et:;sing large 
numt>ers uf c;tod:, who travelled them le~s than 
he (Hon. l\1r. Taylor) did. \Vhenever he wa' 
compelled to do so, he gav-e his drovers particuiar 
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instmctions not to go into that wretched part 
of the country occupied by the Hon. Mr. 
\Valsh. Only two lots of his sheep, 8,000 in 
each, had been travelling during the present 
season, and they were perfectly sound till 
some of them were unfortunately taken near 
the hon. gentleman's property, where they caugl:(t 
the disease. As to his being the greatest 
offender in the matter of travelling stock in the 
colony, that was a falsehood. As he 'aid before, 
he was compelled to travel a certain number of 
sheep during the present season, and he had 
paid pretty dearly for doing so. He denied being 
a grass pirate. The Hon. Mr. \V alsh was far 
more a grass pirate than he was. ~\nd as for 
bringing stock fro111 the west to the coast dis
tricts, he never brought any stock from the 
west to the district occupied by the Hon. Mr. 
\V alsh at all. \Vith regard to the clause, if a 
drover got into a lane between two fences 
forty or fifty miles lo:pg, what in the name of 
patience was he to do with his sheep or cattle? 
He must simply stick there and die. There 
was nothing else for it, unless he was 
ttllinved to cut the fences and get e;rass for his 
stock. He maintained that men had no right 
to fence within half-a-mile on each side of the 
mad. Where they hacl done so, make them 
move their fences back half-a-mile from the road, 
and there would be no occasion for cutting fences. 
He thought a provision to that effect ought to be 
inserted in the Bill. The amendment proposed 
would mean simple ruination to men who were 
cornpPlled to travel stock to market or otherwise, 
and he for one would not agree to it in any 
way. 

The HoN. W. GRAHA~1 said there was a 
good deal in what the Hon. Mr. \Valsh had said. 
As the clause stood, anyone having an enclosed 
garden, lucerne paddock, or vineyard, more than 
two miles from the station, would be liable to 
have travelling stock passing through it. He 
thought that the difficulty might be got over by 
inserting the words " cultivation paddock'' 
after "or" and letting the remainder of the 
clause stanrl. 

The HoN. W. :F. LA::\1BERT said by the 
clause a lessee could fence in the road two miles 
on each side of his head station. Travelling 
stock, in passing the station, would then 
have to go through a lane of four miles ; they 
had "' mile to travel over at each end; and 
every one conversant with travelling stock 
would know that those places would be perfectly 
bare, even in ordinary seasons, and there \vould 
be nothing for stock to eat. The clause certainly 
wanted amending, and he thought that if the 
two miles were struck out altogether it would be 
better. 

The HoN. \V. }'ORHEST said the longer they 
considered the qnestion the greater the diffi
culties appeared to be; and as they were all 
agreed that something should be done in the 
matter, but were scarcely prepared to say what 
W'LS best, would it not be ad vi sable to postpone 
the consideration of the clause until the other 
portions of the Bill had been disposed of ? 
He had no doubt that by that time the 
hon. the Postma,ter-General or some other 
hon. member would have a proper amend
ment to propose. He hnd great sympathy 
with what the Hon. l\ir. Walsh had said 
\vith rega.rd to gntHS piru.teH-Inen ovorstoJking 
their runs, and then travelling about keeping 
their stock nn tbeil' neighbonr's gra:-;s; but he 
would remind the hon. gentleman that every 
man who travelled stock was not neces,arily a 
gra,;s pimte. He \Vas just as alive to the neces
sity of having ample room for stock to travel as 
any mau in that House or out .of it, and 
he 1Vol)!d be glad tQ s~e something done 
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to meet the necessity of the <'ahe. The 
Hon. :Wir. Tn,ylor very nearly hit the mark when 
he said that there ought to be a law to prevent 
lessees from fencing· within half-a-mile of the 
road. He thought they ought not to be allowed 
to do anything of the kind, and a provision of 
that sort would meet the Hon. .Mr. vV alsh's 
objection. Thathon. gentleman objected, and so 
did he (Hon. Mr. ]'orrest) that imtsmuch as the 
lessee of a run could legally fence it in, to allow 
his fences to be broken down was utterly wrong. 
But they must have roads to travel stock over, 
and he would get over the difficulty by providing
that whenever an exh.;tin~ feuce canlB within 
half-a-mile of the road the lessee shouhl be cmn
pelled to remove it back ; but he should get com
pensation for doing so. 

An HONOcRABJ,E l\iEMBEH: l<'rom whom? 
The HoN. \V. EORREST: From the State, 

who allowed him to put it up. He alsc> thought 
that those half-mile or mile roads should be pro
claimed, and that where they went through a 
run the lessee should pay no rental for the land 
they occupied. Those were some ideas that had 
passed through his mind as a means of meeting 
the difficulty. 

The Hox. W. H. W,\.LSH said the objection 
to half-mile roads was that they were virtually 
made commonages, and they all knew what a 
curse con1monages had been to towns where, 
through certain influences, they had been pro
claimed. He was perfectly sure that Dalby had 
been strangled in its infancy by the ennnnons 
con1nwnage that was n1ade round about it, not 
for the trM·elling stock or for carriers, or for 
the benefit of the townspeople, although 
ostensibly so, but for other reasons. He 
had always held tha,t Dalby would have 
had a large population cmupared with what it 
had now, had it not been for the enormous 
reserves th~tt were made there, extending, he 
believed, twenty miles out of the town. His 
objection to the chwse was that it would enable 
the public to ilwade private property. A n1an 
might have a garden two miles from his home
stead-probably he hdd no land at his home
stead at all suitable for making a garden, but 
he was very desirous of having one-and accord
ing to the clause, if strictly carried out, travel
ling stock mig·ht invade it ; a man might turn hb 
bullocks into it for the night, or persons tmvel
ling mobs of cattle or horses might do the same 
thing. He objected very strongly to a clause of 
that kind. The ways of pastoral people were 
certainly wonderful. He found that in the 
Bill, as originally introduced by the Government, 
the clause ran thus :-

"Any person driving horses, cattle, or sheep alo11g any 
road }Jas~ing: throngh a ho!ding under this part of this 
Aet., which is ordinarily w~ed for the 1nupose of travel
ling, all(t is not sevnrnted by fences from the aUjoining 
1- nd, may depHsture such horses. cattle, or shee11 
on any nnenclosed lands within the Ui:stance of half-a
mih~ from such road, notwithstanding that such land is 
leaseci under this vart of this Act." 
That was the propnsal in the Gm-ernment Bill. 
They thought it absolutely neces5ary to protect 
the public. But no! The pirates of grass and 
other large squatters, who had constantly a great 
portion of their stock in a locomotive state. 
advocated the altering of the clause into the 
slutpe in which it now stood? He had no doubt 
that if they examined the parties who !nd to the 
arneudnwut bei11g n1ac..le in the original clau:m 
in the other Chamber they would find 
that they were the gentlemen who sat un 
the opposite side to the Government benches. 
He wished to make it perfectly clear that, in his 
opinion, the clause as it originally stood dealt 
very fairly with men who were travelling stock, 
while at the same time it 7ave them no right 
whatever to invade the legitimately fenced 
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grouml of the lessee. If the law anthorised a 
1nan to pnt up a. fence a.round hiR property, was 
an intruder to lJe allowed to brenk down his 
fences and take possession of the land for 
which he p>tid nothing at all, and whose 
stock might be travelling in order tu 
evade the law-to pre,·ent them from paying 
certain dues at certe,in times of the year? Far he 
it from him to say that that was done by any 
person that he knew in the country, but it might 
he clone; stock might be travelled at a particular 
period of the year to evttde certain well· known 
Acts. He was obliged to the Hon. Mr. Taylor 
for giving hiH country a very bad nmne. The 
hon. gentlernau's re1narkH ren1inded hirn very 
much of wlmt they used to do '.vhen he first 
cmne to the country Inany years ago. They 
used to pnt up boards all round about the run 
\vith the \Vords " Beware of smtbby sheep" 
upon thmn. He, as uutnager of a station, wm; 
obliged to keep those boards erected on all the 
hig·hroads about the place, not lw~ause they had 
scab everywhere-unfortunately they had it in 
some parts of the run-but in orcler to prevent tra
velling stock coming near them. He hoped tlmt 
the remttrkB of the Hon. :VIr. Taylorwould prevent 
not only his shec,p, but other sheep, from coming 
downnpon his(Hon. ~Ir. \Valsh's)country. At the 
same time he trusted that the hon. gentleman's 
remarks about his sheep that were di.seased
probahly through passing· through his (Hon. :VIr. 
\Valsh's) run-wnul<lnot have a deterrent effect, 
and prevent ''ny person who desired to buy 
rea.lly good stock frmn going to his hon. friend 
to select them. 

The Hox. J. TAYLOR said he could satisfy 
the hon. gentleman on one point. As soon as 
his sheep that "'ere diseased were destroyed and 
paid for by the Government, he httd got a higher 
price in the market thttn ever. 

The Hox. T. L. 1\IURRAY·PRIOR said he 
did not wish hon. gentlemen to be misled with 
regard to his 1n·opo'1ed amendment. His object 
in bringing it forward \VaK to pre~erve, as far as 
he conlrl, existing interests, and to give ti1ne for 
the Government to bring in a comprehmnsive 
1neasure for regulating the driving of stock. He 
was not wedded to the amendment, if any other 
hon. gentleman had one that would meet 
the case. He di<l not think. with some hon. 
gentlemen, that there wtts · very much to 
fear from roads being fenced in on one side. 
As a rule leaseholders had their runs on each 
side of the road, and it would hardly pay 
then:: to fence in the road one chain. Any 
person having a large extent of country of 
that sort, and having·, as the Hon. iYir. Taylor 
lmd said, to put up twenty, thirty, forty, or even 
fifty m ile.s of fencing on each .~ide, would make a 
calculation and would see at once that it would 
be much better for him to allow travelling stock 
to ttavel through his run without any fence at 
all than to go to the expense of so much fencing. 
He looked upon the clause as a very serious one. 
He hoped the discussion upon it, howe\er, 
would soon close. 'l'hey had discussed it for a 
considerable time, and if any hon. gentleman had 

n amendment to move which he thought better 
hau his, he would be most happy to withdraw 

hi•. 
The POST:VIASTER-Gl~XERAL said that 

perhaps he could propose a cornpl'Omise between 
the conflicting opinions, as it was evident 
"doctors differed" as well as ordinarv mortals. 
It seemed to him undesirable that 'a person 
travelling with ,,tack should be at liberty to go 
into a paddock under cultivation, and it was 
also unclesimble that be should be at liberty to 
turn his stock into any rmddock near the home
stett<l where, perhaps, selected animals from the 
stuck of the owners of the "t,ction were being 

depa.stured. He suggested, therefore, to modify 
the chouse to provide that no person travelling with 
stock should be allowed to enter upon any enclosed 
g:trden or paddock under cultivation ot upon any 
enclosure sitt1ated within a mile or two miles of 
the head-station. It had been suggested to him 
that one mile would be sufficient to provide for, 
because two miles froh1 the head-station would 
really rnea.n four miles. He thoug·ht two milPs 
was sufficient, if they pre\'ented travelling stock 
going into any enclw-:ed garden or paddock 
under cultivation. 

'rhe Ho:-~. iL .J. THYX.i•fE: 2'\o matter :tt 
what distance from the head-station ? 

The POST.MASTER-GENERAL: No matter 
at what distance it was from the head-station. 
Personally, he would like to see a clause framed 
that would meet the objection of those who lmd 
suffered from travelling stock, as well as the 
convenience of those who ha.d to travel their 
stock. 

The HoN. T. L. MURRAY-PRIOR said he 
felt that the Postmaster-General was trying to 
steer them over a difficulty; but for his own part 
he preferred the clause as it stood to the p!'O· 
pose<l amendment. At the same time he wonld 
with<lraw his amendment with the permiKRinn of 
the Committee. 

Amendment, by leave, withdmwn. 
The POST::VIASTJ,;R - m~~I<:RAL said it 

would meet the amendment he suggested if they 
in~erted. the words "nnder cultivation or is not" 
after the word •' paddock" at the end nf the !'ith 
line of the clause, and omitting the word " two " 
in the Gth line with a view of inserting the 
word "one." The clause would then read :-

" Any person driving horses, cattle, or sheep along 
any road passing through a holding under this part of 
this A.ct, ·whieh i:-; ordinarily nserl for the purpose of 
travelling stock. may depastnre such ho!'Res. cattle. ot· 
sheep on any land within the distance of half--a-mile 
from such roa1l. wh1Ch is not pn,rt of nn enclosed garden 
r;n· padclock under cultivation, or is not \"\'ithin one mile 
from the principal homestead or head-station. notwith
standing; that stwh htnd is leased under this part of this 
Act. or is enclosed." 

HoNOURABLE ME>JJml\s: That is worse than 
the other. 

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL said it was 
not worse than the other. Under the J•resent 
state of the Act, a man could travel •heep within 
two miles of the head-skttion so lung as he did 
not go inside an enclosed g·ttrden or p:tcldock. He 
proposed by the amendment that a man tmvellinf( 
sheep should nut be at liberty to go within any 
encl<mure within a mile of the head-gtation, or 
within any gctrden or enclosed paddock nndm· 
cultivation. Thnt was tn say thttt whhin nnP 
mile of the head.ste,tiou ttll enclosed land was 
shut out from travelling- stock, and also all en· 
closed land under cultivation, at whatever dis· 
tance from the head-station. 

The Hox. W. H. \Y ALSH said that snrely 
the PostmaHter-General did not recognise the 
fairness of allowing· any man to travel stock upon 
enclosed land, such as a garden or paddock under 
cultivation? 

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL said that, 
on the contrary, the amendment he lmd suggested 
provided that any enclosure under cultivation 
W!1S absoluteh- sacred wherever it W:tS on the 
run, and every enclosure within a miJe of thP 
head-station was also absolutely sacred. 

'l'he HoN. J. ]'. 1\IcDOUGALL said that the 
mnendment still did not meet the question of 
fencing. A man might have four or five miles of 
a paddock fenced off ; and the clause, even as 
amended, would still allow persons tra\·elling 
with stock to pull down the fences and enter it, 
unless it was within a mile of the head-station. 
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The POSTMASTER-G EXERAL: If it is not 
:t cultivation paddock. 

The Hox. J. F. McDO"GGALL: If it i" not a 
cultivation paddock. He thought that they 
sl10uld prevent the intrusion of pemons tr:welling 
stock upon land fenced off in that way; and if 
they broke through, or pulled clown the fences, 
they shonld give compenstttion. He fully 
admitted the necessity of providing for tmvelling 
stock, and he qnite agreed with the Hon. Mr. 
\Valsh in what he had said, because he knew 
something of the country to which that hem. 
gentleman had referred-he had travelled stock 
there himself. It would be a most arbitrary 
thing for them to compel those individuals to 
shift their fences or allow persons travelling 'vith 
stock to pull them down without g·idng cmn
pensation. That would be a very hard case 
indeed, though it was perfectly right that they 
should say that in future no fences should be 
erected within half-a-mile of the road-that 
was only just; but where persons had already 
put up miles of fencing, they should not 
he obliged to take it down for the henefit of 
persons travelling with stock The Hon. Mr. 
T;tylor had spoken of the number of sheep th::tt 
bael been travelled through his run, but that would 
not apply in the present case at all, as the hon. 
gentleman's land was freehold, and there was 
no danger of travelling- stock doing much damage 
upon freehold land without the owner having to 
P'W for it. He himself was personally not 
inter:sted one way or another, but he thought it 
unfa1r that persons who had already erected 
fencing should be obliged to remove it, or should 
have to submit to its being pulled" down by 
persons travelling stock. 

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL said the 
hem. gentleman spoke about cmnpensation. 
\Vho did he expect was to pay the compensa
tion 'i \Vas it the person who travelled the 
sheep, or was the country to pay it? 

The HoN. J. F. McDOUGALL: I admit 
that that is the difficulty. 

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL said he did 
not believe there were a hundred roads in the 
country fenced in so as to become enclosed lands 
within the meaning of the Pastoral Leases Act of 
18G9. Land was not enclosed hy running a fencP 
on two si<les of it, unless that fence ~vas only 
one of a series of fenceR cmnph·tely ~-mrronndin'g
it. He had known 1nany ca~es where perRon:-; 
had enclosed lttnd in that way, and insistecl that 
they had a right to keep ont tmvelling sheep. 
They had no such right. He hoped the hnn. 
gentlemen would settle the matter among them
selves; he was quite willing to adopt the views 
of the majority, and frame a clause to meet them. 
He had suggested a clause, which in his opinion 
was a fair one under the circumstances, and, if 
it did not work well, legislation could be readily 
obtained to alter it. · 

The HoN. W. H. W ALSH saicl his objection 
from the very outset was not so much to travel
ling stock as to the dictum laid down by an hon. 
gentleman, who said he had the right to break 
through any fence in order to let his travelling 
stock upon enclosed ground. He objected to 
that, and it seerned to him it was at-:suming a 
very serious ::tspect when they found the Post
master-General to some extent endorsing that 
opinion. He s:tid the protection of the rights 
of the subject was of far more consequence 
than looking out for the interests of 
travelling sheep. He said that, when a lessee 
had a right to fence in his leasehold, no indi
vidual btte! a right to break throug-h that fence ; 
hnt the whole argnment now appe.arec! to be 
tending to the effect that any person travelling 
~tock in ~em·ch of grass hac! that right, The 

argument ltppeared now to be tlmt an~· person 
tmvelling stock could tal<e the law into his 
own hands ; and, if a n1an erected a 
fence to enclose hi" land, he could not 
insist upon its being left alone. That was 
not the liberty of the subject to which 
l~ngli~brnen were accnston1eJ. Gra~s pirates 
or logi tirn<Lte tra YellerR, a.~ the ca;-:e might 
be, were now to he the judges as to whether 
they should break clown a man's fence or not. 
He said it was absolutely a,trocious, and it 
would lead to bloodshed. He remembered him-

1 self a n1ernora.ble case of a rnan in8it'lting upon 
driving his Rtock through another rnan's paddock, 
and that led to bloodshed, but happily not to 
death. He said it would lead to bloodshed, and 
endless expense in the courts of law; and that 
was the first time he had heard it ad vo01tted 
that a man had a right to take the law into hi,q 
own hands, and bre:tk down a fence which 
another man had erected. 

The Hox. A. J. THY::'\NE said it seemed to 
him that the Hon. Mr. \Vttbb assumed that the 
lessee of a run who put up a fence along a roa<l 
did so legitimately. 

The Hox. W. H. W ALSH : I said so. 

The Hox. A. ,J. THYNNE saicl there was 
reason to doubt the correctness of that assump
tion. Travelling stock were privileged to go 
along a road and to graze on the hmd half-a-mile 
each side of the road; and if the lessee erected a 
fence along the road without 1naking proper 
provision for stock going half~a-n1ile on each 
side, it would be his own fault if the fence were 
broken clown. 

The Hox. \V. GRAHAM said he muRt make 
a few observations, in reply to what had been 
stated by the Hon. :Yir. \V alsh. He (Hon. Mr. 
Graham) did not claim the right to break dowu 
people's fences; he eimply sairl that he would take 
clown a fence when ne(8SMary. He had driveu 
a m::tn's sheep away from his own fenced water
hole and watere<l his (Hon. Mr. (}raham's). He 
knew that he was bringing himself under the law 
in doing so, but he was prepared to accept the 
consef!uences, even though he were to be heavily 
fined, as he believed he was doing the best he 
conld for hi" employer nnder the circnltlstauce>''· 
Ile claimed no right to cut (lown fence,~, but cott · 
tende<l that such a right was cuufened hy 
the clanse before the Coumdttcw. As to the 
rLnH~n<hnent of the l'o . ...,tuw.Htm·- C t~llt'l':d, hn 
thonglJt it \VOllltl in HOllH~ lll8<1;·nll'8 lllPet tht:> 
<liflicnlty. It gave lwn·e httitmhe than th,, 
chl.llHG, hut it Recured gardmu-; and cnlti vat inn 
padclocks at any distance from the heal! st.ction, 
and it also sccureel horse paJdocks, which '"" 
really what was desired. That was a very rea"cm· 
able provision. Very fe,v drovers, if any, \Vonld 
put their sheep into a horse paddock, because 
they knew that if they did so they would be 
made to suffer for it afterwards. But, after all, 
it was hardly worth their while tinkering with 
that part of the Bill, and really it was only 
tinkering. A number of snggestionR had occurred_ 
to his mind, but he did not think it was any use 
discussing them. In his opinion, the question 
was one which mig-ht very well l1e refened to ,,, 
committee. \Vhether it was too late to do that 
this session or not he did not know. 

The Hox. T. L. MURHA Y-PRTOH, said he 
n1nRt confess that on firHt re:-.Mling- over the l'1a.nR~ 
he had to a g-reat extent miwmlcrstoml it. He 
had told the Postmaster-General that the >tmend
ment was worse than the cla<Jse, but on look in•, 
into it more closely he fonnd what he real!~· 
did 1111t expect to see-that by the clanse ;ts 
it stood stock could actually travel over any 
enclosed Jn,nd half-a-mile on each side of the 
road, provided the lanrl was not pmt of a garden 
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or culti v11tion. C nder those circumstance' he 
thought the a.rueuJntent waM a,u illlJH'oveulent on 
the chtnile. 

Amendment put and passed. 
On the motion of the POSTMASTEll

GE~El-L.\L, the \Vords '' nue Inile': were inserted 
instead of the words "two miles'' in the Gth 
line of the 1st pamgra]1h. 

Cla1me, as amended, put and passed 
Clo.use 3!i--" Penalty''; ancl cl11use 3G-" Time 

of laying infonnation"--ptts~ed tts printe(l. 
( ln cbuse 37, ae follows >-
'· If any lecL~~J under this pa.rt of this Act is forfeited 

m· otherwi~c determined before the Bxpirntion of the 
term titcroof. the Governor in Council may, by procht
mation, declare the land which was comprised in such 
lease t J be open to he leased to the first applic-ant.. for 
the remamder of the term of fifteen years, subject to 
tlte ::;a me conditions as were ~tlllllieablc to the thnuer lea~m. 

.. Or the land may be dealt with under any other pro
vi~ions of this Aet avplicable thereto. 

" If twfl or more ap11licntion~ are made at the same 
time the right of priority shail IJe determined by lot in 
the pre .... cribed manner. 

" Tf the land is leased for the remainder of the term, 
thPn if there ~Lre upon the land any improvements, the 
new lessee ~lHtll pay to the former lessee compenl{:tt.ion 
for snch improvements. The amount of such com11Cll_. 
~~ttion shall be determined by the board after hearing 
both parties, and shall he t·ecoverable lly action in any 
~~onrL of competent jnrisdiction. 

'' If the h~ud is otherwise dealt with, th<·n any amount 
which is afterwa1·ds received by the Crown in re"lpect 
ot' .. nuh impl'Ovements shall be paid over to the former 
lesseP." 

The POST:\IASTER-GENEllAL moved that 
the w:n·ds "fifteen years," in the 1st paragmph, 
be o1mtted, so as to mloke the clause h11rmonise 
with the 11mendment made in clause 28. 

The Ho;,-. W. H. W ALSH said he thought 
it w:>s necessnry to amend a previous part of the 
clauRe. As it now stood it provided th11t "if 
any leaee under this p11rt of this Act is forfeited 
or otherwise determined before the expiration of 
the term thereof, the Governor in Council may, 
hy prncbmcttion, declare the lm1d which was 
comprised in such lease to be open to be leased to 
the fir;t 11pplicant." He objected to that entirely. 
There might be some collusion between the first 
applicant 11nd the Government of the day. Some 
elerk in the L11nds Office or in some other office 
1night g-et an inkling of wha,t \VaR going on in 
re~pect to a forfeited selection, and pnt smne 
fl'iend of his on the 'f"i I'ii•e, so that the l11tter 
I night become the first applic,mt. Tlw provision 
\Vas vet·y nnfair to the pnblic. 

Amrmclnwnt put and passed. 
The Hox. A. C. GRECHHtY saitl it would be 

very convenient in the working of the business 
of the Lands Department if it were provided 
that the incoming ten11nt or lessee, or holder of 
11 run, shonld Jlrodnce 11 receipt from the out
g-oing tenant fpr payrnent of cmnpensation for 
improvements, and that that receipt should l1e 
taken as sufficient evidence of sncb paytnent. 
And as there might be cases in which the out
going tenant refused to accept p11yment when it 
was tendered, he thought they should provide 
that in such cases the money might be lodged 
\vith the connniclsioner. 

'The POSTMASTEil-GK'\ERAL : Or other 
prescribed officer. 

The Hox. A. C. GHEGORY said the sug
gestion of the Postlna~ter-CXeneral was u good. 
one, and he wonlrl therefore include those words 
in the amendment he waR 11bnut to submit to 
the Committee, which WitS th11t the followino
words be 11dded to the 4th par11gmph :- " 

'' ProYidefl that the new lcs"-~e shall not be entitlecl 
to r2celvc a lease nntil he shall produce eviden('e of 
h:t\'ing duly pnld the saW amonnt of compensatlon. or 
sllall ha Ye lort.ged the amount in the hands or the eOln
mll:'sioner or other prescribert. officer." 
He now fonn<1lly moved that amendment. 

The Hox. W. H. W ALSH said it seemed to 
him thttt that w11s a very clumsy WiLY of effecting 
the object the hon. gentleman had in view. He 
thought th11t provision shoulcl be made for the 
payn1ent of con11Jensation to the outgoing tenant 
within so many days ttfter the amount was deter
mined by the bo11rd. 

The .POST~IASTElc-GENEllAL said the 
clause provided that the amount 11warded should 
be recovemble in the same WiLY ''s an ordinary 
debt. The 4th paragraph stated th11t "the 
mnount of such compens11tion shall be deter
mined by the board after hearing both parties 
and shall be recoverable by action in 11ny court 
of competent jurisdiction." 'The amendment of 
the Hon .. Mr. Gregory went further, and s?-id 
th>1t 11 m11n shnuld not have a le11se wh1ch 
afforded all the rights of occupation and all 
the privileges 11ttached to the lease until he 
h11d paid the compensa.tion due to the out
going tenant. He did not see any objection to 
the mnendment, itS the person entitled to com
pensation ought no doubt to receive protection. 

..A1nendment agreed to; and clause, as arnended, 
put and paseed. 

Cl11use 38-" Forfeited leases of runs under the 
P11stoml Le11ses Act of 1869 may be offered at 
auction" ; clauHe 30-" Agricultural areas 1nay 
be procbimed"; and clau,;e 40-" Governor may 
proclaim l11nds open to selection"--pasoed as 
printed. 

On clause 41, as follows :-
"Before any land i.s so proclaimed Olll'n for selection 

it shall be surveyed under the direction of the :Surveyor
Genera lnnd divided into lots of convenient area for 
seleetion, with proper l'Oa(ls and reS~erves for public 
purposes, and snch lots shall be marked on the ground 
by po.-;ts not less than three feet in height at the corners 
of the lote." 

The Hox. A. C. GREGORY s11id he wished 
to dmw the attention of the Postnmster-Geneml 
and the Government to the extreme difficulty 
that would 11ttend any attempt to work out tlu1t 
provi,;ion. It wits quite evident that the real 
state of the case was not understood when it 
was passed. At the Hame time he did not see 
how they could 11mend it without mauling the 
Bill in such a manner a.s to give re::M;onable 
ground for saying that the Committee had made 
a nw::;H of it. 

The POST:\1ASTEil-GK;\;EllAL: Adopt 
the clitn>;e which has been struck out. 

The HoN. A. C. GREGORY saicl that w11s as 
bad, ina.-.unwh aR it a.llowed unrestricted free 
selection; and if the clanse was p11ssed itS it now 
stood it would be absolutely necessary before 
six months had elapsed to Jla"s 11n iLIIJCm!ing 
Bill. He could frame 11 clause which would meet 
the case, 11nd which could be worked easier and 
d1e11per ; bnt he rlid not intend to move an 
mnendment, itS the m>ctter WlOS entirely one of 
dep11rtmental administmtion. 

The Hox. A .• T. THYNNE s11id the cl11use 
involve<! a vnry serious alteration in the practice 
of the colony regarding selection. It was really 
cancelling the privilege which nten in search of 
litnd lu>d possessed U].> to the present time-the 
privilege of going where they chose and picking 
out the bnd tbat suited them be.ct. They were 
now tn be tied down to the rectangular 'blocks 
formed by the ruler of 11 clerk in the Sun·eyor
Geneml's office. He thought the way the Gov
ermnent proposed to tre11t the selectors, as com
pared with their treatment of the graziers, did 
not redound to their credit. They went on the 
principle that the people would make the beHt 
use of the litnd bec11nse they had to pay a 
fair rent ; and that being so, he would ask 
why they restricted people with the absurd 
conditions with which they umst comply before 
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they could get their land? \Vhy should a man 
be compelled to take the piece offered to him 
and no other, instead of being allowed, within 
reasonable limits, to choose such a piece as 
wonld suit his own interests and convenience 1 
If hon. gentlemen would examine a map of the 
Logan district of ten or twelve years ago, and a 
map of the same district at the present time, 
they would see a wonderful difference between 
the two. In that district men had takeu up 
land under the Acts of 1868 and 1876 to suit 
their own purposes, and as the land became 
more valuable the odd pieces that were at first 
rejected were all taken up. There was very little 
unoccupied, and that little consisted of land 
which was at the present time comparatively 
worthless. There was no doubt that if the 
Government insisted on the public taking np 
land only in certain marked areas it would be 
one of the greatest possible checks to real genuine 
settlement; because a man would work with greater 
spirit when allowed to choose a piece of land 
suited to his wants than he wonld if he could 
only get land with the choice of which he had 
very little to do. He did not propose to move 
any amendment, but he thought the matter well 
worthy of discussion. He thoroughly endorsed 
what the Hon. Mr. Gregory said in regard to 
the necessity for an amending Bill, and he was 
convinced that it would only require a few weeks' 
practical working of the measure now before the 
Committee to produce such an outcry as would 
force the Government to make some alteration. 
He strongly protested against the clause. 

The POST"'IASTER- GE::\'ERAL sctid he 
sympathised to a large extent, though not alto
gether, with the remarks of the last speaker. He 
was entirely opposed to free selection all over 
the country, the disastrous effects of which could 
be plainly seen in New South \Vales; but he 
believed in selection within prescribed areas ; 
a system which had hitherto worked fairly 
well in the colony, and which had been incor
porateri in the Bill originally submitted to 
the Legi~lative Assembly. He did not know 
what fault the Hon. lYir. Gregory had to 
find with the Bill in its original shape so far as 
selection was concerned, because the clauses were 
almost precisely similar to those which were so 
admirably administered by the hon. gentleman 
himself. Perhaps, now that guiding mind was 
not in the department, it would be found 
difficult to properly provide for the wants of 
the community; but perhaps, if the Govern· 
ment gnt int<) a corner, the hon. gontlenJan, 
with his liberal generosity, would come to their 
assistance. He could not help admiring the 
extreme generosity with which both the Hon. 
Mr. Gregory and the Hon. "!VIr. Thynne abstained 
from coming to the n>lief of those unfortunate 
selectors. How energetic was the Hon. JYir. 
Gregory in bringing forward his arnend1nentB 
for the relief of the P"storal tenant, and how 
cordially the Hon. :iVIr. Thynne co-operated 
with hirn in bringing the1n to a practical 
result! But, where the selector was concerned, 
they left him to the tender mercies of an 
unsympathetic Government-according to their 
ideas. vVhere the pastora.l tenant was c"oncerned, 
hon. members opposite combined solidly from 
top to bottom in forcing upon the Government 
amendments which they knew were distasteful 
to the mnjority of the people; but it was very 
different when the selector was concerned. He 
clnly appreciated the two sets of motives which 
led to the different courses of conduct ; and he 
now asked the Committee to assent to clause 41, 
not because it provided a perfect system, but 
because a vast majority of the representatives of 
the people thought it was the best system that 
could be adopted. 

Qnesthn pnt and passed, 

On clause 42, as follows :-
" \Yiih respect to ln.nd "'\Vhicli. be[OJ'e tlw pa::-;,sing of 

this Act, had been proelaimed OJJ~jll for selection or for 
sale by anct.ion nnder the proyi~ions of the Crown 
Land.':' Alienation Act of 1876, or any Act therPh,r 
repealed, and as to whieh it is praeticahlf' to tlivifle the 
land into lots without actual surveY, and to indicHte the 
position of snch lots by means of ulaps or pl~ns, and by 
reference to kno·wn or marked bonHdaries or starting; 
points, the following proyisions shall have ctl'ect:-

1. 'l'he Governor in Council, on the recommendation 
of the board, may suspewl the operation of so 
mneh of the last preceding; section a~ requiref'i 
the land to 1Je actualh' ~m·vcveU anrl marke<l 
on the ground before it~ is proClaimed open for 
selection, and may require t,lw sm·veyor-Genera l 
t,o divide the land into lots, ana to indieate the 
position of such lot8 ou proper ma}JS or plans; 

2. The htnd may thereupon be proclaimed O}Jell 
for selection in the same manner as if it had 
been surveyed, and the delineation of the IotA 
on the maps ot· phmR shall be deemed to be n 
:5nrvey thereof, and the lots shall be deemed to 
be surveyed lots for the purposes of this !Jart of 
the Act; 

:3. 'rhe powers conferred by this section may be 
exercised at any tima within two years after the 
commencement of this Act. but not afterwards." 

The HoN. A. C. GREGORY said the I'ost
master-General, in speuking· in regard to clauRe 
41, referred to the method in which the admini,. 
tration of the lands nnder the old Acts was 
carrier! ont, and said that they were very sncce'"· 
fnl in their operation ; and the Hon. lirr. 'ThynnB 
rr1ade somewhat si1nilar rmnarks. 1\o\v, it \Vas 
a very singular thin!.{, that in a certain district of 
the colony the administmtion of thoHe Actil wax 
of a most peculiar character. In fact, it Wll' 

exactly such an administration as an irresponsible 
board would possibly have adopted. The busi
ness was conducted in this way : If a selector 
wanted a piece of land, he drew up a description 
of it and took it to the commissioner. The 
commissioner would look at it and say, " I 
cannot understand this application ; the de
scription is not sufficiently clear." The applicant 
\voulcl say, " Ho\v can I rnake it right ?" and 
the commissioner would say, "If you take it 
clown the street to No. So-and-so, and go into 
a certain office, you will find Mr. So-and-so; he 
will be able to put it right for you." The selector 
would go and see J\1r. So-and-so, and get the 
description drawn up, for which he had to pay a 
guinea, and it was then accepted. In any c:.tse, 
unless the selector had got his description drawn 
up by that particular individual, he never got his 
application accepted. That went on for many 
years ; no doubt they would call it a very lax 
system of administration ; and what was the 
result? It was very peculiar, that, unr!er an 
autocratic system like that, the particular sm
veyor who drew up those descriptions decided 
what land the people should have and what they 
should not have, and unless they accepted his 
division of the country they had to go without. 
That went on for a good many years with the 
full lmowledge of the }Iinister. It was w'ha.t 
they would call highly irregular, but, at the same 
time, it happened to be very Rtwcessful. That 
was the history of that particular district at 
that time, and it only showed that sometimes 
they might have an autocratic system which was 
to some extent an ad vantage. He knew that 
thooe facts w•mld be used by the hon. the Post
Inaster·General as being against the ar£·n1neut 
he had brought forward in oppo,ition to the land 
board. However, the upshot of the matter was, 
that at last it was found that one guinea was not 
sufficient to secure a description that would bP 
accepted, but t\vo guineas were required, and 
then the public began to object. The c<Jnsequence 
was that they got n description drawn up 
somewhere elR:e, and took it to the cornrr1is~ 
Rioner, wlw said, " I cannot understand thii<-, 
descri)•tion"; and then-beginning to think thfd· 
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there was something in it-~ he said he would give 
an answer to-n1orro\V. Then on inquiry he found 
out where the description had been prepared, 
and the whole scheme broke up. That was an 
instance of the \vay in which these things n1ight 
be done ; and although it n1ight have been suc
cessful in the early days of the business in that 
district, it eventunlly changed into a grievance, 
by levying blackmail upon the public in a 
way that was hig·hly improper. In regard to 
the clause under di . ..:;cu8sion, the ~nrve~Torw(}enernl 
would have to make arrangements to divide the 
J3,nd rnuch in the ~an1e rnanner as the surveyor 
to whom he had referred lmd managed it. It 
\Vould have to be done in an autocratic rna,nner; 
but there must be some system devised which 
would eatisfy the public g·enerally. If the 
Government tried to work the sn,le of 
land in suburban lots, their only way 
of getting over the difficulty was to cut it up 
into the smallest-sized areas allowed by the Act, 
and then allow people to select one, two, three, 
or four portions, according to the quantity they 
required; but an objection to that method was, 
that they would get all sorte of irregular boun
darie."3, because, if a man wanted two or tln·ee 
blocks, they could hardly be expected to have 
symmetrical bounclaries. It would have been 
far better for the Government to ha\·e adopte<l a, 
system of having simply a feature survey of the 
country made, laid out their rnain roads, rua,rked 
off their reserves-which couhl have been 
done at a very cheap mte-and then to have 
allowed the selectors to mark off on the maps 
the portions of land they wanted. Of course 
there would have to be some rules and regu
lations with regard to how a selector was to 
ln,y out his bound,ries, but that would have 
been a comparatively simple matter. 'Whatever 
might be the result of the clause n,t pre,ent, he 
recommended the Government to look carefully 
into the nmtter, and see whether they could n<;t 
devise a workable system to give effect to the 
object in view. Unless they did somethir:g of that 
kind, they could not transact the busine"s of the 
country with satisfaction either to themselves or 
to the people. As the clause stood, with the ex
ception of the land already declared open to selec
tion, survey must take place before selection, and 
land unJRt be selected in lots as shown on the sub
divisions that would be exhibited under the pro
clamation; and if the Government did not find 
themselves in a fix it would be a pity. He 
therefore suggested that they should carefully 
consider the matter, ail<l as early as possible 
next ReRRion introduce twine atuenchnent, which 
they would have ample time to consider, and 
upon which they woulcl be able to get proper 
advice. Ho did not expect that they .•hould 
go to him for 9.dvice, but to those persons 
who were properly their n,dvisers. If they harl 
taken any trouble to ascert,'Lin what wonlcl pro
bably be the result of the carrying out of their 
policy, they would certainly never have brought. 
in a couple of clauses like those he referred to. 

The POSTMASTJ~R-GENERAL said the 
hon. gentleman had macle one important omission. 
He referred to that district in which those alleged 
malpractices had occurred. He wnuld like to 
know whether it was the Darling Downs district? 

The HoN. A. C. GREUORY: No; Moreton. 

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL mid he 
would like to know who \Vas the conunissioner, 
and who was the surveyor and whether; the hon. 
gentleman was himself Surveyor-General at the 
time, and why he clid not stop those malprn,c
tices if he was ? 

The HoN. A. C. GREGOHY said if the hon. 
gentleman wished to know he would tell him. 

It was in the \V ei't Moreton district, and the 
hon. gentleman knew perfectly well who wn,; the 
C()ll1ll1i&,.,iouer. 

The POST:\IASTER GENEHAL: I do not. 
'fhe HoN. A. C. G REGORY said it was the 

late General Commi"sioner, .Mr. H . . T. :::lmith. 
He would leave the sut·veyot· out, though he would 
say he was n, uutn well o,crtuainted with his pro
fe."ion. The hon. gentleman further asked why 
he, as Snrveyor-U-eneral at the tirne, did not stop 
those malpractices. It was not in his depart
Inent, lwcause the ~Iinister ga Ye iw::.tructions 
that he was not to meddle with that. 

The POSTi\IASTEll-f}ENERAL What 
Minister., 

The Ho~. A. C. GREGOHY said that, not
withstanding those instruction~, when thosr: 
peculiar trn.nsactions cmne tll his knowledge, he 
sent a formal report of it to the ~Iinister. But 
what di<l he say? He said "It is the only way 
to work the system." 

The POST:VIASTER-GENJ~RAL: I wonl<l 
like to know who the l\finister w:1s. 

The HoN. A. C. GHEGOHY: He was a 
member of a Liberal 1\'Iinistry. 

The PO:::lT:VIASTER-Ci.KNERA.L: Bnt 
think the hon. member is bmmd to give the 
name after what he has said? 

The HoN. A. C. (jJlEGORY: It was Mr. 
Thompson. 

The POSTMASTEH.-GET\ERAL said tlmt 
:\Ir. Thompson was not a Liberal. He was :t 

colleague of the Hon. l\fr. ::\1urray-Prior. Never
theless he hardly credited that 2\Ir. Thompson 
would have been guilty of such misconduct., m 
thttt he would have been guilty of such a failure 
in the performance of his duty. He very much 
cliscreclited whether there was any solid ground 
for the accusation brought against hin1, or that 
brought n,gainst the late Mr. R J. Smith. 
If the hon. gentleman was himself Surveyor
General n,t the time those malprn,ctices were 
going on, it was his dutv, in the interests of the 
people whose servar.t he was, to have laid the 
mo,tter before Parliament. That was the first 
time that he had heard of any suspicion being 
attached to those gentlemen with regard to the 
administration of the Act, and unless he had 
solid proof that it was a fact he would not credit 
it. It clid not affect n,ny petsonal friend of hi" 
own, or any associate of his in lJolitics; bnt he 
had this much confidence in JIIIr. 'l'hmnpson, that. 
he was sure he would never have been a party to 
any such malpmctices as hac! been referred to by 
the Hon. ~VIr. Gregory. 

The HoN. A. C. GH,I,;GORY said the 
:Minister never looke<l upon it as a mn,lpractice. 
He (Hon. Mr. Gregory) thought he was bnund to 
refer the matter to the 2\linister, but that was 
as far 11s he could go. \Vhen the :\Iinister w:w 
informed of what was going on, he (Hon. J\lr. 
Gregory) could not go beyond him. The Hon. 
Mr. ::\Iein knew perfectly well that in his own 
departme!lt he would certainly not countenance 
any of his subordinates going past him in any
thing, but would consider that all business to be 
transacted by the department sh.mld be trans
acted through him ns the head of the depart
ment. 

The HoN. T. L. Ml_~RHAY-PRIOR said 
that .Mr. 'l'hompson having been n, colleague of 
his own, and having been referred to, all he could 
say was that he (Hon. Mr. Jlifnrray-Prior) knew 
nothing whatever of the malpractices referred 
to, and he was perfectly sure that ::\Ir. Thompson 
wonlcl never have done nnything· that he con,;i
dered wrong in the slightest deg-ree. 

TheHoN. A. C. GUEGORY: Hesaic!itwas 
the best way to work the system. 
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The Hox. A. J. THY:'I:'{E snid, before the 
cla.use.wa.~ ]Jasse~, he thoughtheonghttoca.ll the 
attentwn of the Committee to the way in whic:h 
the clan~e wa.s: now :.:hnped. Selection would 
practically be Htopped from the time the Bill 
C_Lme into ft)rce until such tin1e as it Rnite(l the 
c mYenienc:e of the Stuveym·*General\.; Depart
lnent to Hl<ll'k oH the selections on the 1W1Ds. 
He thought it was e~h;o a mntter t J which 'he 
should <lraw attention that, e~fter the Helec
tion::; were 1narked off on the n1rLps, there 
wa~ nothing to mark them on tJ1e gnmnl 1, 
or to idt~ntify portinnt'l tIll the ground ·with 
the }JOl'tiOHb 111arkecl off 011 the IJ1a,p; KO 
tlmt, when n m;m Cl[l[Jlied for a pieec' of land, 
according to the lllap, he was re all~~ dra.wing lot-: 
as it were frmu a lottery bag-. He 1uig-ht ri(le 
O\'er the country, and esti1nate the di:-~tance frmn 
nne point to another, and gneHH appt·oxirnate1y 
at the locc<lity of the pbce ; but when it came to 
be sun eyed, ht, might find himRAlf 0<msiderably 
ont ; and instearl of h~tvin~ 11.':\eful lantl \vhich 
might be worth his trouble to cultintte, or occupy 
as a gr::tzing farm, he \Vonld find that he \Vas 
shifted on to a worthle,.;,.; piece of country. 'Thu 
clau"'e was frmned in such n way ftH rea1ly to 
deprive ~Lny selectort-; frmn getting any practical 
ad vnntag·e by it. The first part of it said:--

.. \\~itlt t'l·~pct•t to lanll whh'h. before the passing- of 
ihi~ Act, had h 'CH proclaimed open for selection ot· for 
R;lle by anet.ion nndcr the provisions of the Crown 
],amls J.lienatiou Act or 1~7G, or allY Act therehv re
vealed, and as to which it il:l prac~ticable to <lividC the 
laml into lotl'l without, aetnal snrve~', awl to intlicate 
the po:-:ition c1f SlWlt lot8 by 1nean~ of maps or plHll~. :mtl 
by rcferenf~e to known or markt~d lJOlllldarie:-; m· starting 
points, the fo!lowing·tn·uvision~ shall have ellent." 
The putting in of the condition "a.s to which it 
is practicable to divide the lam! into lots with
out actual ~urvey, '' rendered the boon pro
fessed to be offered under the clame <ehso
lutely worthle~, ; e~nd the )Jractical effect 
would be that, until the survey could be corn
jJletecl throughout the colony in the different 
phces where bud "'"" to be thrown open to 
t'ielectinn, no one could take up a. selection. If 
hou. gentlemen would t:tke notice of the pro
ceedings at their land courts in Brisbane, they 
woul<l get" practical te"t of the farmer's idea of 
the Bill. At the bnd court held th<tt month a 
large nn1nlH~1· of app1icatimF' were 111a .. de for 
. electitms nf 1,2HO acre-.;- ahont the 1:trge:-:t 
Ulocks whieh HH·m coulcl tnkf: np under' the 
pl'f':SPnt spd,etn··--ilt the l\fornton t1istrict, a.nd he 
:::;aid that \Vhen lllt~n wonld l'tll'lh to g"(--'t whn.t was 
re::dly the le:tving:-: aJtt.~l' the piekings of yeat·s 
nnder the prPsPnt C'onclitions, it ~howwl dearly 
that the farming clas.-;e;-, diU not look upon tl1e 
Jl""l""als put fonmrd iu tht~t Bill with nnything 
like favour. rrhe Po.stnuu;ter~(+eneraJ rrmde 
some remarks to the effect that he (Hon. :\Ir. 
Thynne) had omitted to move 'tnY amendments 
on the~t part of the Bill ; bnt there were a good 
111a.ny cnn~iderations to 1Je taken into account. In 
spe~tidng upon the Becond reading of the Bill, 
he described the measure a,.; one framed by the 
::VJ iniHtry with« view, not so much of prntecting the 
people to whom thev chiefly owed their position, aH 
to conciliate opposition which they expected from 
other pe~rties. He muHt say they had Hucceetled 
well in their efforts to concilie~te opposition ; 
they hac! intrncluced a Bill which, in some re
spects, was the mo,t liberal squatters' Bill that 
was E'Yer introdnce(l into any Colonial Parlia
ment that he was aware of. Bnt at the same 
time they had introduced whnt was a crucle and 
incon1plete HH+cL~nre in regard to the farn1ing 
population, and such as an~Tone who took tbe 
trouble to look into it would find was almost 
nnworlmble. 'ro point to the fact that 
the Bill was unworkable, he need only 
refer to clauses 41 ant! 42 ; and the Govern
ment actually proposed now to stop, for such 

a period as would snit the convenience of the 
Hnn·eyor-<i-eneral\• lJepartn1ent, all tielection. 
It amounte<l to th"t. If he were to move any 
nment!ment upon tlmt pe~rt of the Bill it would 
a.hno:st anwunt to cont:;tructing a. ne\v Bill, and 
he must "'Y that he bad not the leisure to devote 
to sneh an undertaking as tlmt. It wae; tbe <1uty 
of the c;.overrnnent, in introdneing- a Bill and 
cnnying- it through, to work out properly e~ll the 
detaiLs of their measure, e~nd not to le>Lve it to 
private members of either House to work them 
ont for theu1. l-Ie would even no\v sngger;;t 
to the Po;.:;tuut .... ter-General to take up the 
1n:1tter in the interc,ts of the selectors ant! 
farmer~, and reconsider that clause ; and say 
whether the )Jresent syHtem of selection before 
Hmvey, in the case of land now absolutely open 
for selection before survey, .should not be con
tinned until such time m, suneys were effected 
in euch numbers as to gi"e a larger supply of 
land tlmn there was" denmnd for. It would te~ke 
ye<tr·s to do that, and they should consider tl:e 
men who had come out here and fulfilled thBlr 
eng-agenwnts, rLlHl n1ade all arrangernents for en
tering· upon farms, nnd should not Htop by what 
he could only describe as the "red-tape" system, 
which w"s now proposed to be established under 
that Bill by Act of Parliament, those men 
from obtaining land. 'l'hey Haw what was occur
ring now n1onth after 1nonth--1uen were found 
anxious to t>~ke up land. and there would be men 
e~nxious to hike up land for months to come. 
Yet here they were telling those men, "You 
will have to put yonr hand into "lottery b11.g and 
take your chm1ce as to what you shall draw out, 
or elRe you nmy wrdt until such ~in1e as the sur
veyors of the colony have had tune to survey a 
sufficient number of blocks for you all to take 
up." He might here express his regTet that the 
return for which he moved several days ago
respecting the number of surveyors available in 
the colony, whether in the Government Service 
or out of it-wa,; not before them yet. If they 
had that return before them they would see thnt 
if all the Hnrveyors in the colony were employed 
iu the work of the arrears that had got to be 
done, they would not in twelve months be able 
to get through all that he~d to be done, and it 
would not be for a long time after the~t that they 
wonld he prepared to survey !all< I open to se lee· 
tion un<ler that Bill . 

The Hox. W. H. WALSH 'aid they had got 
V(·:ry Hlllch into the habit of 1uixing up so 
uwny 111n.tter~ in a discm~:-;iou 011 one c1an:4e 
tlut.t jt HeeuH-:d very de~odraLle to coniine one':-; 
self to the actual rpw,.;tion hefore the Committee, 
which wa,.; an amendment proposed by the 
Postmaster-General. 

The POSTl\IASTEH-GEXERAL: No. 
The Hox. W. H. W ALSH: Then it was 

son1ething proposed at the instigation or with 
the concurrence of the PostmaHter-General. The 
hon. gentleman who last addressed the Commit
tee had struck a key-note with which he was 
very familiar, and it w>ts so much in accord with 
his ideas that he could not help aYailing himself 
of that opportunity to say, although it might be 
foreign to the subject before them, that he en
dorse<! the views of the hon. gentleman so far as 
selection before survey wa~ concerned. Ever 
since he had first spoken on the L«nd ques
tion in this colony he harl bN•n a steady e~nd 
steadfast advo~ate of free selection befme Hurvey 
e~ll over the colony. If they wanted selection 
they must not restrict selectors to little pieces 
of land proclaimed available by the Government, 
but give freedom to pe1·sons to go all m· er the 
length and breadth of the colony and select the 
piece of lr.nd they wnntecl, nlwe~ys provided that 
the privilege waR hedged in with n sufficient 
safeg1mrd. The Hon. Sir John .Robertson had 
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proposed, too late, in the Land Bill which he intro
duced into the LegiRlatnre of ~ ew South \ValeR, 
which he (Hon. Mr. ~W <tlsh) harl heard deprec<tted 
that evening, that such n, .safeguard .shnuld be 
provided ; <tnd he advocated th<>t wherever 
selections were made upon leased lands the 
po,sessors of them should have no right or title 
to the lands until they fenced them in. If a 
provision of that kind had been insetted in the 
Act of lSGS, as he <•nrnestly entre<>ted Parlia
ment to do at the time, there wouhl have been 
no necessity for their subsequent Land .\cts. 
The land belonged to the people, l111t by their 
legbhttion they were showing th••.t the land did 
not belong to the people, and that they would 
withhold it from the l'eople. He maintained 
that until they gave the people freedom to select 
all over the colony under proper restrictions 
they would never do a\\ ay with that diverse, 
hostile legislation which they were now 
enduring-, and which they had endured for 
the last twenty years. He was gbd to 
find that there was in that Chamber another 
advocate for free selection besides himself. He 
did not take the view he did, in the interest of 
any particular party or class, but in the interest 
of the whole colony, and because he believed 
that it was free selection which would settle the 
differences that they all knew were being aggra
vated instead of lessened by the extraordinary 
legislation which they occupied themselves in 
discussing and passing, with a view to securing 
to selectors little bits of land in the vast territory 
comprised in the colony. If the Hon. :i\'Ir. 
Thynnewould go to the trouble of himself framing 
a Bill, or even framing a clause which would 
bring about what they wished, he pr·omised the 
hon. gentleman that he should have his most 
eordial support. He (Hon. Mr. \Va!sh) woul<l 
do all he possibly could to gmnt what he con
sidered would be a great boon to the colony. 

The Hox. T. L. MURRA Y-PRIOR said he 
would premise what he was about to say by stating 
that he was as much in favour of small" selectors as 
any member of that Committee. He thought 
there was one aspect of the question which had 
not been alluded to. The Hon. Mr. Thynne 
had stated that at the last land court in Bris
bttne therP- were a large nu1nber of applications 
received for selections, and that each of the 
applicants selected as large a quantity of lan<l 
""he p<Hsibly could. That was very true; bntwhat 
was the re::tH<m of it'? 'rhe rPa:·mn wa:-; that the 
ppople who made those applications alre<tdy 
liverl in tllA Jistrict with their bmilies, and 
were anxionH to SPCtU'e ar: n1neh of the adjoining 
lanrl as they could now, because they felt that 
they would not be able to take up any more under 
that Bill. He did not anticipate that the Bill 
would induce that amount of selection which 
some hon. gentlemen seemed to expect it would. 
There would be very little selection in the Logan 
or Albert districts, as nearly all the river frontages 
had already been taken up and were either 
freeholds, or in the process of becoming 
freeholcls; and all the land at present available 
was at a distance fro1n navigable rivers, or 
in mountainous country. He did not pretend 
to he such an advocate for survey before 
Sf !ectinn as sorne hon. gentlen1en were. He 
rerr1e1nbered a case in which there vva.s a great 
rush for some country which was of very little 
use. indeed he could hardly nnderstand why 
tJ,e people took it up. At any rate there w11s a 
:;re:1t rush for the land, and it was thrnwn open 
for selection. It was not surveyed; and it was 
found so difficult for the applicants to distinguish 
the land they selected, that the Gol'ernment 
caused a survey to be 1nade, which waH cmn
pleted in the course of a numth. The main 
fe:-ttnre~ wt-we surveyed; mui although the 
land was not marked out in n,llotment~. 

the se]ectom, having been provided with. a 
recognhled stn,rt.ing- p1)int, were a,ble tu establish 
their position. He had not the Hlightest hesita
tion in f..aying tha.t, by carrying ont rr survey of 
that Hort, it \Vonld aw:nver pre~ent 1Jurpo::;es, and 
would not impede settlenumt. No doubt the 
Government would be; compelled to make exten
sive sm·veys; but he did not anticipate that there 
would he any difficulty in i'rrniding land for c:ll 
applicants. For his own part he totally Lhs
a.greed with the provision in the Bill. 

The Hox. G. KII'\(} said that free selPction 
before survey which had been so highly eoln
mended by his friends, the Hon. ?.Ir. Tln·,nw lllH\ 
the Hon. J\Ir. \ValHh had, after twenty years 
trial been utterly c•mdemned in ~\ ew South 
\Val~s, anll the people in that colon.Y were now 
retracing their Htep~ and re~orting _to a different 
mode of dealing with the land. Free selection 
before survey had been at the bottom of all the 
litigation aud qua.rrels which l:ad T occ;n·red 
between selectors and squ>ttters m New South 
\Vales ; and he would be very sorry indeed to 
see the sy><tem introduced into this colony. He 
thought if the suggestion of the Hon. Mr. 
Hregory for a flying Hnrvey, or :1 plan of charting 
out upon a map the htncl to be selected, were 
adopted, a great deal of expen~e would be sn.ved. 
By such an arrangement their object wonld be 
fully answered in the first instance, and 11 com
plete survey could be made afterwards ; but free 
selection before wrvey would lead to nothing but 
rnischief and litigation. 

The Ho~. ,J. C. HEeSSLER said one of the 
best fetttures in the Bill was the provision for 
agricultural area:-5 prohibiting free selection before 
survey. It would, he believed, promote the 
best kind of settlement. In his humble opinion 
free selection before survey in New South 
\V ales all over the colony· had led to larri
kinism, and bushranging, and all that sort of 
thing-. If selection had been confined to pre
scribed areas, the people would have lived closer 
together and woul<l have had schools in their 
midst, and these conditions wonl<llmve ]1revented 
the growth of larrikinism. He would support 
the clause in its Jn·esent form. 

The Ho~. IV. H. W ALSH said lw believed 
that the free selectors in New South \Vale-c who 
had been so much deprecated wonld tnm out to 
he one of the gra,ntleNt clas~t>s of 1a.nd }n·uprieto!·~; 
in the worl<l. That there had been abnses Ill 

eonHPC'tion with the ~ystmu lw a.dltdttetl~ and Sir 
.J ohu K.nht-:rtson had itcknnwledged as 1uuch. He 
(Hon. nft·. \Valsh) had often herrrd th~tt gentle
man say th<tt he In:trle two misbkes in the first 
inst>1nce. One was that he diJ not pruvide for 
the fencing in of selections. If he had done that 
he would have been the originator and founder 
of one of the finest land laws ever instituted in 
the colonies. The second mistake he made waH 
that a selector of 200 or 200 11cres had a fnrther 
right to depasture his stock over twice that 
area, the bnd over which he exercised his right 
belonging at the time !Jy law to another party. 
In fact, a new class of pastoral tenants was set 
up at the expense of the first and more legiti
m:tte landholders. If they ~tdopted the principle 
of free selection with proper re,triction,, it woulrl 
be the 1neans of ra.L"ing uv f1 proprietary ~econJ. 
to none in the world. But the Bill would merely 
create an t~nornwus an1nunt of serfdmu. N obnrl.y 
would feel th:1t he had a stake in the colony; blit 
everybody woulrl feel that he had a lucrsh land
lord ; and when a general election C'an1e round, 
and the Government had some important measure 
in contempl:ttion, they wonlrl then "ee trouble. 
They would have to lnake la.rge concessions to 
the new class of poverty-strieken tenants they 
raiseclnp, or Rnffer in Ronte flther wn,y. HA went 
in heartily for free selection nll over the eo]ony, 
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provided it was fenced in with such conditions as 
wo.uld preyent the new proprietary becoming a 
musance to the rest of the community. 

The Ho!i'. A . • T. THY:L\1\E said he hat! to a 
certain exteut been miHunderstond ; he h>td 
been c1·edited with being an adYocate of 
free selection all over the colony ; but the 
remarks he addressed to the Committee were con
fined entirely to the 'luestion under discussion. 
He asketl the Government to eonsider whether 
~hey cr;uld not make some arrangement by which 
mtem!mg selectors would be enabletl to take up 
se]ectwns on the land now open, until such time 
as the departmental convenience of the surveyors 
enabled them to snrvey a sufficient quantity of 
land for all paTties under the provisions of the 
Bill. In making a change to a new system it 
was a.J ways desirable to do so with as little of a 
wrench as poRHible, but the sudden chmF•e now 
contmnplated in regard to selection wouiJ cau:se 
a great deal of annoyance and inconvenience to 
largenumber~ofpeoplein the colony. There would 
be no difficulty in carrying out 'his suggeDtion, 
because the land wns now open for selection and 
if allowe<l to continue so for a year or tw'o as 
one clanse seenle<l to indicate \Vonld he aJJ~w
able, he <lid not sree "·here could be the loss tu 
the Crown, the in con vcnience to the deparhnent, 
or the injury to the ]mbliu. 1f selection wem 
.Rtopped, a great 1nauy people \Yhmn it \Vaf-; Ulr)Ht 

desirable to retain would ],e driven out of 
the colony. It was well known that hundreds 
of men who had lately been employed in 
the X orth had received their wages and were 
now out of employment ; and they wet·e practi
cally told that they would ha Ye to wait twelYe or 
eighteen months before they could get land to 
suit them. That was equiva:Ient to t~lling them 
to go to some other colony where they could take 
up land without delay. 'He had a great deal of 
sympathy with those men, who wished to turn 
their means and their strength to profitable use. 
Probably when the proposed railways came to 
be constructed those men would find it easy to 
get employment; but what were they to do in 
the meantime? All reasonable means should be 
taken to retain in the colony those people who 
had been brought out at such trouble and expense. 

The Hox. A. C. GREGORY said that with 
a little stretching of the clause-though he did 
not approve of passing· clauses with the intention 
of their being stretched afterwards-the difficulty 
might be overcome. Almost the whole of tlie 
Burnett district would be available for selection · 
and if the Government would just have rnait; 
roads and reHerves traced on the maps alrearly in 
existence, the whole thing might be ensily wm;ked 
out. TheBnrnett, togetherwith the Wide Bay dis
trict, in which the conditions as to survey 'were 
similar, contained a very large proportion of 
land exactly suited to the re(juirements of the 
small settler. There w11s not much land suitatle 
for selection left in the Moreton district lmt 
what little was left was equally nvailable 'with 
that in the Burnett district, and if the Govern
ment adopted the plan, nnd allowed the 
selector to take up land in accordance with 
the maps already in existence, there would be 
no difficulty. Tlwy would be compelled to 
stl'etch the clause, hy preparing a map with 
divisions all over it, and afterwa-rds to modify 
the boundaries in accordance with the blocl~s 
taken up by selectors; and that would be far 
better than enforcing the clause as it now stood. 

Clause put and passed 
On clause 43, as follows :-

1< 1. The tn·oclarnation declaring the land open to 
selection :-<hall appoint a day mot being le's than four 
weeks after the date of the proclamation) on and after 
which the land will he open : And on and n.fter the 
cta,\' so notified the land shall be oprn to selection 
aceorUingly. 

" 2. The proclmnation ~hnll also specify whether the 
Ianrl is in an agricnltnral arFa or not, and shall declare 
the maximum are~L of laud which may he selected by 
an.r one person in the di..;trict. 

·· :). Sneh llhl·Ximum a.rt•'il ~hnllnot-
(frJ In the case of lan<1 in an ng-i'i(mlturn,l area. c~xceed 

nine hnmlred and ~ixty acres, or be less than 
three hundred Hn 1l twenty aeres; 

(lJI In the ease of other land, f'XN1c>d t'l\'f'nty thou
sand nercs, or be less than two thousand five 
hnnrlre(l an cl si xt\' tLcres. 

"1•. 'l'hc proclmnation shall al:-::o sprmfy the nnmhrrs 
of the lot.~. nnd thoit· area,, anll the annual rent per acre 
to he paid for en eh Jot: 

;, :S1wh rent .shaJl be not less than three pence per 
acre in the case of land in an ag·ricultnral a,rea. and not 
less than three fart.hingos per acre in other cnses. 

.. 5. In the r·1.se of lawl in a,n agricultural area. the 
proelam~ttion shall fnrther ~weeify the price (not heing 
less than twenty shillings per acre) at \vhich tlw lesl'loe 
may pul'chase the lawl in fce-simvle, ns hereinafter 
}ll'OYidcd_. 

"G. Tile proclamation shall also state the yalue of 
any iwproyements upon any lot declared open to 
selcetion." 

The HoN. P. :\IACPHERSOX moved the 
omission of the words ''nine hundred and sixty" 
in resnbdivision (n) of subdivision 3, with a 
view of inserting the word:-; '' one thonHand two 
hundred and eighty." In modng the amend· 
ment he wished to assert himself. 

The POSTMMlTJm- GKNlmAL: Hear, 
hear! 

The HoN. P. l\TACPHERSON said he wn• 
one of thbse stigmatised hy the Postmaster
G-eneral a;; ''a servile nutjority." \Vhen he was " 
little boy, and his internal cloekwotks got out of 
order, his grandmother--

The POSTMASTBR-GENIWAL: That i~ 
going a long way back. 

The Ho!i'. P. MACPHERSON: Blessed be 
her memory! She used to inflict on him a dose 
of a very good powder called "Gregory's mix
ture." 

The POSTMASTER-G ENRRAL: You have 
had enough of that, I hope. So have we all. 

The Hox. P. J\fACPHERSON said the 
effects of that powder were instantaneons and 
salutary. The powder was warranted not to 
kill, and he had survived its effects mnny timeH. 
Now, it struck him that the Government had 
been forced to swallo\V a good deal of <+regory 's 
powder during the consideration of the Bill 
now before the Committee, and he believed 
its effects would be found most salutary. 
The Postmaster-General thought he was a master 
of satire, bnt he had better leave it alone when 
next he attempted to lecture hon. members. By 
way of showing his extreme liberalism, he woul~l 
ask why the area should not be extended 
to 1,380 acres. He called on his hnn. frie11<l 
who represented the Government to consent 
to his amendment -- to gracefully concede 
what he asked. The hon. gentleman represented 
a Libeml Government-- a Government that 
wished to develop the res0urces of the countrv 
through the yeomanry class, as the rum. gentle
man himself said ; and he could not therefore 
consistently oppose the amendment. 

The HoN. W. GRAHAM said he was inclined 
to agree with the amendment., which he thought 
was a liberal one. \Vhy a J~iberal Government 
should have reduced the area, which had a! ways 
stood nt 1,280 acres-at lGO, 320, (i40, 1,280, and 
2,fi60 acres-to 9GO acres, he did not know. He 
expected it was one of those extraordinary 
themies which pervaded the Bill ; bnt he dared 
say the hon. the Postmaster-General could give 
smne reason for it. 

The Hox. A. J. THYNKE said he agreed 
with the amendment. which he thought ought 
to recommend itself tu the Committee. In thR 
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::'lforetnn and other closely settled diAtricts 
probably 1,280 acres might be too large; but hon. 
gentlemen must recollect that they were not 
legi.-dating for the 1netropolita,n districtH only, 
Lut that there were such places a' the Gulf of 
Carpentaria and other extreme northern parts 
of the colony, where 1,280 acres would not be 
a bit too large an area for '" man to take 
up as a selection. Practically, the amendment 
aruounted to an enlarging of the discretion of the 
Govennuent for the time being a(-; to the a,rea to 
Le proclaimed. It did not render it necessary 
that a man should be allowed to take up 1,280 
acres in any part of the colony, but 111erely gave 
the Government discretion to incr0ase the area 
to 1,280 acres in those districts where it was 
considered desirable that that area should be 
thrown open to selection. He believed it wonhl 
be found in practice, by-and-by, that 1,280 
acres would not be too lar·ge an area to allow to 
he selected, especially in connection with par
tially establi,;hed or new industries in the way of 
eulti vation which had not yet he en established 
in the colony. He should support the amend
ment. 

The Ho". J. TAYLOR said he should support 
the mnendment. He di<l not think 1,280 a('res 
was a particle too much for a farmer, where it 
was possible to get the land. The Hon. Mr. 
\Valsh, in the course of his remarks, said that Sir 
~fnhn Rober;;,on made two grand 1nistakes in 
regard to his free-selection poli"Y· He was 
comrnonly known as " Free~Relection J n,ck," and 
no doubt he did make a mistake in regard to 
free selection, a.nrl nlso iu regard to grazing 
rights; but whot he (Hon. Mr. Taylor) wished 
to draw attention to was this-were they not 
actually wasting time, hour after hour and day 
after day, in discussing the Bill after what the 
Premier said in the othee House last night? 
\Vhat he said was reported in the newspaper as 
follows:-

..-The r~and Bill was incidentally referred to in the 
ARsembly last nig-ht. ).'fr. 1\Ia.crossan a~ked )Jr. Dut.ton, 
in aceordance with his promise wheu the lHll was before 
the Assembly, to name the members of the land board. 
The 1\Iiniste~· said he had not yet made up his mind, 
but in any ease he thought it would be premature to 
"ltate who wonld form the board. The Premier sub
.-:;eqnently confirmed ~:Ir. Button's opinion as to the 
chance of the Bill becoming la1v, to whieh }fr. l\Iacrossan 
had incidentally referred. l\lr. Gri1fit.h said he antici
p;tted that the Bill would become law very nearly in the 
~hape in which it left the Assembly, and not as Home 
people desired it shonld do." 
·what did that mean? \Y as it not a threat to 
that House? Did it not mean that when the 
Bill was sent back to the Assembly with their 
amendments the Government would stand out 
against them and bring the Bill back to its 
original state? He hoped hon. members of that 
House would resist to the utmost all attempts 
to force them to withdraw their amendments. 
He, for one, would do so, and he trusted that 
there was sufficient pluck in hon. members to 
resist the Bill being altered back to its original 
state and passed in that form. He considered 
that what the Hon. Mr. Griffith said was a de
liberate threat to that House. 

The HoN. T. L. niURRA Y-J;'IUOR thought 
it a pity that that matter had been brought 
forward. They had made certain amendments 
in the Bill, and they would have to deal with 
them probably on a future occasion. \Vith 
regard to the 1,280 n.cres, he could see no rea,son 
why the area should J;J.Ot be fixed !l;t that limit as 
well as 960 acres. He was perfectly satisfied 
that 960 acres was far too little for most people, 
and that by extending the area many advantages 
would arise. To some persons !160 acres as an 
agricultural brn, might seem a very. extensive 
area, hut they found that as an agriculturist 
went on his stock increased and he required 

more land, and that, in fact, 1,280 acres was not 
sutiicient for his operations. As he said before, 
he belie.-ed in freetrade in land. People liked 
to h'we their own land, and if they merely held 
it upon lease they would not go on rnaking in1~ 
provementsas they would otherwise do. He had no 
dou11t that before long- the principle of the Bill 
would be entirely changed -that the Govemment 
who framed it would find that in the agricultural 
di,,tricts it wa,; not a Bill that would ~atisfy 
farmen; or selectors. In the out·,ide tlistricts he 
beJie,·ed in leasing--that it was far better in 
those di><tricts tu lease than to sell hwd, and 
20,000-acre holding-,; might be found to work 
very well in some instances ; but even in tlmt 
case he would prefer that eventually the holder 
should be able to tmu it into freehold, as all 
Englishmen liked to look upon the land as their 
own, and their house as their castle. He should 
certainly support the increased area. 

The POSTMASTER-GEXERAL said there 
wa:s t:iOrne argnn1ent in the observations nf the 
last speaker. He had not spoken before because 
there had been no argument.~ brought forward 
to answer. He could very easily tell, from the 
manner in which amendments were brought 
forwarrl, what was intended. The Hon. Mr. 
.i\Iacpherson wanted them to believe that it was all 
his own mixtnre tlmt be had been taking ; that it 
was not anybody else's ; and that he had not 
swallowed the dregs at the bottom of the cup. 
He was glad to bear the candour of the hon. 
gentleman. He had obsened him sitting there 
silently, swallowing every pill that was offered 
to him to swallow, and he really thought 
better of him. He bad now admitted that he 
had swallowed everything that had been offered 
to him, and no doubt he would swallow 
the last dregs in the bottom of the cup. 
Hon. gentlemen overlooked the fact that 
there were two classe~ of selection under 
tbe Bill - agricultural farms and grazing 
farms-and experience had shown with regard to 
improvements in agricultural areas that the 
great bulk of the improvements, in the shape of 
cultivation, had been effected in the homestead 
areas by small men who were satisfied with 160 
acres, and devoted their personal energies to the 
development of the land. He had no sympathy 
with persons who cle,;ired to acquire large free
holds in the name of agricultural holdings. 
He was at that moment looking at some persons 
who had selected land-the pick of the country
and who had not expended a shilling upon it. 
They got that land from the country at 10s. an 
acre. 

The Hox. T. L. J'\fURRA Y-PRIOH: Does 
the hon. g-entleman refer to me? 

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL: He was 
not referring to the hon. gentleman individually. 
Those men valued their holdings within three 
yeare after their selection at £10 an acre, 
although they only paid 10s. an acre to the 
State, and gave no corresponding equivalent 
whatever. Re repeated that he had no sympathy 
with those men. They did not do any good for 
the country, but only benefited their own 
pockets at the expense of the State. 

An HoNOT.IHABLE ME~IBEI\ : \Vho are they? 
The POSTJ\IASTERG EN]JRAL : And those 

were the men who called themselves patriots, the 
champions of the people, and of the po,,r man ! 

The HoN. K. I O'DOHEllTY said he did not 
know whether· the hon. gentleman referred to 
him, but he looked very suspiciously at him. 
If he did, all he (Hon. Dr. O'Doherty) could 
honestly say was that he never made a greater 
mist>tke in his life. He. had taken up land, it 
wa·" true, and paid 10,. an acre for it; but there 
bad been within the last three years £50,000 
spent upon it. · If that was not doing good to· 
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the St:Lte he did not know what waR. An cl now, 
after having spent £50,000 upon it, the hon. 
gentlernu.n and hi:-; colleagues were trying to rob 
them of it. 

The POSTJYI\STER-GE:::\EHAL: He denied 
the ~taten1ent uw:st di.stinctlv. 'rhere wa8 nnt tt 
particle uf trnth in it .. And. ·he conld L;O further, 
atHl ""Y that the bo11. gentlelllan hi1w;elf ha<l 
noL ~pent ::t thrcepl'nny lnt of ld.·i own ntoney 
4!l1 it. 

ThP Ho:<. 1\. I. <>'IJOJJI<;wrY: lla.\'""'LT? 
The PUNT7\l.\ST!•:F\-(iK'\KI{.\ L: lfp could 

t~~ dllllethin;..( 11\0l'C on tlwL pol11t, ln1t would 
not do 'o. He re1 •eatecl that he h.1d 110 P,VIlt

p;l,thy with thof-:e gra:-;ping per~nn:-; \dw wi~h~xl 
to 'ecnre, ctt the ex pen se of the State, for the 
benefit uf their own pockets, large areu.f-3 of 
freehold land; a.nd tlmt paot experience hac! 
shown that~although there might lmve been 
i8ola.te<l cases where persons hac! selected fairly 
la.rge areas and proved thernselves t1l be good 
colonists-yet the bulk of the improvements had 
been mmle by small men. \Vhether the area 
was fixed at DGO or 1,280 acres did not matter 
very much. It was merely a <JUestion of extent, 
not of principle; but, personally, he thought 
that DliO ctcres was ctn amply sufficient area to 
be selected out of the picked lands of the 
country a.n(l Rold away in fee at nwdera.te rates. 
They hctd provided that persons in the outside 
districts could select 20,000 acres. 

The HoN. \V. GRAHAM: They cannot buy. 

The POSTMASTER- GEXERAL: They 
could not buy, but they got a. lease for thirty 
ye•us, and he expected most of them would be 
in their graves before that. He knew he woul<l. 
}1\n·ther, whrttever hnproverr1ents a rnan erected 
upon his ground, either hinu-;elf or hiR repree.;en~ 
tati vcs would be paid for subse<pwntly. Every 
encouragen1ent \Vas given to in1prove to the 
utmcst extent, and all they were asked was to 
pay a fair thing for the land. However, if the 
Committee in their magnanimity were prepared 
to giYe the poor man, for whom they now, no 
doubt, professed to be legislating, the power to 
obtain 1,280 acres inotead of DGO acres, he would 
not break his heart over it. 

The Hoei' .• J. TAYLOR said he must contra
dict the Postmaster-General when he spoke of 
the vast improvements made by the small selec
tors. It was very evident the h,m, gentleman 
had not been among the small selectors. He 
could take him to the selections of some of those 
small selectors the hon. gentleman spoke of, 
and could show them the miserable houses they 
had built, and the wretched fences they had put 
up. It was on the large selectionR, the large 
estates, where the money was spent. Thousands 
of pomlCls were spent upon them, and he could 
take the hon. gentleman to J ondaryan and show 
him them ; to St. Ruth for another, to Y andilla 
for another, to Clifton for another. 

The POST:YIASTEH- GE~J1~RAL: Cecil 
Plains for another, 

The Hox. J, TAYLOH.: Yes, Cecil Plains for 
another ; hundreds of thousands of pounds had 
been laid out on the runs he hac! spoken of. 

The POSTMASTER-GENRRAL: And they 
are all now in the hand, of the pastoral tenant. 

The Hox . . T, TA YLOH : Yes; all pnrchased 
fairly at auction or otherwise, and paid for too. 
And it would take hundreds of thousands 
of the SO-acre men to put up the improve
ments made upon those selections,• and yet the 
h,m, gentleman told them it Wits only the small 
men who made the improvements. Rubbish ! 
How little the hon. gentlem~n knew about it, 
and how little he had s~en ! He ought to travel. 

The Hox. P. niACPHF:RSOI'\ said he failed 
to see what arguments the hun. the Postmaster
General had brought against his amendment. 
Talking about the mixture, he had learnt to take 
it a long time ago, but the hon. gentlmnan waH 
only in hjt; infancy yet and '"n,s not acctu3tmued 
to it. He had not began to like it yet, 

Thn ]'0:-iT:\L\STJ•;IL-GKi\ElL\L: I do not 
lJLlnd tnkin;..:- it i11 hon1n·opat.hie rl11:-;e"·, but 1 object 
to it in the ·"hnpc of it lJolll~. 

Tlw Jlox. \\'. c;H.\ 11 ,\7\J "a.id Lhe Po~L
Jlt;I',Lt•r { ~en,_rnl 1;(luld nut haYf' ;.;one into fi.::;urc 
wht~n Ire spoke of 1uen lntyint; -lt1nd at 10s. gn 
acre. He failed to c;ee that that could be consi
dered an offence. I\ny nutn had a right tu buy 
htnd at 10s. an .cere if it was put up at th"'t 
price. He 'vonld go further, and s~1y that even 
if those men who bought the land at 10s. an 
acre had allowed it to lie idle, it returned lid. an 
acre per annum to the State at 5 per cent. "C' nder 
the provisions of that Act it was proposed to let 
land at 3d. an acre, which was only one
half that paid by the man who bought land at 
10s. an acre; an<l if a man held land at 10s. 
an rtcre for seYen year::; it would cost hirn con~ 
siderably more than that if he never spent a 
shilling upon it. 

The HoN. A. C. GREGORY said he thought 
the defect there was in that part of the 
Bill would, to some extent, be remedied 
if a judicious arrangement could be made by 
which the better lands could be marked 
on the marJ as agricultural lands and the land 
adjacent as grar,ing lands. They might then 
meet the actual re<Juirements of the selector, and 
could give him 960 acres, for which he mi~ht get 
a freehold; anrl he could have the leased land 
alongside for carrying the stock. 1::-nle::;s NOllle 

such form was adopted the agricultural selector 
woulrl not be able to utilise any of the adjacent 
lands for grazing purposes. He confessed that 
he did not see how it would be possible upon 
such a form as that Bill was in to arrange any 
system by which that could be carried out. 
Besides, the suggestion had been previously 
made to the Government, and they declined to 
accept it. 

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

Clauses 44 and 45 passed as printed. 

On clause 4G, as follows :~ 
"Xo person who is under the age of eighteen years, 

or who is n married vwuu1n not having obtained an 
order for judicial separation or protecting her separate 
proverty, or who is in respect of the land applied for or 
held, or any part thereof, or interest therein, an agent, 
tru~tre, or servant of or for any other person, shall be 
com}letent to appl,v for or hold any land under the pro
visions of this part of the Act." 

The HoN. A. J. THYI'\NE said he thought it 
desirable to assimilate the age at which a person 
could select land with that adopted in New 
South \V ales, and make it sixteen years. It was 
a matter of considerable importance that when a 
young man in this colony arrived at the age of 
sixteen he should be able to take up a selection. 
The sooner young men were settled upon the 
land the better, irJRteacl of having them congre
gating in their t(nVnR, and bec01ning degraded 
by the evil associations they wonld get into. 
One of the defects in their c>Jlonial settlement 
was an unfortunate tendency on the part of 
their young men to remain and congregate in 
the towns. and the sooner the:v were afforded an 
opportunity of settling for themselves in the 
country the bettel'. For those re>~sons he would 
move that the word "eighteen" in the first line 
of the clause be omitted, with a view of inserting 
the word " t:dxtten," 
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The Ho:-~. \V. D. BOX said he thought the 
hon. gentlenm.n was uutking a rni~:;take in that 
matter. To his mind a lad of sixteen was still, 
and should still he under the jurisdiction of his 
parents. He did not like the amendment ttt all. 
'rhe State had no right to treat with tt uny of 
sixteen. If a lad of sixteen was ttllowed to 
take up ltmd it would be an inducement to a 
parent who lmd children to ha Ye land bken np 
in tlwit· nau1eK when they J·en('he(l the age of 
sixteen, a.nd he thoug-ht it wonl<l provide a, 

capital phtn for clnunuying. He ]ookerl upon 
the amendtuent a~ ridicnlow.;, a1Hl he ."illGerely 
hoped the Committee wonl<lnot <Le<·ept it. 

The POSTi\L\STEll-UE~EllAL s;ci<l the 
Hon. l\[r. Box luvl antieipa,tetl hi::-i renutrk~, and 
he conk! add little to what had ueen so a<l
mimbly said by that gentleman. It wa,s against 
the whole policy of their lmvs to allow pet',<ons of 
that age to contract, rmd they were absolutely 
incapable from their youth of conducting an 
estctblishment themsclve,. He mig-ht state that 
instances had cmne within hitJ own obsernttion 
wheregentlernenof \Vealth-and, in other respects, 
men of integrity-had employed their sons and 
daughters to take up land for themselves, and 
the hon. gentleman proposed that tha,t state of 
affairs should continue. They were actually 
a8ked to encourage the mnploy1nent of those 
young persons wlw \Vere under the clorniuion of 
their parents to leave their homes and take 
charge of themselves at an age when they were 
not fitted to do it or to enter into any binding 
engage1nent, and it \\~a.s actually encmnn,ging 
those young persons to be employed by their 
parents to do improper and dishonourable 
things, and it \Vtts encouraging the parents to put 
their children to improper uses in that respect. 
They knew what had been done in the past, and 
it was certain to be done in the future. He did 
not believe that any hon. member in that Corn
mittee could honestly come to the conclusion 
that lads aml girls of sixteen years of age should 
take up and man",ge establishments of U1at 
description. He felt sure they wouhl believe 
that in doing so they would be doing wrong to 
them as well as an injustice to the State by allowing 
the provisions of the Dill to be amended in that 
way. He hoped the Committee would not 
accept the amendment. 

The HoN. \V. H. \VALSH said, whenever the 
questinu arm.;e of 111aking provitdon for young 
people born in the colony to acquire land, it 
appe,red to him that gentlemen like the Post
master-General and the Hon. JYir. Box became 
absolutely bereft of their senses. \Vhen they con
tended that their boys were not to be allowed to 
take up land, and that it was a crime on the 
part of the parent to wish to see his lad, a smart 
able youth, obtain a selection, and when he saw 
such astute individuals as the hon. gentlemen to 
whom he alluded opposing a proposal of that kind, 
he came to the conclusion that there was a craze 
on the part of the people of this country to endea
vour to prevent colonists obtaining pos:Session of 
the land, and that the hon. gentlemen, therefore, 
were not accountable for what they said. He 
hoped the Postmaster-General would listen to 
what he was going to say. He (Hon. 1\fr. 
\Valsh) was interrupted by the conversation 
going on. lf the Hon. 1tlr. Taylor would go and 
sit facing him, where he liked to see the hrm. 
gentlenmn sit, "n<l not "tt"ck him in the rear, 
a.s he \Vas now doing, it wonld be far uwre Fm.ti:-:;
factory. He (Hon. C\lr. \Vahh) saicl their boys of 
sixteen years of age \V ere incomparably n1ore nble, 
and h"d more ri,:;ht to select land than the loons 
and lontf:i who111 the (}overnnwnt propm;erl 
to introduce frmn foreign countries, a.nd 
who would be all<>wecl to take up land oimply 
because they were ei,;hteen years of age. 

He thought there was no eomparison between 
their youths and those introduced frmu other 
countriet-> Ly the G-overnn1ent. The colonial 
h()y:-:~ were goiug throughout the lPngth and 
breadth of the wol'ld nnw. and acqniri11g honours 
for themselve8, and yet they were told hy the 
Po~tn1w-:ter-General that tho:-:e youths were in
ctpalJle of working a sdection. \\a:-; it n_ot kwnvu 
to hmL ~..;enth-.::nwll that lnnnLers '1f colmnal yontl1s 
luul been all thuir li\·e~ working-on the land~ 11f thu 
colony, and \; atching thn way the~- were hrnughL 
into :t ~tnte 11f nt::efulnc~:-;, and_ rt~"·i:-~Lin::.:.- tq yuork 
th01u? The ( ~on~l"lllllCUt Wl'-l"n propo -ing, ;1,t the 
jlre:-;ent tiuw, to E:'\jlt'!Hl hnlldred;-..; of thou-and 
of tHlUWb in nrder to introdnce to the cnlony 
the dreg-~ of the lont~ of J<~nrope, and becan:~.u 
they were eighteen year:-; of age they were to be 
allowed to snatch from the children of the 
colnni~ts H<•Irle of tht" 1Jri1ne lands of the colony. 
The clauHe woul(l can:-Jl' a great injustice to he 
done, and wa;-j unpatriotic in its provi:-;ions. If 
hon. 111ernbers tmstied it they wonlcl be doinq 
themselves nnd postel'ity an injustice. He pro
tested aga.iw~t such a. vrovision, and had ahvay:-; 
clone so. He contended tlmt if he wanted to 
endow his children with land he shnnld have an 
opportunity of doing so. Their chihhen were 
born in the colony and were (~ueensland 
colonists, and would probably remain here 
all their liveB, yet it v.raH propo~ed tu Hhowcr 
the lauds of the colony npon stmngers who 
had no other claim upon them except that 
they were eighteen year~ of age. He would vote 
for the amendment. It embraced two object.,, 
both of which he heartily approYe<l-namely, 
free selection before survey, and an enlargernent 
of the alienation of Crown hmds. The state was 
the worst landlord a jJerson could have, and the 
sooner the lands were alienated to their children, 
and taken away from the management of the old 
women of the colony, the better. He wonlcl call 
the attention of the Postma,tcr-U eneml to :1 

subseqnent clause, which might be termed a bill 
of attainder. It provided that no person "who 
iH a rnarried wonmn, not having obtained an 
order for judicial Heparatiun or protecting her 
separate property " ' shall be competm:t 
to apply for or hol<l any land unde1· the proVI
sions of this part of the Act." It appeared to 
hirn that that provision was a direct encourage
ment to women to get judicial separation. How 
many married women were there in the colony 
who could take up selections and manage them 
better than their husbands? How many married 
women were there who had children sixteen 
years of age, and who would like to take 
up land for them, nr for themselves, but 
could not do so because they were married 
won1en, and had probably good-for-nothing 
husbands from whom they had not obtained 
judicial separation? He maintained that that 
\vas an unfair provision, and, as !1e had said 
before, a direct encountgmnent to won1en to get 
judicial separation; and he did not hesitate to 
say that the clause wonld lead to husband:,; 
entering into arrangeruents with their wives for 
the purpose of obtaining land which they could 
not get so long a.s they rmnained rnarried couples. 

'rhe Ho:-~. T. L. MURRAY-PRIOU eaid he 
was always sorry when the Hon. :Mr. \Valsh 
made comparisons between the people of this 
colony and those of other conntrieR, or abm:;ed 
foreigners. He thon.~ht it was a. great pity the 
hnn. gentleman shoulrl do that kind of thing. 
He (Hon. Mr. C\lurray-Prior) would vote for 
the mnenJrnent, and would give his reason 
for doing ::in. The Postrna::-;ter-(~eneral bad 
twitted l1im with being innocent and letting 
the cat out of the bag. \Vel!, his (Hon. :\lr. 
l\[nrray-Prior'c<) "·nrdo were meant. He did nnt 
bea.t about the bu .. h, like a lawyer, in order 
that two interpretationA might be given to his 
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words. He said what he meant, nothing 
rnore a,nd_ nothing le.s8. His object wa~ to 
ttl!ow the youths and girls of the colony to 
t.cke up l:tnd, and that wa" exactly what the 
Postnmster-General deprecated. He (Hon. l\Ir. 
::Yiurray-Prior) h:vl said hefure~-rmd oaid w otill 
-that, wh:1,tever fl(i0 acres or 1, 280 acre., of land 
might appear at the fir,t hlw;h to a 1uan cmn
rne:ncing to work on the land, he wnuld Koon find 
that it wa" not enou~h, aw{ would want to ex
tend his holding if there wao any land neat' him 
aHtilable. 1 n order to enable t:uch a rnan 
to do that, they shnnl<l allow him to take up 
land for his Hou.s <-tnd da.ughter:-;, ancl give it 
to them to occupy. The father might pay 
for the land-Yery likely he would ; bnt would 
he be doing any harrn by paying for a 
selection and providing for his children ? 
A:-; for dunnnyilJg, tlutt was irnpracticable
'imply l1ecau,;e their wise legiolaton; had pro
vided that, if a father and son, or two brothers, 
or two partners~ lived on adjoining selections, 
they could not leave their land to one another. 
Xow, if they allowed youths under eighteen 
years of age to tttke up land, parents would be 
able to settle their sons on selections ; and if the 
girls had the same right the land they ac'l_uired 
woulcl be a dower for them. As to the contention 
nf the Hon. J\Ir. Box that boys of sixteen were 
not ttble to do the work on a selection, he (Hon. 
1\Ir. j\lnrray-Prior) on looking round him could 
,;ee many gentlemen who were nearly as able at 
thttt age as they were now. A boy of sixteen in 
this colony was capable of entering into any 
business, especially anything connected "'ith 
farming. He would therefore support the Hon. 
lHr. Thynne's amendment, which would confer a 
boon on selectors and greatly improve the Bill. 

The Hox. ,J. TA YLOR said there was one 
matter which appeared to have been overlooked, 
and that was this : If a boy of sixteen took up a 
selection, and entered into a contract to have 
the land fenced at a cost of some hundrecls 
of pounds, how was the contractor to get his 
money? A boy of sixteen could not be sued. 

HoNOcHABLE lYIE}IllEitB: I\ either can a boy of 
eighteen. 

The HoN. J. TA YLOR said it was true that 
the same remark applied in both cases. Then 
no youth should select until he was twenty-one. 
Ha boy sixteen or eighteen years of age entered 
into a contract to fence his selection at a co~t of 
£1,000, how was the contractor to recover his 
money if the boy refused to pay it? That 
was what he wanted to know, and the question 
ought to be cg,refully considered by hon. mem
bers before they accepted the amendment. 

The Hox. T. L. MURRA Y-PRIOR said 
tlmt no fencer would enter into an agreement to 
fence unless he was pretty certain that he could 
get his money. If a fencer chose to trust a boy 
from whom he was not likely to get his money 
he deserved to lose it. 

The HoN. W. H. W ALSH said that a fencer 
might enter into a contract with a man sixt'' 
years of age who had no money, How was J)e 
to get paid in such a case ? 

The HoN .. J. TAYLOR: Sae him! 
The HoN. W. H. W ALSH said they must 

not assume that contractors were fools and would 
accept anything. They were not likely to do 
work for people from whom they were not likely 
to get their money. 

The Hox. ,J. TAYLOR otill contended that 
it would he imposoible to recover money from boys 
under age. Ami as for contractors being fools, if 
they saw that a boy had a rich f:tther, they woulrl 
enter into a contract, believing that the father 
would see that thev were paid in case they could 
not get their money from the son. 

The Hox. T. L. l\lURRAY-PRIOR: An 
agricnltmist hi not likely tu be a rich man under 
this Bill. 

The Hox. ,J. TAYLOR ,;aid the question did 
not affect agricnltnrists alone. He knew a little 
bit about the ways of the world as well as the 
Hon. J\Ir. Murray-Prior. 

The Hox. A. ,J. THYNKE said that, if a 
young fellow wanted tu get hi" land fenced, the 
pen; on giving hiln a start in life wuuld naturally 
guarantee the ]myment of the money. If it was 
a. ntet·e <1nestion of being under age, the con
tention of the l'o:-;trnaster- General wa.t; not a 
JogieaJ one, bccau~e hiH ubjectionf'; with regard 
to the rtge of sixteen years applied with equal 
force tu any age under that of t\venty-one years. 
The Hon. Mr. Taylor had looked at the queotion 
ou]y :::;o far as taking up a new :;election was con
cernecl. But under the Bill, if a nmn already 
held the full quantity of land allowed, he would 
be incapable of becnining the o\vner of any selec
tion in the same district which might be willed 
to him by his relatives. \Vhy should not young 
people of sixteen years, or even younger people, 
be in such a position that, when their relatives 
willed belections to them, thPy would be in
capacitated from taking puose"sion? As the 
Bill st.oocl, if the relatives of a farmer 
already possessed land, he must leave his 
land to someone outside of his own fH.mi!y. 
People generally worked and slaved for their 
properties in order that they might leave them 
to those who came after; and why should 
people be debarred from getting the benefit of 
their predecessor's labour? 

The Hox. J. TA YLOR said he did not like 
the idPn of boys selecting, because it could only 
lead to trouble, annoyance, and quarrelling. He 
should be quite prepared to support a Bill giving 
every native-born child in the colony 1,280 acres 
of land; in fact, they ought to have passed such 
a Bill long ago, instead of confining their grants 
of land solely to clodhoppers. 

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

CONTENTS, 11. 

The Hons. Sir A. H. Palmer, C. S. :\Iein, .r. Taylor, 
G. King, J . .Swan, \.Y. Pettigrew, J. S. 'furner, "V. D. Box, 
1:. B. l~on·est, A. Raff, andJ. C. Heussler. 

X ox -Cmn.~<:xTs, 11. 
'fhe Hons. '1\ L. ::\Iurray-Prior, A. C. Gregory, 

W. H. Walsh, W. llon·est. W. Aplin, K. I. O'Doherty, 
'\\'.G. Puwer, \V. F. Lambert, J. C.~myth, A. J. Thynne, 
and P. Macpherson. 

The CHAIRMAN : A division having been 
called, and the numbers being equal, it becomes 
necessar? that I give my casting vote in favour 
of the " Contents." The question is, therefore, 
resolved in the affirmative. 

Clause put and passed. 

On clause 47, as follows:-
" Any person desiring to select Crown lands under 

this part of this Act must lodge with the land. agent an 
application in the prescribed form, and must himself or 
by his dnlr constituted attorney sign the entry of his 
application in the register of applica.tions. 

''The application must be for a lot a~ surveyed. and 
must refer to it by its 11mnber as specified in the procla
mation. 

"The application must be accompanied lJy the full 
amount in cash Ior the tirst year's rent together with 
the snrvey fee. · · 

''Applications shall take priority according to the 
order of their being lodged 'vith the land agent. 

·'Provided that if two or more applicants shall be 
present at the time of opening tlle,'land agent's office, 
the applications loll~ed by them shall be deemed to be 
lodged at the "ame time. In such ease the right of 
prionty shall be cletermined by lot ip thf prescribec! 
manner." 
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The HoK. A. C. GREGORY said the clause 
especially provided that any person selecting 
land under the Act was to sign an application 
either himself or by his duly constituted attorney. 
It was merely a fornml matter; hut there were 
very few ]Jeople who were likely to become 
selectors who would understand the term "duly 
constituted attorney," and he therefore proposed 
the omission of those words, with the view of 
inserting the words " duly authorised agent." 

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL said the 
provision was a reproduction of the pre,;ent 
arrangement, which had worked very well. It was 
just"'' difficult to duly authorise an agent as to 
duly constitute an attorney. The object of the 
provision was to prevent persons using the names 
of others with the view of getting selections which 
they were not properly entitled to take up. The 
execution of a power of attorney involved a 
certain formality on the part of the per
son wishing to employ another individual to 
act for him, but it was a form which 
effected the object in view, whereas if the 
amendment were adopted a loose way of 
doing things might come into force, by which 
]Jersons could em ploy the names of others to 
take up selections in the names of those others, 
while they were really for themselves. It would 
be far better to leave things as they were, seeing 
that nobody had complained, so far as he could 
learn. The form med was very simple, and 
could be obtained from any bookseller or news
vendor in the colony. 

The HoN. W. D. BOX said he trusted that 
the Committee would not accept the amend
ment. He thought the provision of the clause 
with respect to a duly authorised attorney was 
a wise and satiilfactory one. It would-give 
security to the selector, and encourage him to 
make himself conversant with the ways to be 
adopted for procuring land. If all applications 
had to be made to the Land Office in Brisbane, 
perhavs it might be better to say "duly ']Ualifiecl 
agent," but if he understood aright, applications 
were to be lllade to the land agent of the district ; 
;me! he thought it was desirable that would-be 
selectors should make themselves conversant with 
the rules and regulations of the land courts. 
He therefore thought that the clause should be 
accepted as printed. 

'The HoN. A. J. THYNNE said the question 
was not one of very great importance; bnt he 
had seen an instance in which a selector 
had sent in a power of attorney, which con
tained ftll the usual legal phraseology, but 
because it did not contain the words "duly 
constituted," it was rejected by the intelli
gent commissioner who received it, and it was 
with the greatest difficulty that he was ultimately 
bounced into accepting it. That was an example 
of difficulties that might arise. The term 
"authorised agent " did not require any legal 
technical form. Any man could be authorised 
by telegram, or otherwise, to act for another. 
On the other hand, take the case of a man in the 
country who sent his son a considerable distance 
to take up land, if he could only act under power 
of attorney he must get someone to prepare it, 
which he would not have to do if he was simply 
an agent. 

The Ho:-~. J. TA YLOR said he understood 
the hon. the Postmaster-General to say that 
printed forms of power of attorney could be easily 
procured at any bookseller's, and he (Hon. Mr. 
Taylor) hoped that the amendment would not be 
accepted. He would much sooner see a man 
doing business by power of attorney than as an 
authorised agent, because there could be no 
mistake about it. 

The HoN. A. C. GREGORY said he had 
listened to the remarks of the Postmaster-
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General who from his legal training was much 
better q~alified than himself to discriminate as 
to the legal value of the terms, and if h~ was 
satisfied that the words "duly const1tnted 
attorney" were equally simple as the words 
"authorised agent," he did not see that any 
ad vantage would accrue from passing the 
amendment. Still it was one of those matters 
to which his attention had been drawn, and it 
struck him that possibly there might be ~ome 
difficulty in connection with it. However, 1f, as 
he had stated, the Postmaster-General .wa,g of 
opinion that it was practic<tlly only changmg one 
word for another, with the permission of the 
Committee he would withdraw the amendment. 

The HoN. W. H. W ALSH said they had 
now arrived at a very melancholy spectacle. 
Surely the sun of the Hon. Mr. Gregory m';lst 
have set entirely, for tlwy not only found hnn 
abandoned by his supporters, but op1;os~d by 
the chief of them, whom he now found s1ttmg by 
the side of the Postmaster-General and assisting 
him. He certainly thought they ought to have 
some pity or sympathy for t?e Hon. Mr. Gre
gory, and if he would press h1s amendment ~o a 
division he (Hon. Mr. 'Valsh) should oertamly 
vote with him. 

Amendment, by permission, withdrawn ; and 
clause put and passed. 

On clause 48, as follows :-
"Subject to such general re:;rulations coul'et·ning 

surveys, roads, or the prevention of a monopoly of per
manent water, or other,vise, H51 may be made under this 
Act, land having frontage to a main watercourse, or, in 
the case of land in an agricultural area,, to a main road, 
shall not have a greaterbreadthoffrontagethereto than 
two-thirds of the depth." 

The HoN. W. H. W ALSH said he always 
took objection, until he saw it could safely be 
sanctioned, to the introduction in their Bills of 
regubtions authorising the Government of the 
day to frame regulations. He knew that Acts 
had been very much misconstrued by various 
Governments and malaclministered, and the 
regulations emanating from such Governments 
were, probably, not in accordance with the Act. 
That was the first clause in which he had seen 
any intimation respecting regulations, and he 
wished to point out that they should be very 
careful in giving any Government such large 
powers as were contained in it. Then again 
clause 69 said:-

" rrhere shall be lmpt in the Department of Public 
Lands a register of leases under this part of this Act, 
wherein shall be entered particulars of ~Lll leases, 1nort~ 
gages, and underleases, and such other particulars as 
may be prescribed by the regulations." 

They saw by that clause how the power of the 
Government was being extended. Then further 
on in clause 132, they found it provided--

" rrhe Governor in Council 1nay from time to time by 
prmclamation make regulations for all or any of the 
matters follmving, that is to sg,y." 

And after enumerating certain things it said-
" All other matters and things that may be necessary 

to give effect to this Act." 

It seemed to him to be an enormous power. Par
liament took a great deal of trouble to frame an 
Act which, when it left their hands, was sup
posed to be almost perfect-that it left nothing 
to be desired, and no difficulties tu be overcome 
--and yet they knew from experience that the 
giving of such enormous power had led to the 
very spirit of the Act being changed by the way 
in which regulations had been fra.mPcl. And 
further, it mnst be borne in mind that not onl~
clid clause 132 give such enormous powers, but 
clause 141 provided:-

"All offences against this Act or the re;ulations may, 
unless herein otherwise provided, be prose<mted. in ~ 
summary way before any two justices," 
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The regulations might be at variance with the 
Act and with the spirit of the Act, and although 
if they were tested in a court of law no doubt 
they would in justice be held to be void yet 
Governm?nts had iosued them, and they' had 
always tned to prevent them from doing so in days 
past. But the Bill seemed to revive, as it were, 
the old malady, and gave even more copious 
powers than ever; because it provided that if any 
person infringed the regulations, he was to be 
held as culpable and as liable to punishment as 
though he contravened the very Act itself. It 
was an arbitrary and dangerous power to place in 
the hands of any Government. 

The HoN. A. C. GREGORY said the clause 
was simply intended to carry out the provbiorls 
of the previous Act, which had worked very well, 
and he could not see that anv advantage would 
be gained by altering it. • 

Clause put and passed. 

Clauses 49 and 50 passed as printed. 

On clause 51, as follows :-
"No person shall at the same tillle, either iu hi~ own 

right or as ~~ trustee for any other }lerson, excc11t as 
herf~inafter provided, hold in the same district two or 
more farms of the same class, the aggregate area of 
whieh is greater th~n1 the maximum are<L of land for 
the time being permitted to be selected as a farm of 
that class in that district." 

The HoN. A. C. GREGORY said he pro
posed to move an amendment in the clause, for 
the purpose of pointing out what he considered 
were objections, and after those objections had 
been considered, they would see whether it wns 
desirable to follow them up. As the clause 
now stood, any person might have made a selec
tion in a district in which the maximum area of 
land he was allowed to hold was, say, only 640 
acres, instead of 1,280 acres. He might also 
have selected 640 acres in the next district; and 
if the boundaries of the district were so altered 
as to bring both selections into one district, 
he would be disf!ualified as regarded one of his 
holdings. Under those circumstances he thought 
it was desirable to make it clear that an altera
tion in the boundaries of a district should not 
create disCjualification. It might be perfectly 
right to lea ye it in the hands of the Government 
to decide how much land should be selected in a 
district, but it would be very hard indee<l if the 
alteration of a boundary was to be held to 
create a disqualification. He therefore begged 
to move, as an amendment, that the following 
words be added to the first paragraph of the 
clause:-

But no alterations in the boundaries of a district 
shall prejudice ~my then existing holding. 

Amendment agreed to. 
The HoN. W. D. BOX said he would like to 

ask the Postmaster-General a f!Uestion. Sup
posing a person had selected the maximum 
Cjnantity of land he was entitled to hold in a 
district, and his brother, or sister, or some other 
person by will bequeathed to him a similar 
estate, would not that person absolutely lose and 
forfeit that property? 

The POSTMASTER-GEXERAL: No. 

The HoN. \Y. D. BOX asked if it would pass 
to the Crown, or if the person to whom it was 
beCjueathed would be obliged to sell it? In the 
exigencies of life it was pnssible that a man 
by no motion or action of his own might become 
possessed of land; an accident might take away a 
Yaluahle life, and the mn,n become heir to the 
property of the decease,"! person. The clause said 
"no person shall hold " under certain circum
stances, and it seemed to him that it was a similar 
enactment to saying, "no person shall have more 

than £5,000 a year." It was not in accordance 
with the spirit of English law, and, in his 
opinion, it was not right. 

The POSTMASTER-GEKERAL said the 
Crown could not step in as the hon. gentleman 
had said. In the !lllth clanse there was a pro
vision which said that the restriction should not 
apply in the case of persons who were trustees 
under settlernents, or executors, or adn1inistra~ 
tors of estn,tes of deceased persons ; so that if a 
testator bequeathed property to his executor he 
could hold and dispose of it in the terms of the 
will. But if a testator, for instance, provided 
that property should be transferred to one of his 
sons, then holding the maximum area under the 
Bill, the Crown would not step in and take the pro
perty bequeathed, but the party interested would 
be enabled to find a purchaser for it. There was 
no bar to alienation, but against monopoly. The 
property could be alienated so long as the alienee 
was a person who was not debarred from select· 
ing, or had not himself become possesserl of the 
maximum area prescribed by the Act to be held 
by any one individm1l. He could understand a 
case nriRing-in fact, such eases had occnrred
of a person taking up land in the interests of 
ROlne other perRon ; a.nd having n1ade a '''ill, 
handing it over to the other person. Cn,ses where 
the dummy had made a will in favour 
of the llerson for whom he dummied. It 
was to prevent 'uch things n,s that, and to 
provide against monopoly, that the clause was 
inserte<l ; but there was no bar to alienation 
where a person either by process of law or by 
will or otherwise became beneficially entitled to 
an extra parcel of land. 

The HoN. \V. H. \V ALSH said the Post
master-General's explanation had not met the 
objections raised by the Hon. Mr. Box. If an 
individual held the maximum quantity allowed 
by the Bill in a certain district, and a similar or 
a smaller f!uantity was devised to him, under 
that clause he was not allowed to become the 
possessor of that htnd. He must find a purchaser 
for it. Suppose he could not find a purchaser 
for it, what was to httppen? Suppose the 
legatee was not the administrator under the 
will, but a stranger, according to the ex
planation of the Postmaster-General he rnu,t 
find another buyer. And he had to go into 
the market handicapped becanse he could not go 
amongst we:>lthy men of the district who might 
be ttble to give him the value of the property, 
because in all probability they would themselves 
be pm,·;essed of the maximum area they could 
hold ; hut he would have to go to the poorer por
tion of the population who had not much land 
and might be able to purchaRe it. According 
to the Postmaster-General's explanation, he had 
no doubt the legator's design would be frustrated. 
The legatee would have to suffer, and all that 
was brought about by that horrid bugbear that 
seemed to possess them in passing any Land 
Bill-that somebody was going to commit a 
crime against the country by endeavouring to 
ac'luire a few acres of land more than the poli
ticians engaged in considering the Bill thought 
they should acf!uire. \Vhen would they do away 
with such nonsense, and have freetrade in land 
as well as in everything else ? Here they were 
actually frustrating a dying man's bef!uest, 
because in his charity he bequeathed a piece 
of land to a relative or friend, and all 
because under that almighty Bill, it was not 
thought proper that a man should acquire any 
more land after he had got the full amount 
w hi eh the Bill said he should possess. Such 
honid legislation was a disgmce to the country, 
n,nd would drive people ont of the country, and 
he was sure tlmt it would prevent people hn,vim; 
the independence of spirit which he poooessed 
from eve1· coming into the country. 
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The HoN. T. L. MURRAY-PRIOR said the 
fact of the matter was that the Government 
intended to prevent anyone from having more 
than 1,280 acres. 

The PO~T::YIASTER-GEKERAL : At one 
time. 

The HoN. T. L. :YrGRRA Y-PRIOR: At any 
time ; and he said they would very soon find the 
people rise against them and alter their Bill. 

The Hox. vV. D. BOX said he would vote 
against the clause, which was against all their 
rights as British subjects, that they should not 
accumulate anything after they had worked 
hard for it. He would put a suppositious case : 
:')ay two hrothers came out to the colony, and onp, 
qf them was married, and they took up selections 
of the nutxinunn area alongside of each other, and 
that some time after they were taken up one of 
the brothers died, and he willed his holding-as 
he ne~turally would do-to his brother. As he 
read the clause that brother could not hold the 
extra ln,nd bc'lueathed to him in that way. He 
oaid it was a monstrous thing that they should 
attempt to legisle~te in such a direction as that. 

The POST:\1ASTER- GENERAL : The 
proper thing to do, if you object to that, is to 
amend clause 59. 

The Ho:-r. vV. D. BOX said he thought that he 
. knew what was the proper thing to do. The 
clause said that no person should hold bnd in 
that way, and it said it distinctly, and he said it 
was against all British law, and he would vote 
against the clause. 

The Rox. A. J. THYXNE said thttt the 
Government were making what they called a 
uond fide attempt to stop what they called the 
aggregtttion of large estates. By that clause they 
took away one of the greatest inducements which 
a "'lector had to t'lke up land, by depriving him 
of the power to bequeath or dispose of that land 
to his rele~tives or friends, unless they were 
people who had not already provided for them
selves. One of the greatest inducements which a 
man had to take up bnd, and slave for it, and 
work for it, and spend his time and money upon 
it, and hold it for years, against all dmwbacks 
and conditions, was the hope and belief that he 
might be able to leave it to his relatives after his 
death; and that inducement was taken away by 
the clause under discussion. It was indeed a very 
serious 'luestion; and although he thought it would 
not perhaps be well to g·o with the Hon. Mr. Box 
in striking the clause out altogether, it wa.s cer
tainly one that wtts entirely contrary to all their 
opinions of British dealing with the property they 
had worked for and acquired. If a man had a sari, 
or daughter, or sister, or brother who had suffi
cient independence of spirit of their own to have 
taken up land for themselves, that clause 
would virtue~lly punish them for their industry, 
by debarring them from holding the property 
bequeathed to them. 

The POST:YfASTER-GENERAL said the 
proper clause in which to meet the Hon. Mr 
Box's objection was clause 59, and it would be 
met by simply inserting the word ''legatee" 
uefore the words ''executor or administrator of 
a deceased lessee." The only bar to alienation 
by be'luest applied to cases where these were 
specific bequests to indi victuals who already held 
the prescribed maximum areas. The restriction 
did not apply to a k'see who bequeathed his 
property to an executor to hold for his family. 
The only case it would affect would be that 
of an individual who had already himself obtained 
the maximum area of htnd to be ac'luired under 
the Bill. He did not himself n,nticipate that 
many difficultie.•, would ari~e under that clause, 
and he pointed out that the proper chuse in 
which to make the amendment was clause 39. 

The HoN. A. C. GREGORY said, in order to 
make that clause a1,:ree with clause 43 he would 
move that the words "nine hundred and sixty" 
be omitted, with the view of inserting the words 
"one thousand two hundred and eighty." 

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

On clause 52, as follows :-
" \Vhen the applicant has paid the value of the im~ 

provements {ir any), and the application has been 
confirmed by the board, he shall bn entitled to receive 
from the commissioner a license to occupy the land. 

" Such license shall not be tr..-<tnsferable/' 
The Ho:-r. W. H. W ALSH said he would ask 

the Postmaster-General whether the last portion 
of the clause, providing that licenses should not 
be transferable, would not press very heavily on 
persons \vho through sickness, or sudden vicissi
tude in fortune, or some sudden trouble, found 
themselves in difficulties? It appeared to him 
that it wa:s a very harsh provision, and he trusted 
the hon. gentleman would consent to its being 
expunged. 

The HoN. vV. D. BOX said he did not under• 
stand why that provision had been inserted in 
the Bill. Hon. members would recollect that 
land-orders, when they were transferable, were 
ve~luable documents, but when they were made 
non-transferable their value was greatly de
creased, and the conse'luence was that those 
who bought land-orders often purchased a £14 
order for £7. He did not see why the Committee 
should depreciate the value of a license by 
making it non-transferable. 

The HoN. A. J. THYKNE said he thought 
there was a good deal in the contention of the 
Hon. .Mr. Box in reference to the proposed 
restriction in connection with licenses for agri
cultural or grazing farms. Pastoral licenses had 
been transfemble, and why should not the same 
principle apply to selectors' licenses? If the 
argument of the Government that the rent to be 
charged was sufficient to secure the country being 
put to its best use was correct, what more did 
they want? He would call attention to a serious 
difficulty that might occur under that clause. 
A man who held his land under a license before 
the lease was issued would not come under the 
provisions of the Fencing Act of 1861. It was 
stated in that statute that its provisions applied 
to " all lands included in a lease made under this 
Act." So that if during the first three years a 
man occupied his selection his neighbours on both 
sides of him fenced in their holdings, they could 
not compel him to pay his share of either divid
ing fence. He pointed that out to show what 
little attention was paid to the details of the 
farming and grazing clauses of the Bill. He 
did not see why a selector should be restricted 
to occupation by license during the first three 
years. Why should he not get his lease the 
moment he took up his land ? Why should he 
be placed in a position in which he was neither 
fish, flesh, nor fowl, so to speak, during the first 
three years when he was me~king his improve
ments? He did not see why they should deprive 
a me~n of the opportunity of giving security and 
getting credit. Unless a man had money already 
saved he would not be able to take up land 
and make the nec6ssary improvements, because 
under that clause he would have nothing tangible 
to offer to the people who were backing him, 
and nothing to sell to get him out of his diffi
culties. Supposing a licensee died, there was no 
provision that he (Hon. Mr. Thynne) could see 
in the Bill, though it was possible there might 
be such a provision, by virtue of which the execu
tors of the licensee would be able to transfer t>r 
sell the lieen,e. In fact, grazing and agricultmal 
farmers were dealt with in a, manner that put 
every possible difficulty and diHcoura,gement in 
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the way of their carrying out their improve
ments. The Bill contained the most rigorous 
requirements respecting improvements, and did 
not provide any means for recouping a man the 
money spent by him in the event of his beiug 
prevented by any cause from completing the 
improvements; or by which he woulcl be able 
to recover their value from auy subsequent 
tenant. Tlmt was a matter which, he thought, 
required considerable attention. 

The HoN. vV. D. BOX said he did not want 
to take up the time of the Committee on that 
question, but he would just state a case, by 
way of illustration, of the effect of clause 52. 
f-;upposing a ntan spent a con:-:;iderable stun of 
money on improvements, and then found that 
on account of his wife's health he had to leave 
the colony, or a sum of money was left him, he 
would possibly have to forfeit all his outlay of 
money >tnd l>tbour, because that clause provided 
that " such license shall not be transferable." 
No matter what might be the reason that took 
him aw>ty he could not transfer his lease, and 
the consequence would be that all his outlay 
would be so much money wasted. 

The HoN. \V. H. W ALSH moved that the 
words "such license shall not be transferable" 
be omitted. 

The POSTMASTER- (~ENERAL said the 
Hon. JHr. Box seemed to think that thme 
licenses were something like land orders. HPal!y, 
if that was his opinion the hon. gentleman 
could not have studied the Bill. The licenses 
to occupy agricnltural and grazing farms bore 
no resemblance whate,•er to land-orders. The 
realmn for having the licenses non-transferable 
was th>tt the person to whom a license was issued 
had to prove his bonn .fi<h'• by erecting on his 
land the improvements definc'J in the 5iith sec· 
tion of the Bill before he received " lease of the 
land. If they m>tde the licenses transferable, 
then one of the main objects of the Bill would 
be defeated. All leases and occupation licenses, 
except those preliminary licenses, were allowed 
to be transferred under clause 115. 

The HoN. \Y. H. W ALSH sai<l his amend
ment would result in the very thing the Post
master-General wished to see carried out, and 
that was that the necessary improvements to be 
made in three years by the licensee should be 
done. If a man was unable through sickness or 
any other unfortunate cause to finish his im
lJrovements he could transfer his leas8 to 
another person who would be li>tble to 
the Government for their completion. But 
if the clause were passed in its present 
shape, a man might find a licensee willing to 
take his property and give him compensation 
for what he had already done, but who 
would be prevented from doing so if the 
provisions of the Bill were carried out. As 
far as he could see, the amendment would 
not frustrate the object of the Bill. The 
land must be helrl for three years, and surely 
it was doubly ensuring the effect of the clause 
if they made provision for two or even more 
persons carrying ont what was intended. It was 
a dog-in-the-manger iden, to say th>tt, because 
one ma<J conic! not comply with the conditions, 
therefore, no one else should do so, but that the 
h111d should either relapse into a state of neglect, 
Dr go bnck into the hfm<ls of the Government. 

The HoN. A. C. GREGORY said that how
. ever much he might think it clesirable that 
lieenses should be transferable, they had gone 
M far now with the Bill that it would be incon
"istent to omit the words. He <listinctly cli'
agreed with the leading principlE's of the Bill-
not allowing people to hold nwre than n certain 
quantity of lanrl, and preYenting t.he1n a$ far ar
)>Ossjble from ac1ni,rin¥ freeholcls-still, a& they 

had allowed other pt~rts of the Bill to pass, they 
ought to allow that clause to pass also, in orde"r 
to be consistent. 

The HoN. IV. H. \YALSH said he noticed 
that every amendment proposed by any other 
member w>ts considered by the Hon. :Mr. 
Gregory inconsisteut with the provisions of the 
Bill. But it was notorious ontsicle a.-; well R-' 
inside that the amendment,; proposed by that 
hon. gentlernan hin1self were HO violently incon
dstent with the principles of the measure that 
the Government could not accept them. It was 
characteristic of the hon. gentleman. 

The HoN. Slit A. H. P AL~IER said that if 
hon. members would turn to clause 11.) they 
would find that the inconsistencies consisted in 
not adopting the amendment. Clause 52 said 
that ''Such license shall nnt be transferable": 
but clause 11.1 said that ''subject to the pro
visions of this Act leases and licenses m>tv be 
transferred on application to the 1\Iinister, ·and 
upon payment of a transfer fee of 10s. for every 
holding or license." 

The HoN. A. J. THYNKE said the Post
master -General had informed the Committee 
that the adoption of the amendment would 
necessitate the introduction of a number of 
clauses to assimilate the provisions relating to 
licenses to those rel>tting to holdings ; but he 
{Hon. Mr. Thynne) would suggest that the diffi
culty might be met by the insertion of a few 
word~ in the interpretation clause, rnaking 
•' holdings" extend to "licenses" under Part IV. 

The POSTMASTER-GENEHAI~ said that if 
the majority of the Committee thought it 
desirable that licenses should be transferable, 
the objections to the adoption of the provision 
might be overcome by the addition of>tfew worrls 
to the clause. There was some force in the 
remarks of the Hon. Mr. Walsh, which were 
to the effect that if a person became poor 
he would not be able to get the benefit of 
the improvements he had erected bond jide, 
unless he were at liberty to assign his license. 
But if they allowed him to assign, it should nnt 
be to any person not competent to become "' 
licensee. He proposed to amend the clause so 
as to read:-" Such license shall not be transfer
able except to a person who would himself be 
competent to become a lessee under this part of 
this Act." 

The HoN. \V. H. IV ALSH s>tid he would 
withdraw his amendment in favour of that pro
posed by the Postmaster-General. 
Am~ndment, by leave, withdrawn. 
On the motion of the POST:'\:IA.STJ~H

G:Ei\EHAL, the words" except to a person who 
would himself be competent to become a lessee 
under this part of this Act" were added to the 
clause. 

Clause, as amended, put and passed. 
Clause 53- ''Rights conferred by license"

passed as printed. 
Clause 54-" Rent to be paid during license"

passed as printed. 
The HoN. A. C. GREGOHY said he was 

afraid hon. members were inclined to g·o into a 
!ono- debate on the next clause ; and though he 
wa; anxious to get through as much of the Bill 
as possible, he thought that further discnssion 
that night would nc•t advance the business of the 
Committee . 

The POSTMASTER-GENEHAL mover! that 
the Chairman leave the chair, report progress, 
and ask leave to sit again. He took the oppor
tunity of repeating his desite that hon. gentle
meu who cnntemplttted moving important amend
ments in the Bill should send theit! tn the 
GoYernment Printer, and have them p11t in type, 
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so that other hem. members might ha\'e n,n 
opportunity of con:-;idering- and digeHtiug thmn 
beforcl they were actun,lly pt·oposecl. That 
would Le very convenient to him, and proLably 
to other hem. members also. 

Question put and p:1ssecl. 
The House re,;umed, n,nd the Committee 

oLtained leave to sit again to-morrow. 

BURRUM RAILWAY EXTE:{SION. 
The PRESIDENT read a message from the 

Legislative Assembly, forwarding, for the ap
proval of the Council, the plan, section, and 
book of reference of the proposerl extension of 
the Burrum Railway from Howard to Buncla
berg. 

The House adjourned at one minute to 10 
o'clock. 
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