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LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL. 
Thw·sday, 4 DecemlJel', 1884. 

Brbhane 'l'ramwa)·s.-1-Iot:on for Adjonrnment.-Crown 
Lands Bill·-committee. 

'l'he PHESIDENT took the chnoir at 4 o'clock. 

BRIRBA~E THAMW A YS. 
The Hox. vV. H. \V ALSH said : Hon. gentle

nten,---In nwving the rnotinn standing in n1y 
n··tme, I shall endeavour to do so as briefly as 
]Jossible, because I know there is an anxiety to 
see more important business proceeded with, and 
[ do not wish to take up more time than is 
ttbsolntely necessary. 'rhe motion, as hon. 
gentlemen will see if they have rt•Rd 
it, refer:; to a matter which appears to me 
to have not received sufficient consideration, 
either from the Govermuent of the day, from the 
municipality of Brisbane, or frorn the citizens 
generally. I only regret that it did not occur to 
me at an e:trlier period of the session to call
for the good of the country-for the information 
at least, of the people of the country-for these 
papers, so that dnring the present session of 
Parliament we might have had an opportunity 
of fully discussing the question ; but I do trust 
that we shall get the papers in time this session, 
so that, at any rate, they may be circulated 
through the length and breadth of the land, :tnd 
especially through the municipality of Brisbane, 
in order that next session the matter, if it is 
thought sufficiently important, may he further 
inrtnired into. The information sought, so far 
>ts I am aware, h:ts been stealthilv almost-
at any rate, quite kept hack from the" people. I 
have not talked yet to a single citizen of Brisbane 
who seemed to posRess a.ny knowledge respecting 
this tramway that has been authorised. Few knew 
unrler what authority it had been done. Certainly 
not half-a-dozen persons I h:tve spoken to were 
aware that their own munici],ality had accepted 
it; and when I first mentioned the ~uestion abont 
two months ago, ~tnd asked if they were not aware 
of the injury I considered was going to h<• done by 
the tramway being put down in the main street 
of the city, one of those persons denied that it 
waH going down the main street at all. When I 
spoke to a prominent citizen of Brisbane in 
queen street on the subject, he said, "~ othing of 
the sort; the Government will never authorise 
it ; the synrlicate will never attempt to construct 
the line here." But I said, '· The arrangement 
~ut::; been agreed to ; it is done as far aR entering 
Into the arrange1nents goes." ~--rmn that day tn 
this I find that there has been as much ignor.mce 
displayed generally by the citizens of Brisbane 
011 the subject liS there has lJeen indifference, and 
it is very easily seen that therfl is a great deal of 

that. I shall not enter into all the particulare 
I intended, hut shall read the motion, so that 
hon. members will understnnd what I am asking 
for:-

rrhnt. there be laid upon the table of this House, fL 
Return showing-

1. Copies of all correspondence between ::\:Ir. C. If. 
Bnzacott, or nny other person or persons, crn]JOratiou, 
company, 0r syndicate, or hb· or theil· agents res.pee~ 
tively, and the Government, relative to the constrne
tion of a horse or other trannvay lino-saitt to be 
authorised within the city of Brisbane. 

2. Such Return to (~1Jtbrace also-··-A. copy of any 
sanction given, or of any agreement entered into; and a 
tracing showing the streets to be traversed or inter
sected by the said trannvay; the "\Yidtb of said streets 
from pavement to pfl.vcment; and the exact positions 
the tramway lines will occupy in said streets or 
thoro11ghfarcs. 

3. The na-mes of the promoters of any syndicate or 
companv made known to the Governmeut at the time 
such agreement was entered into, and th(] names of 
those g8ntlemen with wltolu the Government may ha Ye 
treated. 
I feel it neces.sary to give a word of explanation 
as to why I have introduced the name of Mr. 
C. H. Buzacott, and it is this : I find on 
reference to his own paper that this tramway 
synclieate has arisen ant of the remains of a 
defunct company bearing another name, and 
put together to perform other business ; and in 
that l\Ir. C. H. }3uzacott figures largely. I 
find on reference to his own paper that he 
is, I believe, at this moment-at any rate, he 
was-chairman of the syndicate treating with 
the Government on this matter ; and as he 
re1 .reseuts in this conntry, not only the Fourth 
Estate, but is a most powerful and prominent 
member prohably of the Fourth }~state, it does 
appear to me :tbsolutely necessary that it shonld 
be shown that he, a gentleman claiming ltnd 
occupying such a powerful position, has been 
the one who has clone probably the most in 
entering into this extraordimcry-macle this silent 
-arrangeruent with the Government. I say 
" silent " because little or nothing has been 
heard of it. No advertisements, I believe, 
hnve appeared in the public :Press indicating 
that such an arrarq·ernent W:.'l..s being con
ducted. There was, I believe, a solitnry adver
tisen1ent a short tirne ago-a very brief one- -iu 
the GoTe1•nment Gazette, and if it appeared more 
than once I am unable to trace it. It certainly 
does not appear in the index to the Gon~·nmeu t 
Gazette of the year. There has been only one, I 
believe ; and I say that a gentleman occupying 
that position, who claims the right to dictate 
to the people of the colony what is good 
and what is bad ; who claims the rif(ht to 
criticise members of Parliament and JYiinisters ; 
to say whether their proceedings are properly 
conducted or misconducted; who claims that 
aluwst sovereign right, and in fact addresseM 
us in the plural--in kingly style; and who tells us 
that we make Acts of Parliament that are in
jnrioui:i or 1nischievfJlu;: to the country ; anrl who 
finds fanlt with us in our pos1tions :ts privttte 
indidduals ;-I say that for a gentlemal1 oc
cnpying, or arrogating to himself the right 
to do that - to possess that influence-
presumably to possess that influence--to make 
an arra,ngement \vith the Gnvernn1ent in a grave 
Inatter nf thi~ kind i~ highly dangernltH. 1 lea,ve 
it to the citizens of Brisbane to determine 
whether having a tramway down their main street 
is a palatable thing or not-whether in justice, 
or rather in injustice, it should he done; but l 
do protest agrt.inst a gentlen1an who arrogate~ 
to himself the power of being the critic -
of determining what is right and what is 
\\Tong in our municipal, in our social, in our 
judicial, in om· parliamentary proceedings-I do 
protest against a gentlerna.n occupying that posi
tion being· allowed to approach the Government ar. 
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the head of a syndicate which is demanding 
unusual favours. In order to fortify what I 
have said, let me read the first mention I have 
seen in Mr. Buzacott's own pa]•er-probably his 
own writing-on this very tramway question. 
A leading article in the Ubsener, of Tuesday, 
Nov. 6, says:-

" 'rhe city council have been sitting for more than a 
year on the tramway question, and they have pro
claimed their incapacity to come to a decision. The'l: 
are probably aware that they cannot, even if nuani
tnous, prevent the construction of the tramway unless 
they lodge a 'reasonable objection' with the Governor 
in Council against the grantin~ of a constrneting- order 
under the Act of 1882. Now, what would be a, re:tson
able objection? ·would the fact that the couucil is 
unable to come to a unanimous decision be such kind 
of objection? 1\rould the fact that if a joint-stoc·k com
pany undertook the tramway they wonld be compelled 
to make and maintain seventeen feet of the most used 
part of the roadway be a reasonable objection?" 
And he goes on in that style. The man who 
possesses the power to write in that way respect
ing a matter sub Jt,dice ought not to be in the 
position of an appellant to the Government as 
chairman of a syndicate, and use his deterring 
influence with the municipal council. Under 
such circumstances the Government should have 
been very open and candid, and should have let 
the people know what was being done. I 
need not tell hon. members that in the 
course of time the municipality of Brisbane 
seems to have been utterly subdued-probably 
by the threats and recriminations of this 
paper. They appear to have given in, although 
of that we have no real knowledge; and I dare 
say the representative of the Government in this 
Chamber will be able to give us the information. 
Here is the first light thrown upon the matter, on 
the 4th December following:-

"At the first meeting of the directors of the )ietropo
litan 'rramway and Investment Company, Limited, held 
at the company's temporary office, Queen street, }"ester
day, the agreement between the liquidators of the old 
eompany and the directors of the nmv one was submit
ted and formally approved by re~olution. In the pro
longed absence of l\lr }~.\V. \i\ralker, the chairman of the 
company, it was at first intended to appoint an acting 
chairman. but it being evidently desirable, having regard 
to the important business to be transacted dnring the 
next three months, that a chairman should be appointed, 
l\fr. Buzacott ultimntely accepted that position \Yith the 
understanding that he should be at liberty to retire on 
l\lr. ·walker's return in Mareh next. After discussion 
as to the most advisable course to be taken wlth 
res_pect to the shares _purchased by the liquidators from 
dissentient members, it was resohed that such ~hares, 
together with the small balance of the original 5000 issue 
of the old company, should be open to application at 25s., 
being the sum called up on the other shares. Inqniry 
was then made of .'Hr. Drown as to the forwardness of 
the plans"-
J\!Iark what follows ! It is significant of the 
influence which this syndicate had at that 
time-
" from which it appeared that the general features of 
his 'cheme had been approved by )ir. H. C. Stanlev, the 
company's consulting engineer, but that fnrtheT con
rerence was necessary in regard to details, before the 
1dans and specifications would be ready for deposit with 
the }'linister and the several local authorities:• 
In another paragraph which appears in this 
paper, it is announced officially by the chair
man of the company that they have made 
arrangements with the Minister for Works to 
authorise and allow the Engineer-in-Chief, Mr. 
H. C. Stanley, to be their consulting engineer. 
T do not know whether there is anything wrong 
in that or not, but I believe it was a result 
attributable to the powerful influence posseesed 
by the managing editor of the Cou?·ia news
paper. I bring no charge against Mr. C. H. 
Buzacott, except that he is too powerfnl a 
man to be at the head of syndicates having 
requests to make from the Government, and whose 
business it is apparently to invacle the rights and 
vropertr qf the :13risbane pjti~ens. :r am a very 

bad judge indeed of what the result will be if I 
am not justified in saying that Queensland will 
be absolutely ruined by it, and the trade of 
Brisbane will be completely ruined by it. 

The HoN. K. I. O'DOHER'l'Y: No. 
'l'he HoN. W. H. IV ALSH : If the hon. 

gentleman had been with me to-day he would 
have seen an extraordinary illustration of my con
viction. I happened to be driving up George street 
and was checked to some extent by a row of three 
drays filled with merchandise. They were e<]IHtl 
to the width, perhaps, of two tramways, and 
being heavily laden mo\·ed along at about the 
pace these trams will move. They caused a 
regnlar procession on either side of tl1 em n p and 
down the street. It struck me that will be the 
pace at which we will be obliged to travel in the 
main street of Brisbane when we have a double 
tramway passing down the middle of it. 
It has been said that these tramways are 
suffered to exist elsewhere in the world, 
and in main streets. I admit that, but I am 
well advised that in the city of Sydney, in Paris, 
and all the great continental cities, there are uo 
tramways laid down in the main streets. In 
America, of cou1·se there are exceptions. Hon. 
gentlemen will agree with me, however, that the 
arrangements made with the syndicate, of which 
Jliir. Buzacott was or is chairman, have been most 
mysterious. The arrangements which led the 
Government and the municipality to agree to it 
should have been made known to the public. I 
beg to move the motion standing in rny name. 

The POSTJ\IASTER-GENERAL(Hon. C. S. 
Mein) said: Hon. gentlemen,-The Government 
hav·e no objection to furnish this return, and 
possibly, having said that, very little more is 
required to be said. But as the hon. gentleman 
thought fit to criticise the Government's action in 
some respects, I may mention that he is entirely 
in error with regard to the non·publication of the 
information concerning the proposals for the con
struction of this tramway, or the permission given 
to construct it. The statute requires that certain 
things should be performed by the contempla
ting conRtructing authority, and~ arnongst other 
things, it stipulates that the person or company 
wishing to construct shall apply to the Minister 
for an Order in Council to construct, and shall 
cause to be prepared plans, sections, specifica
tions and books of reference of the propo•ed 
tram~vay and an estimate of the cost of 
the same. They are also obliged to prepare 
a certified cost of such plans, etc., and 
estimate to be deposited with the Minister 
and in the office of every council or other loc:'l 
authority having jurisdiction over the streets m 
which the tramway is to be laid. They. are 
also required to deposit with the plans a certified 
copy of the rnemorandnm and articles of associa
tion, a statmnent showing the narnes and 
residences of everv shareholder and the number 
of shares held by"him, and a statement of the 
amount of capital paid up to date. 'rhey have 
further to deposit with the Colonial Treasmer a 
sum equal to one.twe':tiet)l of th.e estimated c~1st 
of the tramway, wh1eh '" detamed as secur~ty 
for its completion; ~md further, '" not1ce 
stating that such application, with plan., 
and other document,, have been deposited 
as required and were at all reasonable times 
open to the inspection of every ratepayer 
interested therein, nnmt be published for one 
month at least in wme newspaper generally eir
culating in the district thruugh which t)le tram
way is to be laid, in the Ga,:ettr, and m one of 
the Brisbane daily papers. I know as a fact 
that the advertisement containing the notice of 
the~ll facts waB not only inserted in the Gacette, 
b4~ in two of the Brisbane newsprtpers-in the 
Tdegncph am,l Cotq·ier, The pllblic have hac\ 
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every possible notice, and the constructing 
authority have gone out of their way to give the 
public extra notice by advertising in more than 
one paper. All those items in the Cow·ie?' to 
which the hon. gentleman has referred were 
simply additional intimations to the public of 
what it was contemplated to do. The public 
have no ground for comphtint in this matter. I 
was not in the Government, I think, when the 
rrmtter came before them, and, at all events, 
I took no part in the Uovernment proceed
ings with regard to it; but I am perfectly 
satisfiBd every proper precaution has been 
taken by the Government to see that the 
public interests are conserved. My impres
sion is that the 2\finister for \Vorks, under 
whose department the matter came, referred 
it to the parties interested-the municipality 
through whose streets it was proposed the tram
way should be constructed. I know the muni
cipal council eagerly embraced the idea, and 
gave a cordial consent to the proposed works 
being earried out. As to the ad visalJility or 
otherwise of constructing lines of tramway, that 
i,; br,ide the question. vVe have already had a 
<lelnte upon that, and it is too late to go into it 
now, unle~s the hon. gentlmnan is prepared to 
introduce " mettsure to repeal the Tramways 
Act of 1882. As to Mr. Buzacott having 
certain influence with the li-overnn1ent, I ca-n 
assure the hon. gentleman that J\Ir. Buzacott has 
no mom influencA, and prnbably not so much 
influence, with the Government as the hem. 
gentleman himself, and nobody knows that 
better than the Hon. J\Ir. \V ttlsh. 

The HoN. K. I. O'DOHERTY said : Hon. 
gentlernen,-As I n1ade an exclan1ation while 
the Hon. lVIr. \V ~tlsh was speaking, I think I 
should say a word in reference to this subject. 
It seems to me the entire question of tram ways 
and the ohjection to them depends upon the way 
thev are carried out. I have seen them myself 
in Paris, and I have heard from those who had 
seen them in San :Francisco and other AmeriMn 
cities, that thev are carried out without the 
slightest obstniction to traffic- the whole 
<juestion depending upon how the rails are 
laic! down, so as not to interfere with ordi
nary wheeled vehicles. If ever there was a 
tramway in the world that could have been con
<lemned as an obstruction to traffic it is the 
tramway in :Sydney. I have been myself a 
traveller on that tramway, and I have been sur
prised that there were not half-a-dozen victims a 
day. It is an unusually nasty, great big tram
\Vay, and enough to frighten anyone travel
ling on it. I remember that on the South 
Head road there was <>xactly room for a 
vehicle to pass on each side between the tram
way and the kerb, and yet, when I made 
inquiries, I found that the horses became so 
accustomed to it that e\ en in a narrow street 
like that there was no obstruction to traffic ; 
and so far from property being injured in v~tlne 
along the line, it had considerably increased in 
value wherever it was. Th11t was the opinion 
I recei vecl, and I was inclined to believe 
it; ~tnd I believe we need have no fear 
that property will be reduced in value by 
the construction of a tramwav in Brisbane. I 
think t!1e tmrnways contemphl;ted by this com
pany will supply a great want in the city, and 
that they are well worthy of our support. I 
shall be very glad to see them carried out, 
although I am not a shareholder to the extent of 
even one share. I believe the tram ways will be 
a great benefit to Brisbane, and I cannot agree 
with the Hon. Mr. vValsh in his objection to 
them on account of l\fr. Buzacott's connection 
with the company. 

The HoN. W. H. W ALSH; That is not my 
objection at all, 

The HoN. ,T, TA YLOR said: Hon. gentle
men,-! am not at all convinced, even after 
the eloquent speech of the Hon. Dr. O'Doherty, 
that these tramways will be successful as a 
commercial speculation. He regrets that he 
i; not a shareholder. I think it is very for
tunate for him that he is not. In my opinion, 
it will be a very long time indeed before they pay 
a dividend. It is all very well to talk about tram
ways in large districts. No doubt they will pay 
there; but where is the population in Brisbann 
to make a tramway pay? I still maintain, as I 
have said before, that tramways clown Queen 
street will injure property in that street. 
vVhether I am right or wrong in my opinion, time 
will show. The company w:>nt sixteen feet out 
of the middle of the street for the tramway
so the contractor informs me- and I should 
like to know when yon take sixteen feet off 
the street, besides the footways on both sides, 
what room there will be for vehicles to pass? 
Two vehicles cannot pass between the tramw>ey 
and the footpath. There are a great many ner
vous horses in Brisbane which will very likely 
be startled by the trams and run away, and I 
believe that accidents will be numerous. \Vhether 
they will or not, we shall see in two or three 
months after the line is in operation. I have a 
great objection to a tramway going down Queen 
street, and I think it is a piece of folly on the 
part of the corporation to allow it. 

Question put and passed. 

MOTION FOR ADJOURNMENT. 
The HoN. K. I. O'DOHERTY said: Hon. 

gentlemen,-Iriseto move the adjournment of the 
House. I regret that I have to make the motion 
on a matter personal to myself. This is the first 
time, so far as I can recollect in my experience 
of p>erliamentary life, that I have had to do w, 
and I sincerely trust it will be the last. It will 
be in the recollection of Iron. m em hers that last 
evening the hon. the Postmaster-General, wish
ing to point a moral in reference to a certain 
clause in the Land Bill, made use of the follow
ing language :-

"He had no sympathy wi'Lh persons who desired to 
acquire large freeb.olds 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 lns. an acre. 

"The Hon T. L. :.\.fURIL\Y-llRIOR: Does the hon. gentle
man refer to me ? 

"The JlosT1£AS1'J<;R-GJ<::-.mnAL: He was not referring to 
the hon. gentleman individmtlly. Those men valued 
their holding:; within three years after their selection 
at £10 an acre, although they only paid lOs. an acre to 
the State, and .vave 110 corre"{pon<ling equivalent what
ever He repeated that he had no sympathy with those 
rnen. rrhey did not do any good for the conntry. but 
only benefited their own pockets at the txpcnse uf the 
State. 

"AnlioxouRAnu: ::\iKMBER: 1Nhoare they? 
"rt'he PoST::\IASTER-GI'.'~J·:lL\L: And those were the men 

who called themselves patriot<>, tl-te champions of the 
vellple, and of the poor man ! " 
The hon. gentleman looked fixedly at me when 
he made those remarks, and I appealed to him 
whether he refened to me or not. From his 
answer to my question it is perfectly plain that 
he did so. 

The POST11ASTER-GE~ERAL: Read what 
you saicl. 

The HoN. K. I. O'DOHERTY : The hon. 
gentleman looked fixedly at me, and I aBked 
him whether he alluded to me. 

"The Hon. K. I O'Dmn:n.TY sqid he did not know 
whether the hon. gentlenu1n referred to him, bnt he 
lookPd Yery su~piciously at him, If he did, all he (Hon. 
l>r. O'Doherty) could honestly say was that he never 
made a greater mistake in his lite. He had taken np 
lanrt, it was true, ~Lnll paid lOs. an acre for it; but there 
)lad l:!~e11 witlJin tP,e la>t t!Jree )'CliJ'S .e·>•J,ooo spent upon 
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it. If that was not doing good to the State he did not 
li:now wh~tt was. And now, after having- Rpent £50,000 
upon it, the hon. gentleman and his colleagues were 
trying to rob them of it 

"The }JOH'l'i\lASTER-GE:'-i.ERAT.: He denied the statement 
most distinctly. rrhflrc was not a particle of truth in it. 
And he could go further, and say that the hon. gentle
man himself bad not spent ~t threepenny bit of his own 
money on it." 

In those few remarks of the Postmastsr-General 
there are no less than four charges brought 
against me, each of which is a grave accusation. 
\Vhat I consider the gravest of all is contained 
in the statement, "And those were the men who 
cn,lled themselves patriots, the champions of the 
people and of the poor man." The hon. gentle
man looked fixedly at me when he used those 
words, and thought to make a great point 
in his position as a member of the Govern
ment by referring to me in the matter. I 
have only to say that it was in the highest 
degree unworthy of him and of his position 
in this House, and of his position as a mem
ber of the Government, to speak of me in such 
terms. I had thought that he would scorn to do 
it. That, I hold, is the gravest charge made 
against me. But the hon. gentleman also said 
"he was at that moment looking at some per
sons who had selected land~the pick of the 
country~and who had not expended one shilling 
upon it." \Vith regard to the application of 
that charge to me, I think there can be no 
question that the hon. gentleman referred to 
me He thought he would point a moral, as I 
have said, on this Land question by dragging 
me before this Chamber as a person of the 
character he described~that is, as a man who had 
selected land at 10s. an acre and had not spent one 
shilling upon it, as a man who got possession of 
the land without doing any benefit whatever to 
the people. The Postmaster-General has a very 
<juick tongue, and a very acute tongue, and lie 
sometimes makes use of words the exact meaning 
of which he is scarcely conscious of at the time. 
I cannot believe that he meant deliberately to 
say that any hon. member in this Chamber 
would do anything that would amount to 
dishonour, or that he would deliberately 
say a word that would unjustly hurt the feel
ings of hon. members. It is because I have 
this conYiction in regard to him that I stand up 
here to-day, when my blood has got a little cool, 
to give him the opportunity of denying that he 
intended to place me in the category of what I 
conceive to be men who, as described by the hon. 
gentleman, are unworthy of any consideration, 
and are nbsolutely dishonourable men. The 
best answer I can give to the statement made by 
the hon. gentleman is simply to state the facts 
as tbey occurred, and I challenge him or anyone 
else to deny what I say. The hon. gentleman is 
the solicitor of our company, and he knows as well 
as I do the exact position that I hold in reference 
to it, why I formetl it, and my position before it 
was formed. Of the taste that he has shown in 
1naking use of his infor1nation, and dragging n1e 
and my affairs before the public, I have nothing 
to say. I should never have expected anything 
of the kind from him. The facts of the case are 
that between four and five years ago I took up a 
selection of 1,280 acres on the Johnstone River. 
As soon as the Government admitted my claim, 
and I had paid the requisite fees, I corumencetl 
to make the improvements which the Low required 
to be put upon the land. At my request one 
of 1ny sons went up and repre:-;ented nw a8 
my bailiff on the property ; and I tell you, hon. 
gentlemen, that it was a very gallant act on his 
part ; and, so far from my being held up to con
tempt by any public man of the present day for my 
action in connection with that selection, I have 
always Llarned myself more than anyone else 
could fc>r risldng my son's life by allowing him to 

take the step he did in order that I might carry 
out the requirements of the law. I paid him 
and also some few assistants whom he employed. 
He spent two years on the selection, during 
which time he worked as hard as any young man 
could be expected to work. At the end of that period 
he had cleared away thirty acres of the jungle that 
covered the place~ for it was not scrub, but jungle 
filled with all sorts of abominations, into which 
you could not penetrate one yard without the 
aid of the axe. \V ell, he penetrated it, and, in 
obedience to my request, cleared about thirty 
acres. I paid for the whole of the work done 
during those two years, >tml the expenditure 
amounted to between £300 and £400; and now 
the hon. gentleman has charged me~and I have 
no hesitation in saying it~with having taken up 
that land with the deliberate intention of not 
spending one shilling upon it, but of holding it 
for two year:; and then selling it for whatever price 
I could get. I leave it to hon. members to say 
whether the facts which I have stated, and 
which I challenge the hon. gentleman to deny, 
justify him or any other hon. member in charging 
me with being a selector of the kind he held UJ! 
la.st evening to the odium of this Chamber a>; 
well as of the people of the country. But 
I will go a little further. I have Lrought you 
to the termination of the two years during 
which I held the land under the usual conditions. 
I had cleared thirty acres, and spent between 
£300 and £400 in doing so ; and I wish I had 
continued up till now working steadily, as I had 
up till that time, for had I done so I should now 
undoubtedly have been the owner in fee-simple 
of that 1,280 acres, whatever may be the value of 
the land. But my ill-fortune brought me in 
contact with the Hon. Charles Stuart Mein, as 
solicitor to a company formed in :Melbourne, who 
asked me to hand over my property to this cmn
pauy in consideration of certain things ; and I 
say that the Hon. :Nlr. JVIein was the man who, 
of all others in connection with that company, 
drew such a fascinating picture of what might 
be expected, that he induced me to accede to the 
proposition. The proposition was that I should 
hand over the 1,280 acres to those gentlemen, and 
I was to be a one-tenth shareholder in the com· 
pany. I was to hand over 1,280 acres of land 
with all the improvements, and they undertook 
to work the land with a capital of £20,000 
--representing how much better it would be to 
develop it at once instead of struggling on as I 
was doing. I "as trying to secure smnething
which would come in for a rainy day, and some
thing which I could leave to my children. The 
Postm"ster-General very contemptuously stated 
last evening that I hncl not spent a threepenny 
piece on this. Between £300 and £400 nuty 
appear in the eyes of such a wealthy man as 
nothing, as not worth more consideration than a 
threepenny piece; but if the hon. gentleman had 
to struggle in anything like the manner lhave been 
compelled to struggle~if the hon. gentleman 
had not followed a profession which enabled him 
to fortify his income with official salary when
ever it pleased hirn~if he hat! follower! a profes
sion like II1ine, which would not allow him 
to do so--he would then think a little less con
temptuously of even £300 spent in working on 
that phtntation tor two years. However, 
those capitalists from Melbourne and their 
solicitors came before me and tempted me to 
yield up the 1,280 acres into their possession, on 
the understanding that the sum of £20,000 was 
to be colleeted and a company formed to work 
the planLation, of which l was to be a one-tenth 
shareholder. On my handing over the land the 
sum of £2,000 was advanced to me on loan, but 
there was a distinct under4anding that I was 
not to obtain one penny of protit out of the plan
tation until the claim on their part was recouped. 
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The hon. gentleman seems to luwe thought that 
was HO fearfully good a barga.in to rne that I 
should be held up to the odium of the people for 
grasping this land. 'vVhy, the hnn. gentleman 
knows the capital already required to develop that 
land has reached £40,000, of which sum I am called 
upon to hold myself responsible for £2,000, 
and until that £2,000 is recoupecl to the company 
I have not a chance of getting one shilling out 
of the land; yet I am held up >tS "' man who 
grasps land with no other intention th>tn that of 
making money out of it. I repe>tt that I do not 
believe that the remarks m>tde by the Postmaster
General were made with >tn unkind intention 
to hold me up to odium, but I also repe>tt 
that so far as I am personally concerned 
in dealing with land, I h>tve acted not only 
up to the letter but up to the spirit of 
the Act. I have spent what was to me a very 
large surn, and \Vas prepared to continue hnprov
ing the l>tnd until the gentlemen for whom the Hon. 
Mr. ~1ein is solicitor came to me and entreated 
me-it was no offer of rnine - representing 
matters in such a light that I was fain to accept 
them, and I regret to-day extremely that I ever 
met one of them. That is my answer to the 
charge that I stand in the colony to-day as "' 
man who, in his cle>tlings with the colony in 
regard to land, is worthy of being held up to 
odium. 

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL: The hon. 
gentleman began with very kind expressions, 
but I think dnring the course of his narrative he 
forgot himself as well as his facts. 

The HoN. K. I. O'DOHERTY: I haYe not 
forgotten my facts. 

The POSTMAST:ER-G:ENER\.L: Forgotten 
himself as well as his facts. 

The Hox. K. I. O'DOHERTY: I deny it. 
The POSTMASTER GENERAL: The hon. 

gentleman knows that, with regard to the piece 
of land to which he so elaborately referred, and 
the transactions of the company of which I arn 
the leg·al >ttlviser, my mouth is se>tled. 

'!'he HoN. K. I. O'DOHERTY: Not sealed 
against me. 

The POST~IASTER- G:ENERAL : Not 
sealed against the hon. gentleman ; but the 
question involves secrets belonging to other 
people. 

The HoN. K. I. O'DOHERTY : Why make 
use of them? 

The POSTMASTEH-GENERAL: I was 
referring to a class, and the hon. gentleman 
immediately appropriated my remarks to him
self. 

The HoN. K. I. O'DOHERTY: I could not 
do otherwise. 

'l'he POSTMASTER-Cl ENEl:tAI,: The hon. 
gentleman got up and deliberately accused the 
Government of trying· to rc•b the company of 
land upon which £50,000 had been expended. 
He has already quoted part of his remarks; but 
he went on to state :-

"He had taken np land, it was true, and paid 10s. an 
acre for it; but there had been within the last three 
years £50,000 spent upon it. If that was not doing 
good to the StatP he ditl 110t know what was. And 
now. after h~tving spent £50.000 upon it, the hou. 
gentleman and his colleagues were trying to rob them 
of it:· 
I indignantly protested >tp;ainst that, as >tny 
honest man, who knew the st>ttement to be 
untrue, would do. I denied the statement most 
distinctly, and I do HO now. I said there was 
not a particle of truth in it ; and I went further; 
>tnd said that the hon. gentlem>tn had not spent"' 
threepenny-bit of his own money on the land. 
Whatever reference I made to the Hon. Dr. 
O'Doherty in connection with this particnbr 
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piece of hnd w>ts not made from any knowledge 
I derived as the solicitor of the cornpauy, thougl1 
the h(m. g·entleman wants the House to believe 
that. It was well known to evm·yLody with 
whom the hon. gentlenmn came into contact 
about the time he was >tpplying for the grant. 
But I go further, and say that the hon. gentl~
man is wrong in his f,wts-I will not say 
deliberately wrong, but that his memory is in
accurate. 

'l'he HoN. K. I. O'DOHERTY: I remember 
the facts very well. 

The POST::\IAST:ER-G:ENERAL: I will not 
say he has deliberately suppressed f>tcts; but I 
say again that his n1en1ory is inaccurate. I an1 
not at liberty to correct him, becanse it would 
involve secrets belonging to other r'arties which 
I am not at liberty to divulge as a prof~ssional 
man ; but I may say that the House will be 
entirely misled if they accept the statement of 
the hon. gentleman in connection with th>tt land 
as correct. He wants the H<mse to believe that 
those gentleman asked him to hand over, >tt the 
end of two years, land which he w>ts not >tt liberty 
to enter into any engagement to sell at that 
time, three years being the time prescribed by 
the Act. 

The Ho". K. I. O'DOHI<:RTY: I complied 
with the Act in every w•w-

The PRJ~SID:E~T: The hon. gentleman will 
pleat<e not interrupt. 

The POSTMASTER-t+EN:ERAL: The hnn. 
gentleman is aware of all the transactions in con
nection with the l>tnd, and I do not ch>trge him 
with any dishonourable act. I was pointing· 
my remarks to the facilities the previous 
state of the law >tllowed to parties to 
take up land without giving any adequate 
equivalent to the State. I know that the 
Hum of £50,000 has been expended-very injudi
ciously expended-on the property; and I believe 
now, though the hon. gentleman thoug·ht he was 
going to get a surn equivalent to £10 an acre for 
the land, it is not likely that he will get anything 
approaching that amount. The hon. gentlema.n 
has not made his fortune so rapidly as he antici
pated ; because, owing to the depression expe
rienced by the sugar indust1-y, and the unwise 
expenditure of money on plant-the unfortunate 
@Xpenditure of money, >tt any rate--it has not 
been hitherto reproductive, and he has not made 
such a b>trgain as he expected. He is like a 
celebrated countryman of his own in one of the 
southern colonies, whose altered position >tlso 
affected his political ideas. One of my earliest 
recollections of the colony is in connection with 
the hon. gentleman on the hustings at the old 
police court, orating fluently ag-ainst the obnoxi
ous squatters ; but of late years he has changed 
his tune. I do not say he has not been honest 
in the change which has come over his convic
tions, but he has been a champion of the squatter 
ever since he has become a lauded proprietor; 
and ever since he has been intero,tecl in the 
growth of sugar he h>ts been a grand supporter 
of coloured labour. It has really become "'craze 
with the hon. gentlenmn. If you ta.Jk about 
Immigration, or the Labour qnestion, the hon. 
gentleman completely goes off his he>td and 
thinks there is a conspiracy on the part of the 
Governnwnt to rob bitn. rrhere is not a man in 
the country who has a kindlier feeling for the 
Hon. Dr. O'Doherty than I have, and he knows 
it; I would not harm him in the slightest 
degree. But, >tS I sllid before, he has a craze on 
the subject, >tnd he put the cap on himself 
most decidedly last night. He repeated the 
accnsa.tion again~t the Governtnent, and against 
me as a member of the Government, that we 
'vere trying· to rnlJ every ~;ngar~ planter in the 
country. He cannot give credit for honesty t .. 
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anybody who differs from him on any subject 
which app:wently touches his pocket, a" thb 
doeH. The hem. g-entleman's recollections of the 
transactions of this coinpany are inaccurate. 

The HoN. K. I. O'DOHERTY: I deny it. 
The PRESIDEXT: The hem. gentlenmn 

must not interrupt. The Postmaster-C eneml 
never interrupted him once while he wa" qJe>Lk
ing. 

The HoN. K. I. O'DOHERTY: The hon. 
President will please excuse me. The Post
ln~tJRter-G eneral fonnds his accnst.ttinn on the 
ns.~ertion that my recollection of the bets is 
inaccurate; yet J1e tloes not say in what 1·e"'pect 
they >Lre inaccumte. I deny that he has auy 
right to make such a statement in this House 
when he is uot prevared to back it up. I have 
state1cl the facts, ancl I challenge him to deny 
wh>tt I have saicl. Let him deny them iu this 
House if he can do so ; but to say that my 
recollection of the facts is inaccurate, when he is 
not preparetl to prove the inaccnracy, is not fa..ir 
phty. :'<or will I permit it for one moment to 
pass unchallenged. 

The POST::YIASTEJl-GEJ'\ER_\L : I ~aid the 
hon. gentle1nnn's Illelnnry wax imperftct with 
regarJ to his connection with this company. l 
say that his connection vdth the penwns fonning 
the eorr1pany began at a dn.te long antecedent to 
what he has state<l. 'fbe hon. gentleman was, I 
have no doubt, liter>Lllv within the four eomers 
of the st>Ltute in >Lll his tmnsaction'; and what 
he Rai<l \Yith regard to his l-.Oll being on the 
proverty, running the risk of his hl:alth 
and all that, is pcrfect.]y correct. His son 
was there, and perfonnetl very goorl, very 
admiral1le work; a!Hl I say my sympathies 
are with the doctor entirely so far as he desired 
to improYe his own ]Hmition and that of his ;;cm. 
Bnt he has got np here to-clay and made chare;es 
against himself and theu refuted them. l m~de 
none of thoHe charges againHt hiln. I \Vas refer
ring to the facilities of onr lalHl bws by which 
people were allo\Yed to acquire land without the 
St::~,te getting any adequate equiva.lent. 1 was 
referring to a class, not to individuals, and the 
hon. gentlen1an iininediately took 1ny rmnarks as 
being directed to himself, and in the most offensive 
manner accused the Government of trying to rob 
him and hi, confru·c;< of £50,000. I as indig
nantly denied it, and I repeat my denial. I 
regret very mnch that this discussion lms been 
brought a bout by the hrm. gentleman concerning 
mutters of a private nature which do not interest 
the House. If the hon. gentleman desires to be 
assured by me that I did not attribute anything 
dishonourable to him, I am very glad to have 
this opportunity of saying that I do not for one 
Inmnent make nny charge against hin1 of diR~ 
hononralJ!e conduct. l\fore I cannot say. 

The Hox. K. I. O'DOHERTY : The most 
insulting remark I have yet heard from the hon. 
gentleman is the one he has just made-that if I 
wish it, he can a0:Bure n1e that be doeR not charge 
me with anything dishonourable. \Vbat do I 
care ahout his opinion of Ine? I do not care a 
single farthing for it ; and if any man tells me, 
in this Honse or elsewhere, that my conduct is 
dishonourable, or endeavours to lead hon. n1err1~ 
hers to believe so, I shall resent it a! ways. I say 
the hon.gentleman has been guilty of a piece of gross 
impertinence-utterly uncalled for, utterly unjust. 
He now tries to make his case better by charging 
me with quibbling-that I have made charges 
eondemning myself and then refuted thgm, I 
have done nothing of the kind. I have given 
a plain unvarnished tale of my connection with 
the piece of land that I selected on the John· 
stone River ; and I defy the hon. gentleman, 
here or anywhere else, to deny the accuracy 
of OJ)e iotw of my statement, ! hu.ve a per-

feet recollection of all that took place ; I 
have too great reasons to recollect it; and 
I challenge him to show that what I have 
stated is incorrect, in every particular. I leave 
it to the good sense of hon. mem hers whether, 
after hea.ring the shttement the hrm. gentleman 
rnade last nig-ht, I wa.s not justified in rnaking 
the statement I have. I said nothing calling 
for this from him. I have not said one word in 
the debate and vet last night, he pointed his 
looks ctt rn~-fixed l{pon 1ne-a.nd placed n1e in 
thecate"nry of downright dishono~u·able}nen t_o be 
helclup to the odium of the pnbhc. What r11!ht 
hw.;; he, in his poRition in this House, to bnng 
forward matters about which he was cognisant, 
as solicitor of the company? 

The POSTJ\L\.STEE-GK:'U~RAL: I deny it. 

The Ho:-~. K. I. O'DOH.ERTY: I have yet 
to learn that he iH justified in not separating h!s 
position as solicitor of the company from h1s 
position as a member of the House. Hon. 
gentlemen, nobody regrets more than I do 
that I have been broug·ht into such a con
troversy as thiH. I ha_ve always endeavour~d 
to pursne, not only m the House but m 
the colony, a straightforward honest course, 
ancll am not aware that I have not clone so. If 
I have done a sinu]e dishonourahle act I am 
certainly not awat·eb of it, and if any reasonable 
man cm·, show me that I lmve done so I shall 
be only too glad to repair it. I certainly hac! 
nn intention of doing it ; and w-hen the hon. 
gent lm11an in his place as J_)ostruaster-General, 
levelled s~ch a clu1rge against me ~s he dirl 
last nil'ht I cannot help resenting 1t. I am 
quite p~~e1;ared to believe, aR I sai<l before, 
that the hcm. gentlen1an in using the words he 
die! only did so in the heat of_ debate, a_nd th!'t 
he had no intention of imputmg anythmg dlR
honoumble to me; but I leave it to the common 
sense of hon. gentlemen whether the remarks he 
made last night were not such as to JUStify 
me in the course I have taken. I deeply 
regret having occupied the House so lcmg, 
but, mind you, the statement - the defence 
I h:we made-was called for, I insist upon 
it, by the policy of this Government. \Vhen I 
aot up in the heat of the moment and spoke of 
f'he hon. gentlemn,n and his collea.gueR as at
tempting to rob me of tJ.1is land, I need s~arc_ely 
say that I did not intend it in any sense mdlvl
duallv-I meant that the policy of the Govern· 
ment· was such as is calculated t,l rob me 
of my rights in that land. And I imist 
upon it still that the hem. gentleman com
mitte<l a grievous error in taking the stand 
he did in reference to snch settlers as eveu 
he condemned, although I say I do bel;mg to 
that class. I believe myself that any (Tovern
ment who will induce capital to come to the 
colony to be invested in properties such as we 
have in the l'\orth-for without capital you can
not aet over the difficulties and obstructions that 
are ~ecessa.ry to be overcome before you can have 
anything lik'e close settlement-I say the Govern
ment that will do that will do good to the country, 
and that no capitali't who comes in and iln-ests 
his capital in developi"g the resources of that 
great country-that v<~st· jungle up in the _Korth 
--is deserving of being held up to the odium of 
anybody in Queenslaml. 'The hon. the Post
master-General in referring to the neltrly 
£i)0,000 that has been expended on tlw estate 
during the last two years, spoke of the money 
as having been wastefully expended and thrown 
away. I grant you, hon. g-entlemer:, that to a 
great extent, I am sorry to say, 1t has been 
wastefully expended ; but I say that instead of 
receiving that news in the spirit in wh~ch t!1e 
hon. the Postmaster-General chose to new 1t, 
the men who hrwe spent litrge Stll11S of money in 
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the effort to establish an industry of this kind 
are deserving of a little sympathy rather than 
of any unkindly feeling. \Vho did profit by the 
money that has been invested there 'I I ask you 
t.o get to the iron foundries of Brisbane, to the 
different tradespeople, to the sawmills of Brisbane 
the sawmills of Maryborough, to the tracln,,' 
people of TownsyiJle-I ask you to go to the 
people scattered through all those towns, antl 
see whether or not a very large proportion of the 
money expend eel on that property has not 
reached their pockets. They have received the 
benefits; but we, unfortunately, up to the 
present time, have been the losers. I ask 
you to go to the Hon. Mr. Pettigrew, or any of 
those great bloated capitalists who have ueen 
feeding upon our vitals, and there you will find who 
has profited by the outlay upon that property. 

Question-·That the House do now adjourn
put and negatiYecl. 

CROWN LANDS BILL-CO::YIMITTEE. 
Upon the Order of the Day being read for the 

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

On clause 55, as follows :-
"In the casP- of grazing farms the selector must -..vithin 

three years from the issue of the license enclose the 
lanrt w1th tL good and substantial fence. 

"In the case of agricultural farms the selector must 
within five years from the i?<.:;ne of the license either en dose 
the land with a good a,nd substantial fence or make sub
stantial and permanent improvements on the land of a 
value equal to the cost of such a fence. 

"If the same person is the ~elector of two or more 
contiguous lots, it shall be sufficient to enclose the 
whole area comprised in the lots, or to make the prc
scribcll improvements upon any part of surh whole 
area. 

"It shall not be 11ecessary to eroet a fence upon any 
boundary which is formed by a natural feature of such 
a character as to be sufficient to prevent the passage of 
stock. 

"The seleetor mnst ah~o within such period of three 
years or five years re"pectively apply to the commis
sioner for a certificate that he has done so. Upon such 
application being made, the commissioner, or smue 
other person appointed by the Governor in Council iu 
that behalf, shall inspect the selection, and if he fincls 
that the whole of the land has been enclosed. or 
improved, shall certify that fact to the board. 

"The board may, if the selector has, from any una;voicl
able cause, been prevented from enclosing or imvroving 
the land within the time herein before prescribed, grant 
an extension of hvelye months' further time to make 
such enclosure or improvement; hut if the fencing or 
improvement is not completed within such extended 
time, the license to occupy shall become inoperative, 
and the selector sha1lluwe no fnrther right or title to 
the land or the occupation thereof.'' 

The Ho:-~. A. ,T. THYKNJ~ said he thought 
the board ought to have a lurger power of ex
tension than twelve months. Circumstances 
might arise in which the improvements could 
not be made in four years. 

The POSTMASTBR GENJ<:RAL said it was 
a mere matter of detail. He consiclered four 
years quite sufficient. 

Clause put and passed. 
On clause 56, as follows :-
" Upon the rcceivt by the board of a certificate that 

the selection has been fenced or improved as herein
before prescribed, the se lector shall be en tit.led to a 
lease thereof frmn Her Majesty, under and subject to 
the conditions following and all other the conditions 
aud proYisions of this Act, that is to say:-

1. The term of the lease shall in the case of an 
agricultural farm be fifty years, and in tl~e case 
of a grazing f~1rm be thirty yenrs, computed 
from the first day of January or first day of 
July nearest to the datE of the lieense; 

2. The annual rent reserved undeJ;: the lease shall 
for the first ten years thereof be the rent speci
fied by the proclamation clPclaring the land 
open to selection. 1~he rent for each period of 
five yearR after the flrst ten yenrs sllnJ\ ])e 
~M~rminea by the ]?oan\ ; 

3. The rent shall be payable in respect of the year end
ing on the thirty·fil'st day of Decem her, and shall 
be pay:tble at the rrreasury in Brisbane, or other 
place ~Lppointed by the Uo-venwrin Council, on or 
before the thirty-fir~t clay of ~I areh in each year; 

4. In dpterntining the rr•nt regard ~hall be hall t.o-
i,f!) 'rhe quality and fitness of the land for agrienl

tural or gra~ing lHU"}HJSCS. as the case may be; 
(bi In the cas~ of grazing farms the nnmber ol' 

stoek wlllch the holding may reasonably he 
expectetl to ea.rry in average seasons after 
a proper and reasonable CXlJenditure of 
money in improvements; 

(c) 'l'lw distance of the holding from rail" ay or 
wa1 er carriage; 

(il) The snpply of \Vater, whether natural or 
artifit'ial. and the fa1~ilities for tl1e .:'tora~·e 
ur raitdng of water; 

((') 'fhc relative yalue of the holding at the 
tiute of the asses~ment as cmnparul with 
its value at the time of the commencement 
of the tease: 

lJrovided that in estimating the value any 
increment in value attributalJle to improve
lt1ents shall not be talwn into account. 

(/! 'l~he annual rent per acre for each su~cc~sive 
period of five years after the first ten year~ 
shall exceed the rent per acre for the next 
precedmg period by not les~ than ten per 
centum; 

5. If default h; made by the lessee in the paymf'nt 
ot rent the leas~ shall be t'orfeited, hnt the 
let-.see may det'eat the forfeiture b~r payment 
of the full annual rent with m ninety clays from 
the date h< rein before appointed for payment 
thereof with the addition of a sum by ·way or 
penalty, calculated as follows, that is to ~ny-- if 
the rent is paid wit.l1in thirty days five per 
ceutum is to be added, if the rent ls paid within 
sixty days ten per eentnm is to be add eel, anU 
it the rent is 1,aid after si:x ty days 11ftecn 11er 
('Cntmn is to be acldt>d; bnt unle1•s the whole of 
the rent together with snch penalty is paid 
within ninet~· days from the appointed day the 
lease ~hall be ab::;olutely forfeited; 

6. The lessee s}JJ.tll occupy the land cant innously 
and lnnw .fide during the term of the lease; 

Such occupation shall be by the eontinnous 
antlbona.fide resideuce on the land of the lef'see 
himself or some other vcrson who is the actual 
and bona .fide manng-cr or agent of the lcs~ee 
for the lJHrpose of the use and occupation of 
the land. nud. who is himself not disqualified 
from selecting a farm of the ~.;mne area ana elas~ 
in the district; 

Every appointment of a manager or agent hy 
the lessee shall lJe in writing· signed b~· the 
parties or their agents, aud :-hall he in dupli
cate; and one copy thereof shall be registered 
in the office of the cmmnh::doner ; 

Oeenpation by a person nnder an nnregislered 
appointment shnllnot be re('ognised; 

In the case of a gra~ing farm, the lessee shall keep 
the land feuced witt1 <t good and substantial 
fence during the whole term of the lease; 

Proyicled that if the ~ame person is the lessee 
of t.\\'0 or more contiguous farms in llis own 
right. it shall be suftieient it' the whole area 
comprised in the farms is so fenced ; 

8. If at any tm1e during the currency of the leasA 
it is proved to the satisfaetion of the connni~
sioner that the l( ;;,-.;ec has failed in regard to the 
performance of the condition of oceupntion or 
fencing the Goveruor in Council, on the recom
mendation of the board, ma~· de{·lare the lease 
absolutely forfeited nncl vacatcti, and thereupon 
thP land comvrised therein slmll re\'ert to Her 
Majesty; 

n. Provided that in the case of a grazing farm, if it 
is proved to the satisfaction of the board that 
the failure to occupy was c:tus.cd by unavoid
able want of water upon the farm. tlJC board 
may et:cnse snch failure; hut such excuse shall 
not he given for a ]leriod of more than twelve 
lllonths unless the want oi' \Ya,ter continued for 
a longer period. 

10. 1Vhen the rent of a farm i:o; to be determined 
by the board tlw lessee shall, until H has been 
so determined, continue to pay at the prescribed 
time and place the same amount of annual rent 
as theretofore, awl when the amount of rent has 
been determined by the board the lessee shall, 
on the nn~t thirty-tirst day of ::\larch, pay at the 
pre.,_.;eribed plnce any arrear~ of rent found due 
by him at the rate so determined1 ~o as to adjust 
tll? bniHllPe <\ne to t!Jc Cl'OWn." · 
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The HoN. A. C. GREGORY said he prop<med 
to amen<! the clause by inserting the word 
"natural" after" the," in subsection (d), and by 
omitting the word8 "whether natura.! or a.rti~ 
ficial" after the word "water." He had made 
a similar amendment in the previous clause, and 
he thought it right that the same word should be 
used in tlmt clause. 

The POSTMASTER-GEKEHAL said he 
would not offer any objection to the amendment, 
because it assimilated the rule for agricultuml and 
gmzing farms with the rule adopted for pastoral 
holdings, and he thought the same rule should 
apply in both cases. 

Amendment agreed to. 

The HoN. A . • T. THYNNE said : Referring to 
sub~edion (c), he would liketolmow npon what 
basis the value was to be m·ri ved at, considering 
that the scheme of the Bill was th>tt land should 
not be sold at all ; and no valuation could 
therefore be made in the same way as in the 
case of land put into the market for sale. 'L'hey 
knew that in all cases of arriving at values in the 
n1atter of assessing for rateK and r1ther things of 
that sort, it was moHt difficult to decide upon the 
valuation of land. 

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL said he 
quite agreed with the hon. gentleman, that it 
was difficult to arrive at the value of land; but 
he would take the case of a farmer who had 
taken up land at a considemble distance from 
settlement, and by subsequent events was 
brought nearer to a market, the v>tlue of his 
holrling might in that way be very much in
creased, and the lessee would have to pay more 
than he had to pay in the first instance ; and he 
would have the benefit of a depreciation in the 
,;ame way if the land decreased in value. The 
phraseology of the clause was adopted from the 
}~nglish Acts ; and he believed, as a rule, they 
~ere fonncl to work very well. The object was 
simply to get the les.,ee to pay a fair thing pro
portionately to the value of the land for the time 
being, for the purpose for which it had been 
taken up, and nothing more than that. 

The HoN. T. L. MU.RRA Y-PRIOR said 
the hon. the Postmaster-General had just said 
~hat if the value of a holding was increased, an 
mcreased value in the matter of rent would be 
placed upon it, and if it were decreased, the rent 
would be decreased. But if they looked at the 
Bill they would find in subsection (f) that the 
annual rent per acre for each successive period 
of five years after the first ten years was to ex
ceed the rent per acre for the next preceding 
period by not less than ten rer centum. There 
was provision made in the clause for raising the 
rent, and no provision for diminishing it. 

The POST:MAflTER-GRN:F:RAL said the 
decrease would have to be " decrease within 
the limits prescribed by the Bill. It must 
be borne in mind that no individual was 
expected to pay, by the scheme of that Bill, 
a reut at all eC]ui valent to the interest on the 
capital value of the land. The minimum rate 
fixed was threepence an acre, and in all pro
bability that would be the amonnt fixed in most 
cases. The increase in the rent was fixed upon 
a sliding scale, and was only to be an increase to 
10 p~r cent., or one-tenth, for every period of 
five years. · 

The HoN T. L. :!\1:1JHRAY-PRIOR said the 
hon. gentleman had not answered his question 
at all. He understood the hrm. gentleman to 
say that if a property or farm decreased in value, 
the tenant would have a decrease in his rent, and 
he (Hon. 1Tr. ~furra.v-Prior) said there was 1w 

pl'OI'bion fm a dect·e",se in l'Cnt in the Bill. 

'l'he POST::VIASTER-G EKERAL said he was 
quite ttware of that. 'fhere would be a propor
tionate reduction so f>tr as the limits prescribed 
in the Bill would allow. The Bill provided " 
proportionate scale of rental, and s>tid that the 
rent of one period should exceed the rent of the 
preceding perioLl by at least 10 per cent. 

The HoN. T. L. MURRAY-PRIOR said 
there was no difficulty wh>ttever abont that. He 
was perfectly aware of what the Bill said, but 
the hon. gentleman made a statement which was 
not in the Bill-that there would be a reduction 
in rent if there was a reduction in value ; and that 
was the reason he brought him to book. 

The POSTYJ:ASTER-GE:::-JERAL said he did 
not say there would be an absolute reduction, 
but the lessee would get the benefit of the reduc
tion in value, within the limits preclcrihed in the 
Bill. He could not say any more than that. 

The HoN. A .• f. THYNNE said, as the Bill 
was framed there could be no benefit given to 
the lessee of a grazing or agricultural farm by a 
reduction in the value of the property, lJecause 
of the minimum increase provided. He would 
have preferred himself to see the question of 
value left completely open. It w>cs a very un
popular <jnestion, and would >tlw>tys be unpopular. 
It was very unpopular amongst people who had 
to pay divisional boards rates. The amount 
of the rates they had to pay was, perhaps, 
not worth their while to appeal against; but 
still they felt that they were being unjustly 
treated. His reason for asking the question he 
had asked was, to let the people form some 
idea of how the valuation was to be arrived at; 
and he wished to know if any definite basis could 
be made out for it. It was evident that there 
could be no definite basis fixed for the valuation; 
and it was as well that the public should know 
that it was simply it matter for the discretion of 
the board, or, in the case of dispute, to be settled 
by arbitration. 

The POSTMASTER- GEKERAL said the 
Government had endeavoured to lay down as 
many definite rules for the guidance of the persons 
assessing the rents as possible, and no part of the 
Bill had received more anxious consideration 
than that. Tbere was a necessity-and it was 
greater in the case of an agricultural holding 
than in the cc>se of a pastoral holding--for a 
gradual increase in the rental. It would secure 
this for the Government, that the tenant would 
not have any inducement to exhaust his holding. 
They knew that at Mackay a very large p01'tion 
of that district had practically become exhausted 
by persons using the ground year after year for 
growing cane, and 'vithout manuring it, in order 
that they might get just as much out of the 
land as they could, with as little expense upon 
it as possible. They observed the same thing 
>tlso around Brisbane, where land, which was 
under cultivation years ago, was now unfitted for 
cultivation to any appreciable extent. In view 
of that fact he said it was necessary that there 
should be a gradual increase in the rent ; to 
ensure that there should be no depreciatiou of 
the property or an improper use of it. 

The HoN. A . • T. THYNN'B said it seemed to 
him that the system which the Government 
adopted to ensure the preservation of the land 
was the very opposite to that which they should 
have >cdopted. Here the Government were 
giving the farmer to understand that if he took 
up a farm under the Bill, at the end of ten years 
he would have to pay an increased rent for it, 
according t0 the value of the land at that time. He 
xaid that was an inducement to him to exhaust 
it, and get as much out of it as he could within 
the ten ye>trs, ur at all ev<mtx within fiftec"n 
year;-;. 



The Ho:-~. A. C. GUEGOHY 'aid he ]Jropo';ed 
to make a further amendment in the clans0. 
He wished to add to the subsection the following 
words~ " nor rnore than 25 per centnn1. ': That 
fixed a nHtxirr1u1n increase of rent, and gnve the 
board, or whoever would decide upon the rent, 
two lines between which they could make their 
decision. It \Vil:-:5 not neces~:mry to go into a,rgu
ment on the subject, as it was rJuite clettr what 
hh.; tnea,ning wa::;, and he left the arnendn1ent 
npon it::; tneritN. 

The POSTi\IAi:lTER-GJ<:NEHAL saicl he 
"hould not offer any objection to the amendment, 
becau:-;e he wa..; quite c.;~rtain that in no tiingle 
instance would the rent be raised to 215 per cent. 
l!e Clm]d not conceive a,uy ea~e where a board or 
anybody else would increase a nmn's rent by 
more than one-fourth after an interval of five 
years. 

Amendment agreed to; and clause, as >>mended, 
put and pttssed. 

On clause 57, as follows :

" Xo person \Yho~ 

{a) Ts a leR~e::· under ra.\'t nr. of thiR Act, or 
(f)) Is a pastoral tenant nnder auy of the A et~ here

by repealed, or 
(r·J Is a trnst~ for any snnh lcss('e or pa:-:toral 

tenant othenvbe than unrlcr a 'vill, or 
irl1 Is the servant of any such lr-»scc or pastoral 

temm1, or 
(r;:) Is interested as mortgagnr or otherwii<.C in any 

hol11ing under Part Ill. of' this Act, or in a ruu 
hel<l under any of Lhe A('t s hereby repealed, 

may apply for or be<}Ollte or be the lessee of a grazing 
farm wllieh is situated in the same district in which the 
holding or run is sitnatefl, or of a grazing farm whit~h 
is situated in another district, and is within twentv-fivc 
milef' of any part of such holding or run," V 

The HoN. A. C. GREGORY said he had an 
amendment to propose in that clause which 
involved a very important f[UC•"tion. Had it 
been a matter of drafting a Bill, he thought the 
object he had in view could have been conveni
ently obtained, but it was somewhat difficult to 
deal with the matter in the brief amendment 
which he was o,bout to propose. The object of 
the amendment was to meet cases which it had 
been represented to him had an actual existence 
-namely, the cases of persons who held a single 
block of land under the Pastoral Leases Act of 
186(). X o doubt the number of such pe"sons was 
few, but there were some; they would have to give 
up half their runs under the proviRions of that 
Bill, and therefore a man who had a block of, 
say, 16,000 acres, would have his holding reduced 
to 8,000 acres, whereas the maximum area of a 
grazing farm was fixed at 20,000 acres. He proposed 
that in such cases the lessee should be allowed 
to select land as a grazing farm, so that his 
entire holding under Part III. of the Bill, his 
pastoral lease and grazing farm together, should 
not exceed the area allowed to be tal~en np by 
one man. He would not take np the tune of the 
Committee in discussing the matter, as he had no 
doubt the Postmaster-General would clearh· see 
the object he had in view. He would therefore 
at once move the amendment, which was that 
after the word " Act," in the 2nd line of the 
clause, there be inserted the words "whose total 
holding in the colony exceeds ten thousand 
acres." 

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL said he had 
no objection whatever to the amendment. He 
was not aware that any cases of the character the 
hon. gentleman had referred to were likely to 
exist, or did exist. If, however, such mses did 
exist, it was only fair that the persons concerned 
should get the privile,;e which it was proposed 
they ahould have by that amendment. 

C1·own Lands Bill. :365 

The HoN. W. H. WALSH said that, to 
make the clause more perfect, it was necessary 
that an amendment should be inserted prior to 
the one proposed by the Hon. l\1r. Gregory, so 
that the clause should read "No perwn who is a 
white man or is a lessee under Part I I I. of this Act 
etc. may apply for, or become or be the lessee of 
a grazing far1n, which is situated in the sa1ne 
district in which the holding or run is situated, 
or of a grazing fann which is situated in another 
district and which is within twenty-five miles of 
any part of such holding or run." It would reall.v 
be much better to amend the cl U8e in that way. 
It took his brmtth away when he read the Bill 
and saw to what extremes the framers of it had 
gone in their desire to incrinlinate that portion 
of the ]JOpulation who wished to take up land. 
It was most discreditable. 

'l'he POST:MASTER-GE.:\ER~L said the 
hon. gentleman had not caught the spirit of the 
clause. They were proposing to give what they 
conceived, and what the lessee conceived, to be a 
very good privilege. If they were to give all 
leosees an indefeasible lease for half their runs, 
and allow them to take np grazing farms as well, 
they would really be defeating one of the main 
objects of the Bill. They offered the pastoral 
tenants confirmed le.<1ses uf h:tlf their runs, on 
the understanding that the remaining half should 
be surrendered for the purpose of being settled 
by bmu1 ,fide settlerR, either a~ grazing or agricul
tmal farms. 

The Ho:-~. \V. H. WALSH said the object of 
the Bill was to prevent people from honestly 
taking np hnd, and for t,unishing those who did 
so. Its object was really to prevent the occupa
tion of Crown lands. If they examined clause 
after clause in detail it would be as apparent as 
possible that the framers of the measure had .%t 
down to their work determined to regard the 
occupiers of Crown lands as enemies, and as 
persons tu be dealt with like criminals. 

The POST:YIASTER-GEJ'\ERAL said he 
distinctly denied the hon. gentleman's accusa
tion. The whole tendency of the Bill was to 
allow the land to rema.in in the occupation of 
the pastoral tenant till it was ref[uired for 
closer bona fide settlement; and as an inducement 
to the lessee to allow his run to be put in that 
position, and not to force the Government 
to arbitrarily take away portions of his run, 
the GoYenunent g-ave him what would practically 
be an indefeasible lease for one-half of his holding 
for fifteen yettrs, and allowed him a grazing right 
over the reqt of it until, as he had said, it was 
required for bona firle settlement. 

The Ho". W. H. W ALSH said whnt kind of 
a term was that which was applied to Crown 
tenants, that the Government would "allow " 
them to do this, and would " allow" them to 
do that, and the other thing? The lessee had 
as much right to occupy the land as the Govern
ment had to rent it to him. 

The POSTMASTER-GE:'-fERAL said he 
would again repeat here that the Government 
did not take anything away from the pastoral 
tenant. If the lessee preferred his tenure under 
the Act of 1869, he could remain under it ; but 
if he voluntarily brought himself under the pro
visions of that Bill, the Government said they 
would give him an indefeasible lease for half of 
his run for fifteen years, and allow him to occupy 
the remaining half until absolutely required for 
closer settlement, and when his land was resumed 
the lessee would receive compensation for the 
improvements he had made on it. 

The HoN. vY. H. WALSH said there was no 
otllnwance at all in the Bill. The people were 
not allowed to take up the land. The Bill said 
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that-" No person who is a lessee under Part III. 
of this Act, or a pastoral tenant under any of 
the Acts hereby repealed, etc., may apply for, 
or bePtnne, or be the lessee of a grazing farrn 
which is situated in the same district in which 
the holding is situated, or of a grazing farm 
which is situated in another district, and which 
is within twenty.five miles of any part of such 
holding or run. ·• There was no allowance in 
tlntt ; it was actual forbiddauce. \Vhat was 
there to be thankful for there ? It was dis
allowance, not allowance. 

'rhe HoN. A . • T. THYNKE said he had re
ceived letters on belutlf of two or three pastoral 
tenants who were small holders, asking that 
attention might he cnlled to tlw position which 
they would be placed in by the strict enforce
ment of the provisions of that clause. He 
merely mentioned the circumstance now because 
it was possible that the matter might not be 
understood in another place when the question 
came to he considered. If the Postmaster
General wished it he would put the correspon
dence before him to ohow that the representations 
made to him were bonr( fide. 

The HoN. vV. FORREST said he thought the 
amendment was wrong in this re'<pect, tlmt it 
used the word "colony" instead of "district." 
Instead of assisting a man that would actually 
retard him. If the amendment were agreed to, 
"no person who is a lessee under Part I I I. of this 
Act who>se total holding in the colony exceeds 
ten thousand acres" would be competent to 
become the le'See of a grazing farm outside the 
district in which his run was situated. He 
thoutl"ht the word " district" should be substi
tuted for the word "colony" in the mnendment. 
He would not, however, detain the Committee. 
He understood that the Bill was to be recom
mitted, and before that time they could work out 
the matter. 

The POSTMASTER-GEKERAL: I do not 
intend to recommit the whole of the Bill. 

The HoN. A. J. THYNNE : Specific clauses 
are always named when a Bill is recommitted. 

The HoN. W. ]'OHU:EST said he considered 
that, at all events, the amendment should read, 
"whose total holding in the district exceeds ten 
thousand acres." If it were to apply to the 
whole area of the land helrl by a lessee within 
the colony, the lessee would not have the right 
to take up the balance of his run in such a case 
as that mentioned by the Hon. Mr. Gregory. 
He (Hon. Mr. ]'arrest) could give half-a-dozen 
cases where two men only held one block of 
abont 25 or 30 square mileR. If the half 
of that m·ea was taken away the lessees would 
be left with only about 8,000 acres. He also 
knew another case in which four partners held 
180 square miles, and if the half of that was 
resumed there would not be 8, 000 acres left for 
each of the four men, exclusive of unavailable 
country. 

The HoN. A. C. GHEGOllY said he could 
hardly ask the Postmaster-General to concur in 
the amendment if the word " district" were 
use cl instead of ''colony ; " bee:. use the effect of 
that would be that ·a man could hold the area 
specified in each of the thirty districts into which 
the colony was divided, and might therefore 
have :oOO,OOO acres, which was above the maxi
mum fixed for grazing farms in that part of 
the Bill. The reason why the word "colony" 
was inserted was, that if the word " district" 
were used, it would giYe the lessee the right to 
10,000 acres in each <listrict, and also to so many 
c;.;tra grazing rightR. 

ThP POSTMASTEE-G.K:\fEIL\L :~aid the 
hon. gentleman W>tS quite right. In the case of 
a man having only one block of 16,000 acres, if 

8,000 acres were resumed, he would get an inde
feasible leaee for the remaining 8,000 acres, and 
then by th>tt amendment he would be at liberty 
to take np a grazing far1n, bringing up the area 
of his holding to 20,000 acres, which was the 
limit fixed by the Bill. The effect there
fore would be that he would really have an 
indefeasible lease for half his run, and a 
lease for thirty years of the remaining half. 
That, he thought, was a very liberal arrange
ment, but if it were extended to every district 
in the colony, and they made such arrange
ments ns would enable lessees to "gobble up" the 
remaining halves of their runs, the object of the 
Bill would be defNtted. He did not think there 
would be many cases of the character alluded to 
by hon. gentlemen-in fact, he was surprised that 
there was one case of a person holding less 
than 17,000 acres under the Pastoral Leases 
Act of 186!J. 

The HoN. W. IrORR.EST ~aid he might say 
that within the last five days he had received six 
letters from six different persons who held small 
blocks of country under the Act of 1869. With 
reference to the lessee "gobbling up "-as the 
Postmaster-General termed it-the whole of his 
run, smely the man who had spent year, of his 
time trying to improve the colony, and who 
held only 8,000 or !1,000 acres of land after the 
half of his run was resumed, was better entitled 
to take up the remainder of his land than some 
person who was not at present in the colony and 
might not come into the colony. 

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL: We pro
posed to allow him to do that. 

The HoN. W. FOHREST said a pastoral 
lessee who held 500 square miles could go some
where elsR and take up a grazing fttrm of 20,000 
acre-.,, so long as it was not in the district in 
which his run was situated, or in another dis
trict within twenty-five miles of his run; yet it 
was proposed to confine the small holders to an 
area of 20,000 acres in the whole colony. 

The POSTMASTERGENERAL said the 
amendment would enable the small lessee to 
take up land to that extent in his own district 
if he liked ; and there was nothing to debar 
him from going into another district, so long as 
it was twenty-five miles from the place where 
his holding was situated. 

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

On clause 58, as follows:-
" :Ko person who hl beneficially entitled to any free

hold land in any district may become or be the lessee, 
under this part of this Act, of a grazing farm or grazing 
farms in the same district, the aggregate area whereof, 
together with the area of the freehold land, exceeds the 
area allowed to be selected by one person in that dis
trict. In the case of several joint holders of freehold 
land each shall be deemed to be the holder of an area 
equal to the total area divided by the number of joint 
holders.'' 

The HoN. A. J. THYNNE said the section 
was one which would be found very difficult to 
work, and one which would hamper people who 
wished to obtain land. If a farmer had taken 
up a selection of 320 acres in a district where he 
was only allowed to take up that quantity ~e 
would be debarred on that account from acquu
ing the freehold of even a 16-perch suburban 
allotment in that district, but must go to some 
other part of the colony if he wiehed to 
acquire a freehold. It was a very difficult 
matter to find out how much freehold a man 
possessed_ He knew of some instances where 
1nen who ha,d sold ]and some yean~ ago were 
anxiuusly seeking the people to whom the lan.d 
wns 'old. Those people had not taken their 
transfers, and the original owners had to pay the 
divi,iunal board rates. 
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The POST:\IASTER-G E::'-rRRAL : They are 
not beneficially interested in the land. 

The HoN. A. J. THYKNE : They were the 
registered owners, at any rate. And if his hon. 
friend were called upon to advise in regard to 
advance,, on such property, would he not inC]uire 
whether the person who proposed to borrow was 
the holder of freehold? However good were the 
intentions of the clause, it was surrounded with 
such conditions that it would be unworkable. 
He did not propose to move any amendment, 
but he asked the Committee to discuss the clause 
and see whether it would work or not. 

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL said the 
lease would i'Ssue under ordinary circumstance:-:; in 
the ordinary way. The party claiminr: to oust a 
man would have to prove that the man was 
beneficially interested in a greater area of land 
than he was entitled to take up; ftnd the lease 
would be held good until it was avoided. With 
regard to such a e&se as that suggested by the 
Hon. Mr. Thynne, he might say that he would 
make inquiries as to whether the land was liable 
to forfeiture, and if the result of his inC]uiries was 
satisfactory, he should have no hesitation in 
advising his client to adv.ance the money. The 
intention of the clause was to prevent persons 
monopolising land to the exclu:;ion of uona fide 
settlers. 

The HoN. A. ,T. THYNNE said that people 
would not be likely to go tn much trouble with 
regard to the improvement of land, when. by a 
stroke of the pen, the lease might be declared 
void. According to a subseCJuent part of the 
Bill, if a lease were determined by forfeiture the 
unfortunate lessee conld not take up the land 
again for five yea.rs, and the Government would 
thus be prevented from restoring a man to a 
position from which he had probably been 
accidentally deprived. 

The HoN. A. C. GREGOH.Y said he had an 
amendment to move which was consequential on 
the amendment made in clause 37. There ap
peared to be little sense in such amendments 
when considered separately, but they were 
nece~'ary to give effect to the generai object 
of the whole amendment. He need not speak 
at any length on the question, but he could 
assure hrm. gentlemen that if they had the whole 
clause as amended before them it would be clear 
enough. He moved the insertion after the word 
"land" in line 40 of the words "or holding 
under Part III. of this Act." 

Amendment put and passed. 

The HoN. A. C. GREGORY moved, as a 
further consequential amendment, after the word 
'' land" in line 43, the insertion of the words 
''or holding under Part III. of this Act." 

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

On clause 50, as follows :-
" 1'he restrictions herein before imposed a~ainst any 

person holding a farm, or against any nne verson holding 
more than the prescribed area of land as a fann or 
farms, shall not apply to an~' person who shall become 
the lef'see of any such farm or farms as the trustee of 
the estate of a previous lessee under the laws relating 
to the administration of the estates of insolvent 
persons, or as the trustee of Ht settlement made in 
consideration of marriage, or as the executor or 
administrator of a deceased le~"'ee." 

The POST:VIASTRR-GENRRAL said that 
personally he thought the clause was liberal 
enough, but he was prepared t0 admit that there 
was force in some of the arguments used yester
day, and as the Committee were evidently Yery 
decidedly in hwour of amending it, he, in defer:
ence to their .-iews, moved that the word 
"legatee" be inserted before "executor." 

The Ho:-~. \V. FORREST asked whether 
" legatee" would cover the case of a man vvho 
died intestnte? 

The POSTMASTJ<; R-G ENii:I~AL: The ad
ministrator step:; in then. 

The HoN. \V. FORHJ<;ST : \Vould an ad.
rninbtrator be in the san1e position as a legatee? 

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL said if " 
man died intestate the administrator would 
a,t once become tire lessee by proce's of law, and 
he waK protectc'd by tlw clause as it stood. 

The HoN. \V. FORHEST said he did not rise 
for the purpose of objeding, but in order to 
obtain infonnation. If he were an executor or 
administrator the provision would not affect him, 
t5o far :.t~ holding on his own ~Lccount was con
cernerl. But he might w>ent to transfer to a 
third person, and if that ven;on held land which 
canw to him, not by "\Vill, hut through an inte.~
tate estate, would he stand in the same position 
as if it had come to him through a will? 

The POST1fASTJUt-G ENERAL said the ad
n1inistrator was the per~on \vho in n1ost instances 
administered the estate of an intestate person; 
he was the person beneficially interested in the 
personalty of the intestate; and he was specifi
cally protected by the clause in its present shape. 
" Executor " WtLS the \Yord Uf•ed in regard to a 
per"m in a fiduciary character under the will of 
a testator, and "n.drninistrator" \Vas the perRon 
who, in almost all cas<es, administered the estate 
of the intestate. 

The HoN. \V. FOHREST said he understoocl 
that. The hon. gentleman had not caught hiH 
point. \Vhat he wanted to arrive at was this. 
If an administrator wanted to get rid of hiH 
responsibility-to transfer to another person who 
already held a selection of 20,000 acres that had 
been left by will-he would not be able, even if 
they inserted "le~atee," to do so. The object 
was to allow a person to ac(juire land which came 
to him by death--to hold land without compel
ling him to sell. He did not think the insertion 
of "legatee" would cover that. 

The POSTl\fASTER- G E::'-rETIAL said a 
legatee was the person who got the benefit under 
a will-who was specifically mentioned in the 
will by the testator. If a man died intestate, 
his property would go to the next of kin, who 
would administer to the estate by taking out 
letters of administr>etion; am! the clause provided 
that the administrator could deal with the land. 
By a subsequent clause of the Bill a person 
was enablecl to split up a selection into several 
portions, and separate leases were to issue in 
respect to each portion ; so that if several per
sons were interested in the estate of an intestate 
the land could be subdividerl into portions to be 
conveyed to each of those parties. 

The HoN. A. J. THYNNE said the explana
tion of the hon. the Postmaster-General was 
very clear, so far as it went. But he thought 
tlmt what the Hon. Mr. Forre"t wished to have 
explained was, whether the next of kin-the 
members of the family of a deceased person
would be entitled to hold the property left by 
the intestate person, even though they happened 
to have selections of their own. That supposing 
a man died leaving three. or four children, each 
of whom had got a selectiOn up to the full quan
tity allowed, would they be debarred from hold
ing or dividing amongst them the selection of 
the intestate person ? He thought what 
the Hon. Mr. Fonest wished would be 
met by inserting the words " next of kin of 
the decea~ed perRon " after " adrniniHtrator." 
In many cases the Oumtor nf Intestate Est>etes 
Wfts the administrator ; in other cases a creditor 
of the deceased person was the administrator. 
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It often happened that the administrator wao 
not one of the next of kin. The diflicult:r would 
be overcome by enabling- the next of kin of a 
deceased person to hold the pro]Jerty. 

The Ho~. J. TA YLOR said he would put the 
case more clearly in this way : If a person died 
without a will, and left a selection of 20,000 
a.cres of land, and his son was his next of kin 
and had 20,000 of his own already, could the 
20,000 acres left by hi.s father be transferred to 
him? 

The POST:\IASTER-G:B~NERAL: Yes; the 
son would administer the father's Pstate and 
would be entitled to the 20,000 acres left. 

'rhe Ho~. ,J. TA YLOR: He could keep the 
40,000 acres? 

The POSTMASTER-G:EXERAL :Yes; an 
amendment was necessary however to meet the 
objection the Hon. Mr. Thyrme had raised, 
where there were 1nore sons than one~vvhere 
there were perhaps half-a-dozen children in
terested in the e'tate. One mig-ht Le the 
administrator of the estate and trustee for the 
others. The clause was not sufficiently expan
sive for that case. He would see how it could be 
done. 

The Hox. A. ,J. THYNNE said the adminis
trator of an estate was nsually bound to realise 
U]Jon the property, and dispose of it within 
twelve months. Of course he would not be 
entitled to hold it for any lengthened period. 

Amendment agreed to. 

The POSTMASTERGKi'\ER\L said the 
addition of the words " or one of the next of kin" 
after the word "administrator" would clear the 
matter up beyond all doubt. He proposed the 
insertion nf those words as an amendment. 

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

On clause GO, as follows :-
'·If at any time during the term of a lease it is proved 

to ihc satisf:wtion of the commissioner in open court 
that tlle lessee is holding the farm in violation of any 
of the provisions of thiR Act, the Governor in Council, 
on the recommendation ot' the board, ma.v declare the 
lease absolutely forfeited and var·aJ.ecl,v and there
upon the land comvrised therein shall revert to Her 
~iajesty." 

The HoN. A .• T. THYNK:E said he would 
suggest to the Postmaster-General that it would 
be better to provide in the clause that the 
matter to be proved should be before the board 
in open court, instead of the cmnrnissioner. 

The l'OST::viAST:B~RGENERAL: It must 
come before the board afterwards. 

The HoN. A .• T. THYNNE said he knew that; 
but the board ha.d only to make out a recom
mendation in the matter. The lessee in this 
case should be placed in the same position as the 
pastoral tenant. 

Th8 POST.:\IASTER-GENERAL said he cer
tainly did not think that a man ought to have 
the liberty of appointing one of his judges to try 
whether he had committed a breach of the Act 
or not. He did not think it right that any man's 
nominee ~hnuld have a voice in saying \Vhether 
he had committed a breach of the Act or not. It 
should be decided by a thoroughly impartial 
judicial tribnnal. 

The HoN. A. J. THYKNE : The que,tion 
is merely one of facts. 

Clause passed as printed. 
On clause Gl, as follows :-
" I'roof that the stock of any person other than the 

lessee are ordinarily depa~turrrl on a holding nnder thi.s 
part of this Act shall be prima facie evidence that the 
lt;s8ee is a trn:stee of the holding for the owner of such 
stock.'' 

The HoN. T. L. IIICRRAY-PRIOR said 
he thought the clause was a very unjust one. 
He knew from experience that many lessees and 
selectors took stock on agistment. If a lessee 
happened to be near a station and took stock 
on agistment, it would appear by the clause that 
he was actually a dummy for the person whose 
stock he agisted. He could not see why a lease
holder should be debarred from making a living 
by taking stock on agistinent when he had none 
of his own. He could mention a case which he 
knew of only lately himself-where "" person 
actually rented a freehold from another, with the 
exprest::i intention of using it by taking stock on 
ag-istment. 

The POSTMASTJ<;RG:ENERAL said that 
under the Bill no selector would be debarred 
from taking stock on agistrr1ent. There were 
doubtless a great number of cases in which men 
took stock to agist, but there were a far greater 
number of cases where owners of property got 
their servants to take up selections in the ser
vants' names and ran their own stock over them. 
The difficulty was to prevent that. The clause 
simply provided that the party concerned, and 
who was most easily able to produce proof in the 
case, should do so. It was very difficult to prove 
a neg-ative. The clause did not say that the fact 
that the stock of any person other than the 
lessee, were depastured on the holding was to be 
conclusive proof that the lessee was simply a 
trustee of the holding for the owner of the stock; 
but it shifted the om1s of proof from the Crown 
to the individual, and he was the person best 
able to give the proof. There were a large num
ber of cases where it would be impossible for the 
Crown to prove a negative, and they simply said 
in the clause that, where certain things under 
ordinary circumstances looked as if they were so, 
they should be assumed to be so until the con
trary was proved. There was no bar whatever 
to a man taking stock on agistment. 

The HoN. T. L. MURRA Y-PRIOR said the 
Postmaster-General had "'gain and again, in his 
own mind, seemed to stamp anyone who happened 
to be a leaseholder as a rogue. In the first place 
that was unjust on the part of the hon. gentle
man, and in the second place it was very unwise 
for him to do so. Only yesterday the hon. 
gentleman in his usual way was attacking those 
whom he called large freeholders, and he (Hon. 
J\lr. 1\furray-Prior) thought he looked at h!m. 
He thought that the hon. gentleman meant !urn, 
and he could not make out what charge he was 
g-oing to bring against him. He (Hon. Mr. 
Mm-ray-Prior) was looking at him with gre~t 
astonishment; the hon. gentleman, however, d1d 
not mean him, apparently, but the hon. gentle
man just behind him, the Hon. Dr. O'Doherty. 
He was sorry to hear the Hon. Dr. O'Doherty 
get np and say one single word on the subject, 
and if there had not been so much said, he (Hon. 
Mr. Murray-Prior) should have spoken. He 
wondered ve1y much at the Postmaster-General 
O'etting up in his place and abusing men who were 
:'lual in hone.sty and intelligence, and equal in 
every Tespect as citizens, to any other class in the 
community ,and he trusted that the hon. gentleman 
would not go so far in future. Let him have his 
opinion and state his arguments, but he certainly 
ouO'ht not to tax people with being dishonest, 
es1~ecially when he was not taxed himself. If 
they were to look around them, they would find 
that there were many others besides squatters 
who entered into speculations. There were such 
things as syndicates, which cut np land and sold 
it, and gained a large amount from the unearned 
increment ; they made large fortunes without 
any labour whatever. How did they know but 
what the hon. gentleman might be, in his private 
capacity, as they had found by his own admission 
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he was in his legal capacity, associated with 
f~ome Ltrge 1\(ltlatting syndicate, or that he 
himself was the ruling spirit of it? He (Hon. 
Mr. lYlurray-Prior) really did not see the good 
of having the clause under discuR,,ion in the 
Bill. He was not going to propose n,n amend
ment, as he would like to hear the matter more 
fully disCUSF(·d. 

The POST:\LAST.ER-GENERAL said the 
hon. gentleman reminded him of the old proverb 
that "he who excuses himself accuses himself." 
He (the Postnmster-General) made no accusation 
against the hon. gentleman or anybody else ; he 
simply referred to a fact which was notorious
namely, that there had been a large quantity of 
dummying in Queensland. Did the hon. gentle
Imtn deny that or not? Everybody knew that; 
nobody could deny it. It was with the view of 
'""isting in the pre,·ention of such a st>tte of 
things that that cl>tuse had been introduced into 
the Bill, and he maintained that no man 
who wished honestly to take up land could 
have any possible objection to it, because 
no hnnest man would have any difficulty in 
proving the true state of the facts. The Govern
ment should be in a position to deprive dis
honest perwm of land dishonestly acquired. It 
was therefore necessary that the onus of proof 
that the lessee wao not a trustee of the holding 
for any other person should be thrown on the 
lessee, as it would be very difficult, and probably 
impossible, for the Government to prove the 
affirmative. 

The HoN. T. L. 1\IURRAY-PRIOll said he 
would just answer one remark made by the 
Postmaster-General. \Vhat had h>tppened in the 
country, he (Hon. JYir. Murray-Prior) did not 
know, but he could safelysaythathe could not c>tll 
to mind one single case of what could be called 
''dummying" in the districts of J<~ast and vV est 
Moreton in which he had been living. As to 
the proverb quoted by the hou. gentleman-Qt'i 
;'c.uuse s'accuse-he knew it before the hon. 
gentleman was born, and he was certainly not in 
the habit of making Lmy use of it. 

The HoN. vV. H. WALSH said there had 
been a kind of rivalry in dummyism in the 
districts of E>tst and vV est Moreton. It was his 
conviction that the people there were the 
beginners, and that they would be the enders of 
it. A more honest set of men, however, he did 
not know than those in East lYioreton. He 
would not attempt to justify making false 
declarations, but he doubted whether they had 
been m>tde. He could not see why a man should 
be charged with dummyism because he had 
taken up more l:1nd than a jealous townsman or 
a politician thought he ought to have. If 
that was to be an offence, it was a mon
strous idea. The whole Bill was framed 
with the iden, thLtt everybody who wished to 
acquire a piece of land was a rogue, and that 
every means must be taken to prevent them 
acquiring large quantities nf land, or, in fact, 
<eny land at all. 'L'hat was the very spirit of the 
Bill. ~'iny man who went into a land court 
must imn1edi<ttely come under the suspicion 
of all lovers of the Land Bill and to all 
workers of the Bill as being " rogue. The 
fact of 1naking an alJplication, or trying to 
acquire a jJiece of land, brought him under thn,t 
category. The Government said a man "shall 
not do this," and he "shall not do that," and an 
endeavour to acquire land was to be con
sidered almost a criminal act. He nr1ticed 
that one part of the Bill instituted a kind 
of ticket-of-l;~ave sy"tem. Ther~ were certain 
persons who had to regicter their names and 
get a ticket-of-leave, and in certain cases, 
when required so to do, they would have 

take those certified documents out of their 
1884--z 

pockets and exhibit them. He repeated that it 
waH not the Postinaster-General who \Vas con
cocting those accusation8 againHt individuals. 
It was the Bill i t,3clf ; and a person could not 
speak in favour of the Bill without showing thaR; 
he was taking every precaution he could against 
burglars who wished to invade the law, or to 
invn,de the vast territory of the colony. He would 
just say one word more before he sat down, and 
that was in reference to the new role assumed 
by the Hon. Mr. JYiurray-Prior. He was 
rather amused e~t the way in which the hon. 
gentleman addressed the Postmaster-General, 
and he (Hon. Mr. \V alsh) trusted that it would 
exhaust him for that evening. The previous 
evening he (Hon. Mr. Walsh) was favoured with 
a homily by the hon. gentleman. He would not 
say that the hon. gentleman went out of his way 
to do it, but would state that he misunderstood 
what he (Hon. Mr. Walsh) said or wished to say, 
and that there was no foundation for the charge 
he made. vVhen the hon. gentleman got up in 
that soothing· modern sty le of his, and commenced 
giving ad vice to hon. n1e1nbers, there was ~L good 
deal of satire in his remarks. He hoped they 
would get on with the Bill, and not ascribe ill
natured remarks to the Postmaster-General. 

The HoN. ,J. TA YLOll said he was very much 
amused at the remarks made by the Hon. l\ir. 
Murray-Prior just now about the honesty of 
people in East and \Vest Moreton. He knew 
for a fact-both as Minister for Lands in 
former days, and from what he had heard 
from others since-that more corrupt men could 
not exiso than had existed in East n,nd West 
JY1oreton, and the slur which the hon. gentleman 
had endeavoured to cast on the district in which 
he (Hon. Mr. Taylor) lived was o,ltogether in
excusable. The Darling Downs h>td a bad 
name, but it was far superior to East an l 
\V est Moreton. He would tell hon. gentlemen 
something he knew of IV est Moreton. The 
Ad of 18G8 required that certain conditions 
and improvements should be performed before 
the lessee got his lease. He was Minister for 
Lands n,t the time to which he referred. On 
one occasion a case came before him in which an 
enormous value was put upon o,n improvement 
which no member of tlmt Committee would ever 
think, by the bailiff of a respectable, highly 
esteen1ecl gentlen1an, 'vho was at one tilne a 
member of the other House. The improvement 
was a lm·ge yard of sheep-dung. Hon. members 
might laugh, but it was a fact. The man 
actually went into particulars, and gave the 
length, breadth, and depth, and valued the dung 
at so much per yard. He was surprised at such 
a thing being represented as an improvement, 
and called attention to the circumstance. That 
was a specimeG of the honesty of some of 
the selectors in vV est Moreton. The clause 
was one that was left to the colony by 
the late T. E. Stephens, who was the first 
man to start the idea of insisting on knowing 
whose stock was on a selection before a title was 
issued. He hoped the Committee would strike 
out the clause. 

The HoN. IV. GRAHAMsaidhewasnotgoing 
to say anything >tbout the honesty of the Darling 
Downs, as compared with that of the Moreton 
district, but he had a few words to say in regard 
to the case mentioned by the Hon. l\Ir. Tay ]or. 
The hon. gentleman spoke of a selector, and he 
was sorry hon. gentlemen received his remarks 
with a laugh; he spoke of a sel•cctor who marlo 
a cl>tim with regard to a large accmuulaLion of 
manure on his selection. But if he kept up 
with the current litera.ture of the day, he would 
know that an article on " Ensilage " appeared 
recently in one. of the papers, in which it was 
shown that the f<'lrmers at home did not expect 
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to make anything out of the cattle they fat
tened, except the manure, and that even then 
they had to pay for the straw. No doubt 
the selector alluded to was an ingenious man; 
and the hon, gentleman should not have taken 
so much credit to himself for blocking him. 
It was a fair and enlightened claim, and it 
showed that the selector was a man who lived 
a little before his time. Everyone knew that it 
was a very common thing in connection with 
the old leases for people to take stock on 
agistment. But the clause threw onus of 
proof that they were genuinely on agistment upon 
the lessee, and that was supposed to relieve the 
Government. But in order to thoroughly relieve 
the Government provbion should be made for 
agreements in duplicate-one to he registered, 
and the other to be kept by the lessee to be 
shown when necessary. \Vhat would be p1'imd 
f<tcie evidence that stock were honestly tltken on 
agi.~tn1ent? 

The POSTJ\IAS'rl<;R-G ENEHAL : The pro
duction of an agreement, I should say. 

The HoN. W. GRAHA?ti said he wished the 
hon. gentleman would give some further infor
lnatiou. 

The POST.MASTER-GENlmAL said he 
hoped hon. gentlemen would disabuse their minds 
of the idea that there was any wish on the part 
of the Government to do any injury. How 
would it be possible for the Government to prove 
that any stock on a selection were there contrary 
to the spirit of the Act? How could they prove 
that the lessee wtts tt trustee holding the land 
for the owner of the stock ? It would be im
possible for them to prove a negative-that the 
lessee was not &and fide occupying the land. 

The HoN. \V. GTIAHAM: How is the lessee 
to prove a positive? 

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL said he 
would take the case of a grazing farmer on the 
resumed portion of a pastoral tenant's run. 
Suppose the lessee had no stock of his own 
running on it, and suppose at the same time that 
the stock of the lessee of the adjoining holding 
under Part IIT. were constantly running over the 
bud-would not any man naturally come to the 
conclu.sion that the les,ee was simply the repre
sentative or trustee of the man who held land under 
Part III. of the Act? But it might be a perfectly 
legitimate transaction ; there might be an honest 
arrangement between the lessee and the pastoral 
tenant ; the lessee might be taking stock on 
agistment ; and in that case he would be pro
tected ; but the onus of pr•Jof was thrown upon 
him. The case would look suspicious against the 
lessee, but the Government could not prove a 
negative, though the lessee would be able to prove 
an affirmative if the transaction were an honest 
one. \Vithout the clause there would be induce
ments to people to dummy ; but if it were 
retained it would cause no hardship to any honest 
selector. 

The Hox. \Y. J;'ORREST said there was no 
doubt that it would be difficult to prove such a 
case as that mentioned by the Postmaster
General; but it would be far better that the 
Government should not be able to prove such 
a. case than that &ond tide selectors should be 
haraSRed by unnecessary restrictions. In sup
port of his contention, he would state a case 
\Vhich ca1ne under his persoral ob~ervation. 
A certain station-owner had a very valuable ser
vant, a n1arried rnan, who had children growing 
up. His wages did not satisfy his ambition, and 
he was talking of leaving. The owner told him 
that he mi;:;ht not be n.ble to do any gnod for 
himself if he went away, that the hest thing he 
could do would be to take up a conditional 
selection not far from him, when he might get on 

very well with what work he was able to give, 
together with other work the man might be able to 
get. The man took up 1,280 acres, and within five 
years had it all fenced, and a good deal of it 
cleared and cultivated; whereas, if it had not 
been for the assistance he received from the 
station-owner, he would still be working for £30 
or £40 a year. It woulrl have been very hard, 
however, for that man to have proved that 
he was a uowi .tide selector, if called upon 
to do so, seeing that he was formerly a 
servant of the station -owner-and, to a certain 
extent, after he became a selector. The English 
law assumed a man to be innocent till he was 
proved guilty, but the clause supposed every 
man guilty till he proved himoe!f to be innocent. 
There was another maxim--that it might be 
justifiable to do a little wrong for the sake of 
doing a great dettl of good; but the clause 
reversed that also, and provided that many 
selectors should be harassed in order that a few 
might be punished-assuming that there were 
any who would dummy land. The clause was 
subversive of all ideas of British law. 

The POSTMASTElt-GJ{C\'ERAI, said he dif
fered entirely from the hon. gentlemm1. If he 
lost a pocket-book containing money, and it was 
found in the possession of another person, the 
presumption of the law would be that the per
son had stolen it, and the onus would be thrown 
on him of accounting for how it came into his 
possession. If he could not honestly account 
for it he ought to suffer, and that was the prin
ciple contained in the clau"e before the Com
mittee. 

The Hox. \V. :FORRl~ST asked, where was 
the parallel between the case of a man who got 
possession of a pocket-book containing money, 
and that of a man who took up a selection of 
1,280 ::teres of land with the permi"ion of the 
Government, and subject to strict inquisitorial 
proceedings on the part of their officers ? 

The Hox. J. F. McDOUGALL asked what 
steps were necessary for the lessee to take to 
prove his iunocence-to prove that the cattle on 
his land were on agistment, and tha.t he received 
payment from the owner of the cattle? 

The POSTMASTER-GEXERAL said that 
if there was reason to suppose that the lessee 
was merely the trustee of the pastoral tenant, 
he would be called upon to show cause why his 
selection should not be forfeited on the ground 
that he was holding it contrary to the provisions 
of the statute. The fact of the other person's 
stock being ordinarily depastured on the holding 
would have to be proved by the commissiouer, 
and proof of that fact would be J11'1:nu1 f"cie 
evidence that he was a trustee. Then would 
come the evidence for the defendant, as it were. 
If he S[tid that the stock belonged to J olm 
Smith, and that he had taken them on agistment, 
rtt the same tirne producing his agree1nent, the 
case would be at an end, because the primd facie 
evidence would be rebutted by direct testimony. 
'rhe object of the clause was to guard against 
dishonesty. 

The HoN. A. J. THYJ'\NE said the Post
master-General had suggested one of the greatest 
objections to the clause when he said that the 
connnis8ioner initiated the proceerlingR. 

The POSTMASTEH-GE;\;ERAL: AnylJody 
can set the con11nissioner in n1otion. 

The Hox. A .. J. THY="NE said the commis
sioner woulrl fir>o·, be impressecl with the idea 
that a breach of the law had been committed, 
and then he would ha Ye tn decide the r1ueotion 
in court. That war-: a wrong principle to adopt 
in any Act of Parlian1ent; it wa::. a dangerouti 
principle, and on8 that would tend to put
ting the commissioner and his minionR into a 
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position they ought not to be allowed to hold. 
Jf they had those great powers over selectors 
they could levy blackmail to any extent they 
cho,e. And while talking of dishonesty or want 
of propriety on the pn,rt of those who took up 
land, tlrey had equally to guard against dis
honesty or want of propriety on the part 
of Government servant,. As a class they 
were tnen having good reputations, but 
anwngst then1, a:-:; in every other cla.ss, there 
were and would be black sheep, no matter what 
precautions were taken in their selection ; and 
if they were put in a position where they would 
be able to do a man great mischief, there would 
always be a temptation to offer them such little 
presents or bribes as the unfortunate selectors 
thought wonlcl f•ase matters for them. As to the 
clause itself, he did not think that after what they 
had already had to swallow in the Bill, they need 
make any face at it. It was one of those clauses 
which would not be the slightest obstacle to men 
who wanted to act dishonestly. \Vhen a man 
did a dishone't act he did so with premeditation, 
>end he would be prepared with a written agree
ment and ;ell other details to fbsh in the face of 
the commissioner when he asked for them. But it 
wa.R men vvho were not dishonest who were liable 
to be har>essecl by investigations of that kind 
heing rrut.de upon their property. However, he 
did not think they need make much "bones" 
about the cl>eu.se, as it was of a piece with a great 
many others they h;cd aJreacly p>essecl. It w>es 
<ruite of" piece with the clause just preceding it, 
in which the commissioner w>es the motive power 
in an investigation, and the principal judge t(l 
decide the question. 

The POST:\IASTER-G E::SERAL said the 
Jwn. gentlen1an was quite wrong in saying that 
the commissioner had to decide. He h;ccl to 
decide in the first instance ; but practic;clly there 
w:ts an appeal to the board, >end from the bo;crcl 
to the Governor in Council. 

The Hox. A. J. THYNKE: They h>eve to 
ta.ke the cmnn1issioner's ruling. 

The POSTMASTER-GEKJ<;RAL: Thev had 
not. The commissioner h;cd to be satisfied, the 
board had to recommend, and then the Governor 
in Council could ;cct ; HO th>et if they had dis
honest cmnmissioners-who, according to the hon. 
gentleman, were to be picked up right and 
left--;cny person ;effected by improper conduct on 
their part could bring it before the bo>erd, ;end if 
he did not get redress there he could appe;c] to 
the G-overnor in Conncil. 

The HoN. G. KING sairl he did not think it a 
11mtter of much import>ence whether the clause 
w;cs struck out or ret>einecl. As far as he was 
concerned he would just >es soon it w>es struck 
out. Even if it were ret>einecl " dishonest m;cn 
would always continue to make out " good c;cse. 
If the Bill cmne into opemtion, " gre>et many 
persons might t;cke np ];end with a view of 
m>eking a living out of it by t>eking stock on 
agistment. During the bte heavy drought it 
had been a great aclv>entn.ge to pastomlists that 
there were persons who could >eccommodate them 
by taking their soock in th>et w;cy ; nncl if they 
surrounded the Bill with too many obstacles it 
migho act >es " rleterrent, >end prevent persons 
frmn doing Ho in future. 

The HoN. W. l<'ORltEST said it ha<l been 
pointer! ont that the clause would not preveno 
dishonesty. But the object of it was to prevent 
rliohonesty; ami if it would not do so, why should 
they lmrass honest nwn when they could not get 
a,t Lhe dishone"'t one~)? ' 

The Ho~. A. RAF:F ""aid it wa> a pity that 
hon. gentlemen on the opposite side argued against 
the clause, because, however pure their motives 
might be, they would be blamed for objecting to 

it on their own >eccount, and not on account of 
the honeso gmzing farmer. It could not in any 
w;cy injure the honest grazing selector who had 
stock on his land, to require him to give evidence 
if they were not his 1own but belonged to some
one else, ;end th1tt he w;cs p>eicl for the grazing 
of them, and that they did not belong to 
the neighbouring lessee. It would be very 
nn wise for hon. gentlemen opposite to strike 
out the cl;cuse. It would be taken as a 
motion entirely in their own favour and not in 
f;cvour of the gmzing brmer. On those grounds 
he strongly objected to have the clause struck 
I) Ut. 

The HoN. W. GRAHAM said it was very 
kind of the Hon. Mr. Half to be so careful of 
the reputation of the squatters, but he thought 
they were quite able to look ;eft er themselves in 
th;ct respect. ::Vloreover the hon. gentlem;cn 
m;ccle a mistake in his speech. He seemed to 
think that the holder of " lease adjoining a 
resumed portion could not graze stock, but he 
could do so. 

The HoN. A. RAFF : I said he could. 
The Hoe'!. W. GRAHAM: The hon. gentle

man certainly said what he had stated. The 
hun. the Postmaster-General in the course of 
his remarks made use of a very particular 
expression ; he said that the commissioner could 
be "s;ct" upon, or that his action could be brought 
>ebout by ;cny person outside. 

The POSTMASTEH-GENEHAL: He must 
get his inforn1ation smnewhere. 

The HoN. \V. GRAHAJ\I: He con•iclerecl 
that most objectionable. He could not imagine 
;cny person who knew anything about selectors
;cbont the way they quarrelled amongst them
selves, the rows they got np on account of 
different nation;clitiP.•, different religions, and all 
that sort of thing-the je;clousy, envy, and un
ch;critableness th>et existed ;cmong them -he 
could not understand how they could not see the 
clanger tlmt would creep in by setting those men 
to spy upon e>ech other. It wonlcl be very 
harassing, whether a man w;cs honest or dis
honest, and it would not tend to the settlement 
of the colony. 

The HoN. W. I<'. LA:\IBER'l' said the clause 
w>es " mist>eke altogether ; there was no occasion 
for it. He might mention, for the information 
of the Postmaster-General, that he knew of a 
case th>et had occurred within the last fortnight, 
where a m>en with a mob of tmvelling cattle 
passing through country suffering from c!;onght 
went on ;cs far as he possibly could ; his last 
horse knocked up, >end he could go neither 
backward nor forward, and the stock had to be 
thrown on the station. In " case like that, why 
should the lessee be called upon to show how 
the stock got there, or that they were there 
contmry to the provisions of the Bill? He 
thought the clause was ridiculous. 

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL s;cid the 
hon. gentleman's st>etement w;cs ridiculous. It 
showed th>et he had not read the clause. 

The HoN. W. :B'. LAMBERT: I h;cve read it. 
ThePOSTMASTER-GE:t\ERAL: He very 

much <jnestionecl it, because the hon. gentleman 
h;ccl some intelligence, ;end if he had re;ccl it. 
he would never h;cve haz>erclecl the statement h., 
had just m>ede. \Vhat was the meaning of the 
words "are ordin!Lrily depastured on" holding "? 
The hon. gentlenmn did not underst>encl the 
chtuse, or he wonld not h:we s>eicl such a thing. 
He <;aid that stock brought upon >t rnn, >eml 
left there by accident for a fortnight, was to be 
regarded as steel: '' ordinarily depastured u l'on a. 
holding." Surely he did not understand the 
meaning of the clause. 
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The Hox. W. F. LAMBER'r said the stock 
might Le there for the next three months, he
can.<e they could not be removed unlec<s min fell 
in the district. He had read the cl:tuse and 
maintained that he was perfectly correct i'n the 
view he took of it. 

The Hox . • J. C. HEUSSLEH said the 
argument of the Hon. :Ylr. Lambert was very 
lame. Hnrely if the stock could not ~et away 
they must remain, but for all th>ct they were not 
pm·t of the stock of the run. ·with regard to the 
arguments that had been used respecting agist
ment, surely any person who gave sheep or cattle 
on agistruent would have sorr1e sort of a.n agree
ment which the lessee could urnduce when called 
upon by the commissioner to do so; and if he did so 
there would be an end of the matter. He had 
listened very patient!~· to the discu•sion, and 
thought they were only wasting time in talking 
about the matter. It was as clear as a pikestaff 
to him, >m cl they might as well let the clause pnss 
and have clone with it. 

Clause pnt and passed. 

On clause ()2, as follows :-
"If the lease of any farm is determinetl by forfeiture 

or othenvise, the land compriserl therein maY be pro
l'iaimp,d open to seleetion by the first applicant, for the 
rem~tinder of the term of the lease on the R:tme terms as 
those then applicn.hle thereto, or may be proclaimed 
open for selection or occupation in any manner in whieh 
Crown lands in the district may be selected or oecnpied. 

"J1ut the former lessee shall not. in case the lease was 
rletermined by forfeiture, be competent to select the 
hmd or any part thereof, or to become the lessee 
thereof or of any part thereof by assignment, t'or a 
period of five ye~Lrs from the time of forfeiture. 

•·If the land is applied for and seJectcU for the remain
der of the term, the new les~ee shall pay to the former 
lessee eo1upem;ation for any imp1·ovemcnts npon the 
l:J.nd. rrhe amount of such compensation shall be de
termined by the board after hearing both parties, and 
shall be recoverable by action in any court of com
petent jurisdiction. 

"If the land is otherwise dealt with. then anv a.mount 
which is afterwards receivetl by the Orown in i-e8pecL of 
any such imvrovemcnts shall be ptdcl over to the former 
lessee." 

The POST:\IASTER-GENJ~lL.\.L moved that 
the words "before the expiration of the term 
thereof" be in8erted aft~r '• otherwbe," in the 
2nd line of thP clause. He said the amendment 
was necessary because there were subsequent 
provisions dealing with the term when the ]e,'"e 
was determined by effiuxion of time. 

The HoN. \V. H. \V ALSH said he wished to 
point ont the peculiar elegance of the clause. 
It said:-

.. If the leaf'e of any farm is dcterminc(l by forfeiture 
or otherwise, the land eompriscd therein uwy be pro
t'laimecl open to selection by the first applicant." 
According to that the applicant appeared to pro
claim the land open to ;;election. That was a 
new way of administering the Act. He did not 
know whether it had escaped the acute observa
tion of the Pos!master-General, but it certainly 
bore that meamng, and he had no doubt that in 
a crotchety court of law it would be so held. 

Amendment agreed to. 
The Hox. A. C. GREGORY said that in the 

:3rd parag-raph of the clause provision wa~ rrmde 
for the pa,yment of cmnptmHatiou in the case of a 
previonH and subset JllBllt leR~ee, a.nd under clan:--:e 
:17 they hat! made special provision for the 
payment of the value of the improvements hy 
tlHe new lessee to the old leBHee, or for the money 
being paid into the hanch of the conunisHioner. 
He therefore pro]"''*"! to add at the end of the 
paragraph after "jurisdiction" the following 
word::':~-

l)roYi<lP.dlhnt the new le~~Pe :-<hall lJot hP entitlerl lo 
r.e-~eive. hit-: ]fl,¥1"0 nntil he .-;hall produce eYirlPtwe of 
ll'·ir!ng iJ.nl,.~ pairi thP ":dr1 amnnnt of e0mpP11"'~Jtinn. n\· 
::-ha.ll have lodz<:>d the amount m the band~ of the la1H1 
~>~cut or otllerrre•crilJed om,cer, 

The POST::VIASTERGEXKlcAL said the 
atuelH:huent wa:-; :-iimila.r to one that had been 
already made, ;mcl he offered no objection to it. 

.. A.rnewhnent agreed to. 

The HoN. A. J. THYXXE said the 2nd 
paragrnph of the clause read very harshly in 
some respects. lt prevented a former lessee, for 
a period of five years, from being able to take up 
any portion of a ::ielection v.rhich, pot"i::-;ihly, he 
had been obliged, through stress of cirCluustanceH, 
to abandon. He thought the clause w''" too 
harsh, and he could r;ee no real pra.ctica.l rea~·mn 
for the insertion of it. If there was any such 
reason he should not object to it, but he ;,;tw no 
sufficient reason for exposing nwu \vho, ped1aps 
through misfortune, had been obliged tu lo;;e their· 
property to the desir,bility of being unable to 
take up that property again. 

The POST:YIASTER-GENERAL said there 
was no hardship upon the lessee. He w;cs not 
debarre<l from alienating land at all. If he got 
hard up it would be competent for him to assign 
the property. But a man might forfeit for mal
practices ; nnd surely his punishment of forfei
tnre would amount to nothing if he \\·as at liberty 
immediately afterwards to re-select th9 land. 

Clause, as amended, put and passed. 
Clause G3-''l\1ortgages''-passed as llrinted. 

On clause G4, as follows :-
,,A memorandum of mortgage shall have effe(·t onl~· 

a:o; a sc<~nrity for the snm of money intended to he 
seen red by it, and shall not take effect as an as.:·dgnment 
of the lease." 

The Hox. \V. D. BOX asked if a memoran<lnm 
of 1nortgage would be any security to the lnort
gagee unles<'~'J it contained a clause by which, on 
foreclosnre, he could sell, and consequently 
assign the lease? 

The POHTMASTER-GENEHAL: That is 
provided for in the next clause. 

The Ho". W. :0. BOX said that, on reading 
the clause, he found there was no power g-iYen to 
the mortgagee to sell. 

The POST:\:fAST:ER-GJ•:XEK\L said the 
power tu sell i~ given in the following- clanse. It 
put the mortgagee of tlw leasehold 011 precisely 
the sarne footing as a mortgagee holding under 
the Real Property Act. 

The Hox. J. TAYLOH: Except that he 
must sell within twelve months, and cannot hold 
the land himself. 

The Hox. W. H. vVALSH said that if a 
n1ortgagee had a nwrtgage on a holding he would 
have to find a purchaser for it, and that pur
cha,er must be a person of spotless character
one of the elect, in fact. The next clause said, 
" provided that the purchaser must be a person.'' 

The POSTMAST}~R-GEKERAL: You would 
not have him a thing, would you? 

The HoN. \V. H. W ALSH said the man who 
came under that Bill would be less than a thing; 
he wonJd certainly not be a nmn :tt all. He 
maintained he \Vould be a thing ; but, lHnvever, 
whatever he would be, the purchaser must be a. 
person who was not disrpmlified to be a les;;ee of 
the lai1d under the provisions of the Bill. ;-;o 
that, to obtain the value of his chtim, the mort
gagee would ha.vA to go through the length and 
breadth of the land to find out some iunu
cent ver~ou who did uot }.JO:::>KeH::; any other 
lanrl under the Bill. He would state about 
how the clause would result: the mortgagee 
wnulrl, in a.ll probability, put the hnldin,C( 
into the hands of a,n auctioneer. rrhe anct.it)llet:J' 
would adverti~e it in the usual way, and a lar6e 
meeting of persor1s would take place in the 

1 
rooms on the clay of the e.1le, and they would 

' commence to bid. But the reculiarity of it was 
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tlutt each man who made a bid would have to 
corne forward and prove that he ,Na::; a,n innocent 
person, and held no hwd under the Bill. 

The Hox. A .• T. THYK;\'}';: Produce his 
ticket-of-leave! 

The Hox. W. H. vYALSH said it would 
approach a~ nearly a~ it pos~ibly could gn in any 
white cmmtry-in any English country-to the 
wny in which f'lave' were bought at a mm·ket. 
Every \,i!l<ler mould have to step forward and 
prov·e that he W<L' qualified to lJid, tmd tlmt for 
.Yt~fLI''"' he had l1eeu an innocent and :-;potler-:~ 
li1Hll. 

Clan se 1 m~:-ted a:-. printed. 

On clause Hr1, as follo\YR :-
" H clet'Hnlt it' made in nw payment of the nHHIC,\' 

~l'(·nret~ by memomntlum or mortgage ae(•ordiug to the 
tenur tlu:rpot', 01· uyou the happeniug ol' any event whieh, 
iH·~ording to the termk or r lte l!lenwrauclmu, eH titles 
the mm·tga6'L'8 :so to do, the morlga.gee llHL,\' 

1. t~nter npou and talw and retain possE~~sion of the 
holding for any period not t•x,·eeding twelve 
months; 

') Sell the holding by lH1hlie auetion, after not le~:o; 
than thil'tY day~· notiee of the intended sale 
}JulJlished i'n thP (-/(c:elte and a lo(•al nmvspa]Jer. 

Pruvidptl that the llltrcha;.;er mn~t 1w a 
JlPl':->on who is not dh;quali1ied to 1Je the 
lt•;.;sce of the land under tlte _provisions o t this 
\et: 

"Proritled nevertheless th~tt the hoard may e-xtencl 
the time duriug- which the mortgagee may retain 
lJosscssion of, or sell the holding." 

The Hox. A. .r. THY.:fKE said that wa.' 
mther an important clause, and the Hon. :Mr. 
\V:clsh had, to some extent, anticipated the dis
cn,,ion upon it.. The clanse placed extmorclinary 
restrictions 1llJon n1ortgagees exercising their 
ordiuar~r rights of realif:iing upon the .~ecurity 
they had got. The clause was ,mch as to render 
securities under the Bill practically worthless. 
Hon. gentlemen wonlrl remember that in 
time, of prosj,erity, people did not generally 
ntake default in the payn1ent of mortga
ges; it was only in tirne::. of adven.:;ity that 
people got into such a position as to have 
their property seized upon all< I sold out by mort
gagee~. In the case of any agricultural industry
as for instance at the present time, the sug·ar 
industry-where there was a depression the mort
gagees would find themselves, if they held under 
this Bill, in the position of having had wa.res to 
sell, ttnd in a depressed market. They were de
prived of the only means they had hitherto hnd 
of protecting thernsel ves by carrying on the 
operation::; then1selves nntil such thne aH 
prm;perity dawnerl again. Son1e years ago, 
persons engaged in the Rugar industry were 
only too glad to get ri<l of their land 
a.nd give it to the n1or tgag#,~es as sorne 
loathsnrne thing ; and the lTifn'tgageeH \Vere only 
able to lJrotect themselves by carrying on for 
four or five ymM"S the vlantations over which 
they had secnrities ; and by doing so they were 
able in a great 1nany instances to recoup them
selves for the money they had advanced on the 
property. Bnt, under the Bill before them, they 
would have to realise upon the property within 
twelve months, and they would simply be at 
the mercy of any person who chose to make 
ttn offer. It might be said that the 
proviso at the end of the clause was " 
sufficient protection ag·ainst that ; but those 
who had any experience of financial institutions, 
would :tdmit that those institutions wonld never 
expose themselves to be hindered or hara,;,;p,d 
l>y any Govenuuent officials or a.ny institution 
that might have the right of controlling their 
oiJeration:-: on secnritieK. His attention had been 
pointedly called tu that particular part of the 
Act by a gentlen1an who~e na1ne, if he Inen
tionecl it, would be received with respeut Ly both 
sides of the House. 'rh at ge11tleman had a~k('c\ him 

to mention it, because he believed that the people 
with whom he was concerned would be debarred 
from takin).( any securities under that Bill. 
They had put a grmtt many restrictions upon 
farmers anr\ graziers under the Bill, and if they 
pttssed tlmt clause they would put upon them th" 
greatest restriction they had inflicted yet ; 
becEtnRe, to rt large extent, it would Cl'aulp their 
credit, and if they got into difficulty they would 
have grea,t trouble indeed in finding any~ 
hody to help thelll out. Re could under
stand that the ohje.ct fm which the clause 
wa~ put in wa.:-: to preve11t nwrtgagee~ 
being practically the persons for whom dnm
xnier:-:; would take np selections; and he quite 
sympathi.sed with that object. But he thought 
they could have found some provision by which 
the public woulcl be protected, and at the same· 
time the value of the farmer's security would 
not be depreciated to ,;uch an extent tts it woulcl 
be under that Bill. He did not intend to 
frame a clause for the Government, but he 
would suggest that if a mortgagee held th" 
security for twelve months, and, on submitting
it to auction, found that he could not obtain 
a price sufficient to cover the money he 
had advanced, he should be allowed to hold it 
nntil he conic! get a purchaser at that price. 
That was a wtty out of the difficulty, and uulesK 
some provision of the kind was adopted the 
clause would be found one of the most seriomJ 
drawbacks in the Bill. 

The POS'l'11ASTER-GENERAL said the 
hon. gentleman had got tt very peculittr idea of 
the functions of a legislator. He said he was 
not going to sugge8t an an1endment. 

'l'he Hox. A .• T. THYKKE: I have sug
ge8ted one. 

The POST~IASTKR- GEXEitAL said the 
hon. 1nen1ber ha<l said he \Vas not going to suggest 
an amendment to improve the Bill, as it was not 
part of his dnty as a legislator. It certainly was 
part of the hon. gentlenw.n ~s duty as a legi~la..tor 
to make legis!tttion as perfect :cs possible ; and if 
that wtts not his ide::t of his duty, he ought nut 
to have become a legislator. \Vlmt were they 
there for but to do their duty, and their duty 
was to nmke legislation tts periect as possible. 
He said that was the most perfect scheme the 
Government could devise. He was not too 
proud to listen to suggestions, and would be very 
glad to consider any amendments the hon. gentle
tnan, or any other hon. gentlmnan, 1night pro
pose which would hav·e the effect of relieving the 
hone~t selector, aud at the same tirne vrotecting 
the country. The h(m. gentleman had admitted 
that if they allowed unlimited license to mort
gxtgeer..;, and perulitted then1 to retuain in pOB8€S
sion for an indefinite period, they would be 
offering the greatest inJucmnent~ to persons tn 
hecon1e dunnniers in the narne of nwrtgagees. 
It was to preYent 'uch a state of affairs that the 
limit imposed by the clause wtts ]Jrescribed; bnt 
if that would cause any hardship, the board 
conld give the rnnrtgagee an nnlin1ited extension 
of tirr1e ; and nu geutlmuan who occupied a posi
tion of trust would compel a man to sell at a loss 
if there was anv reasonable prospect of t1 sale 
being effected m1 better terms. 

The HoN. ,J. TA YLOR said that when speak
ing on the second reading- of the Bill he declared 
himself opposed to that clatme, as he thoug-ht it 
was unfair and unjust to the mortgagee, the 
1nortgagor, and to all p~trtie::; concerned. He 
wondered whether there wa,; any man with 
money who wonhl be so foolish as to lend money 
to distres,;ed selectors on such terms as were 
imposed by that clause. If there were, he must 
be fit for \Voogaroottnd nowhere ebe. He would 
suggest an mnen(hnent in the clause, and he 
hoped the Postlllaster-General would agree to it, 
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and that was that the words " twelve months'' 
be struck out, with the view of inserting " three 
ye11rs." 

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL: Make it 
thirty years ! 

The HoN. J. TAYLOR said it was no use the 
hon. gentleman sneering in that way about the 
amendment. Twelve months was too short. 

The POSTMASTER-GE:t\KHAL: The time 
can be extended. 

The HoN. J. TAYI,OH : It could be extended 
by the board; but were there auy lllen who had 
the slightest trust in the board"! Hon. members 
wanted tv know who were to constitute the 
board'! 

The l:'OS'l'MASTRR-UJ<:NJ•atAL: The de
cision of the hoard can be appe:tled from. 

The HoN. J. TAYLOR said he considered 
that the time was too short, and would move 
that the words "twelve months" be omitted 
with the view of inserting "three years." 

The HoN. A. J. THYNNE said he must say 
that he had a good deal of pity for the Post
master-General for the functions he had to 
perform in that Chamber, and the feeling he 
had in that respect was caused by the evidence 
which the hon. gentleman had just given to 
them of the effect his exertions were having 
on him. If he was not attacking somebody 
in one way or other he did not seem to be in his 
element. In that instance the hem. gentleman 
had chosen to lecture him upon his duties as a 
legislator in that Chamber. Now, he (Hon. Mr. 
Thynne) thought he had given as much atten
tion to his duties in that Chamber since he 
had been in it as any hon. gentleman had. 
He did not think there had been many Bills 
before them to which he had not given as 
much attention as the Postmaster-General, 
although that gentleman held an official 
position in the House as a member of the Gov
ernment. At the same time, he contended that 
the Bill before the Committee, taking it from 
end to end, was more or less imperfect ; and 
that it would be a task entirely beyond any in
dividual member to undert:1ke its reformation. 
He was convinced that if it were passed the 
Government would find that before twelve 
months had passed it would be neceseary to 
remodel it. The suggestion he had offered to 
the Postmaster-General was made in good faith 
for the purpose of removing what he considered 
-and many other persons besides considered
was a very serious defect in the Bill ; and he 
thought it should have been treated in some 
other way than the unkindly manner in which 
it was treated by the Postmaster-General. 

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

Co?<nNTs, 14. 
The Hons. C. S. Mein, J. C. Heussler, J. Swan. A. Raff, 

T. L. :M:urray-Prior, J. F. McDougall, G. King, 1V. Aplin, 
W. Forrest. J. C. Smsth, J. C. Foote, W. F. I,ambert, 
A. C. Gregory, and W. Pettigrew. 

NON-CONTENTS, 3. 

The Hons. J. Taylor, A. J. Thynne, and W. G. Power. 

Question resolved in the affirmative. 
The HoN. J. TA YLOH said he would move a 

further amendment, and that was that the word 
"twenty-four" be substituted for ''twelve." 

The POSTMASTEH-GENERAL: You can
not do that. Those words stand part of the 
clause. 

The HoN. W. FORREST said before the 
clause was pnt he would like to say that in 
voting against "three years" he did so because, on 
looking into the clause, he thought the provision 
:w it stood woulcl h~ve the effect of pl·eventing 

a mortgagee from stepping in and arbitrarily 
taking possession of a selection, since he would 
know that if he did so he would have to realise 
within twelve months. The clause would, there
fore, protect the selector, as it would have the 
effect of inducing the Inortgagee to deal n1ore 
tenderly with him than he wonld otherwise dn. 

Clanse passed aH printed. 
Chtnse OG-" Transfer on si1le"·--pat-;sed a~ 

printed. 
On clause G7, a:; follow~S :-
" .-\ le~see under this part of this Act may uuU.erlet 

the whole Ol' any part of his holdmg, and an undel'~ 
lease may be uan .. ~ferred, subject to the following con
ditions, but not otherwise, that is to say,-

1. '!'he sub-lessee or transferree luust he a person 
wlw is not hhn~elt' disqualified to become the 
lessee Llllder thifl part of this Act of a farm in tht1 
same district, aud of the same area, as the 
land included in the undcrle~~se; 

2. The approval of the boa..rd must be obtainc(l to 
the underlease or transfer; 

3. Such approval shall not be ~ivcn to an underlease 
unlesR special grounds are slHnvn by the lessee 
to the satisfaction of the board for grantin~ 
such approval ; 

4. The underlease or transfer must be in writing and 
in duplicate, and one original thereof must be 
l'egistered in the Department of Public LantlR:' 

The Ho~. T. L. MUl:tRAY-PHIOH said he 
would take that opportunity of saying that, 
although he voted on the other side, he had no 
faith whatever in the clause ; but he was not 
going to oppose it. 

The HoN. A. J. THYNNE said he had a very 
tangible objection to subsecti0ns 2 and 3 of that 
clause. Under that clause, sublessees must 
be persons who "ere not themselves dis· 
qualified from holding land under the Bill, 
and, as the Hon. Mr. vV alsh had said, they must 
produce their ticket-of-leave to occupy a sub
lease. If that requirement was insisted upon, 
why should a selector be driven to make applica
tion to the board for leave to underlet part of hiH 
property, and why should he be compelled to 
show special grounds for subletting? He thought 
it was the refinement of cruelty to place such 
restrictions on agricultural and grazing farmers. 
They would never be able to stand them. If a 
man took the hull by the horns and sublet 
a portion of his property without the per
mission of the board, he was liable to have 
the whole forfeited ; and once it was forfeited, 
he could not take it up again for five years. 
That was legislation with a vengeance-he did 
not say that vengeance was intended, but it was 
there in fact, and would be felt by those who 
risked their money upon holdings under the 
Bill. To reduce the matter to a small thing, he 
might say that the holder of a farm could not 
allow the men he employed to have an acre or 
two of land for a garden. He moved that sub
section 2 be omitted. 

The POSTMASTER-GENI~RAL said the 
clause was an extension of the privileges of 
lessees to selectors. In no previous instance had 
a selector been allowed to sublet any portion nf 
his holrling, but now he would be allowed to do 
so; and surely there was no hardship in saying 
that the approval of the board must be obtained. 
The selector might underlet in contravention of 
the provisions of the statute, and the board, as 
custodians of the proper administration of the 
Act, ought to be at liberty to step in and s~e 
that the underletting was properly done. 
Instead of the clause being oppressive, it was 
most liberal. It gave to the selector privileges 
which he never before enjoyed in the colony. 

The Ho~. \V. FOHHEST said he hoped the 
Postmaster-General would look a little more 
closely into the clause. He (Mr. I<'orrest) looked 
upon 20,000-acre selections as the es,ence of the 
Act, and they should be clealt with in such ~ 
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manner as to be subject to as few restrictions as 
possible. They were in fact small squattages, 
and he ditl not oee whv restrictions should be 
placed on them which "were not placed on big 
:-:;(JULlttages. 

The HoN. W. H. \VALSH said he agreed 
with the opinion expressed by the Hon. Mr. 
Thynne and the Hon. Mr. l<'orrest. The clause 
might he made to work oppressively to the man 
of small means who did not hold a high position 
eithel" in society, or in the locality in which he 
re,ided. The magnates in East and \V est 
:Vloreton and the Darling Downs might work 
such a clause very well, on account of their 
influence with the hmtrd ; but the small men 
w.ho were not politicians, or uwney-lenders, who 
thd not do large bnsiness with the banks, or 
tradesmen, would be in a very different posi
tion when they came before the boa.rd, especially 
if they had agn,inst thern neighbours who vvere 
more powerful than themselves. He did not 
hesitate t,, say that in distant places like Mary
borough, Rockhampton, and Townsville, where 
people had no friends to represent them, except 
the Hon. Mr. Thynne, apparently, in that Cham
ber, they would suffer under such restrictions as 
that coutained in the clause; a.nd their voices of 
complaint would never be heard because they 
resided "o far from the metropolis. The clanse 
could be made strong in favour of the strong 
man, and oppressive against those who had no 
friend, at court. He trusted the good sense of 
the Committee would see the non-necessity for 
th~, subsection, and would have it eliminated. 

The HoN. A. J. THYNKE said the discus
sion was doing good service in exposing the real 
position of the small selectors under the Bill. 
The first sentence uttered by the Postmaster
General in opposing the amendment was that the 
privilege the Government were going to allow the 
selectors w"s one that they had never been 
allowed before. 

The POST::VIASTER-GENERAL: I said 
thi3 was a privilege accorded to selectors which 
they were never allowed before. 

The HoN. A. J. THYNNE: It was a dis
tinction without a difference. He could not 
think the hon. gentleman was strictly correct in 
saying that it was a privilege not recognised at 
the present time. vVhether previous Acts were 
right or not was not the C[uestion. They were 
there to make as good a how as possible. The 
discu;ssiou was showing the Bill in such colours 
th>Lt 1t would be strongly resented by the peovle 
when they understood it. The policy of the 
vresent Governrr1ent was to break up large 
estates to settle men on the land who would 
cultivate it. On the sugar plantations, for in
stance, they wanted men to settle who would 
grow cane and sell it to the large mill owners. 
How would the clause affect them? If he had 
land in the North suitable for sugar-growing, 
and wished to let it in small portions, he could 
not rlo so without a permit from the board in 
Brisbane. It was H.bsurd to make such restric
tions, when the colony and the Government were 
fully protected by the reC[uirements of the 1st 
sub:-;ection. 

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL said the 
theory of the Bill w>ts that persons who applied 
for selections should he persons who wished to 
utilise the land themselves; and the objection to 
unrestricted subletting was that it wonl<l en
courage persons to take up selections without 
any intention of utilising them, but at the same 
time preventing others from taking them up-in 
other words, after taking up selections, compel
ling other veop~e to pay heavil,Y for the use of tl;e 
ground. But m cases where 1t was des1mble, m 
the interests of the bond fide lessee, to sublet 
portions, the honrd would no doubt let him do .~o. 

The HoN. T. L. MURRAY-PRIOH said 
there was one remark made by the Hon. Mr. 
W alsh which he could not silently pass over. 
He said the Hon. Mr. Thynne was the only 
member of the Council who was in favour of the 
selectors. 

The Ho~. vV. H. W ALSH: I said nothing of 
the sort. If the hon. gentleman will allow me I 
will tell him what I did say. 

The Ho~. '1'. L. MURRA Y-PRIOR said he 
was not finding fault with the hon. gentlemen ; 
he only wished to put him right. The Hon. 
J\lr. Thynne, had taken a great interest in the 
Bill, especially in the part now under considera
tion. 'l'hat part he (Hon. Mr. Murray-Prior) 
looked upon >ts the worst, becam;e it was so hard 
upon the very persons whom the Government 
ought to protect. 'l'hough he had not said 
a very great deal on the measure, and 
though he did not intend to say much on 
it, he should assist as far as lay in his power 
to amend the Bill for the benefit of the selectors. 
But his own opinion was that the Bill was 
worthless for selectors, and that its very badness 
would cure itself. 

The HoN. vV. H. W ALSH said he could 
assure the Hon. Mr. Murray-Prior that he 
did not say that the Hon. Mr. Thynne was 
the only protector or advocate of the selectors. 
He referred especially to the northern parts 
of the colony, and he mentioned distinctly 
1\faryborough, Rockhampton, and Townsville. 
\V hat he did say was, that that hon. gentleman 
w~ts the only member who seemed to cast his 
eye, so far as the administration of the Bill 
was concerned, further than the immediate 
residences of mnst hon. gentlemen on the other 
side of the Chamber. He had taken an enlarged 
view of the question. He (Hon. Mr. Walsh) 
had listened to the Hon. Mr. 'l'aylor and other 
hon. gentlemen opposite, and had been irresis
tibly !eel to the conclusion that they were ad va
cating the interests of only the particular locali
ties they were connected with. They had certainly 
done well in exposing the defects of the Bill and 
removing some of them. The learned disquisi
tions that had taken place were due to hon. gentle
men, who, all the same, did not look very much 
bevond their own interests ; and the defects they 
had exposed would go forth through the length 
and breadth of the country, and sooner 
or later they would find their reward in 
the careful apprehension of the people to the 
facts they had elicited. But he specially marked 
out the Hon. Mr. Thynne as looking a little 
further than his own door, because he had 
noticed that whenever the case of the poor man 
or the small man c:1ome under observation he was 
always anxious in defending them--in defending 
selectors in distant places. The hon. gentleman 
had, at any rate, tnken them into his thoughts 
and endeavoured to get their wrongs redreRsed 
and their rights acknowledged. He re1•eated 
that the two subsections in question could be 
worked easily by men of powerful influence in 
the neighbourhood so as to be most oppressive to 
those persons who hac! not the same influence as 
their competitors posse,sed. 

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

CmrrEXTs, 9. 
The Hons. C. S. 1lein, J. 'l'aylor. J. C. IIeussler, J. Swan, 

J. C . .Footo, w·. Pettigrow, A_. ltaff, A. C. Gregory, and 
G. King. 

:Xo~-COXTE~TS, 10. 
'rhe !Ions. J. F. 3IcDongall, W. II~ Walsh, W. D. Box, 

\V. Aplin, J. U. Smyth, 1Y. F. l.Jttmbert, \V. Forrest, 
T. L . .)lurray-Prior, 1\'. G. Power, and A. J. Thynne. 

(lllestion resol Yecl in the negative. 
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On the motion of the HoN. A. J. THYNNE, 
subsection 3 was omitted as a consequential 
amendment. 

Clause, as amended, put and passed. 

Clauses 68 and G9 passed as printed. 
On clause 70, as follows :-
" 1'fhenever the boundaries of any district comprise 

any conditiomtlHeleetion ~elected under the provisions of 
the Cruwn Lands Alienation Act of lt37G, the selector 
may apply to the :\Iinister to surrender his title unrler 
tluLt Act, and to receive instead thereof a, lease of the 
land as an agricultural farm under thi!' Imrt of this Act, 
notwithstanding that the area exeeecls nine hundred 
and sixty acres. 

"Upon such surrender, the selector sht-tll be entitled 
to receive a lease under this part of this Act for the 
preRcribcd term. 

"'l'he total rent which has been paid by t.he selector 
in respect of the selection, after cleducting a snm Bl{Ual 
to sixpence per acre, or one-half Lhe annual rent, which
ever is tlw lc~ser sum, for every year <luring which the 
selection has bt•en held, shall be eredited to the scle(·tor 
as paid in advance in respeet of the rent reserved by the 
lease; or if there be any surplus afLer payment of such 
rent, then in rt:~:;pect of the pnrcha.se money, ns herein
after provided. 

"The rent to be reserYed nndcr the lease for the first 
ten years shall be determined by the board, but shall 
not be less than the minilnmn hereinbeforc vrescribed. 

" The purcha.s.e money to be pn.id on pnrehasing the 
selection within the first twelve years, as hereinafter 
provided, shall be the selectiotl vriec, or a sum equal to 
one pound per acre, whichever is the greater snm. 

"A selector may, before applying to surrender his 
title under the provisions of this section, require the 
board to determine the rent which will be reserved for 
the first ten years in the event of such surrender." 

On motion of the HoN. A. C. GREGOHY, the 
words "nine hundred and ~ixty " at the end of 
the lRt paragraph were omitted, and "one 
thousand two hundred and eighty" inserted as 
a consequential amendment. 

The HoN .• \. J. 'rHYKNE said he had an 
amendment tn move in the 3rd paragraph-to 
omit the words " sixpence per acre or one-half the 
annual rent, whichever is the lesKer ::;urn," and 
insert instead thereof the words "the annual 
rent to be paid during the first period of the new 
lease." The clause set out the conctitions upon 
which persons holding selection under the pre
sent law might come under the provisions of the 
Bill. The scheme of the clause was that when 
they applied to do so, an account was to be taken 
of the amount of instalments of purchase money 
they had paid in respect of their conditional 
selections, and they had to deduct either 6d. per 
acre, or if the annual rent was less than ls. an . 
acre, they had to deduct half the annual rent 
they had been paying·, and credit was to be given 
to them in the books of the Goveriunent for the 
balance as against the rents to accrue in future 
years under the new lea se. That was not a very 
suitable way of making the provisions. It seemed 
to him that it would be much better if they 
were to take an account of the number of 
years that the selector had been in possession 
of his property, nnd, iu consideration of his 
coming under the present Bill, that he should 
be charged, for the time he had been in occupa
tion, thn same rent as he would have to pay 
during the first ten years of his lease. That was, 
that no matter what his rent or imtalments 
of pmchase money had been each year for 
the nuntber of years he had been in possession of 
the land, that was not to be taken as the test of 
the amount which he was actually to forfeit to 
t~e Governn1ent, or give upon con1ing under the 
B1ll ; the true test would be for him to get the 
rent that he had to pay duriug the first ten years 
of his lease assessed by the board as provided by 
the last clamn, so that he could know exactly 
whet her he was on the Jig·ht side or the wrong 
side in giving up his selection, and conling under 
the Bill. Supposing he had been paying a rent of ls 

an acre or ls. Instalment upon land at 10s. an acre 
and held it for five years, if he got a lease at 3d' 
an acre he would have his rent paid for him for 
several years in advance, and it might be worth 
while in such a case for the struggling selector 
to come under the Bill. He would not have moved 
any amendment upon the clause had he not been 
written to by selectors in the country to propose 
some more equitable scheme under which they 
could come under the Bill. He did not think 
there could be any objection mised to the 
principle he proposed, as the Government had 
in hand a certain snm of money belonging to 
these selectors, and there was no deduction for 
interest made against them. \Vithout some 
equitable arrangement of that kind, when they 
compared the provisions of the present law with 
the restrictions under the Bill, there would be 
no inducement to selectors to come under the Bill 
at all. 

The POST1IASTER-GENEHAL said that, 
while being desirous to be as liberal as ]Jossible 
to the selectors, he did not see his way to accept 
the amendment. It was not quite so fair as the 
hon. gentleman believed it to be. His proposal 
was that they should credit the selector with nll 
the money he had !wen previously paying 
for rent, and let that be exhauster! before 
he would have to pay any other rent. It 
should be remembered that accorcling to the 
principle already approved there was to be an 
increase in rental after the first ten years. Take 
the case of a selector who took up land for five 
years, and who had paid 5s. a• rent, and the 
rental was fixed, they would say, at the minimum 
price of 3d. per acre. He would have theu his 
holding under the Bill rent free for twenty 
years. At any rate he would not bring himself 
under the provisions of the statute providing for 
the increase of rental, bec1mse he would have 
fifteen years' occupation at the same rate, 
instead of holding for ten years at the same 
rate, as the selector under the Bill would have to 
do. He would have occupation for five years, 
and it would not be debited against him, and the 
rental he had paid would be appropriated to 
the payment of rent for subsequent years. HP 
would reallv get his first five years' rent free, and 
for the first fifteen years of the lease he would 
be practically under the same rental as at first. 
'They had already stipulated that, the agricultural 
and grazing selectors would pay rent at the same 
rate for ten years, and immediately after that the 
rent would be increased at least 10 per cent. It 
would not be fair to confer a privilege upon the 
incoming selector which would not be couferred 
upon the selectors under the Bill. They wonld, 
according to the Bill, deduct a sum equal to Ud. 
per acre, or Qne-half of the annual rent, which
ever was the lesser amount according- to his hold
ing under the Act of 187U. If they paid 11 less 
rental than Ud. per acre they would deduct 3d., 
and if they paid a higher rental, they would 
deduct Gd. lt seemed to him that that was verv 
fair, and it put new solectors upon about th~e 
same footing as selectors who came in after 
having held under previo@ Acts. 

The HoN. A. ,T. THYNNE said that if the 
hon. gentlmnan \Vent into figures again he 
would see that the proposal was not so much in 
favour of selectors coming· under the Bill as he 
thoug-ht. Take the ca,e of it man who paid five 
years' rent and paid half of the purchase 
money; he would only require to pay another 
.5s. per acre in order to secure the freehold. 

The POST1IASTER-GENERAL : He has to 
perform the conditions still. 

The HoN. A .. J. THYNNE said the condi
tions had to be performed in either case, and 
under the Bill he would have to pay a rent. It 
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was presumed, according to the Bill, that he 
would make the best use of the land, aml he 
would ask, was it really sueh a boon as it was 
professed to be? Under the present conditions 
a rnan could get a freehold at 5s. per acre, and 
relieve himself of having to pay 3d. per acre 
rent, and it could not, therefore, be considered 
a boon to allow him to conoe under the Bill. 
People outside, he was sure, would undoubtedly 
consider it a 1nnre favourable bargain foLr 
the selector to obtain a freehold, and become 
the >tctual owner of the property by paying 5s. 
per acre. He could not see himself what induce
ments were offered to selectors under the present 
law to come under the Bill. \Vhere selectors, 
by reason of drought,, or shortness of money, 
were not in a position to go on paying the 
balance of their instalments, they would be 
glad to accept " concession that woulrl relieve 
them of the payment of money for a few years 
in the immediate future, and that was the· only 
instance where it would be really worth the 
while of the present selectors to come under the 
new Bill. If the Government did not make an 
equitable offer to them they would not find any 
of them coming under the new Bill. 

The HoN. \V. JcORREST said he scarcely 
thought, from the explanation given by the 
Postrnaster-Geneml, that he understood rruite 
what was intenderl by the Hon. Mr. 'rhynne. 
As he understood the amendment, it was pro
posed that if the conditional selector, under the 
Act of 1876, cletel'Inined to come under the pre
sent Bill, this would take place : he surrendered 
his lease under the Act of 187G and got a nAW 

lease under the Bill, dating substantially from 
the date upon which he surrendered the old 
lease. As the case now stood, he wonld have to 
pay for the time !Je held the la,nd, prior to coming 
under the Bill, Gel. per acre, or one-half of 
the annual rent he was then paying, whichever 
was the lesser sum, and the rest of the money 
would be credited to him as rent in advance. 
The Hon. Mr. 'l'hynne pointed out that the 
amouut might be 1s. per acre ; if he had to 
pay 10s. t'er acre for the land, the rent then 
wonld be very much heavier than the original 
selector under the Bill would have to pay. The 
hon. gentleman only >tsked that the conditional 
selector under the Act of 187G should, from 
the time he held hi" selection, be placed in the 
same position as if he had come nncler the Bill 
withont having been previously a selector under 
the present Act. Supposing a man had paid 5s. 
per acre in rent, and under the Bill he had to pay 
3d. per acre per annum for five years, it would 
only amount to 1s. 3d., and the balance of the 
5s.-3s. 9cl.-would be lying in the Treasury with
out interest. So th"'t if he only bad to pay the 
smne rent as he would have to lJay by corning 
under the present Bill at once, he would be still 
at the diHadvantage of having a.~ certain amount 
of money in the Treasury, without interest, 
and waiting until he could purchase the land. 

The POSTMASTER- GEJ'\ERAL S[tid he 
would get no allow>tnce whntever for int8l·est, 
hnt he \vouhl have OCCUjJied the land for five 
years without any rental at all. He had paid 
five years rental, awl when he came under the 
Bill that payment was creclitecl to him in respect 
of the rent to accrue under the new lease after 
deducting the annual rent at the new rdte for 
the past period. 

The Hox. W. FORREST oaid that under the 
new lease, if the rent was fixed at 3d., it would 
only amount to ls. 3d. in five years, and the selec
tor who had paid lis. in rent would still ha\·e 
3s. 9d. in the Treasury without interest. 

The Hrm. A. J. THYNNE said, if the Post
master-General would be>tr with him for a 

moment, he would point out that his amendment 
was that the totfll rent which had been paid by 
the selector in rest•ect of his selection, after 
deducting a sum ectmtl to the annual rent paid 
under the first period of the new lease for every 
year during which the selection hac! been held, 
should be credited to the lessee, etc. 

The l'OSTl\IASTERGKc'\EHAL said the 
hon. geutlenta.n 'vtts quite correct, bnt hi:-; oUjt~eL
tion had nut been met-that the selector wunlrl 
be pt~ying rent for fifteen years without an 
increa~e, whilst the rent ought to be increased 
l>,, one-tenth after"' bpse of ten years. 

The Hox. J. C. HKCSSLEU said he was in 
a position to clear up the difficulties referred to 
by the Hon. Mr. Thynne. He had had appli
c~ttions for infor1nation on the subject from 
selectors under the Act of lt:i7G, and when he 
explained the matter to them they considerea 
that they were very fairly treated. .Lt was 
quite true that thooe people would have 
to ]my a heavy rent for the last five 
ye,>rs; but it must not be forgotten that it 
·was a conceR.sion to allo\v then1 to CtlUte uudPJ' 
that clause. He was quite sure that only those 
selectors who, through sorr1e rni::;fortune or other, 
coulcl not afford to continue paying their rent 
would con1e under that clause, a.ncl thev claitlled 
then to begin afresh. He thoug-ht those seledors 
were very liherally treated. 

The Hox. A. J. THY:NXE said that after 
the statement made by the hon. gentleman 
that it was only distressed selectors who would 
come under that provisinn, he might claim the 
hon. g-entlema.n's support. The real difticulty 
aH far af.; he could n1ake ont, was no\V narrowed 
down to thi,;-that because selector~ under that 
Bill would have to submit to an increase of 10 
per· cent. of their rent at the end of the first ten 
years, it \\as not fair to pnt present selectors 
on a different foot~ng; but if the hon. gen
tleman would consrder the matter he would 
see that the Govemment woulcl have tlw 
rent for a period of ten years in advance in their 
pocketo, and that would more than cumpensate 
them for the extra rent, with the addition of 10 
per cent., for a crmple of years afterwards. In 
fact, it would be found, if they went into a 
calculation, that the amendment was in favour 
of the Government. 

The HoN. A. C. GREGORY said he thought 
the matter really did not include any very im
pmtant question. A selector under existing 
Acts payin" ls. a vear per acre would at 
a rough c~~'lculation~ be paying 'ocl. u, ;rear 
rent and f5d. a year towards the cn,pital 
sum. If he came under that clause he wonld 
be simply paying rent on the capital smu, 
and deferring the ultimate purchase of the 
land. vVhen they compared those two 
things they would find that, whether they 
adopted the clause as it stood, or whether 
they accepted the amendment, thel'e would 
be very little difference in refllity to the 
lessee when he ultimately became a free
holder. If the lessee wa·s in an extremely 
in1pecunious po~ition and \Vishecl to stave off 
the evil day, he would come under tllftt clause. 
It had been assumed that the board would a"ess 
the rent at :ld., hut he thought it was highly 
probablE> that they would assess the value of a 
piece of land th>tt had been held for several 
years at a higher rate than a new selection. 
The amount wonld probttbly be nearer Gd. an 
acre. 

The Hox. W. FORilEST said he would like 
to point out to the Committee what the interest 
could con1e to. In calcul[tting it juHt nnw he 
founLl that the que~tiou wa:-; a. 1nnch rnore seriou:-; 
one than hon. ntentberw appeared to in1a~·ine, 
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The Act of 1876 permitted a selector to take up 
a conditional purchase of 5,280 acres. Assuming 
that he selected five years ago 5,000acres at 10s., 
he will now have paid 5s. lJer ;wre. Assmuing 
also that he comes under this Hill and that the 
new rent,t! is fixed at 3d. per acre, 1s. 3d., or 3d. 
per acre per annu1n for five years, \Vill have to be 
deducted, thus leavinp; 3s. Ud. ; and G,OOO acres at 
3s. !Jd. was £ll37. If the Government received 
:, pe1· cent. on that, they wouhl actually g-et £.fii0 
interest. 

The POSTl\lAST EH-U EI\KRAL said the 
lwu. gentleman overlooke<l the Lwt tltat th<" 
selector hac! been creclited with his rent yeal' by 
year. They had heen discussing thttt clause :t 

long tiuw, and there w~1~ cmuparati\'ely little in 
it. He wnnlrl not object to the Hon. i\fr. Thynne's 
amnndment. There was no doubt that that Jll'O· 
vision would not be a.vaile<l of, except by 111en 
who did uot find it conveuient to pay their rent. 

Amendment put and passed. 

The Hors-. A. ,J. THYKKE said he proposed 
to omit the wonb "or a sum equal to £1 per acre 
whichever is the greater sum," in the 5th para
g-raph of the clatme. That would leave the 
amount at the present selectiuu price. If the 
dause were P'"sed as it stood, he thought that 
J><cmg-raph would deter a great many people from 
corning under its provisions. 

ThePOST:\IASTER-G E::-JERAL said he could 
not consent to that amendment, because it was not 
a matter of detail ; it was really a matter of prin
eiple. They were allowing per"'ms to come under 
the provisions of the Bill, no matter what the 
area of their selections might be. The policy 
of the Hill was not to alienate land except in 
agricultural districts where the area was re
stricted to 1,280 acres. By the amendment, the 
G,OOO-acre man would be able to take advantage 
of the provisions of the Bill, and buy his land at 
5s. an acre, which w<>s contrary to the policy of 
the measure. If he wanted to purchase under 
that measure, he must pay at least £1 an 
acre for his holding ; he must pay at the same 
rate as a man who took up land in an ar;ricultural 
area would be likely to do. 

The Ho;:,-. c~. ,J. THYNC'IE said he did not 
wish to interfere with the princi pie of the Bill 
in any sha],e. He would poiut out that the 
(jovernrnent had already nrranged to alienate at 
a price those very lands about which they were 
spe;tking, and it would therefore not be tres
passing on the scope or principle of the Bill, if 
they allowed the selectors to purchase at the rate 
agreed upon. His amendment would not cause 
any loss to the revenue, as the price of the land 
had already been fixed by th'' State. If his 
amendment interfered with the principle of the 
measure he would not press it. 

The HoN. W. FOHREST said that so far 
from bringing a loss to the revenue the nmend
ment would bring an increase. At present the 
selector paid his rent, and it went towards 
making his land a freehold-it went towards the 
reduction of the purchase money; but if he 
surrendered and came under the Bill, future 
rents would not go towards paying- for the land 
in fee-simple. They were now about to so!Ye 
a ditficnlt political problem, whether the }'eople 
of the colony were in favour of leasehold or 
of freehold, and instead of restricting selec
tors from coming under the Bill they should 
make it as easy as possible for them to do 
so. That would be the way to test the opinion 
held by the people, for if selectors would come 
under the provisions of the Bill that would be 
a strong proof that they prefened the lea;;ing 
principle to t!1at of alienation, 

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

Co.N'N:xTs, 7. 
'rhe Hons. C. S. l\Iein, J. C. Heussler, 1V. Pettigrew, 

J. t:;wan, J. C. Foote, A. Raff, and G. King. 

Xox-Col\'rl':NT~, 11. 
The Hons. A. ,J. '1'hy1me, \\r .Forrcst, \V. G. Power, 

.T. C. ~ltJyth, \;L P. I~amlJcrt, P. I-I. IIa.rt, \V. H. 1Yalsb, 
'J'. h ::\ilirt'ay-rrwr, A. C. nregory, J. 1•1 

• .).IeDougall, and 
IL.\plin. 

Qnestinn resolved in the negati\'e. 
Clause, as mnended, put and paKHeLl. 

On clause 71, as fnllnwB :--
" \rhene,·erlu the (•ase of a lwldingin an agricultural 

area t l1e eondition of oe(~llJiiltion herein before prescribed 
has lJeeu }Jerformed l>y the conUuuons and bona .fidr• 
resitlenec on the holding of the lessee himself, or af each 
of 1 wo or more successive lessees, for the period of ten 
venrs next prt)eeding the allplication hereinafter men
tioned, the lessee rna.y apply to the commissioner to 
beeome the purchaser of the holding, and upon proof to 
the satisfaction of the commissioner that such condition 
has hecn so performed, and on payment a..t the Treasury, 
or other place appointed by the Governor in Council, of 
the prcscri1Jet1 ]Jrh'e and deed fee and assurance fee, he 
shall be entitled to a deetl of grant of the land in fee
siulple. 

"1Yhen the title to a selection unUer the Crown Lands 
Alienation Act of 1876 llas been surrendered and a 
new lease has been i.:;sued untlcr the provisions of the 
last preceding section, any continuous personal resi
denee of the selector upon the seleet,ion up to the time 
of such snrrender shall be computed in reckoning the 
period of ten years. 

"The vurclULSC money shall, if the avplication to 
purchase is made before the expiration of twelve 
years from the commencement of the term of the lease, 
be tl1e price 8pecitied by the proclamation which 
declared the land open to ~election, or hereinlJefore 
prescribed, a:;; the case may be; and, if the application 
is made at :-1 later time, 8hall be a sum be~tring the same 
prot,ortion to that price as the rent payable at the ~ime 
o! the application to purcha.se bears to the rent spec1fied 
hy thnt proclamation or so prescribed. 

"\Yhen a holding is vested in an executor or ad
rnin,strator of a deceased lessee, the residence on the 
land of any per:won who is beneficially interested in the 
holding ~hall be deemed to be personal residence of the 
lessee for the purposes of this section." 

The Hox. A. J. THY:i\'NE moved the inser
tion of the words " or by his or their bailiffs" 
after the word ''lessees," in line 25. The con
ditions relating to the acquisition of freehold 
were so exceedingly strict as to he practically 
prohibitory, and, in his opinion, they should not 
be so hard. According to the clause, unless 
there \vas continllLHlH personal residence for ten 
years on the part of the selector, the property 
cnuid not be made freehold; and it would be far 
better to have it so that people might also per· 
form the condition of residence by bailiff. He 
concurred in the opinion that homestead selectors 
should be cornpellecl tolivecontimwusly on their 
land-that condition was a counterpoise to the 
nominal nature of the purchase money they were 
expected to pay. But when a mau was called 
upon to pay as much as £1 an acre, it was 
hard that he should be called upon to reside 
continuously on his land. 

The POSTMASTJm-GE:i\'ERAL said the 
hon. gentleman had appnrently forgotten the 
present law in respect to homestead areas. It 
was practically the sctme as it would be under 
the new Act. Every conditional ]JUrchaser was 
bound to reside pereonally and continuously on 
his selection according to the present law, to 
which the clause under considemtion had been 
asoimilated. He would refer hon. gentlemen 
to the 38th clause of the Act of 187G, which 
provided-

' The condition of the oceupation sllall be perfotmed 
by the continuous and boJlii.fitle re>iden"e on tlw land 
of the lessee himself." 
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Practically, the provisions were the same as 
were included in the Bill. The hon. gentle
man's argument was that the clause would be 
prohibitory against the acquisition of freehold:;. 
It had not been found so under th0 Act of 1S7o ; 
and he announced, at once, that the Government 
could not under any circmnstrmces accept such a 
resolution. It broke through one of the funda
mental principles of the Bill, and it was a retro
gression from the principles affirmed by the Act 
of 1876, which haLl been in satisfactory opera
tion--

The Ho:-;. A. .T. 'rHYNNE said it was 
unnecessary for the hon. gentlernan to continue. 
His previous argument was practically unanswer
able; and, with the permission o£ the Cornmitte~:, 
he (Hon. Mr. Thynne) would withdmw his 
amendment. 

Amendment withdrawn accordingly. 
The HoN. W. FORREST said before the 

amendment was withdrawn--
The POSTMASTER- GENERAL : It has 

been withdrawn. 
The HoN. W. FORREST : He had not 

heard it withdrawn. However, he only wished 
to point out that agricultural selectors under the 
Act the hem. the Postmaster-General had just read 
had only to reside for five years, whereas under 
the clause they would have to reside ten yearH. 

'l'he HoN. A. J. THYNNE said he proposed 
to assimilate the period. He therefore moved 
the word "ten" he omitted, with the view of 
inserting "five." 

The POSTMASTER- GEKERAL said he 
believed the intention of the hon. gentleman in 
moving the amendment was to assimilate the 
Bill to the provisions of the Act of 187G, but in 
his opinion it was no assimilation at all. The 
provisions of the section were far more liberal 
than the Act of 1876, and they must get some 
compensation for their liberality before they 
parted absolutely with their land in fee. Under 
the Bill they allowed any person who took up 
land within the prescribed area to assign. 
There was no such provision in the former Act ; 
on the contrary, there was an actual bar to 
alienation until certain conditions were fulfilled. 
A certificate could not be obtained until three 
years had elapsed, and then alienation could 
only be made to a person who was competent to 
select. In the present Bill they did not stipu
late for the fulfilment of those conditions at all. 
Beyond a certain amount in the initiation of the 
transaction, they would allow a man to assign 
his lease to any competent person at any time; 
and unquestionably the fundamental principle, so 
far as agricultural areas were concerned, was 
that there should uot be inducements held out 
for speculation in freeholds. The State did not 
want to part with its land without getting some 
consideration for it, ctnd some ev1dence of bona 
fides on the part of the selector; and they there
fore stipulated a reasonable period for the con
tinuance of occupation before the right of aliena
tion should be allowed. He thought it was really 
a fair bargain. 

The HoN. W. FOB REST said the Postmaster
General had pointed out that, beyond a few 
small stipulations at the beginning of the 
transaction, there was no bar after a certain 
time in selectors transferring. But he did not 
clearly explain what those few stipulcttions at 
the beginning of the transaction meant. Thev 
meant that a man could not become a lessee-he 
was merely a licensee-until he fenced in his 
selection aiD.d performed certain other condi
tions. But under the Bill a man could not 
become a lessee until after five years, and he 
must remv.in .another ten years before he 

would become a freeholder. Even if the amend
ment was passed, it would take a man five years 
to get his lense, and then he had to reside on it 
five years after that-ten years altogether-so 
that the restriction \Vas too exacting altogether, 
and too oppressive. As an illustration of the 
effect of those restrictions, he would instance what 
had been done in the colony hy over·legislatiou, 
and overcharges in the coast districts generally. 
In the settled districts there were 88,000 square 
miles of country; and it m'ght perhapH astonish 
hon. members when he told them that after 
making ample allowance for all the land 
:tlienated in fee-simple or under selection, and 
for land lwld in pastoral leases, there wer•e otill 
(i2,000 s'luam miles in these districts that 
Wi..tH not under ueuup::ttion of a.ny kind what
ever. 

The POSTMASTEH-GEI\ERAL : Strong 
proof that it is not worth very much. 

The HoN. \V. FORREST : That had arisen 
from the fact that about ten years ago an exceed
ingly liberalGoYernment endeavoured t3 prevent 
any man trying to employ the land in any. s~ape or 
form, or under such conditions as made 1t nnpos· 
sible for him to live upon it. They exacted " 
rental of £2 per sc1uare mile. At that time 
settlement had not extended much more tl1an to 
Townsville, on the coast, and if since that timP. 
that land had been let at a reasmmble rental--if 
it had been leased at 5s. per square mile-every 
acre of that 62,000 SC(uare miles would haYe 
been under occupation, aml they would have 
given a rental of over £15,000 a year, or 
during the last ten years they would have 
returned to the Treasury £150,000. There 
were not many people in the colony who 
had the slightest notion that they had 62,000 
square miles not under occupation of any kind 
in the settled districts alone. He would take 
that opportunity of pointing out a blunder that 
some people in that House and outside of it had 
fallen into with regard to the effect of the amend
ments they n;ade the other night, granting an 
extension of time to the pastoral lessees in the 
settled districts from ten to fifteen years. Some 
persons had raised a howl about locking up land 
that was so much required for the public; but what 
were the facts of the case? Out of the SS, 000 
square mile• he had mentioned, which was about 
5li,OOO,OOO acres, there was under pastoral occu
pation only 11,000 square miles altogether. That 
was a fact that could be Yery easily verified by 
referring to the report of the Public Lands 
Department for the year 1883, from which he 
was now quoting. If leases for the half of that 
land were granted to the present lessees for fifteen 
years, it would merely rn(lan locking up 3.000,000 
acres or thereabouts out of theiiG,OOO,OOO acres he 
had mentioned. About 10,000,000 acres had 
alreadv been alienated, and out of the balance 
only about 3,000,000 acres would be locked 
up, and that could be taken away at any 
time the Government chose to take it away. In 
fact the locking-up was a perfect sham, like a 
great many other parts of the Bill. As far as he 
was concerned he did not care a snap of his 
fingers whether they got leases in the settled 
districts or not. They were just as well off 
with one day's lease as with a fifteen years' 
lease. He had said nothing about this 
before, becau>e certain persons, whom he would 
not specify, but who were very fond of im
puting motives, would have told him that he 
had some personal interest in the matter ; but 
he repeated he did not care a fig whether there 
were any leases granted in the settled districts, 
or in the unsettled districts, for the matter of that; 
because the whole thing could be broken through 
in a day, and would be broken through when it 
suited the Government-he did not mev.n the 
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present Government, in particular, but any Gov
ernment that might be in power. \Vhat he had 
pointed out was one of the effects of exces,ive 
restrictions and over-charges. He would repe"t 
it, becnuse he want~d to rub the fact in, as it 
was not gener:1lly knon'n. They had actwtlly 
G2,000 o,Jn:trc miles in the settled districts, where 
people talked so much about land being rcquil·ed 
for settlement. They heard speeches night after 
night, and s'1"' m-ticles in the pnblic papers cry
ing ont how tho:;e lancls \Vere wanted for Kettle
went, and yet more than four-fifths of it wns 
actu<tlly not uncler settlement of any kiwi what
ever, although it could be take11 up at t2 per 
.,quu.re 111ile. Hut there were very good rmtfHlll8 
why it h>t<l not been taken up~simply be~eause 
it would not pay. If anyone wa.nted informa
tion upon that point let them come tu him. 

The P<>ST:\IASTER-<>K~\ERAL: it cannot 
be taken up at J:2 per "luare mile. 

The H":-;· W. I<'ORREST sai<l it could be 
taken up »s new lea,;es at £2 per s<[Uare mile. 
He repe:<ted the statement, bemwse he knew it 
tu be true. In fact, he had known runs that 
were ta,h:en up not very long sinc:.:.:>-certaiuly 
inside the last two years--in that way ; and if the 
hon. gentleman would look at the report of the 
Land~ DeptLrtrnent, frmn which he \vas quoting. 
he would find that new leases had been taken up 
in 1SS3. The proposed amendment of the Hon. 
Mr. Thynne, for g-ranting relief to the ag-ricul
tural selectonJ, di1l not, in his opinion, go 
nearly far enough ; and he wa::; exceecl
iugly sorry, knowing the interest that 
hon. gentlemen took in that sort of settle
ment, that he h>tll withdrawn his amendment. 
The pra,ctical effect of the clause, even with the 
proposed amendment, would be that it would 
t:tke ten ye'1rs before the selector coulrl apply to 
have !Ji;; land made a freeholrl. Then with re
gard to personal residence, he thoug-ht it was 
very hard indeed on resideuts~say of Brisbane 
or any other town of the colony--that they could 
not take up 1,280 acres, reside upon it by bailiff, 
and fulfil all the conditions. He thought it 
would be a very good thing for the country 
if they were allowed to do so. They were 
accustomed to hear, night after night, statements 
made about people who had taken up land 
having robbed the country, and no end of state
ments of that kind ; as if persons who had 
taken up land had really not paid for it; whereas 
they had )Xtid for it. As the Hon. Mr. ::\lein 
had said in an eloquent speech he made four or 
five year~ ago, it \vas merely giving one kind of 
capital for another kind of capital. As he was 
now quoting statistics, he would go further and 
show what the colony had benefited by those who 
had taken up land. He had copied most 
of his figures from the statistical return 
of 1883. There were certain figures about 
which there could be no mistake what
ever-namely, those relating tn the an1ount 
of money recei \'ed in the Treasury fer >tnd held 
in fee- ,;imple, and the balance< due for 
selectinns. There were certain other cmnpli
cated fig-ures which requirerl to be worked ont 
very carefnlly ; but be would not weary the 
Hou~e by going into thc1n. He \Vonld take the 
first two items he had mentioned. Thel'e were a 
little over G,OOO,OOO acres of land held in fee
simple, and those G,OOO,OOO acres had returned 
£4,.182,000 to the Treasury. 

ThePOSTMASTKR-G ENERAL: £3,997,000. 
The Ho:-.r. W. lcORREST: If the hon. gentle

man would look a little further he would find 
that there was an additional sum of £584,000 for 
town lands. The hon. gentleman would very sel
dom find that he (Hon. ::\Ir. Forrest) was wrong- in 
his fig'ure~, although he might lle a little wrong 
soUlttinwH in hi~ law. lJe \vas now referring to 

land alienated, and he had st~ted so distinctly. 
There \vas ah;o, according to the St1rr1e return, 
£1,121,fl01 due as balances on selections, making 
altog-ether nearly £li,OOO,OOO~£ij,800,000. But 
there were a great 1nany other iten1s-very in1-
portant items~not included in them. I<'or 
instance, when a selection had been paid f,,. 
nearly at the end of Hl83, it bec:1me extinguished 
RO f.:tr ''" 1my reference was made to it iu thP 
books of the· L>L!H]s Oft1ce. The moue)' would 
luwe been paid into the Tr<-nsury 1md the deeds 
would not hnve been ic;sued, so that it neither 
appea.rect in the report under tht->; designatitnt 
of "BalanceR owing" nor of land for which the 
deeds had been issuetl. That amounted to a 
very Jarge RUBJ, as anyolle \vlw 'vent through the 
fiuures w"nld see. Then the.re was htnd that 
h~~l been alienn,ted from the beginning of 
188:1 to the present time; tmcl land sold at 
auction before the end of tluct } eal', 
the money for which had found its way 
into the 'l'ren,sm·y; but they did not :t)')Jeal' 
aruong~t the an1oln1ts received for land sold. iu 
fee-simple. It took a great deal of workmg
mnong the figures to arrive at a conclusion as to 
the total amount of money represented ; but l1e 
took it tluct between £7,000,000 am! £8,000,000 
had been paid into the Treasury for lane} alien
ated since the foundation of the colony. :'low, the 
colony hafl been paying for nwney aH Inuch as G, 
7, and as hig-h as 10 per: cent., and he shou!d not 
now go into c1 ca]culatlon to show the Rayu1g of 
interest that might have be8n effected durmg- the 
time that thev had been p>tying those enormous 
rates. £8,000,000 at;, per cent. gave >trental to the 
colony of £-±00,000 a year, and if he had gone 
really in excess of the amount tbat_actuapy f;nmd 
its way into the Treasury~he rmght give It at 
£7,000,000 or £7,500,000, an<l take that at 4 
per cent. and they would have a rental of 
£280,000 or £300,000, and that was not only 
for this yeltr or next year, but for all time. 
There was that much being- saved to the Treasury 
and the State every year. 'fhey got out of the 
unsettled districts for pastoral rents £212,000, 
and out of the settled districts £21,000 fL year, or a 
total of about £240,000~an amount in no way 
nearly equal to the interest on the money at 4 per 
cent. that had been received for land &!ienated 
in fee-simple or under selection. They could g-o 
into that matter and consider that, with all the 
unnecessary and arbitmry restrictions and ex
cessi ve rentals for the last ten years, they had 
prevented 62,000 square milec, of_ t~at much
boaRted country in the settled distrJCtR from 
being taken up under any kind of occupation at 
all \Vhen they considered that, and also con
sidered tlmt, unci er reasonable and liberal laws, 
there was paid into the Treasury an amount of 
about £8 000 000 for which they were getting 
now a ye~rly 'retl;rn at 4 per cent. of £320,000 or 
,£280,000, if they took it tu be £7,000,000 he 
thought they would a~lrnit it would be a ':ery 
wise and politic thmg to carefully consider 
whether they could not introduce a much better 
Bystmn of ~1lienation than waH now provused. 

The HoN. T. L. MURRAY-PRIOH said he 
wonld support the amendment. That Bill was 
introduced to prevent the acquisition of free
holds. He thought it would ha Ye tha,t effect in 
a very great measme, and therefore he wmdcl as 
much as possible help those people who Wished 
to acquire freeholds. He was sure that the 
Postmaster-General, after having-lietened to the 
speech and the figures f[uoted by the Hon. :Mr. 
]<'arrest, could not but agree with what that hon. 
gentle1nan said. 

The HoN. A. ,T. THYNNE said the Hon. 
Mr. ]corre«t had pointed out that the restricti<:ns 
under the Bill were more severe than those nncter 
the present Act. He would add to that by saying 
tlmt t!w 8elector nmler the vresent law, after 
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having obtained his certificate, could at any time 
claim :.t freehold ; lmt under the Bill a man had 
to 1)e t\vo or three or e\·eu five ye~trs in necnpa.
tiun of hil':i larnd anclnutking lnqn·overnentH upnn 
it before he got his lease, and he had then to be 
five yean; in personal occupation of the leasehold 
before he could apply for a freehold. The amend
tnent n1oved by the hon. gentlernan was ahno:-;t 
too ntoderate. 

The l'OST-YIASTER-C~EXERAL said that 
the too ll1l)(1erate amendrnent \Vhich hon. gentle
tnen were going to ~uprJOrt, and the long ~peeeh 
which the Hon. "ir. l<'orrest had made, simply 
amounted to this: Tt proved conclu"ively that 
they had been receiving far too little rents frc.m 
their lands, and that they shonld give up every 
acre for wh:ttever they could get for it. The 
hon. gentleman lmd carefully omitted to mention 
that the accumulation of capital to which he 
referred had been applied to revenue purposes 
entirely. The Hon. JYir. Thynne assurned that 
before a lease issued, the Helector must be in occu
pation for five ye>trs. The Bill provided nothing 
of the sort. It simply Ktipulaterl that before 
a lea.•;e issued the selector must fence his selec
tion or n1ake ilnprove1nent:::; equivalent to the 
v:.lue of the fencin;;. As soon as that was done 
he could g·et his lease at once, and if he only 
took six months to do it he could get his lease 
then. 

The Hox. A . • T. THYNNE: It, would pro
lmbly take two years. 

The POST1IASTER-GENERAL said he 
could take five years if he thought proper to do 
so, but as soon as the improvement was made 
the lease woul<l i,;sue. He would certainly oppose 
the amendment, because it was contrary to a 
fundamental principle of the Bill. 

The Hox. W. l<'ORREST said the Postmaster
t'ieneral could hole! a brief on either side about 
:ts well as anyone he knew. In the speech to 
which he had referred, the hon. gentleman had 
pointed out in much stronger terms than he conld 
the ad vn.ntageR of alienatinn. The hon. gentle
man in that speech ]Jointed out that a certttin 
:11nount of land would give a certain return; that 
that hnd was only yielding £4,000 a year ; that 
at 10s. :tn acre it would re:tlise so much; and that 
the interest upon tlmt at 4 per cent. would he so 
much. He forgot the exact figures used, but the 
hon. gentle1nan ~a.id that the ~~tving to the State 
in interest, as between the rental from the lessees 
and the interest upon the capital realised from 
the sale of thoee lands would mnonnt to some
thing like £14,000 tt year. That was to say, that 
the interest in the one case would amount to 
£78,000, and after drcducting the £4,000 received 
from the leaseR, the saving to the State wnuld be 
J:H,OOO. The hon. gent.leman said Romething 
,.cry different now to what he sairl then, and 
occupied colnrnns of Hansard in explaining. 

'l'he POST:VIASTER-GK!\'ERAL said he did 
not take b:tck a word. He was then advocating 
the \Vestern Railway Act or Railway Reserves 
Act, by which they proposed to substitute for 
one kind of capit,11 their land, another kind of 
capital in the shtt]Je of mil w:tp, hut their suc
cessm·s had appropriated the moneys that Parlia
ment had sanctioned to be raised by the sale of 
land for that purp(lRe to reYenue purpose~, and 
not for the purpose for which he <tclvocated its 
being raised. The state of affairs wa,; totally 
different now from what it was then. The 
money had been raised and an>ropriated to 
l"Bvenne purpot-:e~. .His argunu;nt then we11t to 
'how, as he lmd contended during the whole of 
the discussion upon this Bill, th:tt the land wa<; 
worth more than it 'Vas bringing in, and they 
were entitled to get a bettet rental from it. 

The HoN. A. ,T. THY~NE •aid he haC! not 
g-one so far a., to ~tncly a buclget speech, but he 
wondered p:reatly what course the present 
rrm.tsnret·'s successor would have to adopt to 
recover the colony from the course which the 
Postrnaster-GeneraJ was urging then1 to adopt. 

Amendment agreed to. 
The POST.!IIASTEH-GENEHAL moved thttt 

after the word '' cmnrnission," in the Rth line of 
the clau,;e, the words " in open court" should be 
inserted. It waH an accidental 01ni8sion. 

~Amendment put and passed. 

The HoN. A. ;r. THYNNE moved, as a cnn
tiCtplential arnencln1cnt rendered necessary by 
the aruendrnent previouKly n1ttde in an earlier 
portion of the cbuse, that the word "ten" 
be omitted, with a view of inserting the word 
''five." 

A memlment agreed to; and clause, as amended, 
put and pa,ssed. 

On clause 72-'' Special prnvioions for acquiring 
freehold in the case of holdings not exceeding 
one hundred and sixty ttcres after personal 
occupation''-

The Hox. A. J. THYN;\'E said he took ex
ception to subsection 5. It would prevent a 
man who had been unfortunate, and had been 
obliged to borrow money at a.ny time during the 
term of his lease, from exercising the right of 
purchase. The poorer a man was, the more 
right he hn.d to consideration and concession. 
He would like to see the clause struck out 
altogether, or he would suggest, if the Postmaster· 
General would agree to it, that it should be 
amended by substituting the word "is" for the 
words " has been'' in the last line of the clause. 
That would provide for his right to purchase if 
the land was not under mortgage at the time the 
application to purchase was made, and would 
prevent the mortgttgee getting the benefit of it. 

1'he POSTMASTER-GENERAL said he 
did not know whether the hon. gentleman wished 
to extend his objection to the provision respect
ing subletting. It would l>e an evasion of the 
provisions of the Bill if n man who came under 
that cl a use was allowed to sublet. They were 
:tlmost giving the land away. A man had only 
to pay 2s. 6d. an acre for his land and reside con
tinuously on it for five years, and if he was to 
sublet, residence clearly could not be continuous 
by himself. 

The HoN. A. ,J. THYKK.E: He may sub
let a part and not the whole. 

The POSTC\IASTER-GKC{ERAL : If he 
sublet a part that would not be in keeping with 
the provisions of the Bill. A homestead selector 
certainly ought not to be allowed to sublet. 

The Hox. A .• T. THYNN.E said there wag 
something very harsh about the clause. He 
thought the woi·ds "has been mortgaged" should 
be struck out. 

The POSTMASTJ<;RG EKl~RAL said he 
UlUHt set his f~,Lce against subletting being 
allowed as it was altogether contrary to the 
spirit of the clause. After continuous personal 
re~idence on a ~election a. 1nan wa~ at liberty to 
buy the html from the State for the sm::tll 'i;mll 
of :ls. lid. per acre. If he could not afford tu pay 
that without :-:;nbletting, he wa:-; nut a, detJira.ble 
1nan to gin~ their la.ud to on such terrn~. 

The Ho~. A. ;J. 'l'HYXKE said be quite 
agreed with what the Po;;tmaster-Genera.l had 
said respecting subletting, but it wtts a different 
111atter with regard to rnortgaging. 

'l'hc POS'l':\L\STER-G EXF:RAT,: I would 
have no objection t<1 t,h~? clt:JJtL;;e heiug gmended 
"'a' to re.ad "which is mortgaged or has been 
sublet." 
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The HoK. A . • T. THYNNE said that was all 
he desired, and he would move that the words 
"iR nwrtgage<..l or has been Rnblet" be substi
tuted fur "has been rnortgaged or sublet." 

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

Clause 73-" In case of contiguous farms held 
by the 'ame lessee, one only need be occupied" ; 
and clau~e 74-" PriYilege to continue nntwith
standing a,cquisition of land in fee-siruple "
passed as printed. 

On the motion of the POST:YIASTEH
GEKEHAL, the CHAimrAN left the chair, 
reported progre;...,, and obtained leave to sit again 
next sitting day. 

The Home adjourned at thirty-five minutes 
past 10 o'clock. 

Personal Explanation. 




