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Elertric Light. [COU1WIL.] Personal Explanation. 

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL. 

F1·iday, 5 DecemucT, 1884. 

Eleetric J,ight.-Persona.l Explanation.-Ordcr of J~usi
ness.-Pharmacy Bill-('Ollsideration in committee 
of Legi;.;la..1ive j._;sembly's amcnrhnents --Jnry Bill.-
DiYi~ional Board:'! Ag-r{enltural Drainage l~ifl-com
Juittcc.-1Iar,\chorongh and Urangan H,ailway Bill
committec.-Urown J.~ands Bill-co1nmittee. 

The PRESIDKi'\T took the chair at 4 o'clock. 

ELECTRIC LIGHT. 
The HoN. \V. FORREST said: Hon. gentle

men,-! yesterday W"'e notice that to-day I 
,~hould tnove-

'l'ha1, in the ovinion of thi:;: IIoUM\ it. i~ desirable that 
~teps he taken, with the least vos~iblc delay, for light,
mg this Cha.mber with electric light. 
\Vhen we consider what we "nffer in this 
Chamber in hot weather-the stifling·, almost 
unbearable heat of the Chamber when lighted 
with gas, and, on the other hand, what a splendid 
ln·illiant light we may have that will not give 
any heat-I think I need not take up the time of 
the House in advocating the motion. I may say, 
however, that~ supposing we do light the Charn
ber by electricity, there will be no necessity for 
doing away with gas, which, in cold weather. i• 
very useful for the purpose of heating the Cham
ber. I may also point out that the other Cham
ber is now being lighted with the electric light. 
I bC"g to move the motion. 

The POSTMASTER-GEKERAL (Hon. C. S. 
Mein): Hon. gentlemen,-I quite concur with 
the hon. gentleman in reference to this matter. 
I h,wc. seen .the electric light used to light up 
rooms m varwus parts of the world with great 
success, and with great comfort to the persons 
occupying those rooms. The places where 
the electric light is chiefly used are in 
America; but there it is always the practice 
to have the gas turned on as well, so 
that, in the event of the electric machine 
breaking down, the gas will be available for 
lighting purposes. I think with a verv little 
difficulty, and without interfering with the 
rtppearance of the Chamber rtt all, or with the 
present arrangernents with regard to gas, it 
wonhl be pmcticable to introduce the elec
tric light. As to the comfort of that 
light, any person who has enjoyed both the 
eonvenience and pleasure of reading hy it, and 
the absence of heat which follows its use, can 
have no second opinion about it. In most of the 
theatres in London they luwe introduced electrie 
light with the most satisfactory result,;. In one 
nf the most, ponular theatres in tbat~ity, when r 
was there son1e tin1e agnj electricity \v'as used, 
and in no single instance did the thermometer, 
during the most crowded eYenings, exceed seventy-

three in the middle of summer, whilst in most 
other places it was ninety. I am sure that, 
if introduced here during the summer months, 
the addition to the comfort of hon. gentlemen 
will be very great indeed. I believe some hon. 
gentlemen do not wish the supply of gas to be 
abandoned, because in the winter months its use 
warms the Chamber, and makes it somewhat 
more comfortable than it would be otherwise. 
\Ve may still maintain the supply of gas, if 
necessary for U8e in that part of the year ; but I 
quite agree with the Hon. Mr. Forrest that our 
work here is quite severe enough during the 
summer months without having our labours 
multiplied, as it were, by the inconvenience that 
arises from the large use of gas that is necessary 
to be employed whilst we are deliberating here. 

The Hox. A. C. GREGOHY said: Hon. gentle
men,-! think the chief objection to the electrie 
light is generally the expense of installation, hut in 
this case it has already been decided to light the 
Government Printing Office, where the engines 
will be placed, and the other Chamber hy means 
of that light, and under those conditions the ex
pense of lighting this Chamber would be compara
tively small. Consefjuently it would be very 
desirable to av<til our"elves of thP opportunity of 
its use in this Chamber. \Ye certainly could not 
very well dispense vvith the use of gas, which is 
the cheapest and most convenient mode of light
ing the smaller parts of the building; but as 
regards the principal Chamber, I think it is 
highly important that we should avail ourselves 
of lighting it with electric light. 

The HoN. vV. FORLU~ST: I have very little 
to say in reply except this : that if the House 
approves of the electric light being used I hope 
it will not be carried out on the same system as 
in the other Chamber. Some time ag-o in 
Melbourne I went to an experimental light
ing of a chamber by electric light, anrl 
although I cannot explain how it was done, 
I know that the light was very beautiful 
and pleasing to the eye ; and I can remember 
well enough that it was not carried out in 
the same system as is adopted in the other 
Chamber. I do not think I need say anything 
more on the subject. I think the motion meets 
with the general approval of hon. members ; but 
I repeat that I hope that before the system is 
agreed to it will be carefully considered. 

Question put and passed. 

PERSONAL EXPLA:i'\ATIOl\. 
The Hox. W. FORHEST said : Hon. gentle

men,-I do not wish to move the adjournment 
of the House, but, with the permission of hon. 
members, I desire to make a short personal 
explanation, and at the same time to correct 
some errors that hav-e crept into my speech as 
reported. The personal explanation is that 
under ordinary circumstttnces I should never 
have thought of making such corrections 
as I propose to make, hut it is a question of 
figures, and, unle's corrected, the sense of what 
I said will be spoiled. In page \l of Hansa,1·d I 
am reported to have said, when speaking to the 
Hon. iYir. Gregory's amendment:-

"He considered that, at all events, the amendment 
should read, 'whose total holding in the district exceed~ 
ten thousand acres.' If it were to apply to the whole 
area of the land held by a lessee within the colony, the 
les:-:ec would not have the right to take up the balance 
of hi:-; run in such a c:1:-:e as tlutt mentioned by the Hon. 
:Jll·. Gregory. He (Hon. ~fr. Forrest) could give halfRa· 
dozen eases where two men only held one block of 
abont 2.3,00rl or ao,ooo ::;quare mile~. If the half of that 
area was taken a. way the lessees wonlit l)e left with only 
ahont 1'3,000 acrr~." 
The mistakes are very palpable. 

"HD also knew another case in which fOl_H t~:utners 
held 80,000 square miles, and if the half of that was 
resumed there would not be 80/lOO acres left for each of 
the four 1nen." 
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"What I did say was that "he (Hon. Mr. 
Forrest) could give half-a-dozen cases where two 
men only held one block of 25 or 30 square 
miles, or, say, from 16,000 to HJ,OOO acres. If 
the half of that area was taken away, the lessee 
would be only left with about 8,000 or 9,000 
acres. He also knew another case in which four 
partners held 1il0 square miles, and if half of 
that was resnmed, there wonld not be 8,000 
acres left to each of the four men after deduct
ing the unavailable country." Then again, 
in page 12, in speaking to the Hon. Mr. Thynne's 
motion for bringing conditional selections under 
the Bill, I am reported as follows :-

" 'l'he Hon. ,V, }~aRREST said he would like to point 
out to the Committee what the intere~t could come to. 
In calculating it jnst now he found that the question 
was a much more serious one than hon. members 
appeared to imagine. 'rhe Act of 1876 permitted a 
selector to take up a conditional pnrehase of 5,280 
acres, at 5s. an acre. If he paid :~cl. a yecLr on tlmt for 
five years that would leave 3s. 9cl.; and 5,001) acres at 
3s. Dd. was £937. lf the Government received il per 
cent. on that, they wonlcl actually get £.:WO interest." 

It is easy to see the error there. I may say my 
speech there is very briefly reported, as I went 
rather fully into explanation in that spe'ilch. 
\Vhat I reallv said was this : " The Act of 1876 
permitted a "selector to take np a selection of 
5,280 acres. ::\1" ow, assuming that the selector 
under the Act of 1876 desires to come under 
this Bill, and tlutt he holds 5,000 acres 
selected at 10s. per acre five years ago, he 
will already have paid 5s. per acre. Now, 
under the new rental, if he is assessed 
at 3d. per acre, 15d. would have to be deducted, 
thus leaving 3s. 9d. per acre in the Treasury; 
and 3s. 9d. per acre on 5,000 acres would give 
£9&7. Under the new Bill, it will take ten 
years to make the selection a freehold, and the 
interest on £937 at 5 per cent. for ten years will 
~mount to £460." Further on, in speaking upon 
the same question, I am reported to have said-

" At present the selector paid his rent, and it went 
towards making his land a freehold-it went tmvnrds the 
reduction of the purchase mone.Y; but if he surren
dered and came under the Bill he would have to pay 
the additional rental besides the rent he had paid 
befere., 
The end of that sentence ought to read thu• : 
''but if he surrendered and came under the Bill, 
his rents in future would not be credited to him 
as part payment of the fee-simple of the land." 
Further on, on page 13, in speaking in reply 
to the Postmaster-General, I am reported as 
follows:-

·• The Hon. \V. FoaREST said the Postmaster-Genentl 
had pointed out that, beyond a few small stipulations 
at the beginning of the tran~mction, there was no bar 
after a certain time in selectors transferring. But he 
did not clearly explain what those few stipulations nt 
t.he beginning of the transaction meant. They meaut 
that a mnn could become a lessee-he was merel\r a 
licensee-until he feneed in his selection and perfornled 
ccrt<tin other conditions." 

\Vhat I ought to have been reporterl to say is 
this : "They meant that a man could not become 
a lessee; he was merely a licensee until he fenced 
in his selection or performed certain other con
ditions." Then, in pointing out the interest that 
accruesyearly on the amount "f money paid into 
the Tre"sury for land purchased in fee-simple, I 
am reported to have said in the 3rd column, on 
page 13:--

" Xow, the colony has been paying for money as much 
a~ 6, 7, and as high as 10 per cuut., and he should 11ow 
go intJ a calculation to show the saving of interest that 
might have been effected during the time that they had 
been paying thoMJ enormous rate..... £-i,OOO,OOO at 5 per 
eent. ga\'C a rental to the colony of £100,000 a year, and 
if he had gone really in exce~s of thP amount that 
actually founcl its Wii:V into the Treasury-he mi;rht 
give it at. £7.000.000 or £7,500,000, and take that at 4 
per cent. and they would have a rental of £380,000, and 
that was not only for this year, but for all time.' 

It is easy to see where the mistake is there. 
£380,000 shonld have IJeen £280,000. \Vhat I 
said was: ''and take that at 4 per cent. and they 
would have a rental of £280,000 or !::300,000 a 
year, and that, not only for this year or next year, 
but for all time." Further on-

" '£here was that mu eh being saved to the Treasury 
an cl the State every year. They got ont of the unsettled 
di:.;triets £212.0'H),and out of the settled district8 £ll,OOO 
a year, or a total of about £2.!.0,000." 
\Vhat I tiaid wa.s that we got out of the unsettled 
districts for pastoral leases £212,000, and out of 
the settled districts £21,000, a year, of a total of 
about £240,000. 

ORDER OF IYCSINESS. 
The POST:VIA.STER-G ENERAL said : Hon. 

gentlemen,-There is some business on the paper 
that has been there for some time, and as I 
understand hon. gentlmnen in charge of it are 
desirous of bringing it on, I beg to move tha.t 
Orders of the Day 1, 2, and 3, be post] >oned until 
after the consideration of Orders of the Day 4, 
5, and 6. 

Question put and pas,ed. 
The PRESIDENT (Hon. Sir A.. H. Palmer): 

As a matter of practice, I may point out that 
if the usual course had been pursued, and the 
Order of Day had been called, I shonld haw left 
the chair immediately, as the first Order is for 
the consideration of the Crown Lands Bill in 
Committee. The Postmaster-General, therefore, 
has taken the only course open to him by pro
posing; this motion before the Order of the Day 
was called. 

PHARMACY BILL -- CO?\SIDEIUTION 
IN CO:YIMITTEE OJ;' LEGISLATIVE 
ASSJ<;i.VIBL Y'S AMENDMENTS. 

On the motion of the Hox. A .• J. THYNNE, 
the House went into Committee to consider 
the Legislative Asaembly's amendments upon 
this Bill. 

The HoN. A. J. THYNNE said that the 
Bill had been returner! to them from the Legis
lative Assembly with a message, which bore 
entirely upon section 5 of the Bill. That was 
the section which regulated the qualification of 
members of the board. An amendment was 
made in that Chamber upon the original Bill, 
which restricted very much the pe,.sonnel of 
the members of the board. That amend
ment was to the effect that a member of 
the board must be a registered chemist and 
druggist who held a certificate of competency as 
a pharmaceutical chemist, or as a chemist rmd 
drug-gist from the Pharmaceutical Society of 
Great Britain, or any college or board of phar
macy recognised by the board under the regula
tions; so that the members of the board, if not 
medical men, must be men who had already in 
their possession certificates from the Pharma
cputical Society of Great Britain. Amongst the 
che1uists sufficiently accessible to be on the board 
here there were not enough possessing the quali
fications required by that amendment to form 
the full number of the board. He did not think 
he could do better than to call hon. members' 
attention to the words of the message, a copy 
of which would be found in the :Ylinutes of 
Proceedings of the Legislative Council of the 25th 
November. It was as follows:-

"The Legislnti"ve Assembly having taken iuto l'Oll· 
siderat1on the J,egislative Council's message, of date the 
12th im~tant, relative to the Pharmacy Bill, 

"rnsist upon the mnendment" in clause 5,-
" Because without them the Government wonlrl he 

limited in th~'ir choke of tb~ members of the fir,~t 
pharmacy board to medica.l men. which '11Tonld oausc 
that board only to be a repetition of the present liedical 
Bo:ml." 
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That \\'<LS the first reason g-iven. The scheme aml 
principle. of the Bill altogether was tn put into 
the hand" of the chemists thmnselves, as a body 
of 1nen, the regnlatinn of their own affairs ~ an(l 
he thought aftllr the discnssions tlutt had taken 
place from time to time, there and elsewhere, 
wherever the Ph>Lrmctcy Bill lmd been intro
duced, would show the necllssitv that existed fur 
putting chen1ists in an indepe;1dent position, so 
that they might be able to do the he~t they could 
in their own line of business-he meant in the 
w:cy of keeping the st;Lndard of t]nalification for 
the admi.,sion of members to it. As the Legislative 
Ahernbly in their mes.sage had stated that the 
amendment would c>tuse the hmcrd to be only a 
repetition of the present :\iedical Bo>trd, he 
!.bought that if the amendment was insisted 
npon it woulrl really render the Dill practically 
worthless for the object for which it had been in
troduced. The second reason given for objecting 
to the amendment was :-

" Because the members of the pharmacy boarrl 
woulrl not be of necessity exautiners, bnt from their 
Bxperi.cnce wonld be able to direct the lines on which 
examination:-; shonld be conclncte'l, and to appoint 
cxa,tniners, whose specialtics would be-Latiu, botauv 
('hemistry, cte." ~' 

That hacl evidently been directed to the argu
ment used in favour of the amemlrnent-thttt 
chemists were not as a body sufficiently edncn,ted 
of the1nselves to conduct the exttlninations re
quired under the Bill. There was a great deal of 
reason in that statement by the Legi,lative Assem
bly. He would illustrate it by one circumstance. 
There ,,~a~ a board of exmniners for attorneys in 
exi:-{tence in this colony. Prelhninary exarnina
tions were held prior to the admission of candi
dates to articles, and those examinations 
extewled over the ordinary subjects of a liberal 
education. Latin was one of the absolutely 
necessary subjects, and he believed there was 
one other language included, but was not quite 
sure whether it was optional or compubory. At 
those exa,minations the solicitors did not put a 
single paper. Examinations had been held here 
within the last month or two of candidates 
for admi"oion as articled clerks ; and the 
solicitors who were on the board, some of 
whon1 \Vere n1eu of the highest standing 
in this colony, both in their profession 
and as men of education, did not set a single 
paper. They simply deputed the whole exami
nation to gentlernen whorn they con'3irlert"cl 
perfectly competent to set the papers and judge 
of the answers afterw>lrds. Those gentlemen 
reported to the board, and the latter acted upon 
that report ; so that the objection which had 
been taken-even if there wa,, any foundation for 
it, which he did not admit-that the chemists 
were incapable of conducting the exan1inations 
themselves-was not n t;>ngible objection. The 
third reason given by the Assembly was-

" Beeansc the examiu:Ltion of eanclirlates as to the 
knnwlcrlge of the qualities of rtru.gs, anrl their abilitY to 
ct.etect adnlterations, ean only be safelY entrustPli to 
men whfl have h:td gmnt eXperience in the sale and 
purehase of drugs." 

He did not think th"'t he had any occasion to 
impress upon any member of that Committee 
the importance of that argument; it was self
evident. No man conld test the capacity of 
another 1nan with regard to his knowledge of a.ny 
particular article Ho well as the man who was 
himself, by long experience, thoroughly ac
quainted with the article. The fourth reason 
given by the Assembly wae-

" Bucausc of the English Pharmacy Board very few of 
t ltc rnern brrs are t hem~P 1 vc:-; examiners." 

He did not think that lTfLSOIJ went far enough. 
Ao; a matter of fact, not one of the members of the 
I:nqlish Pharmacy Bonrd was an examiner. He 
had not ;-erified the information, but he had it 

on good ;cuthority that it was a rule-whether 
a Rtrictly binding rule or one of etirp1ette, he 
c<mld not say-that no me m her of the bonrd 
should be an· exarniner. The next rea.son given 
by the As,mnbly wlls as follows:-

" Be(::-n1sc it i~ not unu~nal in aeademical bodies. tlmt 
examination" 101· rlcgref~S or di}Jlomas ~hould be in part 
cmJducU"j 11y persons not themseln.~" holding tlw degree 
or tliploma.'' 
That reason followed as a matter of course. 
They all knew that that was correct. Examina
tions for the degree of Learned Doctor of Laws 
in uni versitie~ were as a rule conducted by rnen 
who <lid not hold that degree. He believed that 
ex>tminn.tions of a lower stnndard than the one 
he had ju.st mentioned were also c<mducted in a 
similar rnanner. The sixth reason was~ 

" Bceausc tlle chemists or this colony arc desirous of 
abolishil.J.g the present unsatisractory system, and daim 
that thcr only wish to ~nbst.liutc <-L better one for their 
own credit. <.u1d the snfety of the public." 

The chemists of the colony had taken a great 
deal of trouble in the matter. They had agi
tated for four or five years for the purpose of 
introducing a rnea~ure providing for a nnrch 
stricter training and education than was required 
for many years past under the auspices of the 
:Medical Board. He need scarcely call attention 
to the disclcmures that had been made, showing 
the laxity that had existed under the present 
sy:Jtem. 1\Ien who had not been qualified had 
been admitted as chemists and druggists, and 
they coulrl not say what the consequences had 
been. Such cases, of course, were few and far 
between. At any rate, he trusted that there were 
not many instances of the kind. They had had 
one instance in the colony-a ver·y unfortunate 
instcmce-and the chemists had been so much 
exercised by it that they had determined to con
tinue the agitation which they had commenced 
long hefore that case was disclosed. The occur
rence was regarded by them as strong evidence in 
favour of a rnea~;uro to prevent gross ignorance 
and carelesHness in the adrninistration of drugs. 
The htst reason given by the Legislative Assembly 
\Vas:-

"Becanse the oQjcct and intention of the Bill would 
be practically defeated without the amendments." 

That really embodied the whole of the other 
reasons. it \Vas quite correct; it \vas a true 
strttement of the ca,;e. If the chemists were 
deprived of the power which it was proposed 
to confer upon them by the Bill of conduct
ing their own affairs, it vvas unreasonable to 
expect them, for a long time at any rate, to put 
their business and their system of education, 
adrnis~iou, and registration on a satisfactory 
basis. He had just one thing further to say. 
The message from the Legislative Assembly lmd 
been agreed to un>tnimously. There was no 
qne~tion of clivision, and there \Vas no opposition 
to it. ~l"he lHP~sage contained the grounds on 
which the members of the Assembly had arrived 
a,t their decision, a.n1l the reasonS given \VE.re 
strong rettsons why the amendment should not 
be insisted upon. He did not think he could 
,ay anything on the subject-in fact, he might 
simply have read the reasons ttnd then have 
asked the Committee to agree to the message of 
the Legislative Assembly. He moved that the 
Council do not insist on their disagree1nent to 
the amendments of the Legislative .Assembly in 
clause :), for the reasons given in the message of 
the Assembly d>Lted the 21st of November. 

The POSTMASTER-GENEitAL said that 
was the fourth nr fifth time that question had 
been rliscussed. Very decided expressions of 
opinion had been given by that Chamber in 
former discussions on the subject, and nothing 
that b"'d been urged by the Legislative Assembly 
in its mes,,age, or by the Hon. Mr. Thynne in 
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his remarks that afternoon, had affected his mind 
upon the suLject. The matter was precisely in 
the same po,;ition as when it was last discussed 
by the Committee. There had been one or two 
very important admis8ions, which he thought 
ought to influence hon. gentlemen if they had 
any doubt in their minds against assenting to the 
proposition of the Legislative Assembly. The 
admissions were that the Bill had been intro
duced to benefit and regulate the practice of 
chemists in the colony, and that the necessity 
for the Bill was that the public were not suffi
ciently protected at present, and that it was 
desirable that the opportunity should be afforded 
of giving that protection to the public which was 
absolutely necessary. Thehon. gentlemanhadgone 
through all the reasons stated by the Legishtive 
Assembly in their message, and had given the 
Committee an additional one-namely, that there 
appeared to be a unanimous consensus of opinion 
in the Assembly as to the desirability of insist
ing npon their amendments. As a matter of 
fact there was very little intere3t taken in the 
discussion of the subject by the Assembly. The 
Bill appeared to have been cham]Jioned by a 
gentleman who was himself an nnanthorised 
practitioner-and not a very successful one. 

TheHoN.J.TAYLOI't: Name? 

The POSTMASTER- GENERAL: The 
records of the House would show that. He 
C]nite ag-reed with the last reason given by the 
Assembly-namely, "that the object and inten
tion of the Bill would be practically defeated 
without the amendment." He 'l_uite concurred 
in the opinion that the object and inten
tion of the framers of the Bill-the persons 
who put it in motion-those men, who had not 
the qualifications themselves at present, would be 
defeated if the amendment of the Council were 
insisted upon. Those gentlemen were desirous 
of g-etting a datus accorded to them which their 
:'ttain1_11~nts clid notauthorisethemingetting·; and 
111 add1t10n to that they wanted to be placed in the 
position of a board of pharmacy which would have 
to determine what qualifications future chemists 
should possess, although they had never proved 
that they possessed them by underg-oing anv test 
whatever. He objected to that entirely. Those 
persons had not proved themselves qualified to 
be pharmaceutical chemists by underg-oing the 
ordinary examinations. Then how conld they be 
capable of prescribing- what tests should be g-one 
throug-h by future candidates for the profession? 
Some of the reasons g-iven by the Legislative 
Assembly were not accurate. He would begin 
at the top. The first reason was "because, 
without them, the Government wonld be limited 
in their choice of the members of the first 
pharmacy board to medical men, which would 
canse that board only to be a repetition of 
the prf'Rent :Medical Board." That was 
not true. The Government would not be 
limited in their choice to medical men for the 
first board. If they were to believe the evi
dence, there were chemists in Brisbane who had 
undergone examinations and received certificates 
of competency from the Pharmaceutical Society 
of Great Britain. Those g-entlemen would be 
eligible fm appointment as members of the 
board. 

The" Ho:-;. A .• J. THYNNE : Who are they? 
The POSTMASTER-GENERAL: Hedidnot 

know all their names. The hon. Q·entleman him
self had mentioned one-M1'. Yeo. He (the 
rostmaster-General) believed there was another 
-that lYlr. J ohnson, who wa,; pmctising as a 
homoeopathic chemist in Eclwnnl street, was a 
reg-istered chemist and druggist of the Phar
ma?eutical Society of Great Britain. He 
believed there was also a gentleman in George 
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street who had a certificate of competency 
from a pharmaceutical society which would be 
recog-nised by the Bill ; and there wtts also 
another in Queen street. There were, in fact, 
four or five g-entlemen who held certificates of 
competency from pharmaceutical societies at 
home, and all those gentlemen would be elig-ible 
to sit on the board nnder the amendment 
which was ]Jassed by the Council. He believed 
the chemists were hig-hly respectable trades
people, but the hon. gentleman himself had 
admitted that under existing arrangements men 
not qualified had been reg-istered. And those 
were the men whom they were g-oing to authorise 
to sit on the pharmacy board to elect others 
to sit on the board ; and, in fact, to make all 
future appointments to the board. They had 
been importing from year to year a large number of 
chemists from home. The Pharmaceutical Society 
had been in existence for a great many years, 
and if the gentlemen now practising as chemists 
in the colony were qualified there would have 
been no difficulty in proving their qualifications 
before the Pharmaceutical Society, if they desired 
to do so. In the amendment which he intro
duced in clanse 5, he stipulated that any person 
should be eligible for a seat on the board if he had 
a certificate from the Pharmaceutical Society at 
home, or any subse'l_uent society which m1ght 
be recogni,;ecl under the Bill, or if he underwent 
an examination of the prescribed character. 
Was there any hardship in that? All he wished 
to secure was that the Bill should get proper 
administration by competent men, and the usual 
method of discovering the competency of indi
viduals aspiring to become professional or qunsi 
professional men wets by the ordeal of a test 
exc;mination. He did not wish to exclude any
one who was competent from the board; but 
those g-entlemen wanted to step into the position 
of being eligible for seats on the board 
without undergoing the ordeal which they 
wanted everybody to undergo in fnture. 
vVith reg-ard to the Hon. Mr. Thynne's 
remarks about attorneys, it was quite true that 
the board for the examination of attorneys 
deleg-ated to outsiders the conduct of preliminary 
examinations ; but the members of the board 
were themselves attorneys and barristers who 
had already undergone test examinations. The 
third reason was-

" Because the examination of candidates as to the 
knowledge of the Llualities of drngs, and their ability to 
detect adulterations, can only be safely entrusted to 
men who lmve had great experience in the sale and 
purchase of drugs.'' 

He did not know that the mere fact of selling a 
drug, no matter for how many years, would 
make a man competent to detect adulteration ; 
therefore that reason did not bear on the question 
at all. The next reason was-

" Because of the English Pharmacy Board very few 
of the members are themselves examiners,, 

He did not know whether that was so or not ; 
but they knew that the members of the board 
in Great Britain were pharmaceutical chemists 
who had undergone examination. 

The HoN. A. J. THYNNE: No; they have 
not all passed examination. 

The POSTMASTJ£R-GENERAL said they 
had. Before they had a statutory status at all 
at home the chemists formed themselves into a 
society, an organisation by which no person was 
entitled to use the designation of pharmaceutical 
chemist without underg-oing an examination; and 
that org·ani"ation ha<l been in existence nine 
years before the first Act was passed in Great 
Britain. That Act was amended twelve or 
thirteen years afterwards in order to make the 
examination more stringent. He was prepared 
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to admit the 5th paragTaph, but it did not affect 
the question in the slightest degree. It said :-

"Because it is not 1nuumal in academical bodies that 
examinations for degrees or diplomas should be in part 
conducted by persons not themselves holding the degree 
or diploma." 

Even if such were the case, the fact still re
mained that the board consisted of highly 
educated men whose competency had been 
proved. The next re.cson was-

" Because the chemists of this colony al\~ dt ~iron" of 
abolishing the present un~niisfactory system, and claim 
that they only wish to substitute a bdter one, for their 
0\\'11 credit and the safety of the public.'' 

And if it had gone on to add "and to dub them
selves with a title for which thev have no quali
fication" it would have been correct. The 
matter had been discussed at snch length that it 
was not worth while to consider it further, 
except so far as the public were concerned. He 
objected to allowing persons to arrogate to them
selves positions for which their education and 
professional attainments did not qualify them ; 
nnd he therefore moved that all the words after 
"that" be omitted, with n view of inserting the 
words "the Chairman leave the chair, report no 
progress, and ask leave to sit again that day six 
months." 

The HoN. A. J. THYNNE said the Post
master-General had mentioned the name of one 
chemist as holding the qnalification require<! by 
the Bill-Mr. Yeo. He only wished to say tlmt 
that gentleman was the most acti I'B of the 
chemists in advocating the Bill and getting it 
passed through Parliament. J\Ir. Y eo was con
vinced of the necessity for having the pe1·sonnel 
as exten< led as possible. 

The Ho~. P. MACPHERSON said that, as a 
member of the committee who im1uired into the 
matter, he should like to say a few words before 
the motion was decided. \Vhen the committee 
commenced its sittings he was against the 
chemists, because he considered that there was not 
sufficient material in the city to form a competent 
board, and he directed his examination in the 
first instance to pro1'e that such was the case. 
On the 13th October, 188'3, he asked Dr. Bancroft, 
the president of the Medical Board-

H Do you think the chemists of the colony are fit men 
to examine under the provisions of this Bill?" 

And Dr. Bancroft replied-

" Well, they are, I con~idcr, ill informed, and ill able 
to carry it out. rrhcy ha.ve very little s.cientific know
ledge of either drugs or chemicals. 'l'llc majority of 
tlw1n are 1nm·ely traders." 

In the course of a subsequent examination on 
the 28th July, 1884, Dr. Bancroft was asked by 
the Hon. Mr. Thynne-

"I will nsk you, doctor,-going through the list of the 
principal chemists in pra.ctiee in Brisbane soriatim,-do 
you not think there Will be a. sufticient number of cmn
:petent men fonnd amongKt them to form, with the 
medical practitioners, a good board r" 

And he replied-

" I think the meclicnlmen would be able to select a 
very fair number of pharmacy men, if they had the 
power, to constitute such a board," 

That was the very gentleman who in 1882 said 
the chemists of the colony were not fit to carry 
out the provisions of the Bill; and if the presi
dent of the Medical Board could alter his opinion 
in 18 months, he (Hon. Mr. Macpherson) could 
alter his also. The true secret of the position of 
the medical men and the chemists in regard to 
their status was to be seen from some more 
evidence given by Dr. Bancroft on the last-

mentioned date. That gentleman let the cat out 
of the. bag in giving the following evidence:--

" 'l'hat is really the difficulty you have to contend 
with~ 'ren, you sec, the chemists get the prcseript.ion.-: 
of medical men .. a..nd they then have the patit'!Jts very 
often in their hands; and there being no law to prevent 
chemists acting :~.s doctors, the medical men, by givin;,; 
11rescri_ptions, are playing il:to the chemists' hands. 

"They simply increase the price of medir:inp, di~pensed 
under t.lte prescri;Jtions; they do not ellar~,;;c for <tdYk(~ 
to or attenflance on the rmtie11t :- Yes." 

That was the true secret of the position. He 
believecl from what he bad seen that there were 
chen1ists and drnggists, even in QurJ?n i:itreet, as 
capable of dispensing as some of the medical 
men, and he believed the time had arrivecl when 
those gentlemen should ha\ e a chance of start
ing " society of their own. The pnbhc would 
benefit by it ; and on that ground he cordially 
supported the motion. 

The POSTMASTER-GEKERAL"' id he was 
sorry the hem. gentleman had spoken in such a 
manner of the medic~cl men. He believed the 
opinion of those gentlemen had not ber·n llia"cd 
in the slighte;;t degree, and it was the <>pinion of 
competent men, whose competency had Leen 
proved by test examinatio;ts, and ,_vho helJ 
diplomas. He had known mstances m whwh 
chemists had interfered with the prescriptions 
of medical rn.:n. They all knew the JHo\·erL, 
"Fools rn::;h in where angels foa,r to tread." S01ne 
chemists thought that becnuse they had rend 
a few prescriptions they kne'v nwre than 1ncn 
who had studied merlicine all their lives; and the 
more ignorant they were the greater responsibility 
they were willing to undertake. :Many would 
even undertake surgical O]>eratiun;; as well as 
make up prescriptions of their own. The whole 
question had been fully discussed, and the nnani
rnous consensus of opinion arrived at by lJersnnR 
competent to judge was, that the chemists as a 
body were not fit to undertake the responsibilitieH 
connected with the status they wtshed to confer 
on themselves by the Bill. 

The HoN. G. KIKG said he had been informed 
that there were nu chemists or drug-gists in 
Brisb~ne who held diplomas from the Pharma
ceutical Society of Great Britain, and he had 
been likewise told that on the initiation of that 
society in England many years ag·o they laboured 
under the same disadvantage as the chemists in 
the colony did now. As the appointment of the 
first lJoard would rest with the Government, ~md 
as nu doubt they would appoint competent 
medical men, he thought there could be no very 
gTeat injury inflicted-no harm could accrue
if one or two of the chemists and druggists of 
Bri,bane were appointed to assist them-men 
who possessed a perfect knowledge of the 
qualities uf drugs, who were able to detect 
adulteration, and who had experience in 
the handling of drugs and their effect. 
This class of study was below that of medical 
practitioners, who soared into much htgher 
branches ; but in course of time they would have 
superior material to select from among the 
ch8n1ists. This was a beginning, and the same 
disadvantages existed when the Pharmaceutical 
Society of Great 1>ritain was called into being. 

The POST1.IASTER-GE?\ImAL sairl. the 
hon. gentlen1an was 'vrong with r~'b'Hl .1 to the 
Pharmaceutical Society Df Great Britain. ·That 
societ.v wud not recognised until it had been bt ex
istence a 111nnLer of years. In that caHe a nun1lH'r 
of gentLemen voluntarily formej themselves into 
a society to establish regulaticms and hold exami
natious upon which certificates of competeiJCY 
were i"'ncd. That was his strrm,·· point. If 
the chemi;;t,; allll druggists of the colony had 
voluntarily formed themselves into an associa
ciation, prescribed rules, and sl.<>wcd that 
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none but qualifie<l men hacl got certificates, 
then it would be fair enough for them to apply 
to Parliament and aRk to he recognic;ed. But 
they wanted to 'tep into the position at once, 
and that was what he objected to. Hon. 
gentlemen had overlooked the fact th<tt the 
first hoard would only hold office until 
the 31st December, 1886. In the mettn
time very few persons would be able to have 
undergone the required tnining. Under the 
Bill they were required to serve three or five 
years' apprenticeship before they could be at 
liberty to be examined. 

The HoN. T. L. MURRAY-PRIOR said it 
struck him that it would be a great pity inde. d 
to exclude chemists from the hoard. They were 
well fitted for the work, and he should be very 
sorry imleed to seo the Tlill thrown out. He en
tirely agreed with the remark< of the Hon. J'vir. 
King, and he trusted that the measure would not 
be thrown out. 

The HoN. W. FORRJ<JST said he had not 
much to say upon the qnestion, which was one 
upon which he was very ignorant ; bnt the way 
the matter presented itself to his mind, from 
listening to the arguments that had been used 
and looking through the Bill, was this : They 
had o,t present a number of chemists and 
drnggists in the colony who were under no 
restraint whenwel'; and, however imperfect 
the Bill might be, it would impose some 
restrictions npon the indiscriminate vending 
of medicines, many of which were o.ctive 
poisons. It was certainly better to have a Bill 
that would effect that, even if it were not 
altogether perfect, than to have none at all. 
Coming to what the hon. the Postmaster
General had stated respecting the Pharnmceutit'..\1 
Society in I~ngland, and how it had got its 
sbcLHs, it appeared that ::c certain number of 
persons there were in exactly the same position 
as the chemists and drug-gi.sts hero. At a period 
antecedent to the registmtion of the society, a 
number of chemists and drnggists formecl them
selves into a society and examined each other. 
What better were they, or in what way were 
they more enlightened, after that examination 
than they were before it'? It was simply 
a matter of--" You claw my back, and I'll 
claw yours ; now we are a body of men who 
have gone through the most perfect examination. 
\Ve may have been ignomnt when we started, 
bnt this has enlightened us. and we will now call 
om·selves the Pharmaceutical Society, get our
selves registered, and have a recognised status." 
It appeared to him that they were not one bit 
better after the examination than before it. 
J ndg-ing by the clause, he preJmned that the 
chemists and drnggi,ts of Brisbane were registered 
for dispensing m.,dicinesj; and, being registered, 
it was only a rea~nnable presumption that they 
knew something about the business, and there
fore would be able to examine other chemists. 
If they were not competent to conduct the 
business why were they reg-istered ? There was 
not the slightest doubt that if the Bill were 
passed it would do something to protect the 
public against incompetent men dispensing 
powerful medicines, the nrrtnre of which they 
were, perhaps, utterly ignorant of. 

The HoN. A. C. GREGORY said when the 
matter in question w>1s before the Committee 
previously he votetl against the amendment, 
and gave reasons why he considered that it 
wa" not desirable to introduce it. He did not 
think it neressccry to recapitulate what he 
sairl nn that occasion ; but he must .ty that 
lw w:ts decidedly of opinion that a very 
lal'g-e ntunber of their present chmllidbs ·were 
jnst as competent to nnclerstaml pharmaceu
tical chemistry and the dispensation of drugs-

which was totally distinct from analytical 
chemistry-as any medical practitioner. That 
statement in no way reflected upon medical 
practitioners, because they were working in a 
higher sphere, and conseqnen.tly were n?t eye;' as 
well acquainted with the detmls of the dtscnmma
tion of drugs-as to their precise formandappear
<tnce-as practical chemists, even though they 
mi~ht not hold a formal certificate of thePharma
ce;tir:!l Society. Another thing was that the 
Pharmacenticai Society of Great Britain was 
constituted very much in the same way as this 
body was proposed to be constituted. They 
were ori~inally uncertified men, and a number 
of them" got together and said "\V e will form 
ourselves into a society," and afterwards they 
gut an Act passed to incorporate their society. 
Here the chemists had been incorporated together 
under a law-theY had been registered as prac
tisino- chemists arid placed on a list, which was 
und:r some sort of supervision by the medical 
practitioners-under the ::VIedical Board; and 
therefore the proposal to constitute the new 
hoard, in part, from amongst tho~e chemists 
could not, as far as he could see, mvolve any 
sort of risk to the public, while at the same 
time it would be doing a fair amount of jus
tice to the chemists already in practice. 
For the first two vears- until the end of 
188G-the board woi:1ld be constituted by the 
Governor of course with the ad vice of the 
Executiv~ Council; and they could very easily 
leave out the chemists anrl put none but medical 
practitioners on the bom·d, if they thought that 
course was ad dsable in the interests of the 
public. Under the circumstances, he thought it 
was far better that they should n~t insist upon 
their amendment, and thereby widen the field 
from which the board could be selected. 

Question-That the Committee do not insist 
upon their disagreement to the amendment of 
the Le"islative Assemblv in clause 5-pnt and 
passcd.

0 0 

On the motion of the Hox. A. J. THYNNE, 
the CHAIRMAN left the chair, and reported the 
resolution. The report was adopted, and the Bill 
ordered to be tmnsmitted to the Legislative 
Assembly by message in the usual form. 

JURY BILL. 
The PRESIDE::"\T informed the House that 

he had received the following message from the 
Legislative Assembly:-

" MR. l)RES.IDENT. 
"The Leg-islative Assernbly having had under con~ 

sideration the h~gislative Council's amendments in the 
Jury Bill, disagl'Ce to the amendment in clause 3. 
Because by the existing law a jury rle ventre inspiclendo 
is required to be empannelled in the caRes mentioned 
in the said clause, and it is desirable that this law 
should be rc}1Caled expressly and not by uncertain im
plication; u,nd agree to the other amendments in the 
Bill. 

" \.YrLLIAM II. GROO)I, 
nspeaker." 

On the motion of the HoN. A. J. THYNNE, 
the consideration of the Legislative Assembly's 
message in committee was made an Order of the 
Day for next sitting day. 

DIVISIONAL BOARDS AGRICULTURAL 
DRAINAGE BILL--COMMITTEE. 

On the motion of the HoN. A. J. THYNNE, 
the President left the chair, and the House went 
into Committee of the ·whole to consider this 
Bill in detail. 

The several clauses of the Bill, and the pre
amble, were passed as printed. 

On the motion of the HoN. A. J, THYNNE, 
the House resumed, the CHAlR}!AN reported the 
Bill without amendment ; the report was 
adopted, and the third reading made an Order 
of the Day for the next sitting day. 
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MARYBOROUGH AND URANGAN RAIL· 
WAY BILL-CG:\DIITTEE. 

On motion of the HoN. P. MACPHERSON, 
the President left the chair, and the House went 
into Committee to consider this Bill in detail. 

On clause 1-" Interpretation"-
The HoN. P. MACPHERSON said : Before 

the clause was put he wished, in justice to him
self, to make a remark in answer to what had 
fallen from the Hon. Mr. \Valsh on the second 
reading <)f the Bill. That hon. gentleman had 
expressed a doubt as to the existence of the com
pany who were the promoters of the line. He 
had been to a certain extent answered by 
the Hon. Mr. Taylor, but as he (Hon. Mr. 
Macpherson) could not have anticipated that 
the Hon. Mr. vValsh would have made the re
marks he did, he had no previous opportunity of 
answering them. He might say that he now held 
in his hand a copy of the articles of the company, 
and it was stated there that one of the objects for 
which the company was formed was-

H To survey, form, make, construct, maintain, repnir, 
manage, and work certain lines of railway in the \Vide 
Bay district, in the colony of Queensland, between 
Maryborough and Croyllon. and between a point on the 
J\'Iaryborough and Burrum Railway line about 
miles from }laryborough aforesaid and Urangan. 
together with all convenient branches and appliances." 
And also-

" To obtain any Act of Parliament for enabling the 
company to carry out any of i.ts objects, or to obtai11 
any rights, powers, or privileges; and to submit and 
agree to any restrictions, qualifications, or conditions, 
that Parliament may impose." 
He might also say that some of the shareholders 
of the company were very influential capitalists 
in Jliielbourne ; and he was certain the House 
knew sufficient of him to admit that he would 
not be a stalking-horse to introduce a sham 
scheme for a bogus company. He wished to 
move as an amendment upon the clause the 
insertion of the following additional paragraph 
after the 3rd paragraph of the clause :-

The expression H railway whnrf" means th main 
wharf or wharves to be constructed at l.!rangan at 
the termination of the railway. 
That was in order to meet the objection raised 
by his hon. friend Mr. Gregory, and would 
compe-l the company to sell the wharf at Urangan 
to the Government, as well as the railway 
works. He had previously supposed himself 
that it would be considered as part of the rail
way works. 

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL s:ctid that 
since the Bill was under consideration last, and 
in view of the objection raised by the Hon. Mr. 
Gregory that no provision was made for the 
purchase of the wharf at the end of the line, 
and after an examination of the anchorage there, 
the matter had been looked into by the members 
of the Government, and it had been considered 
desirable that the Government should have the 
same right of purchasing the wharf as they were 
to have of purchasing the rail way. Certain 
other amendments had been suggested on 
consideration of the Bill, and he understood 
that they were in the hands of the hon. gentle
man in charge of the Bill, and that he would 
move them. The amendment just moved was 
the more important one, and was inserted in 
order to provide that the railway wharf at the 
end of the line should be one of the articles pur
chased by the Government. He had thought 
that the word "undertaking" coYered the 
matter; but that word was so comprehensive that 
it would embrace property which the Government 
might not desire to have the right to purchasce, 
and which perhaps they ought not to have the 
right to purchase. 

The HoN. A. C. GREGORY said that in 
alling attention on the second reading of the 

Bill to what he considered certain omissions in 
the Bill, the one just alluded to by the Post
master-General was the leading one of which he 
spoke. It was provided that the Government 
n1ight purchase the railway, but no provision vvas 
made for purchasing the wharf at the end of it. 
He might al'o say he approved of the amendment 
proposed, because he thought they should not 
include all the worb that might prnbably 
come under the head of "the undertak
ing." There were sorne n1inor 1natters in the 
httter part of the Bill to which he also took 
exception on the sec<md rea.ding. He had made 
inquiries, and he now understood that amend
ments would be moved by the hon. member in 
charge of the Bill, to meet all the objections he 
had raised in speaking on the second reading of 
the Bill. 

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

Clauses 2 to 9, inclusive, passe<l as printed. 

On clause 10, as follows :-
"Particulars of all expenditure UiJOn the railway, 

with p1·oper vouchers, shall from time to tilhe he sub
mitted by the company to the engineer." 

The HoN. P. :MACPHEESOK mnve•l that 
the wor(ls "?tnd ra,ilway wharvt>s'' be inserted 
after the word "railway" in the bt line. 

Amendment agreed to; and claw;e, as amen< led, 
put and passed. 

On clause 11, as follows :-
"The company shnll be entitled to take, u:;::n, o~:;cupy, 

and purch<tsc, n,t a price per ~wre to be agreecl upon be
tween thE' }finistcr antl the company, so much Crmvn 
lancl~ as are llc'CCSS~Lry for the proper eonstrud.ion of 
th2 undPrtaking and working of the llne, anrl the erec
tion of station:ii, with usual buildings, turnonts, and 
other appliances ordinarily required in the maintenance 
and management of railwa:; '~-. .Provided, H the :\iinistcr 
and the cmnpany are unable to agren upon the price, 
the srnue shall be decided by arbitration, but this sec
tion shall not authorise the ptu·,•llase by the company 
of :my land vested in or occupied hy the Commissioner 
for Railways." 

The HoN. P. MACPHERSON moved that the 
following words be added at the end of the 
clause:-

Proyided, however, that it shall be lawful for the 
Commissioner for Railways to lease or gTRnt to the eom
pany a license to use and occuvy, on ~uch terms and 
conditions a..s the :}:Iinister shall thinl\: reasonable, any 
such land so vested in the Oommi~sionm· for ltailway"S as 
shall be required for the purposes of the company. 

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

Clauses 12 to 27, inclusive, passed as printed. 

On clause 28, as follows :-
"If at any time after the completion of the railway 

the company shall desire to nse, in conjunction with 
the Government, that portion of the Oovernment raihv~~~r 
line between Croydon and the junction of the com
pany's raHway 'vitil the ):laryborough and Bnrnnn rail
way line for the purpose of connecting the trallic of the 
company'::; lines, the 3Iinister shall afford to the com
pany all reasonable facilities for nsing th~ aforo~raid 
portion of the Government railway line and tor running 
thereon with their engines, mtrriages, trucks, and wagons 
for the ordinary purposes or business of the eompany, 
subject to such terms and conUitions a~ may be agreed 
upon between the .:\Tinister and the Pomp·JH.Y for the 
saft~ty and proteet.ion of the int.er,,,..,is of the public." 

The HoN. P. :MACPHEHSO"N moved that 
the wmds "fir,t section of the main line of" be 
inserted before the word "railway" in the 1st 
line and the words "as far as the fifteen-mile 
p8'/ in portion 37 of the parish of rmngan" 
after the word "rail way" in the :m me line. 

Amendment agreed to; and clause, as amended, 
pn t and passed. 

Clauses 29 to 56, inclusive, pL. se<l as printed. 
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On motion of the HoN. P. MACPHBRSON, 
clause 57 was amended so as to read as follows:-

" At any time an er the expiration of five years 
from the final completion of the raihYay and railway 
wharf, the GCJvernor in Council may purchase from the 
company the rail way and rnilway wharf with the 
rolling-stock a,nd nll appurtenances thereof a.t a ~nun 
equal to the cost price of the said railway with five 
pounds per annnm ealenlated from the da,te of such 
final completion for every one hnndred pounds of the 
said cost llrice added thereto, together with a sum 
equal to the then value of the said rolling-stock, 
appurtenances, and railway wharf. The amount of snch 
pueclla::;e money ~h:.~.ll be certiiied to by the engineer 
bAfm·e the same shall be paid to the company: but if 
a.ny dispute or difference shall arise between the com
pany and the engiuee1· or the .J.Iinister as to the sum to 
be inserted in the engineer's certifica.te, or as to the 
Hiiifl purchase money, the Hamc shnll be determined by 
arlnlration." 

Clauses 58 to 80, inclusive, passed as printed. 
On clause 81, as follows:-
"If u-10 ma.in line of railway referred to in the 

depositell plans, sections, and bool{s of reference is not 
<~ompletrrl within three years Erorn the passing of this 
Act. then, on the expiration of that period. the powers, 
rights, and privilege~ by this Act granted to the company 
for acl1niring lawl hy purchase or otherwise and for 
working and completing the railway, or otherwise in 
relation thereto, shall cease and determine, and there
upon the suw deposited by the company to the credit 
of the .J.iinister as aforesaid as security for the due 
eompletjon of the main line of r:lilway shall be and 
hccome absolutely forfeited to Her Majesty." 

The HoN. P. MACPHBRSON moved the in
sel'tion of the words "and railway wharf" after 
the Wol'd "railway" in line 3G. 

The HoN. IV. APLIN asked whether the 
railway wharf wa;; referred to in the deposited 
plans, sections, and books of reference mentioned 
in the clause? 

'fhe HoN. P. MACPHBRSON said it was 
not. He moved the omission of the word " is " 
in the 37th line, with the view of inserting the 
\Vords ~'and railway wharf are." 

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

l'reamble put and passed. 
On motion of the HoN. P. MACPHETISON, 

the CHAIHMAN left the chair, and reported the 
Bill to the House with amendments. 

The report was adopted, and the third reading 
of the Bill made an Order of the Day for the 
next sitting day of the House. 

CROWN LANDS BILL-COMMITTEE. 
Upon the Order of the Day being read for the 

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

On clause 75, as follows :-
" 'J1hc Governor in Council, on the recmmnencla,tion of 

the hoard, may by proc1amation declare any country 
lancls which arc entirely or extensively overgrown by 
scrub of the kinds known as hrigalow, gidya, ma.llce, 
sandalwood, bcndco, oak, and watUe, or any or them, 
to be scrub lands for t.hc purposes of this Act, and 
thereupon the same may be dealt \Vith in the manner 
prescribed in this part of this Act." 

The Ho;,;. A. C. GREGORY said in this tmd 
the two following clauses under the head of 
"scrub lands" they found provision made 
whereby persons coulcl go into the scrubs of the 
colony, establiHh themselves, and rem<ein there 
for several years, paying practically no rent. 
Although after the first year the selector of 
tho"'e land:-:; was Hupposed to hegin clearing 
and cutting down the scrub, it was quite 
clear that as a practical matte!' he woulcl 
during tht>t time e;;tablish himself, and after 
that it would be a system of cv:tsion. Dming 
another yetu he would simply devote hiK time 
to getting all the c<ettle out of the Bcrub that 
were unbrandecl and put his own brand upon 

them; and he, very likely, would not be very 
particular as to his bmnd getting on something 
else. There was no guarantee of b01ut .fides, such 
as they would have in the case of a lease, where 
the selector had to pay rent. Then again 
they found by clause 76 that first-class scrub 
land was to have only one-third of scrub 
upon it. Now, they knew perfectly well that a 
very large proportion of first-class runs had got 
more than one-third of their area covered with 
scrub; and yet, after imposing certain restric· 
tions and charging special rents in some 
cases, they were, in those instn,nces, letting a 
man go and take up a block of 20,000 acres 
of land without having any rent to pay for so 
many years. \Vhy should they do that, when 
the same class of country would be valued, very 
likely, considerably over the minimum rent as a 
grazing farm"? He thought it was really a very 
dangerous matter to allow the proposed 
system of scrub leases. No doubt those who 
framed the provision were under the impression 
that if they cleared away scrub they thereby 
improved the cctvahilities of the country for 
carrying stock. But what had happened within 
the last few months? Thousands and thousands 
of cattle would have been ntterly annihilated 
had it not been for the se1·ubs on which 
they had had to live. Having no grass, their only 
meam of living had been the scrubs. Only 
the other day he had a letter placed before 
him, in which a person who was travelling 
through the Burnett district said-he was not 
refening to the Land Bill in any way-that 
if it had not been for the scrubs the whole of his 
cattle would have been lost. Not only was it a 
doubtful matter whether the clearing of scrub 
was of any use at all to the country, or the very 
reverse of an advantage ; but they were asked 
to allow people to establish themselves in those 
localities where they would be practically levy
ing blackmail, or rather committing robbery, 
upon the bona jide occupants of the country 
round about-not only the pastoral lessees, upon 
whom the Government seemed to have such an 
unreasonable " down,:: but also against those 
who held grazing farms. Under those con
ditions he really failed to see what advantage 
was to arise from Part V. as applied to leases of 
scrub land. 

The POSTMASTER- GE:NJ~RAL said he 
most distinctly denied that the Government had 
got any "down," reaHonable or unreasonable, 
against the pastoral tenants. He had said so 
over and over again, and no\V repeated it ; and 
he did not know why the accusation should have 
been introduced in that part of the Bill. 
He had not the vast, extensive experience of 
the Hon. Jliir. Gregory, who seemed to have a 
perfectly accurate knowledge of every mortal 
thing under the sun ; and so he was not prepared 
to hazard an opinion with regard to the 
utilisation of scrub land,;, or whether it 
was more arl vantageous for grazing stock 
to have a run covered with scrub or not. 
The clauses in question wel'e introduced in the 
honest belief that the scrubs referred to could be 
made useful for grazing purposes. They were 
practically useless at present. The provisions 
of clause 75 would not apply to any part of a 
holding, and there was no bar against the lessee 
of a holding taking up those scrub lands. 
As to the possibility of cattle-duffing, to 
which the hon. gentleman had referred, pro
vision was made that in the fir»t instance, before 
the land should be oven to selection for the pur
poses mentioned, the board must put the Govern· 
ment in motion, and a proclamation must be 
issue,] ; and a further proof of the uunro .fide 
inLention of the party concerned was required in 
a mh;equent provioiun of the part, to the effect 
tlmt a cerhtin amount of fencing must be 
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constructed every year, otherwise the license 
would be forfeited. It was unquestionably 
an experiment - an experiment with the 
view of utilising, as far as practicable, country 
that was unavailable at the present time. 
As he had said, he had no personal experience in 
the matter, but when the idea was started it 
proved attractive to him, and he had heard 
nothing since to satisfy him that the experiment 
was not worth trying. However, if hon. gentle
men-who had a vast deal more experience in the 
matter than he had-had made up their minds 
that the experiment was not worth trying it 
would not affect him, and it would not affect the 
Government. He s::tid the experiment would 
not be tried if the m::tjority of the members of 
the Committee made up their minds that it 
should not. 

The HoN. T. L. MURRAY-PRIOR said he 
was satisfied the Postm::tster-General believed he 
was legislating for the good of the country. No 
doubt some day the scrub lands would he 
utilised and prob::tbly cleared, but the question 
was whether it should he done at present. \Vhat 
the Hon. ]\fr. Gregory had stated w;cs a fact-if 
it had not been for· scrubs of that sort upon 
runs, stock would often have died, because the;~· 
h::td nothing else to live upon in many cases. 
Those who were acquainted with the matter 
knew that where there were brigalow scrub.-; 
the cattle stopped in them and almost lived 
entirely upon the scrub. He supposed that 
anyone taking up a scrub farm would he likely 
to take up a place where there was grass also, 
such as was described in the "first class" in 
clause 76. There would be an inducement to 
persons to go into those f::trms for nefarious pur
poses, and it would be advisable for the present 
at all events to omit that part of the Bill entirely. 
It would in no way hurt the Bill or harm the 
country to do so. If gmzing farms were found 
to succeed-and if anything under the Bill woulrl 
succeed he beliend it would be the gmzing 
farms-it would he time enough then to intro
duce such clauses :ts were contained in Part V. 
At present, if ::tnyone had a fancy for scrub 
land, there was nothing to prevent them taking 
it up at 2d. an acre. He thought any practical 
person taking up 20,000 acres would be glad to 
take up some scrub with his holding. He 
believed much of the scrub land would lJe taken 
up in that way. Just as many persons taking up 
freeholds were glad to have mountainous country 
in their holdings for winter runs. The omis
sion of Part V. would, in his opinion, be desirable 
for the present. 

The HoN. G. KING said he did not for one 
moment question the intentions of the Govern
ment in introducing those clauses, but he 
thought the experiment was not worth trying. 
Perhaps, if it involved a question of revenue, he 
might take a different view of the matter; hut 
as for ten or fifteen ye::trs the Treasury would 
derive no benefit from the operation of these 
clauses, he thought the rbk of leaving it open to 
anyone to take up scrub land., for nothing at all 
was too great; it might le::td persons to enter 
upon the occupation of those lands for purposes 
which had better not be indulged in. On the 
whole, he thought it advisable to eliminate the 
clauses. 

The Hox. ,J. TAYLOU said he agreed with 
the hon. gentlem::tn who had bst spoken. 'l'here 
w:1s great danger that rnen would take np Hcrnh 
l::tnds, and do a gren,t deal of mischief to pastoral 
lessees outside. They often found water in the 
scrubs, and a man might take up a farm or 
selection inside the scrub ::tround the water, 
and go in for stealing stock from all the persons 
around him. 'l'lmt was one reason why he 
objected to the clauses, n,nd it should alw be 

remembered that after those men had clone all 
the mischief they could possibly do, and could 
steal no more stock, they woulll proh::tbly throw 
up the selection. He recollected perfectly well 
that when he was J\'Iinister for Lands, many 
yetns ago, the same thing took place in connec
tion with the cedar and pine scrubs. They 
were thrown open at a merely nominal 
rent, and when every foot of good timber 
was taken out of them, the parties threw 
up the selections they had applied_ for. The 
same thing would he done over again. He 
had no doubt that that part of the Bill was 
bond jicle brought fonv;ucl by the Government as 
an experiment; but as the Postmaster-General 
had said the Go,ernment did not care par
ticularly about the Clauses he thought the best 
thing they could do would be to omit them. 

'l'he POSTMAST:EH-GKi'\EHAL: I should 
like to have the experiment tried myself. 

Clause put and negatived. 
Clauses 76 to 79, inclm;ive, put and neg::ttived. 
Cl::tuses 80 and ::ll p::ts&ed as printed. 
On clause 82, as follows:-
"All suc1I htn(ls :"hall lx~ disting-uished as town or 

snbnrban lots, according to their respective po'-itionl", 
and Khall be otl'eren as lW'trly as may be in areas accord
ing to the follmYing scale:~ 

'l'own lands in allotments of from one rood to one 
acre; 

Suburban lands withirJ one mile from town lauds in 
lots of from one acre to live acres; 

Subnrban lands over one tnile from town lands in 
lots of from one acre to ten acres." 

'rhe HoN. J. C. HEUSSLER ,said that in the 
Bill it appeared the Government deprived them
selves of selling country lands by auction alto
gether ; and for his own part he would like to 
see the n,lienation system tried in respect to 
country lands si,le by side with the leasing prin
ciple. However, it struck him that some slight 
::tlteration was necess::try in clause 82. It pro
vided that suburban lands over one mile from 
town lands should only he sold in lots of from 
one to ten acreR, and he thought the area was too 
small. He believed that persons living ne>tr 
towns would like to have pad!locks in which to 
e;:;tahli~h orchards, vineyards, or n1arket gardetm, 
and if such was their desire the area they would 
l1e allowed to purchase was too small. 

The HoN. Sm A. H. P A LMER: If the lots 
are too smttll they can buy two or three. 

The Hox. J. C. HEUSSLER s::ticl thn,t was 
good enough, but he still thought the area 
allowed was too small. JY1en could buy two or 
three lot.s certainly, but hon. gentlemen knew 
perfectly well what a difficult matter it would be 
to get them contiguous. They might get any 
number of lots, hut the difficulty would be to 
get them in one block. He begged to move as 
an mnendment that in the last line of the clause 
the word "ten" should he omitted, with the 
view of inserting the word "forty." 

The POSTMASTEH.-GENER\L said if a 
person wished tD secure forty acres in a suburb::tn 
district there was no bar against his doing so 
as the clause now stood, hut under the Hon. J\Ir. 
Heussler's scheme the man with the biggest 
pocket would be able to drive out all persons 
who wished to secure lots offered for sale occa
sionally in suburban districts. He thought ten 
acres wn,s a very fair-sized lot to offer at auction 
at one time. There was renlly not rnnch prin
ciple involved in the matter, but on the principle 
thcct every nmn should have a chance to compete 
for lan<l offcred at auction it was very desirable 
to limit the lots to small areas. 

The Hox .. J. TA YLOR saicl the Hon. Mr. 
Heuc'ller'H ar.~·ument wns undoubtedly sound. 
\Vhat could a nmn do with ten acres of land two 
miles from town? 
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'rhe HoN. Sm A. H. P ALMER: Cut it up. 
The Hox . . J. TAYLOR said he could cut it 

up, of course, but that wa,; not the intention of 
the Bill. It wn,; nil very well for hon. gentle
men to say that a Jmtn could buy two or three 
lots, but he could do nothing of the sort. If the 
Postruaster-General, for instance, went into an 
auction-room and purchased one or two lots, and 
wished to secure the adjoining lots, he would not 
be able to do so, for lYir. Somebody over the way 
would oppose him, and say, "No, he is a radicctl; 
I will not let him have it." He maintained that 
10 acres, two miles from town, was no earthly 
good to any n1an. 

The HoN. T. L. ::HURRAY-PRIOR said the 
speeches which had been made on that subject 
showed which way the wind blew. 

The HoN. ,J. TAYLOR: vVh;1t do you mean? 
The HoN. T. L. MUHRAY-PRIOR: The 

hop. gentleman would see directly. The Hon. 
lYir. Heussler, who had been such a staunch 
:mpporter of the Bill, found--

The HoN .• T. C. HEUSSLER : I am not a 
staunch supporter of the Bill. I am an indepen
dent member--

HONOURABLE Mll1Imms : Order ! 
The HoN. T. L. MURRA Y-PIUOR said he 

wcos very glad to find that the hon. gentleman 
agreed with him, and that he was not a staunch 
supporter of the Bill. He (Hon. ::Yir. Murray
Prior) thought 40 acres near the town was not 
sufficient for a man. As the Hon. J\Ir. Heussler 
very properly observed, a man might want a 
vineyard or a paddock near his house. He (Hon. 
J\lr. J\Iurray-Prior) was aware that extending 
the area from 10 to 40 acres did not interfere 
with the principle of the Bill, but the proposal 
only showed that the de<.ire to obtain a freehold 
was inherent in mankind. As he had before said, 
before very long the staunchest supporters of 
the Government would loudly call out for free
holds, freeholds, freeholds ! All would want a 
freehold, whether it was two miles from town or 
a greatet dbta,uce. Freeholds they would have, 
wlmtever that Bill might say to the contrary. 

'l'he Ho:sr. "\V. APLIN o:1id he thought the 
main object of the Bill wa:; to do away with the 
alienation of Crown lands, but he found that that 
principle was not applied to town and suburban 
bnds. vVhy should they not apply the principle 
of leasing to town lands as well as country lands ? 
They found the residents of towns were strong 
advocates for the sale of town and suburban 
htnds, and were not satisfied with lots of 10 
acres, but wanted the area extended to 40 
cocres. He would like to see the principle of non
alienation appliecl to town lands as well as 
country lancb. He would oppose the amend
ment. 

'l'he Hox. A. C. GREGORY said he could 
scarcely support the amendment proposed by the 
Hon. :\Ir. Heussle1·, bec:mse, although he cer
tainly would not object very much to larger 
pieces of land being sold at auction, still they 
had a Bill before them which they hcvJ. been 
working at and amending with the object of 
making it consistent throughout-whether they 
had succeeded or not was another matter
and it would be inconsistent to make provision 
that country lands should be soltl under the 
guise of subur1mn lands, or in other words, 
to try ami sell country lands under another 
designation. If the Bill p1'0YiL1ecl that SO acres 
should be the maximum, he should not have 
any objection to it ; but when they found that 
a. very la.rgo ntnnher nf individuals, who \Verc 
intercstetl in town and snburlmn lamb, :cnd 
whose budne·, for mmJy years past had 
been to a great extent directed to the un
earned increment- perhaps that was the ex-

pression to use-had considered that it would 
be better for the community and themselves, who 
also formed a part of the community, that it 
should be only 10 acres and not 80, why should 
they alter it? Then again, as regarded the 
quantity of land, it was stated that a person. wl:w 
wanted 40 acres might not be able to g-et 1t m 
consecutive blocks. No doubt that was the 
difficulty in the auction mode of sale. But 
under clause 90 they found that the Govern
ment could do what was called " placing 
good~ in a line," that wa~ leaving the 
lands open to purchase withont competition, 
at the upset price after auction, and no doubt 
the Go.-ernment would adopt that plan, so that 
persons who wanted 20, 30, or 40 acres of 
land could take np conterminous blocks, with
out being liable to '' system of competition. 
They knew th"t one of the general plans 
which had been adopted at auction sales was 
not to bid for the lands, but to let them 
be passed in, not for the purpose of defrauding 
the revenue, but to enable the parties to secure 
the consecutive pieces they required without 
running· the risk they would do if they bought 
one lot, and had to compete for the next with 
r;omebody else who only wanted to get the land 
in order that he might be bought off. Taking 
the clause as '" whole, he thought it far better to 
let it remain in its present shape. 

The HoN. J. TA YLOR said he did not see 
that the hon. gentleman's argument had the 
slightest weight. 'l'he hon. gentleman stated 
that conterrninous blocks could be bought 
without competition after auction; but if they 
were sold in the meantilne, lvhat was a H1au to 
do ? He contended that 10 acres of land, two 
1nileB fr01n town, was of no use to anyone. 

The Hox. J. F. McDOUGALL said the 
whole principle of the Bill was that of leasing 
the Crown lands, and he saw no reason why it 
should bc,departed from in that case. However 
he was not going to opp<be the clause, but he 
would certainly oppose the amendment. They 
had steadily kept the small man in view through
out the passage of the Bill. The amendments 
made by the Council were entirely in favour of 
the small holder, and he saw no reason why they 
should not continue on that principle. But if 
they increased the area of . suburban lots to 40 
acres, as proposed by the Hon. 1Ir. Heussler, 
they would prevent the small capitalist from 
successfully competing with the larger capitalist. 
He would vote against the amendment. 

The Ho:sr. W. FORREST said he thought 
that, on the score of consistency, they ought to 
strike out that clause altogether. He could not 
help expre,•;sing his astonishment that hon. mem
bers should oppose either the auction system, or 
the increa>ie of the area of suburban lots as pro
posed by the Hon. Mr. Heussler. He would 
give some reasons for this. It had been asserted 
and re-asserted that people who had taken up 
country lanc!t;, who had bought them and paid 
for them-those l"nd cormorants, as they were 
callecl-had clone nothing for the country. It 
was said that those men had actually taken up 
land and done nothing for the country. Hon. 
members had heard that day after day, and 
night after night. \Vel!, if they had clone 
nothing for the country, the country had ad
vanced. Therefore somebody must haYe done 
something. If it was not the owners of country 
l:1;nds it nuu~t be the O\Yners of to\vn land;-;, and 
why deprive the country of that means of pro
gress ? 'l'he corner allotment syndicates were 
the people who were doing good to the country, 
if the statements they h,,c] so often heard were 
col'!'ect. vVithin ten miles of Bri:;bane they 
we1·e cnttin;; np land into 16-perch nllot
ments. The Hon. Mr. Heussler, ancl those 
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who agreed with him, held that it was 
downright immoral and dishonest to sell country 
lands. But why should not those men who really 
added. no~hing to the wealth of the country by 
gamblmg. m corner allotments be deprived of the 
opportumty of gambling in that way? He hoped 
hon. gentlemen who were going to vote for the 
increase of the area to 40 acres would think the 
matter over very carefully before doing so. 

The HoN. J. C. HEUSSLER said he must 
explain himself after the very full discussion 
there had been on the amendment. If his proposal 
were carried, the size of the allotments need not 
always be fixed at 40 acres. His amendment 
was simply to make that the maximum area. 
Th€l Government could make the allotments as 
small as they liked. The clause provided that 
the area of town allotments should be from 1 
rood to 1 acre, of suburban lots, within one 
mile from town, from 1 to 5 acres, and of 
suburban lots over one mile from town lands, 
from 1 acre to 10 acres. There was no men
tion in the clause of suburban lands two miles 
from town, and, therefore. they might be ten 
miles distant. · 

The HoN. A. J. THYNNE: If you look at 
the interpretation clause you will find that 
suburban lands are Crown lands within a dis
tance of two miles from town lands. 

The HoN. J. C. HEUSSLER said they would 
see that by-and-by. A good deal had been said 
about leasing ; but it was not necesscwy to force 
leases on people. Of course they could select 
40 acres under the leasing clauses, but if people 
wanted land in the neighbourhood of towns for 
vineyards, gardens, or grazing paddocks it should 
be optional whether they would have freehold or 
leasehold. 

The HoN. A. J. THYNNE said that was an 
appropriate occasion on which to refer to the had 
tendency the Bill would have with regard to 
the burdens on the two classes of people. The 
theory of the Government was that they would 
obtain such a revenue from country lands as 
would enable them to pay for the money they 
borrowed, and to a certain extent for the 
working of the colony. They were throwing 
on the country people the expense of main
taining the colony in its existence, and re
lieving entirely the people in the towns and 
their immediate suburbs. In the towns, in 
proportion to their population, there was rather a 
small amount of productive industry ; but it was 
not so in the country ; and if one had time to 
work it out from the statistics of the colony, he 
would find that a very small proportion of the 
male adult population engaged in production. 
It was on the productions of the colony that 
the people lived; and working the calculation out 
further they would find that for every person 
engaged in the country districts in production 
there were ten people producing nothing, but 
living on the labour of one man. He had not 
had time to go into the details with r<>gard to 
Queensland, but he had the privilege recently 
of meeting a gentleman who had worked them 
out with regard to New South vV ales, and he 
calculated that in that colony there we1·e only 
150,000 men engaged in productive industries, 
while the remainder of the population were 
actually living one upon the other, and upon the 
labours of these 150,000 people. And the 
tendency of the Bill would be to aggrav:tte that 
sort of thing in Queensland. 

The HoN. J. TAYLOR: ·what have you to 
say about the clause ? You have said nothing 
about that. 

The HoN. A. J. THYNNE said he was not 
in favour of the mnendment. 

Amendment put and negatived, and clause 
put and passed. 

Clauses 83 to 93, inclusive, passed as 11rinted. 
On clause 94, as follows:-
"Upon application made within twelve months after 

the proclamation in the Gwtette of the first sale of any 
town land situatocl within any nmv city, town, village, 
or reserve, upou :which improvements are situated, the 
GoYernor in Conncil may sell a.nd grant the allotment 
or allotments containing such improvements to the 
0\Vner of ~mch impl'mcments \vithont comvetition at 
the fair valne thereof in an unimproved state, not being 
less tlutn t'vice the minimum npset price as defined by 
this Act." 

The HoN. W. FORREST said he only rose to 
say he was very glad to see tha,t the Government 
had so tenderly guarded the pre-emptive right of 
a man who pnt up improvements on a township 
reserve. But he fa,iled to see on what principle 
they gave a pre-emptive selection to a man 
because he was close to the town, and tried 
to refuse it to the pastoml lessee who had a 
legal right to it. He suppm;ed it was on the 
principle that if a man was near a town it was 
pre,umed that he could influence a number of 
votes-which were nece8sary to get into Parlia
ment. 

Clause put and passed. 
Clauses 95 to 98, inclusive, passed aB printed. 

On clause 99, as follows :-
"The Governor in Council 1nar, by proclamation, and 

withont issning any dre<l of grant. placn any lands 
reserved, either temporarily or perm )nently for any 
such purpose, under the control of trustees; and may, 
by like proelarna.tion, declare the style or title of such 
trnsteclii and the trnsts of any land placed under their 
control. and may empower them to make by-laws for 
carrying ont the ohjects of the trust." 

The HoN. A. J. THYNNE suggested the 
addition of a few words to the clanse to emtble 
the trustees of pnblic lands to impose a penalty 
for a breach of their by-laws. He happened to 
be a truHtee of one of the public parks of Bris
bane ; and though the trustees had power to 
make by-laws, there was nothing under the 
trust deed to enable them to impose penalties for 
the breach of those by-laws. 

The POST:MASTER-GEJ\'ERAL moved the 
addition of the following words to the clause
" and imposing penalties not to exceed £20 for 
any breach thereof." That amendment would, 
he thought, meet the objection. It was generally 
assumed that a. body authorised to make by-laws 
regulating any public matter could also enforce 
penalties ; hut doubts had arisen, and perhaps 
the insertion of those words would put the 'lnes
tion beyond doubt. 

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

Clmtses 100, 101, and 102 passed as printed. 
On clause 103, as follows :-
" 'rhc Governor in Council may make regulations for 

the management of any existing common ancl for giving 
cfl'ect to eommonage right~. subject, however, to the 
follmving conditions : 

That commonage rights shall appertain solely to 
resiclents in the tmvnship or district for which 
the common was proclaimed ; 

That the clespasturing of sheep and entire male 
animals exceeding six months old, except under 
special conditions, shall be prohibited; 

'fhat payment be made for the depasturing o! 
cattle nt a rate not less than two shillings per 
hen cl per anmun. and that in no case slul:ll an.v 
one vcr~on he allowed to rnn more than twenty 
head on the same common. 

"Bnt nothing herein containctl shall preyent bond 
fltle trave.llers from dcpasturing their bullocks, horses, 
or other stock on any common. Provided that no 
person travelling \vith stock shall be deemed a bond fide 
traveller, nnlc.':\s sneh stock arc driven towards their 
destination at lea:-;t six mHcs within eYcry suc<>es~ive 
period of twenty-four hours, unless prevented by rain or 
flood." 
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The HoN. J. TA YLOR asked whether the 
clause applied to anything except commons in 
the outside districts? He understood that it 
would not apply to commons in the inside dis
tricts. 

The POSTMASTER- GENERAL said it 
would apply to all commone. The previous 
clause gave power to the Governor in Council to 
resume commons, and the clause under discus
sion enaLled them to make provision for the 
management of exi.~ting commons-for giving 
effect to commonage rights ; but there was 
nothing in the Bill authorising the Govern
ment to proclaim commons in the future. 
No commons could be created hereafter; the 
only power conferred was to enable the Gov
ernment to deal with commons as they now 
stood. They could resume them, or if they did 
not resume them they could make regulations 
with regard to the use of them. The next 
clause enabled them to put commons under the 
control of the municipal council of the district. 

Clause put and passed. 
Clauses 104 to 112 passed as printed. 
On clause 113, as follows :-
"It Shall not be lawful for :t lu .. scc under Part Ill· 

of this Act, or for a. lessee of a grazing farm under 
Part IY. of this Act, to cut down or destroy, exeept for 
the purposes of his holding, any trees upon the holding 
without the permission of the commissioner, or to 
ringbark any trees uvon the holding \Vithout the like 
permission. 

"A lessee desiring such llermission shall apply for it 
in writing in the prescribed form, Sl)Ccifying the llOl'
tion of the holding in respect of' which he desires the 
permission. 'rhe commissioner shall thereupon inquire 
into the matter, and may refuse ~mch permission or 
may grant it upon such conditions as may be pre
sCl'ibed, or, if no conditions are prescribed, as he thinks fit. 

"Any such lessee who cuts down or destroys any tree 
upon his holding, except for the purpo~es of the hold
ing, withQut the permission of the eommissioner, or 
contrary to the conditions of the pen•1ission, or who 
ringbarks any tree upon the holding without the like 
permission, or contrary to the conditions thereof, shall 
be liable to a penalty of not less than one shilling and 
not more tlHm ten shillings for every tree so cut down, 
destroyed, or ringbarkcd." 

The HoN. A. C. GREGORY said, although 
the clause appeared to be rather an arbitrary 
one, it was necessary under the peculiar con
ditions of the Bill, in order that what had been 
a very great m>tlpractice hitherto-that was, 
persons taking up selections or leases simply for 
the purposes of cutting the timber, and then 
forfeiting the land-should be put a stop to. He 
presumed that that was the object of it. 

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL: That is 
the object. 

The HoN. A. C. GREGOHY: Under those 
conditions he thought the clause a reasonable 
one ; and although it might be made very 
stringent, he could not conceive a Government 
ever exercising its power so as to be at all 
oppressive, but only to protect the public estate 
from being denuded of timber under colonr of a 
license for grazing. 

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL said he 
would add to the remarks of the Hon. 1\Ir. 
Gregory that, under a previous provision, ring
barking was made an improvement for the 
benefit of the pastoral lessee or grazing lessee ; 
and the clause contained ft stipulation that ring
barking should only be carried out by permission 
of the commissioner. 

The HoN. \V. FORHEST said the cla,use was 
a very necessary one. He presumed that regu
lations would be made under which the commis
sioner would know exactly what his duties were; 
and he (Hon. 1\Ir. J<'orrest) rose to make a sug
gestion. vVhenever he had let contnwt,; for 
ringbarking he had always made a stivulation 
that all good timber trees for sawing or shade 

purposes, or any straight sapling that was likely 
to grow into a good timber or shade tree, should 
not be ring barked; and he thought it would he 
a very good thing if a provision of that kind was 
made in the regulations. 

The HoN. A. J. THYNNE said, on reading 
the clause over carefully, he thought it would be 
well to make some provision that the prose
cution referred to should not be initiated 
except by the commi,;,;ioner or some Govern
ment official. He could quite imagine that in 
places where neighbours were in the habit of 
quarrelling, persons of a litigious spirit could 
avail themselves of the clause for the punish
ment and harassment of their neighbours. He 
therefore moved that after " shall" in the last 
paragraph, the words "upon the information of 
the commissioner or other prescribed officer" be 
inserted. 

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

Clauses 114 to 119 pu.;ed as printed. 
On clause 120, as follows :-
"The provisions of the Pencing Act of 1861 shall 

apply to all lands incluel.Ji..l in any lease made under 
this Act, and the lessee shall be deemed the owner 
thereof for the purposes of the said Aci; and the grant
ing of a lease under this ~\._et shall for the purposes of 
the ~aid Act be deemed an alienation of such land." 

The HoN. A. J. THYNNE said the clause did 
not include land held under license under Part 
IV. of the Bill-grazing and agricultural farms
n p to the time the leaoe was i5sued. He there
f.,re moved that in the 2nd line of the clause 
the words "lease made under this Act " be 
omitted, with the view of inserting "license 
under Part IV. of this Act or anv holding." 
His reason for moving the amendment was that, 
until such time as the lease could be issued for 
the grazing and agricultural farm-it might be 
three, four, or five years-the parties who took 
them up eonld not make claims against each 
other for their shares in the expense of fencing. 
A man might take up a farm and be surrounded 
by others, and they might fence in their land all 
round him, and he would not have to pay a 
single penny as his share of the fencing. There 
was no means of making him pay his oontribu· 
tion towards the cost of fencing. 

The HoN. W. FORREST sai<l he would point 
out another effect which the amc·ndment would 
have, and it was a very importa,nt one. The 
owner of ft grazing right over the resumed half of 
a run--

The Ho:s<. J. TAYLOR: Say a squatter at 
once! 

The HoN. W. FORREST: No. The Hon. 
Mr. Taylor was, he thought, becoming the 
President, Chairman of Committees, and the 
Committee rolled into one, and was running 
the whole business himself. A man who held 
the right of depasture on the resumed half of 
a run, was a licensee under the Bill, and under 
the amendment proposed by the Hon. Mr. 
Thynne he would be compelled to pay a half-share 
for fencing put up round him, though he was 
liable to be removed next day. 

The HoN. J. TAYLOH said he did not 
like the amendment himself, for the reason that 
he believed that the squatter who held one-half 
of the rnn would be liable for payment of one 
h>tlf of the cost of fencing, put up by the men 
who settled round him. 

The POSTMASTER-GE~ERAL said he 
thought so too. The effect of the amendment 
would certainly be that, in cases where the 
pastoml tenant brought himself under the pro
visions of the Bill, and got a lease in re;;pect of 
the resumed half, and the licensee of a ,;razing 
farm took up any portion of the run, he could 
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compel the lessee of the holding under Part III. 
to contribute to the dividing fence. lt was con
templated in the Bill, as part of the c,msidera
tion which the grazing farmer tih,mld give 
to the conntry in return for the privileges 
granted to him, that he should put a fence 
round his holding, and he had to do it in a 
certain number of years. In the case of those 
persons ·who tnok up farn1s which were con
tiguous to one another, a difficulty woul<l arise 
which the Hon. Mr. Thynne had sugg-esterl ; but 
it should be remembered that the condition 
of fencing attached to both of the men, and if 
the fencing was put up on the boundaries of 
their holdings they. would have to make some 
mutual arrangement. lT nder the amendment, 
an injustice not contemplated by the Bill in its 
present slmpe might be inflicted on the pastoral 
tenant. 

The HoN. A. J. THYNNE said he would 
answer the Hon. J\Ir. Forrest's objection first. 
That hon. gentleman objected that under the 
amendment propose< 1 the holder of a right to 
depasture would be lh:ble to contribute hb share 
of the cost of fencing. If they looked at the 
interpretation cl:>use they would ,ee that an 
occupation license-which was what he really 
got-was a license under Part VI. of the Bill. 

The POST::YIASTElt-Gl~NEHAL: Ho does 
not get an occupation license. 

The HoN. A. J. THYNNE said he did not get 
a lease-he only got a right to de pasture. So that 
the fencing could only apply to lands included 
under a lease, and that was why he put the addi
tion "license under Part IV. of this Act." So 
far as the resnrneci halves of run~:. <n-er \vhich a 
right to depasture was granted were concerned, 
he had specially a1~oided bringiu:; them under 
the operation of his amendment. 

The POSTJ\IAS'l'KR-GEN~~RAL: You do 
not say so by your arnenrlment. 

The HoN. W. FOR HEST : Look at the inter
pretation clanse. 

The HoN. A. J. THYNNE said he had looked 
at the interpretation clause ; and he had ex
pressly limited his amendment to apply only to 
licenses under l'art IV. of the Act-merely to 
agricultural and grazing farms-it did not extend 
to :m:r other licenses at all; it specially aYoided 
holders of grazing rightR, awJ all other occnlJa
tiun license~, excovt thoRe of grazing and agricul
tural farms. \Vith ret:ard to the cases to which 
the Postmaster· General had referred, where the 
leased half of a run happened to be contiguous 
to a farm, he did not see why the fencing should 
not apply to such cases. \Yhat was the difference 
between the two? One was held under a lease 
for fifteen years, and the other under a lease for 
thirty years, and that was the only difference. 
\Vhy should a farmer who put up five miles of 
fencing to fence himself off from the man who 
held a lease on the other side of him for fifteen 
years not get one-half the cost of the fencing? It 
should be remembered also that there could 
be no harm clone in makin;.:· such a proYision, 
because if the pastoral tenant paid his httlf-share 
of the fencing he would be entitled to claim 
compensation for it when the country was taken 
away from him. The amendment' he proposed 
would work with absolute fairness to every person 
affected by it. 

The POSTMASTER~GEXERAL said the 
amendment wa·• contrary to the policy of the 
present law. They could not compel a 
pastoral tenant to join in the expense of 
fencing the boundary of his rnn unlr" 
he made use of the fence for the pnl'[HlNe 
of forn1ing a paddock. The Bill conteln
plated that gntzing les .,ees shonld be compellecl 
to erect fencing. It was optional in the case of 

agricultural lessees ; but in the case of grazing 
lessees it was compulsory that they should fence 
their holdings within a certain period, the object 
being that they should be compelled to keep 
their stock wichin the boundaries given them by 
their leases. It would be t\n innovation if they 
compelled the pastoral lessee to contribute to 
the erection of boundary fences which would not 
be of any use to him at all. He, of course, had no 
objection to the amendment, but he thought it 
necessary to point that out. 

The HoN. A. J. THYNNE said, as the law ttt 
present stood, the pastoral lessee was liable to 
have to pay for fencing. 

The HoN . • J. TAYLOH: No. 
The HoN. A. .J. THYNNE said the Hon. 

J\'Ir. Taylor said" No," but he would point out 
to the Committee that it was so. If there were 
two lea~eholders adjoining each other, one could 
compel the other to pay one-half of the fencing, 
although it might not be worth threepence to 
him ; and why should not the same rule apply 
to everybody? It was merely a matter of the 
term of the lease, and he could not see why any 
distinction should be made between one and 
anothBr. 

The HoN. \V. GRAHAM said there was 
very little doubt that that "Liberal" Land Bill 
had been illiberal in that respect. They all 
under,;toocl that, however small a holding a. man 
might have, he could call upon a squatter-he 
was not afraid to use the word, if others were-
1tnd he was bound to pay for the b<>umlary 
fence. He had not to put up an expcnsi ve 
fence, but he had to put up a moderate 
fence. The pr0"ent clause was an alteration. 
He did not object to it himself, but he 
wished to point out that it was another very 
illiberal and hard clause in that " Liberal" 
Land Bill. Under the Acts of 1~GS and 1869 
men might hold from 120 acres up to 360 acres, 
or up to 10,000 acres nearly, and the pagtoral 
lessee lmd to join them in fencing. Kow, because 
it was reduced to an agricultural holding, that 
was to be denied. He die! not see that the mere 
fact that a man held a small area should deter 
him from being able to call upon the pastoral 
lessee, if their holdings joined, to a,;sist him in 
paying for a fence. At the same time be thought 
the kind of fence should be defined. 

The Hmc A. J. THYNNE: It is defined in 
the Fencing Act. 

The HoN. J. TA YLOE said he could say 
that under the Act of 1:SGS he had had to pay 
hundreds and hundreds of uounds to selectors 
round him for fencing, because they happened 
to join his land. 

The Hox. A. J. THYNNE : And so you 
ought. 

The HoN. J. TAYLOH said that under the 
1809 Act nothing of that sort took place. Another 
squatter, by running a boundary feuce lJetween 
his run and another's, could not oblige his 
neighbour to pay for the fence unless he took 
advantage of it by running another fence up to 
it to make a paddock. Tlmt was introduced by 
Sir Arthur Palmer. The re~ult was that" rich 
squatter could not ruin a small sr1uatter by 
putting up boundary fences, unless the small 
man chose to make use of the fences by running 
other fences up to them so as to form paddocks. 

'fhe POSTJ\rASTEll~GE::\'ERAIJ said the 
Act of 1SG!l provi<led that the lessee of Crown 
lands adjoining~ a r1m on which a boundary fence 
might be erected should be exempt from pay
ment of his ohare of the cost thereof so long as 
be did nut in any way avail himself of the ad
vantage of 1")11ch fence as part of the fencing- of 
his own run. Bnt nuy selector conld cun1pel a 
squatter to pay one-half the co."t. 
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The HoN. A. J. THYNNE said he could 
quite understand that being the bw where the 
leases were pmctically lea,es at six months' 
notice. But under this Bill they were going to 
give what were called indefeasible lea;;es. It 
was merely a matter of the term of the lease, 
and both lessees should be put on the same 
footing. 

Amendment put and passed. 
The HoN. A. J. THYNNJ<~ mm·ed that the 

clause be further amended by the imertinn of 
the words" licensee or" before the worrl "les.'f ;," 
in the 2nd line. 

The HoN. W. li'ORRES'l' said he thought lhe 
word "licensee" would cover a lessee who held a 
right to depasture. 

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL: No, it 
will not. It refers only to licensees under 
Part III. of the Bill. 

Amendment put and passed. 
The HoN. A. J. THYNNE moved that the 

words '' of such license or of" be inserted before 
the word " lease," in the 4th line. 

The HoN. W. FORREST 8aid he could not !:dp 
thinking that the word "licensee" wonld cover 
the holder of a license to depasture. However, 
he was not going to oppose the amendment. He 
presumed it wonld be printed to-morrow, ancl 
hon. members woulrl see it before the Bill came 
on for its third rettding. 

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

Clanse 121 passed with a verbal amendment. 
Clauses 122 to 12G, inclusive, passed as printed. 
On clause 127, as follows :-
"If any commisc:;ioner, land agent, or licensed sur

veyor, or any district surveyor, directly or indirectly 
acquires any interest in any land declared open for 
selection under this Act, in respect of which he acts as 
commissioner or land agent, or in the survey of which 
lands he has been oris concerned, he shnll forfeit his office 
or license as the case may be, and shall also forfeit the 
sum of one hundred pounds with full costs of suit, which 
may be recovered by any person who may sue for the 
same in the Supreme Court or in the nearest district 
court." 

The HoN. A .• T. THYNNE f!aid he thought 
the provisions of that clause should be extended 
to members of the board. 

The POSTMASTER-G:ENERAL: That is 
already provided for. The members of the 
board are prohibited from having any interest in 
any holding or license. 

The HoN. A .• T. THYNNE: But there is no 
penalty provided in case a member of the board 
does acquire such an interest. 

An HoNOUilABLE MEMBER: He can be dis
missed. 

The HoN. A. J. THYNNJ~ said he thought 
there should be some such remedy provid~d as 
was contained in that clause. It would, he 
believed, be a whole;;ome check on the members 
of the board to render them liable to an action 
<tt law for any malpractice, and might be the 
means of opening· the eyes of the Gcn-ernment on 
smne occasions. He would not, however, pro. 
pose an amendment. 

Clause [Jassed as printed. 
Clauses 128 to 138, inclusive, passed as printed. 
Clause 139 passed with a verbal amendment. 

Cbuses 140 and 141 p""ssed ''" printed. 
On the 1st schedule-
The Jiox. T. L. :i\IURRAY-PHIORsaid he 

was very uncertain at one time whether the 
whole colony should be included in the schedule 

or not; but he thought that the land already 
included would be sufficient for the wants of 
the people for a long· time to come. There was 
also the fact tlmt those outside the schedule could 
come under the provisions of the Act if they 
felt inclined, so that no injustice ·could be done 
to them so far as the schedule was concerned. 
Under the circumstances, he should vote for the 
schedule as it stood. 

The HoN. A. C. GREGORY said that on the 
second reading he expressed the opinion that they 
would very probably alter the schedule ; but since 
the Bill had been considerably amended, and 
they had a bettm· idea what the true working of 
the measure was likely to be, and as it was now 
quite cle<1r that those who were outside the sche
dule would have the option of bringing them
selves under the operation of the Bill, he thought 
both public and private interests would be best 
consen-ed by leaving the schedule as it was till 
t~e exigencies of the State demanded an exten
siOn. 

Schedule put and passed. 
The remaining ''chedules and the preamble were 

agreed to without <liscussion. 
The POSTMAt;TER-GENERAL moved that 

the Chairman lea' e the chair, and report the Bill to 
the House with amendments. It was his inten
tion afterwards to ask the House to go into Com
mittee again, for the purpose of making some 
amendments consec1uent on the excision of 
Part V. 

The HoN. A . • T. THYNNE said he would 
suggest to the Postmaster-General the advisable
ness of letting the recommittal of the Bill stand 
over till Tuesday, so that hon. members might 
look it over in the meantime, in order to discover 
anything requiring amendment that had escaped 
their attention. 

Que,;tion put and passed. 
The House resumed ; and the CHA!ll;IIAN re

ported the Bill with amenclmento. 
On the motion of the POSTMAS'l'EH

GEXJUtAL, the President left the chair, and 
the House went into Committee to reconsider 
clauses 1, 4, and 20. 

Verbal consequential amendmenk having been 
made in the clauses mentioned, 

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL moved that 
the Chairman leave the chair and report the 
Bill with further amendments. 

The HoN. T. L. MURRAY-PRIOR said it 
was a question whether, upon going through the 
Bill again, as was proposed to be done, some 
other amendments might not be found to be 
necessary ; and therefore, if it w11s the intention 
of the Postmaster-General to move at once that 
the report be adopted, it should be understood 
that when the Bill cmne on for the third reading, 
on the next sitting day, it woulrl be competent for 
any hon. gentleman to move that it be recom
mitted. 

The POSTMASTJ'R- GEKEHAL: The 
Standing Orders provide for that. 

The HoN. T. L. MURRA Y-PIUOR: There 
was no intention whatever of recommitting any 
part of the Bill that did not require to be again 
gone into. 

The POt;TJ\IASTER-G JrmJ~RAL said he was 
going to ulCntion that when he rnoved tho 
third reading of the Bill, which he intended to 
do on Tuesday next, it would then be compe
tent for hon. gentlemen, if they desired to ht1ve 
any elanse reconsidcrml, to move that tf!e J?ill 
l1e recommitted for the purpose of consrdermg 
that clause. He understood that hon. gentlemen 
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wished a certain clause to be reconsidererl, and 
that in one particular they desired to retrace 
their steps. 

The HoN. T. L. MURRAY-PRIOit: Que-<
tion! 

'l'he POSTJ\IASTER-GEJ'\ERAL: When he 
introduced the Bill in committee he intimated 
that an opportunity would be afforded of recom
mittal upon any point>; that hon. gentlemen 
desired to further consider; and he might as 
well now make the intimation that he had 
intended to make later on. ·what he desired 
to ask was that, if the House recommitted 
the Bill, hon. gentlemen would allow him 
to move the third reading of it after it 
had been considered in comn1ittee. He could 
not do that in the ordinnry ~Oluse, lmt it was 
desirable, as it was near the end of the ye:u, that 
after the House had rnade up its mind on the Bill 
they should he able to send it back as speedily as 
possible to the Legislative Assembly. He \VlLK 

not quite sure whether the Legisla,tive Assembly 
would meet on \V ednesclay ; it was rumoured 
that it would not because it was a holiday ; and 
if they gained a day they would probably gain a 
week so far as the Legislative Assembly was 
concerned. Under the circnm"tances he did not 
anticipate that there would be any objection to 
allowing the Standing Orders to be snepencled 
as far as the third reading of the Bill was 
concerned. 

The HoN. T. L. l\ILT H RAY-PIU 0 R "air!, as 
far as hon. gentle1nen prm;ent wel'e concerned, 
there would be no objection. Of course they 
could not answer for others. 

Question put and p:-t,;sed. 

The House resumed; and the Bill was re
ported with further amen<1ments. The report 
was adopted, and the third rear1ing of the 
Bill made an Onler of the Day fur Tuesday 
next. 

The House acljnnrned at eleven minutes past 
!l o'clock. 

Jury Bill. 




