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144 Messages from the Governor.

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL.

Tuesday, 20 October, 1885.

Messages from the Governor. — Beauaraha Branch
Railway.—Noble Estate Enabling Bill.—Settled Land
Bill—committee.—Iriendly Societics Act of 1876
Amendment Bill—second reading.—Undue Subdi-
vision of Land Prevention Bill-second reading,—
Licensing Bill—second reading.—Message from the
Legislative Assembly.

The PRESIDENT took the chair at 4 o’clock.

MESSAGES FROM THE GOVERNOR.

The PRESIDENT announced the receipt of
messages from His Excellency the Governor inti-
ma.tm«r that the Royal assent had been given to
the Probate Act Amendment Bill, the Victoria
Bridge Closure Bill, and the Elections Bill,

[COUNCIL.] Beauaraba Branchk Railway.

BEAUARABA BRANCH RAILWAY.
The POSTMASTER-GENERAL moved—
That the report of the Select Committee on the Beau-

araba Branch Railway be now adopted.

The Howx. F. T. GREGORY said: Hon]
gentlemen,~The present moment is not a suitable
time to enter into a discussion upon either the
Beauaraba railway or railways in general, but
T may draw the attention of the House generally
to the question as to the mode of collecting
evidence, and the amount of evidence which is
at the disposal of a select committee appointed
by jthe House to inquire into any particular
railway. I may state, to begin with, that I am
perfectly in accord with the report now brought
up, but, in following out the question ~of
obtaining information generally in regard to
the policy of constructing several f the
lines of railway that have been brought before
us, a very large question is opened up, which
shows how much more is needed to enable the
committee appointed by the House to come to a
satisfactory conclusion as to the desirability of
constructing some, at any rate, of the lines
brought before us. The point to which I parti-
cularly wish to draw attention is the deficiency
of information accessible to the committee.
These railway plans are brought up before us to
be looked into and considered, not alone as to
their engineering difficulties and as to whether it
is reasonable to undertake them, though infor-
mation on those points is readily obtainable from
the parties acquainted with the locality and from
the engineers whoare dealing with the lines, Tmay
accept the line now under consideration as a very
good example of the difficulty of getting adequate
information. I may say that there is very little
doubt—in fact, I have no doubt in my mind—that
this line is one which the Government are fully
justified in undertaking, both as to cost and the
probable profitable result after construction. But
there is no information to guide us as to whether
we propose to commence a line which is ulti-
mately to lead any further. We do not know
whether this line is to become a trunk line, or end
at its present termination. At the present moment
surveyors are under instructions to survey a
line of railway from Warwick to the west-
ward, to terminate at St. George. It is a
matter for consideration whether, by extending
the proposed line, the line from Warwick to the
westward is necessary at all. The fact of the
St. George railway being before the country at
the very time that we are starting what we
presume to be a branch line that is ultimately
to lead to St. George is rather embarrassing,
and it makes it exceedingly difficult for this
House to come to any conclusive opinion as to the
desirability of constructing the line. Returning
to what I first stated, the line itself, as far as it
goes, is well enough, but it would be well to know
whether it is to be a short line, or ultimately to
be carried west. I do think that before the
Government bring up for the approval of the
House any of these short lines they should take
into consideration their obvious termination ;
and, unless they do that, I do not think they
wﬂl do Justlce to the country or to the House in
asking it to give an opinion upon the question,
1 therefore trust that hon. gentlemen will not,
merely because a select committee brings up a
report favourable to the line, consider that those
are the whole of the duties which devolve upon
this House in considering the question of ap-
proval or disapproval. 1 do hope that the
Government of the day will see their way to
obtain all the information which can by any
possibility be obtained before these lines are laid
before us for approval.

The Hon. A.J. THYNNE said : The remarks
which the Hon. Mr. Gregory has just favoured
us with are really a continuation of the remarks
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which T made last session in connection with one
or two—one especially—of the railways which
were before us. The method by which these
railway investigations by committees of this
House are carried on reduces the proceedings
practically to a farce, and the method is not one
which we would find in connection with any other
undertaking of such magnitude. T see that there
have been half-a-dozen witnesses examined in
this case. I have not examined the evidence so
carefully as I ought to have done ; but, from the
style of information given—the estimates and
guesses which are made—I conclude that this
report and the evidence are practically the same
as we have been accustomed to receive from com-
mittees of the same kind on previous occasions, 1
contend, hon. gentlemen, that the duties of the
committee cover everything connected with those
railways—their policy, their engineering diffi-
culties, and the probable return which will
accrue to the country ; and if the committee do
not discharge their functions as thoroughly as it
it is possible for them to do, they certainly put
the House and themselves in a very wrong posi-
tion. Last session I pointed out that the system
of examination of witnesses consisted of a series
of questions handed to the gentleman who pre-
sides over the committee, who reads the ques-
tions, one after the other ; and the officers of the
Government -who have attended as witnesses
read their written answers. They might just as
well have written so many letters to the com-
mittee, and there the matter might rest ; and I
say that anything which tends to make the com-
mittees lax in their examination of the lines
brought before them does injury to the system
which we have adopted in this House, and
abrogates one of our proper functions. I cannot
say very much about this particular railway.
It seems to be a very short line, but from what I
see, and from what I have heard, I think that it
might have been a much more useful line if it
had been carried through the Aubigny district,
thereby benefiting a very large number of
industrious settlers in that district. I think the
line would have been of more public benefit if it
had been taken in that direction than in the
direction now proposed.

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL said: I
shall be very glad indeed if the hon. gentleman
who spoke last would move an amendment upon
this report, because then we shall have a dis-
cussion on the merits of the line. I think the
hon, gentleman has misinterpreted the purport
of what the Hon. Mr. Gregory intended to
convey, because I do not think that hon. gentle-
man 10 his remarks intended to make any re-
flection whatever on the laxity of the working
of the committee. On the contrary I think the
hon. gentleman made the assertion that he was
perfectly contented with the report before the
House, and his remarks, if properly weighed, will
be shown to mean that in the future more in-
formation than has customarily been brought
before railway committees should be afforded.
I do not think the Hon. Mr. Gregory intended
for one second to lead the House to infer that
the committee, so far as they have done their
work this year, and more especially in regard to
this railway, have done their work in a slovenly
manner.

The Hon. A, C. GREGORY : Certainly not.

The POSTMASTER-GENERALsaid : Thave
nothing to add to what has fallen from the Hon.
Mr. Gregory. I am not at all sorry that he has
made use of the observations which have just
fallen from him. I think there ought to be a
little more time given to committees of this
House in investigating railways, because in the
first place it would be a very great convenience
to hon. gggltlemen who composed them. Firstly,

~—L

they would not have to set aside many important
appointments which they are obliged to make
in connection with their daily avocations ; and
secondly, it would be possible, if we had a
little more time for the consideration of railway
plang, to save the country some expense,
At present, I believe we have no other course
before us than is commonly followed in com-
mittees of this sort. The 111th Standing Order
sets forth in a very few words our duties to this
effcet—*“To collect such evidence asmay beobtain-
able as to the policy and probable cost of each
separate line of railway.” Now, we had informa-
tion before usin thecase in question, upona distinct
and separate line of raillway—namely, that from
a point on the Southern and Western Railway
between Toowoomba and Warwick to the town-
ship of Beauaraba ; and therefore the line to be
considered by the committee came within the
four corners of the order which I have just quoted.
The railway is laid down and fixed; it is a
railway from one point toanother ; and we, 1
think, were unanimous in concluding that we
made our inquiry in the manner directed by the
Standing Orvders.  The question was considered
very fully, the best evidence obtainable was
ohtained, and I believe there hasbeen no railway
Lefore a select committee in this House which
received greater consideration and more weighty
and careful deliberation than the one in question,
The evidence is on the whole, I think, ex-
tremely favourable—at any rate, favourable to
adopting the route proposed. Incidentally
there is some evidence pointing to the pro-
bability of the line being extended in a
westerly and south - westerly direction from
Beauaraba. T have nothing more to say than that
1 think the decision of the committeeis a wise
one as evidenced by the report which is before hon.
members, and of which I have just moved the
adoption. But returning to the language of the
111th Standing Order for a moment, I hope hon.
gentlemen will consider the desirability, if not
this session, at all events during next session, of
modifying the language of that order. I think
it is somewhat restrictive, and if it were modified
before we have again to consider railway plans
next session, I think great benefit would acerue
to the State and the work of this Chamber would
be considerably assisted.

The Hox. A. C.GREGORY said: It is not
that I think in this particular instance there is
any great necessity for a delay in adopting this
report, but I must say that in the majority of
instances we have had reports of this kind
brought up, and the adoption proposed, before
members generally have had an opportunity
of examining the evidence taken by the select
committee. Iu this instance the printing of the
report was ordered on the last day upon which
the House sat, and many hon. members being then
absent from Brisbane did not get their papers
until to-day. I simply speak of this case as an
illustration, and I do think that members should
have the currency of the week to examine into
any evidence that has been taken by the com-
mittee. Where there has been no evidence taken
or where the evidence is brief, such a delay
mizht not be required, but, under any circum-
stances, putting off the adoption of the report for
a week would not seriously prejudice anyone.
Under our Standing Orders, the select com-
mittee is required to bring up its report
within fourteen days of its appointment, and I
may inform hon. gentlemen that when I have
been upon these committees I have seen the
difficulty that arises in consequence of the limit
fixed by the Standing Orders. At the same time
T am of opinion, subject to correction, that
although the committee are required to bring up
their report within fourteen days, still it would
be competent for them to obtain an extension of
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time from the House. That is one of those
points that must no doubt be governed by
the practice of the House. It is the question as
to how the House would interpret such an appli-
cation ; but in any case I think it should reserve
to itself the power of extending the time or other-
wise. I imagine the question might be raised as
a point of order; and if T am not taking the hon.
the President by surprise, T would ask whether
a committee appointed by the House to investi-
gate railway plans could apply for an extension
of the period allowed them in which to bring up
areport?

The HoN. W. GRAHAM said : I agree with
the Postmaster-General that by the Standing
Orders the select committee is confined to
inquiring into the particular railway that is pro-
posed to be constructed ; but I think any intelli-
gent committee would make some further inquiry
as to the probable extension of the railway.
notice that the committee on the Beauaraba
branch line have done so, T happen to know the
country all around Beauaraba and on towards
the Moonie and St. George. 1 also know every
one of the individuals who have given evidence
upon this line, and I know their evidence isto
be relied upon. Except in some slight details,
I believe the evidence to be strictly correct. As
to the amount of land which is being brought
under agriculture I cannot speak, because it is
some six years since 1 was in the district ; but as
to the quality of the country and its capability for
grazing and agricultural purposes T can speak
most highly. I was a grazier myself at the time
I was in that district, but I also grew large
crops_of maize and potatoes. The finest pota-
toes I ever saw were grown in the country
around Beauaraba. I think myself that this
report may very fairly be adopted, because,
although there are no figures to show that the
line will bring in a very large amount of revenue
to the Railway Department, still there is not
the slightest doubt that if the people get railway
communication there will be a great increase in
the area of land brought under cultivation. Finer
land there is not on the Darling Downs, or in any
part of Queensland, than around Beauaraba and
on the proposed route, and I am sure both Mr.
Augustus Gregory and Mr. Frank Gregory will
bear me out in what I say. I believe thoroughly
in the starting point which has been adopted,
and I think it is quite reasonable to suppose that
the line will be continued on down the Moonie
and to St. George. Perhaps that will be the
best way, because if that route is adopted the
line can be constructed much more cheaply.
There is abundance of timber for sleepers some
little distance past Yandilla, and, as far as I
know, there are no difficulties in the way of con-
struction. I am sure that that route would be
better than the line from Dalby to St. George,
and I think it is certainly a much more correct
one than a direct line from Warwick to St.
George.

The PRESIDENT : With respect to the
question asked by the Hon. A. C. Gregory, there
is no Standing Order on the suhbject, but the
mode of procedure is very simple. The com-
mittee can bring up a progress report, and ask
for an extension of time from the House.

Question put and passed.
The POSTMASTER-GENERAL moved—

1. That this House approves of the plan,-section,
and book of reference of the proposed Beauaraba
Branch Railway, commencing at 120 miles 52 chains
on the Warwick line, as received by message from the
Legislative Assembly on the 24th Septemper last.

2. That such approval be notified to the Legislative
Assembly by message in the usual form.

Question put and passed.

[COUNCIL.]

Settled Land Bill.

NOBLE ESTATE ENABLING BILL.

The PRESIDENT read a message from the
Legislative Assembly, forwarding, for the con-
currence of the Council, a Bill to enable the
trustees for the time being of the will of Ann
EKliza Noble, deccased, to sell and dispose of cer-
tain trust property comprised therein.

On the motion of the Hox. A. J, THYNNE,
the Bill was read a first time, and the second
reading made an Order of the Day for Thursday
next.,

SETTLED LAND BILL—COMMITTEE.

On this Order of the Day being read, the
President left the chair, and the House went
into Committee further to consider the Bill in
detail.

On clause 22, as follows :—

1. Capital money arising under this Act shall, in
order to its being invested or applied as aforesaid, be
paid either to the trustecs of the settlement or into
court, at the option of the tenant for life, and shall be
invested or applied by the trustees or under the direc-
tion of the court, as tlie case may be, accordingly.

“2. The investinent or other application by the
trustees shall be made according to the direction of
the tenant for life, and in default thereof, according to
the discretion of the trustees, but in the last-mentioned
case subject to any consent required or direction given
by the settlement with respect to the investment or
other application by the trustees of frnst money of the
settlement ; and any investment shall be in the names
or under the control of the trustees.

“3. The investinent or other application under the
direction of the court shall be made on the application
of the tenant for life, or of the trustees.

“ 4. Any investment or other application shall not
during the life of the tenant for life be altered without
his consent.

5. Capital money arising under this Act while remain-
ing uninvested or unapplied, and securities on which an
investment of any sueh ecapitlal money is made, shall for
all purposes of disposition, transmission, and devolu-
tion, he considered as land, and the samme shall be held
for and go to the same persons successively,in the same
manner and for and on the same estates, interests,
and trusts, as the land wherefrom the money arises
would, if not disposed of, have been held and have
gone undcer the settlement.

“ 6. The income of those sceurities shall be paid or
applied as the income of that land, if not disposed of,
would have been payable or applicable under the
settlement.

7. Those securities may be converted into money,
which shall be capital money arising under this Act.”

The Hon. A. C. GREGORY said, in regard
to the amendment of which he spoke when the
clause was first brought under the notice of the
Committee, his object was to remove from the
tenant for life the absolute power of disposing
of settled land without the consent of the trustees.
His object was that he should have the consent
of the majority of the trustees in the event of
desiring to sell the land. He should have no
objection to having the amendment so modified
that there should be an appeal to the court,
but it was desirable that the tenant for life
should not have in his discretion the power
to sell land on merely posting a registered
letter one month before to the trustees, who did
not appear to have any voice in the matter,
unless the proceeding was so gross that they
could apply to the court for the protection of
the estate. The tenant for life would be able
to sell the estate and apply the money to
various objects. He might even apply it to
mining purposes, and it was well known
that trustees were excluded from investing
capital funds in mining. The amendment
he was about to move would of course be
followed by a contingent amendment in the
| next two lines of the clause, and the clause as
I amended was intended to work with the amend-
| mentin clause 44, which was in the hands of hon.
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members. He now formally moved that the
words ‘‘according to the direction of the tenant
for life and in default thereof,” in lines 26 and 27,
be omitted.

The Hox. A. J. THYNNE said he could
not follow the Hon. Mr. Gregory’s argu-
ments, especially in one particular, in which
he would lead the Committee to suppose that
the tenant for life had the absolute power of
applying capital money to such a speculation as
mining. No doubt in many instances he would
have the power of making certain improvements,
among which might be included sinking a shaft
or two on an estate; but every such improve-
ment would have to be submitted first to
the trustees, and would afterwards have to
be approved of by the court, so that the
danger in that respect was imaginary on the
part of the hon. gentleman. Looking at the
question as a matter of broad principle, the
tenant for life had the property in his enjoy-
ment, and the trustees could not say whether he
was to use it for grazing purposes or agricultural
purposes, or as a deer-park. He had the un-
controlled right of using it for his lifetime, and
when it was converted, either for his own
benefit or for the benefit of others, he was en-
titled to some measure of control in regard to the
manner in which the proceeds were to be used
If that were not so the trustees might cousider
that the least troublesome mode of investment
would be to put the money into bonds of the
United Kingdom at 3 per cent., while the life
tenant in selling the estate might have calculated
on getting the current interest of the country—
it would actually be in the discretion of the
trustees to deprive him of the extra income
which he would be entitled to get. If it was a
question of the safety of the fund, they might
pause before rejecting the Hon. Mr. Gregory’s
amendment, bat he did not think any question
of safety could arise, because the investments
provided were very strictly defined. The money
could be placed in investment on Government
securities of the United Kingdom, or in one of
the Australasian Colonies, or on mortgage of
unencumbered freehold property in Queensland.
They might also invest it in the purchase of
mines or minerals, convenient to be held
or worked with the settled land, or of any
easement, right, or privilege convenient to be
held with the settled land for mining or other
purposes, and it would be very hard if that
could not be done; because it might be
depriving the estate of an immense advantage.
The clause provided for the investments to be
made under the control of the trustees, and they
were to be the judges of the validity or sufficiency
of the security from time to time offered. The
tenant for life might wish the money to be in-
vested in Queensland securities or freehold pro-
perty, but the trustees inight say that they did
not think that was sufficient, and they might
either accept or reject the properties offered as
security. The amendment would have the effect
to a great extent of maiming the measure as a
whole, and he should oppose it on that ground.

The Hon. Sir A. H., PALMER said that if
the amendment were carried they would have to
remodel the whole Bill. Clause 30 stated dis-
tinetly, “ A tenant for life may contract to make

any sale, exchange, partition, mortgage, or
change.,” If the Committee excised the words

proposed to be omitted, they would he con-
tradicting clause 80. It was a dangerous thing
to meddle with a Bill of that sort, because it
required a great deal of study and consideration
to find out the bearing one clause had on another.
They had been told that it was an Imperial Act
which had been approved by the best authorities;

{20 OcrosEr.]
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and it was dangerous work to meddle with such
a Bill. In the present instance he was of opinion
that by making the proposed amendment the
Committee would entirely contradict clause 30.

The Hox, P. MACPHERSON said he re-
gretted to have to dissent from the amendment.
It seemed to him that the essence of the Bill was
that the tenant for life should have the initia-
tory direction of the estate—tbe privilege of
pointing out how the estate should be worked
for his own immediate benefit and advantage
consistent with the benefit and advantage of the
persons having a future interest. If the scheme
did not meet with the approbation of the
trustees, any question arising between them-—
it need not be a dispute—any difference arising
would be settled by the court; and the assump-
tion was that the court upon inquiry would see
what was for the benefit of the parties having a
present interest, and those having a future
interest, and would give their direction accord-
ingly. If the amendrmient were carried, the Bill
had better be withdrawn at once.

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL said he
would go further than the last speaker with
respect to the effect the amendment would have
upon the structure of the Bill. He did not see
how it could possibly be remodelled if the amend-
ment of the hon. gentleman were carried, for the
reason that the Bill was a Bill to confer upon
the life-tenant as many and as large powers as
were possessed by a tenant in fee, with respect
to dealing with trust property. That was the
kernei of the Bill, and that was the point upon
which Lord Cairns framed the measure. It was
a Bill to effect that which the amendment of the
Hon. Mr., Gregory proposed to eradicate from the
Bill ; and if he sncceeded in carrying his amend-
ments undoubtedly it would be his duty to proceed
no further, because it would not then be a Bill
for the purpose intended, but forthe purpose,in a
great degree, of leaving the law as it was at the
present time, and would not give relief in cases
of hardship. ~ He must say that it was a very bold
amendment to make upon such a Bill; but in
view of the time that had been given to hon,
gentlemen for the consideration of the clause
they would not discuss the matter much further.
The 2nd subsection of clause 22 commenced
thus—** The investment or other application by the
trustees shall be made according to the directicn of
the tenant for life, and in default thereof, accord-
ing to the discretion of the trustees.” The
amendment proposed to omit the words “‘accord-
ing to the direction of the tenant for life
and in default thereof,” relegating the perform-
ance of such duties as would be involved in
a trust to the trustees themselves. The essence
of the Bill was to give the tenant for life that
power. Trustees had those functions within the
trust already, and it was to cure that defect that
the Bill was broaght forward. As had been
properly observed by the Hon, Mr. Macpherson,
wherever any difference arose between the tenant
for life and the trustees, respecting the exercise of
any powers under the Act, the matter of differ-
ence could bereferred to the Court. Hence there
was within the Bill ample and suitable machinery
for affording a proper check in case of any evil
arising, such as the Hon. Mr. Gregory suggested
might  arise. He entirely concurred with
those hon. gentlemen who pointed out that
it the keystone of the Bill were removed,
as it would be by the amendnent of the Hon.
Mr. Gregory, the Bill must be lost. However,
he trusted that would not happen, because,
though it would only be relegated to obscurity
for a few months, that would result in the con-
tinuation of evils which required a remedy. He
trusted the amendment would not be passed,
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The Hox. A. C. GREGORY said there was
no doubt that the object of the Bill, as it stood,
was to utterly break up the trusts under which
any land was settled for the benefit of the future
heir and give it entirely to the tenant for life.

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL: Noj; it
does not affect future interests,

The Hon. A. C. GREGORY said it provided
that the property might be sold and that the
interest of the ultimate heir, for whom most
likely the property had been demised more
than for the tenant for life, would not be
considered, because the property would be
sold and invested according to the dis-
cretion of the tenant for life in the interval.
If that was the wish of the Committee, the whole
of the amendments which he proposed would
lapse, butif it was considered desirable in any way
to protect the ultimate heir, then the amend-
ments would be accepted. Take a case in point :
f a man died and left his property to his wife
for her life or for such time as his son came of age,
during the interval, according to the Bill, the
widow could sell the property, and invest the
money in any sort of security, and all that would
have to be done before the sale was to post
registered letters to the trustees informing them
of her intention, one month before the sale.
The question was—should they allow the Bill to
go through having for its object the entire break-
ing up of trusts as regarded land, and deem
them financial trusts simply ? Was an individual
who might be possessed of land, and being
desirous that it should descend to his son, to be
deprived of any security, not only against the
sale of the land, but was he to be deprived of
the security that the property would ever reach
his son in a profitable and useful condition,
and that investments would be made in the
interval so that the property would be main-
tained intact ? If the amendments were carried,
the Bill would simply require that the consent of
the trustees should be obtained before the sale.
As it stood, it was sufficient for the life-tenant
to send registered letters to the trustees, and
unless they were replied to within a month,
or other action taken, then the property
could be sold and the money would remain to be
invested—the trustees investing it according to
the directions of the life-tenant. That was in
another part of the Bill. Could a man who
chose to leave property to his son always depend
upon the discretion of the life-tenant? How-
ever, the question was one for the Committee to
decide, and inreality the whole question depended
upon the amendment now before them, because
if that was not passed, the other amendments as a
matter of course must be left out. The only
thing that he should then suggest would be the
extension of time, for notices being sent to
the trustees, from one month to six months.
As it stood, he thought the Bill was highly
undesirable, and he should feel bound to vote
against it passing in its present shape, because
it was such an extreme change and such a
complete breaking up of the system of trusts
that he did not think the country would be at
all satisfied with the action of hon. members
if they were to pass it in its present shape.
They should be very careful to protect the
interests of children who might inherit pro-
perty from deceased persons, and who might
lose their all by the action—not necessarily
the intentional action -— of the life-tenant in
making indiscreet investments of money re-
alised by the wsale of trust property.
Trustees did not always live alongside the tenant
for life, and they did not get a large amount of
remuneration for their trouble, and they could
hardly be expected to be continually exercising
control over the property; so that he trusted

[COUNCIL.]
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the Committee would not object to the amend-
ment, which was intended as a safegnard
against the wasteful administration of pro-
perty left in trust. As to the difficulty
that would arise under clause 30 and the
consequent difficulty there would be in amending
the Bill, he admitted that there must be a con-
siderable amount of difficulty in amending such
a very lengthy Bill; but although clause 30
said the life tenant might do this, that, and the
other, all those inatters would be governed by
the amendment he proposed in clause 44. That
matter had been before hon. members for a
considerable length of time, and he should leave
it in their hands to consider whether it was
desirable to utterly break up the system of
trusts, or whether it was not preferable to adopt
the amendment so as to effect some little protec-
tion to the ultimate heir,

Question—That the words proposed to be
omitted stand part of the elause—put and passed.

The HoN. A. C. GREGORY said as the first
amendment had been negatived it would be
useless to proceed with his other amendments
which depended upon the passing of the first
amendment,

Clause put and passed.

On clause 44, as follows :—
«1. A tenant for life, when intending to make a sales

. exchange, partition, lease, mortgage, or charge, ghall

give notice of his intention in that hehalf to each of
the trustees of the settlement (other than himself if he
is one of the trustees), by posting registered letters,
containing the notice, addressed to the trustecs,
severally, each at his usual or last known place of abode
in Queensland, ana shall give like notice to the solicitor
for the trusteecs, it any sueh solicitor is known to the
tenant for life, by posting a registered letter, containing
the notice, addressed to the solicitor at his place of
business in Queensland, every letter under this section
being posted not less than ore month before the makling
by the tenant for life of the sale, exchange, partition,
lease, mortgage, or charge, or of a contract for the
same.

«“2. Provided that at the date of notice given the
number of trustees shall not be less than two, unless one
trustee only is appointed by the settlement, or a con-
trary intention is expressed in the settlement.

©8. The notice may be notice of a general intention
in that hehalf.

< 4, The tenant for life is, upon request by a trustee of
the settlement to furnish to him sueh particulars and
information as may reasonably be required by him from
time to time with reference to sales, exchanges, parti-
tions, or leases effected, or in progress, or immediately
intended.

“5, Any trustee, by writing under his hand, may waive
notice, either in any particular case or generally, and
may accept less than one month’s notice.

“6, A persondealing in good faith with the tenant for
life is not concerned to inquire respecting the giving of
any such notice as is required by this section.”

The Hon. W. H. WILSON said the Hon.
A. C. Gregory had drawn attention to the insuffi-
ciency of the notice to be given to trustees under
that clause, and although he did not agree with
him that six months would be a suitable time,
vet he thought the period should be increased
from one month to three. He would therefore
move that the words ¢ one month,” in the 11th
line of the clause, be omitted, with the view of
inserting the words ‘‘ three months.”

The Ho~N. A. C. GREGORY said he had
stated that, as the Bill stood, if his previous
amendment was not carried he should then
move for an extension of time in clause 44. He
had thought of proposing to alter the time from
one month to six months, but as the Hon. Mr,
Wilson had proposed three months he would
accept that suggestion.

Amendment agreed to.



Settled Land Bill.

On the motion of the Hox. W. H, WILSON,
the clause was further amended by omitting, in
subsection 5, the word ““one,” and inserting the
word ““ three.”

Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Preamble passed as printed.

The House resumed, and the CHAIRMAN re-
ported the Bill with amendments.

On  the motion of the POSTMASTER-
GENERAL, the Yresident left the chair, and
the House went into Committee further to con-
sider clauses 23 and 65.

On clause 25, as follows :—
© Improvements with Capital Trust oney.

“Improvements authorised by this Act are the making
or execution on, or in connection with, and for the
benetit of settled land, of any of the following works,
or of any works for any of tihe following purposes, and
any operation incident o or necessary or proper in the
execution of any of those works, or necessary or proper
for carrying into effect anv of those purposes, or for
securing the full bancfit of any of those works or pur-
poses, namely ;:—

{a) Drainage, including the straightening, widening,
or deepening of drains, streams, and water-
courses ;

() Irrigation, warping ;

{¢) Drains, pipes, and machinery for supply and dis-
tribution of sewage as manure;

(d) Lmbanking or weiring from a river or lake, or
from the sea, or a tidal water;

(e) Groynes, sta-walls, defences against water;

(/) Inclosing, straightening of fences, re-division of
fields ;

(g) Reclamation, dry warping;

(k) Farin roads, private roads, roads or streets in
villages or towns ;

(§) Clearing, tronching, planting

(J) Cottages tor labourers, farm-servants, and
artisans, emnployed on the scttled land or not;

(k) Houscs, offices, out-buildings, and buildings for
farm purposes;

(I) Saw-mills, scutch-mills, and other mills, water-
wheels, engine-houses, and kilns. which will
increase the value of the settled land for agri-
cultural purposes or as wood-land or otherwise;

(i) Reservoirs, tanks, conduits, watercourses, pipes,
wells, ponds, shafts, dams, weirs, slnices, and
other works and machinery for supply and
distribution of water for agricultural, manu-
facturing, or other purposes, or for domestic or
other consumption;

(1) Tramways, railways, canals, docks ;

(0) Jetties, piers, and landing places on rivers, lakes,
the sea, or tidal waters, for faeilitating trans-
port of persons and of agricultural stock and
produce, and of manure and other things
required for agricuitural purposes, and of
minerals, and of things required for mining
purposes ;

(p) Markets and market-places;

{g) Streets, roads, paths, squarcs, gardens, or other
open space for the use, gratuitously or on pay-
ment, of the public or of individuals, or for
dedicution to the public, the same being neces-
sary or proper in connection with the conversion
of land into building land;

(r) Sewers, drains, watercourses, pipe-making,
fencing, paving, brick-making, tile-inaking, and
other works nceessary or proper in connection
with any of the ohjects aforesaid;

(s) Trial pibs for mines, and other prelminary works
necessary or proper in connection with develop-
ment of mines ;

(f) Repair, reconstruction, enlargement, or improve-
ment of any such works, whether executed
under the provisions of this Act or already
existing.”

The Hox. P. MACPHERSON said it would
be in the recollection of the Committee that he
moved certain amendments in that clause which
were carried, and amongst them was an amend-
ment for the insertion of the word ““repair ” in
subsection (¢) of the clause. That amendment
was carried by a very narrow minority, but on
reconsideration of the question he had come to
the conclusion that the minority had much the
best of the argument. It was just as well to be
candid, He had carefully perused the succeed-
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ing sections of the Bill, and he found that unless
they materially altered some of those sections,
clause 25, as it now stood, would be inconsistent
with them. He thought that in his desire to do
justice to the life-tenant he had carried his
advocacy a little too far. Having said so much
he would in the most graceful manner retrace his
steps, and would move that the word ‘“repair”
in subsection (¢) be omitted.

Question put and passed ;
amended, put and passed.

On clause 65— Application of Act to land
held under the Real Property Act of 1861 "—

The Hown, A. J. THYNNE said there was
one slight amendment he wished to make in the
clause. Throughout the Bill—for instance, in
section 8—it was stated that a lease shall be a
deed, and there were other provisions of the same
kind referring to the technical term of ‘‘deed.”
Technically that meant a sealed document, and
as the Real Property Act dispensed with seals in
many instances, he proposed to add a new sub-
section, to the following effect :—

In this Act the term “decd” shall include any
instrument executed in pursuance of the provisions of
the Real Property Act of 1861.

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

The House resumed, and the CHAIRMAN re-
ported the Bill with further amendments. The
report was adopted ; and, on the motion of the
POSTMASTER-GENERAL, the third reading
of the Bill was made an Order of the Day for
to-morrow.

FRIENDLY SOCIETIES ACT OF 1876
AMENDMENT BILL — SECOND
READING.

The POSTMASTER-GENERALsaid : Hon.
gentlemen,—The measure before you is a very
short one indeed, and is practically comprised
in clause 2, which is as follows i—

“The Registrar-General of Queensland shall be

Registrar of Friendly Societies.”
Under the Friendly Societies Act of 1876, the
Registrar of the Supreme Court is the officer
therein specified, as provided in the 8th section of
the Act, whoshall have charge of its administra-
tion. For a number of years considerable diffi-
culty has existed in respect to the working out of
the Friendly Societies Act in that department
of the Civil Service. The Government believe
the duties of the Registrar of IFriendly Socie-
ties is incompatible with the official duties
of the Registrar of the Supreme Court. Com-
plaints have arisen from time to time in
regard to the working of the provisions of
that Act, in that information is not so
readily obtainable as it should be, and more-
over there is much left undone that should be
done under the Act. The working of that
Act, involving as it does statistical work, it is
considered, can be more properly placed in
the hands of the Registrar-General. This measure
merely involves matters of administration, and itis
believed that the proposed change will result in
great benefit to the working of friendly societies
and their interests. I need say no more on the
subject, because I think hon. gentlemen have
had their attention drawn to this matter from
time to time during the last seven or eight years.
I therefore move the second reading of the Bill,

The Hon. . T. GREGORY said: Hon.
gentlemen,—The necessity for a measure of this
kind is so obvious that the remarks of the Post-
master-General, though necessary in the intro-
duction of the Bill, would have been unnecessary
as far as any opinion to be arrived at by this
House is concerned, as we are conscious of the
fact that hitherto there has been no application

and clause, as
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of the Friendly Societies Act. Not only out or dedicated after the passing of the Bill
have the provisions of the Aect never been shall Le 66 feet wide at the least, and every lane

carried out—and it is very important that
the friendly societies should be kept well in
hand under the Act, instead of being allowed
to drift without any control—but it has come to
the knowledge of hon. members that there are
instances in Queensland wheve friendly societies,
for want of supervision, have gradually drifted
into insolvency, on account of that want of
watchfulness which would have enabled members
to see the true position of those societies. As to
the reports of the local officers and the information
given to the members of the different societies,
we know very well that they are both insufficient
and in many instances prepared with a total
want of a sufficient knowledge of the actuarial
principles on which they ave established. T am
very pleased to see a measure of this sort brought
in ; and if proper officers are appointed to carry
out its provisions the Bill will result in great
benefit to the friendly societies throughout the
colony.

Question put and passed, and committal of the
Bill made an Order of the Day for to-morrow.

UNDUE SUBDIVISION OF LAND PRE-
VENTION BILL—SECOND READING,

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL said: Hon.
gentlemen,—In proposing the second reading of
a Bill of this character it is my duty to advert to
one or two matters which will come within its
scope if the Bill become law. Hon. gentlemen,
most of whom are old colonists, and have had a
large experience of the climatic conditions of this
country, and of the evils arising from the undue
subdivision of land in the various towns of the
colony, must have become cognisant of the great
necessity that has existed, and does exist, for
a restrictive measure of this character—if for
nothing else, at any rate for the welfare of the
inhabitants of the different towns of the colony.
On sanitary grounds alone this measure is to
be commended to the attention of hon. gentle-
men. 1 cannot imagine any inhabitant of this
country, who has passed through any of the
coast towns especially, who has not been
struck with the apparent unnecessary over-
crowding of people on very small areas of land,
on areas as low—to my knowledge—as 9% perches,
with only one frontage—to a lane or road less
than 50 feet wide. The members of this House
are almost all well aware that the Bill, as it now
appears, is not exactly the measure as it was
introduced into the other branch of the Legis-
lature. It has been shorn of some of the provi-
sions which, T think, myself, had very much
better have been left in; but, notwithstanding
that, we cannot but regard the Bill before us
as a step in the right direction. I do not
think it is a good thing to permit speculators
to cut up land in a way calculated to produce
the greatest amount of money, and, at same
time, to fix on the back of the municipal autho-
rities mest detrimental sanitary conditions that
will ensue from the occupation of those lands if
the blocks are occupied by separate families,
Were it not that we .have so much sunshine
in Queensland, years ago there would have
been a pestilence in some of the towns of
the colony on account of this evil. I do not
think the Bill goes far enough in some
particulars ; but it is an initiatory step that
will prove very beneficial indeed to the
colony as a whole, and a thorough safeguard,
to a certain extent, against the evils to which I
have adverted. The next thing which shouid
follow this is a Building Act, the provisions of
which should be carried out by the local authori-
ties, I view with pleasure the circumstance
adverted to in this Bill—that every street laid

laid out or dedicated shall be at least 22 feet

wide. It will be observed that if there be a
back entrance to an allotinent of the small

dimensions provided here it shall not be less than
22 feet wide, and all main roads are to be 66
feet wide, and every property must have a front-
age to a street of that width. I hope the Bill
will receive very careful attention in committee,
because I believe that the members of this
Chamber can do good service with respect to
this proposed law. I trust hon. gentlemen will
give it their very careful consideration between
the second reading and consideration in com-
mittee. I have very great pleasure in moving
the second reading of the Bill.

The Hox. ¥. T. GREGORY said: Hon.
gentlemen,—T propose, in speaking to the mea-
sure on its second reading, to adopt very much
theprinciple followed by the Postmaster-General ;
at the same time, it will be necessary to draw
attention to one or two points which will require
to be carefully considered in committee. One of
the points which strikes one forcibly is that the
original Bill was drafted without a real regard
to the distinetion between town and suburban
lands. In the interpretation we find suburban
or country lands defined thus :—

¢ Any land which, if it were Crown land, wounld be
suburban or comntry land within the meaning of the
Crownt Lahds Act of 1884.”

Asfar asthat is applicable it removes the difficulty
to which T am about to refer ; but it is inapplicable
tosome of our large towns, particularly Brisbane,
Possibly hon. gentlemen are not aware that the
whole of the town lands of DBrisbane are com-
prised within a very limited area—from Roma
street to Hagle street on one side; and on the
other by Gregory terrace to Petrie’s Bight, and
a portion of Kangaroo Point; all the rest are

suburban lands, though they have been
occupied for years and cut up into allot-

ments. They may be within the limits of the
present municipality, but that does not make
them town lands, Thisis a point which T hope
the Postmaster-General will ook into, and see
whether it will not involve the working of the
measure in some difficulty if it should become
law. Whether T am right or not in my surmise,
it will be very important that maps should be
prepared so that the public may be able {o
know whether they are residing in town orin
suburban lands when they wish to cut up their
land. If I am correct, it 1s quite possible that it
will either be necessary to insert a clause actually
describing the boundaries of one or two of the
prineipal towns, or to introduce a clause providing
that within a certain time after the passing of
the Act a proclamation shall be issued, defining
town and suburban lands in the prinecipal towns
of the colony, With regard to houses abutting
on lanes, it is well known that back lanes fre-
quently give access to properties, and enable people
to build on the whole of their frontages. In the
case of cross lanes leading from one main street
to another parallel main street, I think a very
considerable waste of area will result where
the houses are compelled to be built 22 feet
from the lane, or 33 feet from the centre
of the lane. TheBill provides that the houses
are not to encroach within a certain distance
of one another, and that is a good feature.
At the same time, I believe it will be necessary
to look carefully into the question of the width
of lanes, not only with regard to the sanitary
conditions, but to prevent people being driven in
cutting up conntry lands to place the lanes at
too great a distance apart to be of any benefit to
the locality from a sanitary point of view. If
we force peuple to make lanes with a greater
width, we also make them less frequent, and if
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they are less frequent drainage cannot be carried
out satisfactorily. T trust that question will
receive consideration in committee. In other
respects the measure is a good one, and one
which is much needed. After it hag been fairly
digested by the House, I think one or two
alterations will be effected in committee which
will materially improve it.

The Hon. A. C. GREGORY said: Hon.
gentlemen,—One of the most important items
relating to the subdivision of land is that of
drainage. Besides arranging for streets and
lanes, persons cutting up land should be required
to provide proper reserves along which drains
could be constructed. Anyone who has been on
local government boards, or in municipal councils,
must be aware of the difficulties which have arisen
in that respect. Although a municipality has
authority to enter upon land and construct drains,
without Incurring any greater expense than the
actual damage, it is difficult to define what is
actual damage, and almost impossible to replace
ground without doing some damage. It is of far
more importance that proper drainage should be
provided than that a street should have any
particular width, or that lanes should be of
a certain width, and buildings a given dis-
tance from them. I think it is mdmpenﬂble
that power should be given to the Governor in
Council, by proclzm)a,twn to modify the limits
within which the Bill should apply, because, as it
now stands, it does not touch town lands, Sowe
town lands are so remote from dense population
that it is ridiculous to talk of applying to them
the conditions of the Bill. On the other hand,
there are large areas of suburban lands in what is
called the city of DBrisbane, with a dense
population ; and few persons would be aware,
unless they were engaged In making out
the transfers, that the whole of Wickham
terrace consists of all suburban lands—that
the whole of Tortitude Valley comprises
suburban lands, and that only a limited portion
of ground in the inner part of the city consists
of town lands. Kangaroo Point consists almost
entirely of town lands, while in South Brisbane
far the greater portion consists of suburban
lands ; and it has been a want of knowledge on
that point in the framers of the Bill that has
caused them to pay no attention to the applien-
tion of the terms ‘‘ town lands” and * suburban
lands ” in the Bill. As a whole, I think the Bill
is a good one, and by a little attention in com-
mittee to some of the matters I have mentioned,
more especially the provision for drainage, it will
be conducive to the public advantage.

The Hox. W. PETTICREW said: Hon.
gentlemen, —The Messieurs Gregory have, I
think, made some slight mistake in regurd to
what are town and what are suburban Iands in
Brisbane, and it is as well that T should correct
them. The old city of Brisbane, in its desecrip-
tion, started from below the da‘swml\b and
went in a westerly direction :Llon" Boundary
street, past where the Grammar School is,
and from there ook a southerly direction
by the old grave-yards, and thence to the
river. It crossed the river to South Brisbane,
and went along a street there nearly a mile ;
it went along the face of the hill to Boundary
street there, and then it went in another direction
beyond the Dry Dock; then it took a straight
line nearly to the rope works ; so that the whole
of Kangaroo Point was in the old city of Bris-
bane, and a large part of South Brisbane.
This Bill ought to have come in force thirty
years ago, for the want of such a measure has
been a trewendous injury, not only to Brisbane,
but to other cities in the colony. Tt is befter
late than never ; but the want has been a serious
loss to the country. There are some clauses I
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should like to see amended. I consider that no
allotment ought to be less than 2% chains
deep by 1 chain wide. I go on the question
of the health and well-being of the community,
and I say that a less area than a rood to a family
ought not to exist, What is the use of the
thousands of acres of land in this country, and
the railways we are making, if land is to be
subdivided into 16-perch allotments ? I consider
they should be 32 perches at the least, and
I would prefer to have them 40 perches, for
then the difficulties connected with drainage
could be in a great measure obviated. The health
of the commumtv is a question that is of immense
importance. There ought to be growing trees on
every allotment to purify the soil as well as the
atmosphere. These are things that cannot be
accomplished on 16 perches ;and when we go into
committee I shall be prepared to move an amend-
ment providing for larger areas. As I said
before, the difficulty with regard to drainage
would be obviated in a great measure if the
allotments were larger; but there is plenty of
power given under the Local Government Acts
so far as drainage is concerned. I consider the
Bill is a great improvement on the existing state
of things, but I think it might have gone a great
deal further with advantage.

The Hon. A. J. THYNNE said : Hon. gen-
tlemen,—I think the remarks of the Hon. Mr.
Pettigrew regarding the size of allotments de-
serve our sympathy. In fixing the minimum
area at 16 perches the Bill is allowing the con-
tinuance of the evils we are all crying out
against. The 16-perch allotments are really what
have done the mischief, and if the hon, gentle-
man will nmiove an amendment in committee
increasing the area I will support him. If he
succeeds in carrying that amendment he will
have done a good work.

The Hox. W, H. WILSON said : Hon. gentle-
men,—I quite agree with theremarks made by the
Hon. W. Pettigrew when he said he thought that
the Bill should have been introduced some con-
siderable time ago. I agree with him so far, at
any rate, that I think a portion of this Bill ought
to have been incorporated in the Real Property
Act of 1861. The width of streets and lanes
should have been regulated at that time. But as
it was not done then, and has not been done
since, I am glad to find that we are at last to
have some legislation to regulate the width of
streets and lanes. It seems to me that this
Bill will prevent in some measure the evil
arising from the unlicensed subdivision of
land—an evil which, for the last few years,
has certainly assumed alarming proportions, and
has had the effect of injuring to a great extent
the public health. To effectually deal with a
matter of this kind it would be absolutely neces-

sary, as the Postmaster-General has pointed out,
to introduce a Building Act, and I trust that a
measure of that kind will receive the earnest
attention of the Government during the recess,
because it is a measure that is very much
wanted. All we can do, or expect to do, at the
present time is to arrest the minute subdivision
of land in future, and to regulate the width of
streets and lanes; and I think the Bill will
accomplish these objects to a considerable extent.
Attention will have to be given in committee
to clauses 5 and 6, so that the provisions
may not be allowed to be retrospective in their
operation. We know that large numbers of
working men have bought land in small allot-
ments, and are about to “erect houses upon them,
and we must see that their vested rights are not
in any way interfered with. T trust that when
the Bill goes into committee this matter will
receive the best attention of hon. members. I
will not detain the House any longer on this
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matter. The measure Is a necessary one, and
will, T think, have a very good effect, and attain
the object attempted to be attained by the
Bill. It will no doub: have the effect of
preventing to a great extent the overcrowding
that has been referred to. Reference has been
made to the question of drainage. I do not
know whether such a large question as that can
be properly dealt with in a Bill of this kind ; but
if it can, I shall be prepared to give it my best
attention when the measure goes into committee.
I shall have great pleasure in supporting the
second reading of the Bill,

Question put and passed.

On the motion of the POSTMASTER-
GENERAL, the committal of the Bill was
made an Order of the Day for to-morrow.

LICENSING BILL—SECOND READING.

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL said : Hon
gentlemen,—In moving the second reading
of this Bill, which is a Bill to consolidate and
amend the laws relating to the sale of intoxi-
cating liquors by retail, and for other purposes
connected therewith, T propose to deal with it
in a very summary manner. I think it may
be taken for granted that members of this
Chamber have, if not an intimate knowledge
of the licensing laws at present existing, at
least a cursory knowledge of the working of
those laws., T must draw your attention to the
title of the Bill, which emhbodies the fact that the
measure is a consolidation and amendment of the
present laws in relation to the lcensing svsten.
There are some additions to the law—some new
matters ; and there are a considerable nuinber of
modifications and amendments; but I think
that on the second reading of the Bill it will
sutfice if I draw your attention to the several
principles in the measure. There is really only
one watter that may be regarded as a great
departure from the existing Acts—I refer to
local option. Local option has been advocated
by many colonists for a good many years back.
I do not know whether it has or has not
many adherents in this Chamber, but it is
regarded by the Government as a principle
upon which public opinion is sufficiently
advanced to demand its embodiment in a Bill
of this kind. It is presented to you in the
measure now before you, and I trust it will
receive from you the attention which its import-
ance deserves. I will notreferto the details of the
working of local option, because those matters
will receive better attention from us between
the second reading of the Bill and our going into
committee, and also during the discussion in
committee of the several clauses in that part of
the Bill. I may point out that the designations of
the authorities are somewhat altered in this Bill,
and in other minor matters the phraseoclogy of the
present laws is changed. They are matters of
great simplicity, and, I think, of great im-
portance, and I trust they will be appavent
ag such 5o hon. members of this House, Another
new matter, apart from local option, is the pro-
vision in reference to wine licenses, Those who
advocated that beer licenses should be granted

i« other than licensed victuallers were not
successful in another place in having their views
embodied in this Bill. There is also a change
in respect to the holding of monthly sittings of
the licensing authorities to deal with licenses
and transfers of licenses. I think it is proper
that I should draw your attention to that,
as it occurs to me that it is a debatable
point whether the Bill in this respect is
any improvement upon the existing law, and
whether any hardship will result from the change.
The balance of my opinion in this matter is
favourable to the practice which obtains at the
present time. There is also a change—or rather
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the law is supposed to be defined in this Bill—
with respect to the number of bars in u licensed
vietualler’s establishment, and not only as to their
number but as to their location in the licensed
house. T believe that is an improvement, as it
is undesirable that bars should be fixed in
any part of licensed premises suitable to the
landlord’s business—or I might say to the
idosyncracies of his customers. I do not think
it is fair that public bars should not be reason-
ably accessible to the general public, and be
situated in such a part of the licensed preniises
as would be most convenient for the legitimate
business of the licensed victualler. There is a
change, too, in this Bill with respect tothe open-
ing and closing hours of licensed publicans. In
this Bill it is proposed to make it optional
whether the publican shall open at the hour
hitherto customary or later, or whether, in his
discretion, he shall not close at an earlier hour
than the customary one. The clause that T
referred to as establishing quarterly courts
and doing away with the monthly sittings

of the licensing authorities is clause 14.
Will hon, gentlemen please note that a
change is made in the present system by

this eclavse, and give it their consideration?
There are several modifications and amendments
with respect to persons to whom licenses shall
be granted and those who are not permitted to
sit on the bench when granting such licenses.
There are modifications with respect to
objections and such like, but this properly
comes within the scope of the local
option clauses. There is an improvement
under the head of transmission by death, or in-
solvency, or insanity, and there are some modifi-
cations in the license fees with respect to packet
licenses; but generally — exclusive of those
matters to which I have referred—the Bill com-
prises the subsisting law and a consolidation
of it as embodied in the Acts proposed to
be repealed by the first schedule. It com-
prises, [ say, a consolidation of those Acts,
and anumber of amendments in respect to them;
therefore, it might be regarded that this Bill,
exclusive of the principle of local option, is
a Bill of consolidation and amendment and
nothing else, with the exception also of the pro-
vision relative to wine licenses to which I have
referred.  The first schedule of the Bill com-
prises the Acts which 1t is proposed to repeal,
and the first Act mentioned there is repealed so
far as it relates to licensed victuallers and wine-
sellers. All the other Acts enumerated are fully
repealed, part of two of them having been already
repealed. There are’ a number of matters of
detail that I might dwell upon to some consider-
able extent as to the advantage of the amend-
ments, but I do not think that it is right that
T should occupy the time of the House in
that way and on a measure of this kind. I
apprehend that hon. members are well acquainted
with the working of eur present licensing laws,
and when we get into committee there will be
little difficulty In discussing the measure on its
merits, and possibly amending it, with advantage
to the community and the Bill. Thope, however,
thatinits present form the Bill willcommend itself
to the members of this House, and that it willleave
this Chamber, if not entirely in its present form,
at any rate with very little alteration. I under-
stand that the measure received great attention
elsewhere, and that it represents the feelings of
the Legislative Assembly in regard to this great
q\uezs‘tion of the licensing system of the colony.
The Bill has veceived much attention from
all sections of the community, and I venture to
say it represents the opinions of the colony as a
whole with respect to the amendment and con-
solidation of the licensing laws. 1 beg to move
the second reading of the DBill.
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The Hox. A. J. THYNNE said : In the first
part of my remarks I will not allude to the
question of local option, but what I have
to say upon that question I will refer to
further on. In other respects I think the
Bill that has been put before us is a very great
and admirable improvement upon the present
licensing laws, There are some things in it that
I do not quite like, but taking it as a whole I
believe that the provisions of the Bill generally
will commend themselves to the public accep-
tance. The working of the Acts in force up to
the present time has been in many instances
defective ; they have failed to protect the public
and the hotel-keeper in the way it is intended
by this Bill to provide. So far as the Bill itself
is concerned, it is, as a whole, an improvewment,
and will have my support, and I will endeavour
when in committee to suggest such amend-
ments as will tend to a further improvement of it.
There are a good many improvements to which
the Committee will require to pay greatattention.
The first thing that strikesmeis as to the date of
commencement of the Act-—whether it should
commence on the Ist January, or whether it
should not be allowed to commence on the 1st
July next, which is the date on which the
licenses for the next ensuing year will begin.
There may be a great deal to be said upon that
point. I think in the interpretation clause there
ought to be some definition inserted of the term
“wine.” The terms ‘“wine-seller” and ““wine
license” are used throughout the Bill in many
instances, but it occurs to me that in cases of
prosecution against the holder of a wine-seller’s
license for selling something that is not really
wine, but which 1s based on what was originally
stronger spirit, it would be rather difficult to
secure a convietion. One of the great dangers of
this wine-seller’s license is that the privilege may
be abused, and enable the holders of the licenses to
dispose of stuff other than that which they were
intended to sell, and it would be well to guard,
as far as possible, against such abuses taking
place. In the question of disqualification for
membership of the board, it seems to me there
has been an oversicht in the construction
of subsection (2), clause 7, which prohibits
the mortgagee of a house used for an hotel from
being on the licensing board. Well, I have no
doubt that in that instance the term ¢ house”
was intended to cover any persons holding a
mortgage or any interest in the house, whether
it is the lease of the house or furniture or effects
belonging to it. I think as the clause stands at
present they would not be included, and if it is
right to exclude the mortgagee of the house it is
still far more necessary to exclude the mortgagee
of the leasehold or the mortgagee of the chattels
belonging to the house from sitting on the beneh.
In clause 14 there has been a very serious change
made in the present practice, and that is sub-
stituting quarterly meetings of the licensing
bhoard for the ordinary monthly meetings. I am
opposed to that change, because it is one that
will prove very harassing in many instances.
Take the case of a licensed hotel-keeper dying.
It would be very hard upon his widow, who,
possibly, would be unable to attend to the business,
to compel her to carry on the business for
three months before she could obtain a transfer
of the license. It would be equally inconvenient
in case of a licensee becoming insolvent, because it
would necessitate the trustee of the insolvent
estate carrying on the business for three months
before he would be able to realise. No evil
has really arisen on account of the present
system, which gives licensees an opportunity of
disposing of their licenses without delay, which
would not be the case under the quarterly meet-
ing system. Another reason that occurs to me
in favour of the monthly meetings is this: At
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the annual licensing meetings in Brishane, and I
think in most of the other towns in the colony,
the licensing bench have been in the habit of
inspecting the premises, and if they have not
been found quite in thestate in which they ought
to be the bench invariably adjourns the con-
sideration of the application for a renewal for a
month or two months, as the case may lbe, to
enable the holder of the license to effect such
alterations or repairs in the premises as
may be considered necessary. Now, if these
quarterly meetings are instituted and it hap-
pens to be the last meeting in the year, the
bench will not have the opportunity of
exercising that very beneficial power which they
would have otherwise of compelling the holders
of licenses to attend to any little details which
by themselves would be scarcely sufficient to
justify a complete refusal of the license. I think,
in Brisbane especially, some of the hotels have
been very much improved by the -supervision
which has heen exercised by the licensing
hoard, and it would be a bad thing to ir}terfere
with the gentle power of compulsion which the
lhoard possesses in this respect. In clause 23 there
is a new phase introduced in connection with
the licenses for billiard-tables, Now, at_present
hotel-keepers hava complained very much indeed
about the competition which exists between
themselves who have to pay a yearly license fee,
and the bagatelle and billiard saloon-keepers who
have never been compelled to pay a license. Well,
no doubt the hotel-keepers feel that they havebeen
badly dealt with ; but the question is this : if the
game of billiards 1s to be played at all, is it wise to
discourage the establishment of billiard tables
separate from hotels? If we do, the conse-
quence will be that those who wish to play bil-
lards will be compelled to go to hotels for the
parpose of playing. I do mnot think that
the owners of billlard tables not attached to
hotels have been making a great deal out of them
—at least I never heard of any of those
men acquiring riches by their employment,
and whether the proposed tax upon them
will' not be very heavy is a maftter for con-
sideration. I think in clause 29 there is a
repetition, or an anticipation of what appears
in clause 41, as regards the ground of objection
to new licenses. In clause 32 it would be well
to have an addition made to provide for the
cases of premises in which the licensing board
do not consider that the site for an hotel is a
suitable one. There is an instance now in
Brisbane in which the licensing board have
intimated that they do not consider that the site
which is occupied by a certain hotel is & suitable
site for an hotel, and no matter what plans were
submitted to them for a new building they
would very probably refuse to accept them.
This subsection 2 of clause 32 would not
enable the bench to give the holder of the license
an opportunity of transferring his license to
some other suitable premises. The addition re-
quired would be a very slight one, and would
meet a case which will, no doubt, occur occa-
sionally. Now, in connection withthe provisional
licenses, there is an alteration proposed in this
Bill from the present law, and it is an alteration
that I do not approve of.  As a rule, it will have
the effect of excluding any person who is, ab the
time of the application, the holder of a license
from applying for a provisional license, because
the scheme of the Bill is that the applicant for a
provisional license must also be the intended
occupier of the hotel; that will have a very
awkward effect.  The owner of a suitable piece of
land where an hotel is required will be more
inclined to apply fora provisionallicense himself,
and if he has got the approval of the licensing
board to his plans, and had them completed, he
will then seek for a tenant, and the tenant will
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be the person who will apply for the publican’s
license. I know of two or three instances in
which some really good hotels—in fact, T believe
one of the best hotels in Brisbane—have been built
upon a provisional license obtained by an hotel-
keeper who was at the time a licensee in another
part of the city, and it would be a pity to
exclude people of that kind from going into
the occupation of licensed victualler on new
premises of their own. I do not see that
there is any advantage to be gained by the
proposed change in the law. Now, in clause
30, in regard to booths, I do not see why the
power of granting temporary licenses, or the right
of exercising the privileges of a license, should be
restricted to places of amusement in a district. T
I think that temporary places of business or places
of publie resort for any lawful purpose, whether
amusement or business, should be included, and
that the hotelkeeper should be at liberty, with
the approval of the licensing board, to exercise his
right of selling liquor at such places of resort.
In subsection 3 there is a provision which will
not suit country places. The subsection provides
that the authority to exercise the privileges of
a license shall not be given for any place more
than five miles distant from the premises for
which such license is held, except when specially
authorised by the Minister ; butthough authorisa-
tion by a Minister in a town may be easily
got, in country places it cannot readily be
obtained ; and it seems to be a matter beneath
i ini at
might be very well left to the licensing board.
With regard to clause 40, not only ratepayers,
but any person resident in the neighbourhood,
ought to be at liberty to represent to the magis-
trates any good cause of objection to the renewal
of a license. 1 observe that in the clanse
the right to make objection by petition is
"umt(,d Petitions, unless strictly guarded, are
Liable to great abuse ; and where petitions are to
be introduced as a part of judicial proceedings
there should be some provision by which the sig-
natures may be verified. They should not be
forged, nor should children’s signatures ke added
to make up a long list. As in the case of peti-
tions under the Local Government Act for
alterations of boundaries, they should be verified
or accompanied by affidavits. Subsection 4 of
clause 4 seems rather too strict. If the applicant
has been convicted of one offence against the Act
during the twelve months that may form a ground
of objection. No doubt some of these offencesare
very serious, but there are some which are so very
trivial that they ought not to be allowed to be
made the ground of objection unless two convie-
tions have been recorded. The 5th subsection
provides, as another ground of objection, ““ That
the reasonable requirements of the neighbour-
hood do not justify the granting of a license
applied for.” That appears to touch upon the
question of local option. Tt is not merely
the residents, but the people travelling through
the neighbourhood, who should be taken into
consideration. There may be a small popula-
tion in the neighbourhood of an hotel, but a
large population travelling through who use the
hotel, and the attention of the licensing board
should be directed to that matter as one Lhey
should take into consideration. Clause b5
requires one slight alteration. The person who
appoints an agent to cerry on a licensed business
in case of death or insolvency may become
dissatisfied with his agent; and there should be
a provision by which some other person, approved
by the police magistrate or the licensing justices,
may be appomted to talke the place of such agent.
Clause 59 contains something novel. It is a
letter of instruction to the statistical officer of
the colony to take notice of something in the
Government Gazette.  1f we had to instruct our
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statistical officer by Acts of Parliament we
should have to go a long way to get him tho-
roughly up in hisduties. In clause 70, which used
to be known as the * prohibition clause,” there
has been some improvement made. The Bill
proposes to make the law, with regard to
the supply of liquor to a person injuring his
health through drinking, more strict. At present
the prohibition notice has to be served on the
publican, and the publican alone is punished.
There is nothing to prevent any third party
getting as much liquor as he likes and giving
it directly to the unfortunate man who is the
subject of the prohibition order, and, as a
natural consequence, the order prohibiting the
supply of liquor is practically at the present
time a dead-letter. The clause is made to apply
to a man who, by the excessive use of liquor,
injures, mis-spends, wastes, orlessens hisestate, or
injures or endangers his life, but I would go

further than the clause. It has been my
unfortunate experience to find that the
people who suffer most keenly from the

over- indulgence of habitual drunkards are not
the drunkards themselves, but their wives and
families. An instance has come before me since
the Bill was introduced, where an unfortunate
man actually boasted that he was gradually for-
cing his wife into her grave, and the unfortunate
woman certainly bore traces of the trials she had
been going through. This clause ought to be made
to ex’ccnd to cases where a man, in consequence
of the excessive use of liquor, injures his own
health or that of his wife or family, so that if a
medical man sees that the family is suffering
in health from the man’s over-indulgence that
would be sufficient ground on which to interfere
with the further supply of liquor to him. When
we find a man who comes within the intention of
section 70 there should be some place in the
colony where he could be sent to keep him from
his drinking habits and give him an oppor-
tunity of reforming. I think no Bill to regu-
late the supply of liquor will be complete unless
some well-considered scheme is brought into force
for the reforming of men who have brought
themselves within the provision of clause 70. I
will now refer to the local option clauses., We
cannot but have a great deal of sympathy with
the people who are bond fide endeavouring to
prevent the abuse of intoxicating liquor, and so
long as they are serious and earnest in that
movement we ought to pay every respect
to their wishes. It appears to me that the
local option provisions are such that they
will require very grave consideration before
we accept them. The objections I have to them
are numerous, but I shall mention only two or
three. The enforcement of local option or total
prohibition in any district will, in my opinion,
certainly result in a greater evil than the estab.
lishment of hotels — namely, the establish-
ment of sly grog-shops. Tt is almost certain
that that will be the result in almost every
case. I think that the evils up to the present
time have been owing to the want of the
proper regulation of licensed houses, and con-
sidering the great improvements contained in
the Bill and the powers to prevent excessive
drinking, we ought to give the remaining parts
of the Bill a fair trial for a year or two before
putting into force the local option clauses. It is
difficult to introduce any thoroughly satisfactory
system of local option ; but in the Bill there is
one radical defect in regard to those clauses, and
that is in the restriction of the people who have
to exercise their right of voting on the subject.

Tt has been said that in this coIonv we have

manhood suffrage upon all questions of State
policy ; and the election of members of Parlia-
ment has been mentioned as an example. In
answer to the claim that voting on local option
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should be open to every person who is entitled
to a vote for parliamentary elections, it
has been said that the matters relating to
local government and such subjects are restricted
to the local government boards or councils.
The answer to that is clear. Ratepayers
are the only persons allowed to vote in the
elections of local boards and councils, because it
is the money of the ratepayers which local
boards expend. The question whether there
should be licensed houses in a certain district is
not a matter peculiarly affecting the rate-
payers, but every resident in the district ;
and why should not those who are allowed to
exercise their functions in regard to parliamen-
tary elections be entitled to a vote ?  In answer
to this it may be said that it would be difficult
to devise a scheme by which this voting could be
properly carried out ; but that is no answer. It
1s not right to introduce a new scheme such as
this, unless the arrangements for voting are
made as complete and perfect as possible. If
the supporters of local option are unable to
devise a proper system of voting it is better
that the matter should stand over than that
the system should get an unfair trial from
being brought in on a bad foundation. There
is one other point with regard to the local option
clauses to which I will refer. A district sitnated
between here and Gympie may vote for the
restriction of licensed houses, and that will affect
not only their own district, but the convenience
of people outside—people travelling through the
country —and it does not commend itself to
my sense of fairness that travellers should be
deprived of the opportunity of getting accommoda-
tion and refreshment simply because the people
in a small neighbourhood are inclined to try an
experiment with regard to the sale of liguor.
I will conclude with the remark that, with the
exception of the matters I have pointed out, I
will give the best support in my power to the
passing of the Bill,

The Hox., ¥. T. GREGORY said: Hon.
gentlemen,—There are other hon. members who,
possibly, from their past experience are more
capable of giving a fair exposition of the various
properties of the measure before us; but secing
that there is no particular anxiety on the part of
hon. members to say much it may be as well,
although the hon. gentlemen who have spoken on
the subject have said as much as can reasonably
be expected before we go into committee on the
Bill, for me to draw attention to one or two
points  which, though already referred to,
may be looked upon from another aspect.
Of course the matter will be dealt with fully in
committee, but it is better to lay a little stress
upon it now in order to give hon. members an
opportunity of fairly considering the question
prior to the Bill coming before us in committee.
The question of local option is, no doubt, one of
the most important contained in the whole
measure, and assuch I will offer a few observa-
tions wupon it. The Hon. Mr. Thynne has
expressed doubts as to whether it would not be
better to allow all persons qualified to vote
for members of Parliament to have a voice in
deciding the question of local option. I do not
altogether see that, for this reason : there is a
large number of persons whose names are down
on the parliamentary electoral rolls for a district
whose interests in it, as regards local option or
otherwise, are either limited or mnil. Therefore,
I am of opinion that their voice should have
no weight in over-ruling the decision of the
residents and householders, who are the people
most interested in a matter of this sort. I am
not speaking from the standpoint of the extreme
temperance views. The question with temperanee
people arvises from a very different cause, their
desire being to limit intemperance by Act
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of Parliament. Except so far as to placing
licensed houses under such restrictions as will
limit the amount of evil resulting from intemper-
ance, I do not think we ought to limit the liberty
of the subject beyond areasonable degree; and in
dealing with the matter we must have recourse to
the meansby which weare to regulate the establish-
ment of public-houses and to determine their num-
ber and such questions as relate to local option.
If, as T put it just now, we were to allow the
multitude to vote, whether they had a substantial
interest in the place or not, I very much doubt
whether we should be adopting a wise principle ;
and I am inclined to think that the plan pro-
vided for in the DBill is the better one. Dut
another question will arise, and that is with
regard to compensation. I must confess that
I have not read the Bill very closely, and
I am therefore not quite sure whether there
is any provision in it for compensating those
persons whose licensed houses may be done away
with by the decision of the people under the
local option clauses of the Bill. This is really
a very serious question, because although, as a
rule, 1t is the duty of the country to compensate
anvone who has suffered loss by any new enact-
ment, there is great risk of such a thing being
abused. Should the people allow the publicans
to continue to carry on their business in
a district, and subsequently decide that the
houses shall be closed, if the publicans
recelve compensation, they will not care
whether it is paid to them out of the general
revenue by the Government—which is the uni-
versal milch-cow—or whether it is paid by the
local authorities, T do think it would serve asa
little judicious ballast in the minds of rate-
payers if they knew that in doing away with
vested interests they would have to consider to
what extent they might personally be called upon
to provide fair and suitable compensation. Asa
rule there is too much of a desire on the part of
every one of us to take compensation when-
ever we can get it; and we have had
examples with regard to this in the rccent
railway accident cases, to which at some future
time I intend to draw the attention of the House
most pointedly. But, to return to the subject
before me, it is very desirable that a clause
should be introduced providing that where a
person has a claim for compensation that claim
shall be paid by the authorities of the district
in which it arises. That is a point which
should not be lost sight of, because I under-
stand it is intended to propose a claunse in
comunittee providing for compensation. Hon.
members  should therefore be prepared to
consider what will be the just and equitable
sources from which to obtain the compen-
sation. For myself, T strongly protest against
claims of that kind being paid from the general
revenue of the country, particularly as they refer
to local questions. In such a strictly local
matter as the licensing of a public-honse, a claim
for compensation should be made on the local
authorities, and not on the Government. A
question has been raised by the Hon. Mr.
Thynne as to the wisdom of doing away with
the monthly licensing courts and providing
that there shall be only quarterly sittings
of the licensing authorities. The hon.
gentleman seems to be of the opinion that
quarterly sittings are too far apart to meet the
necessities of cases in which the heirs or
executors of a licensee may have to take pos-
session of and manage his property ; but it has
been pointed out to me by an hon. gentleman
this evening that clause 55 fully provides for
cases of that kind. I only mention this now in
passing as the remarks by the hon. member may
have some little influence on hon. members
when dealing with one of the earlier clauses
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of the Bill in committee. There is a minor
question which I think was discussed in
the other branch of the Legislature, but I have
not had leisure to refer to the debates to ascertain
what was the result—I refer to the question
of railway refreshment rooms. As I am not
quite clear as to what has been done in this
matter, T shall not offer any observations on
the subject, but just draw the attention of the
House to it, as one which it is desirable
should not be overlooked. Another point that
has been referred to, and on which I agree
with the previous speaker, is that with regard
to the application for a license for a booth being
referred to the Minister, as provided in subsec-
tion 3 of clause 36. I cannot sce any necessity
for such a provision. I think its insertion must
have been an oversight ; probably the clause was
taken from some other Bill, or may be applicable
to the metropolis alone. At any rate the matter
is one which, in my opinion, should, under any
circumstances, be left to the control of the licens-
ing authorities. Taking the measure altogether,
I think it is a useful one, as condensing very much
the whole law and regulations connected with
licensed houses, and as such, on the whole, it isa
valuable instalment of legislation. T hope that,
as the measure goes through committee, points
which appear at the present moment perhaps as
minor matters, and hardly of sutficient impor-
tance to detain the House upon in a discussion
on the second reading of the 13ill, will not be over-
looked.

The Hox. W, GRAHAM said : Hon. gentle-
men,—I do not intend to oppose the second
reading of this Bill, nor do I intend to discuss
any of its clauses. Ibelieve the general tendency
of the Bill is good, although there are some very
objectionable features in it. What I would like
to ask the Postmaster-General is—When, in the
event of the Bill passing its second reading this
evening, he proposes to consider it in committee ?
The Bill is a very important one, involving the
serious question of localoption. Thereisaverythin
House to-night, and I do not know that we have
any guarantee that there will be a greater num-
ber of members present to-morrow. ITknow that
several members are away who will be back in a
few days, who have strong opinions on this Bill,
and whose opinions would, in all probibility, be
valuable to the Comuittee and to the country,
and I shall therefore be glad if the Postmaster-
Greneral will inform the House when he proposes
to proceed with the Bill in Committee ?

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL said : Hon.
gentlemen,—With the consent of the House, I
shall be very glad to make an observation or two
in regard to what has fallen from the Hon. Mr.
Graham. It is to be regretted that the House
to-night is a thin one. We have had some very
important business before us to-day, and T am
bound to say that there is little fault, if any, to
be found with hon. members who sit on the
benches opposite to me, so far as attendance is
concerned. But I think there is reasonable ground
for cavilling at the want of attention which is
exhibited by some hon, gentlemen who sit on
the benches behind me in regard to the most
important business which comes before this
Chamber—business affecting the whole of the
colony, not only in the immediate present, but
for the future also. I am not sorry that the
opportunity has been afforded me of saying
that I think, considering tiie high position they
hold in this Chamber, somethingmore is due from
several hon. gentlemen, not only on my own side
of the House, but also on the other side, than evi-
dently, according to their action, they imagine
it is their duty to do. There are excuses to be
made for the absence of several hon. members,
and I am glad to have this opportunity of stating
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that there is one hon. member of this Chamber
who does not sit on the Government benches who
had the courtesy—moreover I think it was his
duty—to address himself to me and explain that
he could not be present on account of certain
business which had only to be mentioned to be
thoroughly appreciated by me as most important
to his own welfare and the welfare of his part-
ners also. Tt is a matber for regret—it is almost
a matter of dishonour—that some hon. members
are not more punctual and regular in their
attendance, and do not give more attention
to the matters brought before this Chamber. I
am in accord with the remarks of the Hon. Mr.
(sraham with respect to the desirability of not
putting down this measure for consideration in
committee to-morrow., There will be no attempt
made by me on behalf of the Government to
rush the business through this Chamber. I shall
use my judgment in conducting the business of
the House, and Ihope that in the exercise of
that judgment I shall do what the judgment of
hoth sides of the House will consider is best in
the interest of the country.

The Hon. W. F. LAMBERT said: Hon.
gentlemen,— I do not know to whom the Post-
master-General alludes. Probably it would have
been better if the hon. gentleman had stated to
whom he referred. I have been a member of
this House for a great number of years, and I
have come here now very late in the session, and I
think the country will appreciate my reasons for
doing so without any interference from the
Government or Opposition or any other source.
I claim to be an honest man and to have
endeavoured to do justice to the position I hold
as a member of this Chamber. Queensland, as
we all know, is at the present time suffering from
a very severe drought—such a drought as has
never before been experienced by those who
are able to recollect what has oceurred in
former years. 1 have had communication with
several old residents, and as far as I can learn
we have never had such a severe drought pre-
viously. Tt is a very unfortunate thing for the
colony that such should bethe case. However,
we must act like men and make the best of it,
and we must be honest and pay those who have
lent us money. I hope the Government of the
day will consider whether it will be a prudent
thing to place a loan before the English public
until this unfortunate state of affairs changes, I
do not think the present moment is a favourable
time for asking for money. However, 1 hope
that as sensible men they will act judiciously in
the matter, and that the colony will be brought
safely through these difficult circumstances as it
has been on previous occasions.

Question put and passed.

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL moved that
the consideration of the Bill in committee stand
an Order of the Day for Thursday next.

The Hon. W. GRAHAM said, after the speech
and lecture which members on both sides of the
House had had from the Postmaster-General, it
was to have been supposed that the consideration
of the Bill in committee would have been put off
till next week. He thought the Postmaster-
General was rather sanguine, and he thought he
would find many of the amendments which would
be proposed were not altogether formal and would
lead to a great deal of discussion. The amend-
ments which would be proposed would, of course,
require to be printed, and he did not think that
they would be ready by Thursday. He certainly
should not have consented to the second reading
if he had thought the extension of time would not
be granted.

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL said he
hoped hon. gentlemen would be satisfied with
the assurance that no vital part of the Bill
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would be proceeded with on Thursday next if
there was any objection to it. He apprehended
the most convenient way to conduct a Bill
of that kind through committee was to pass
what might be regarded as formal clauses and
either postpone or recommit the other parts
of the Bill. There were several advantages
to be obtained by that course, one of which he
appreciated very much, and it was this: that he
received notice of amendinents, The speeches of
movers of amendments were a guide to him, ab
all events, and in the discussion in committee he
had the advantage of hearing the views of the
movers of amendments. Taking that view, he
hoped hon. gentlemen would consent to the
Bill going on on Thursday next. He thought
it was an advantage to hear from the mover
of an intended amendment what the object of
his amendment was, and that was his only
%easnn for wishing to go on at once with the

il

The Hox. P. MACPHERSON said for his
part, not having spoken on the Bill, he would ask
the Postmaster-General to let the consideration
of it in committee stand over till Tuesday. He
was certain from what his hon, friend, Mr.
Thynne, had said, that he had a considerable
number of verbal amendments to propose in the
Bill, which the hon. gentleman would have no
time to consider to-morrow. He thought Tues-
day next was a fair time to begin the considera-
tion of the Bill in committee. There might not
be a good attendance on Thursday ; and it was
desirable that they should have a full House for
the consideration of such a measure.

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL said if there
was a fair attendance of members on Thursday
he would go through the formal parts of the
Bill ; that would not interfere with the amend-
ments of the Hon., Mr. Thynne, If there was
not a good attendance, hon. members might
accept his assurance that he would postpone the
Order of the Day. .

Question put and passed.

MESSAGE FROM THE LEGISLATIVE
ASSEMBLY.

The PRESIDENT announced the receipt of
a message from the Legislative Assemby, for-
warding, for the approval of the Council, the
plan, section, and book of reference of the pro-
posed extension of the Cooktown Railway.

The House adjourned at twenty-eight minutes
past 8§ o’clock.





