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AdJournment. [17 JULY.] Motion for AdJournment. Gi3 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEl\'IBLY. 

Wednesday, 17 July, 1889. 

Petitions-endowment of Schools of Art-asse:Ssment 
on stock.-Printing Committee Report.-3-Iotion for 
Adjournment-the Queensland 1nange.-Rcsigna~ 

tion of ::\Iomber.-Vaca.nt SEat.-IIealth Act Amend­
ment llill-cmmnittee.-Crown Lands Acts, 188·1 
to 1886, Amendment Bill-committce.-Adjounr 
mcnt. 

The SPEAKER took the chair at haJf-past 
3 o'clock. 

PETITIONS. 
ENDOWMENT ~·o SCHOOLS 01' ART. 

Mr. GOLDRING presented a petition from 
members of the School of Arts, Hughencten, 
having reference to the endowment now granted 
by the GoYermnent to Schools of Art, and prn,y­
ing tluct the House would afford such relief as it 
might think fit. The petition was similar to 
those previmmlypresented on the subject; and he 
moved that it be received. 

Question put n,nd pn,ssed. 

AssEss~rENT ON STOCK. 

Mr. CASEY presented n, petition from rate­
payers in the division of Belyando, complaining 
of the proposed asc,essment on stock, and pmy­
ing that the House would grant such relief n,s it 
might think fit; and moved tlmt it be react. 

Question put n,nd passed ; and petition ren,d at 
length by the Clerk . 
. Mr. CASEY moved that the petition be 

received. 
Question put a.nd passed. 

PRINTING cm.lMITTEE REPORT. 
Mr .• TESSOP, on l>ehalf of Mr. Spe::tker, n,s 

Chairman, presented the third report of the 
Printing Committee; n,nd moved that it l>e 
printed. 

Question put and passed. 

MOTION FOR ADJOURNMENT. 
THE QuEENSLAND MANG~<;. 

Mr. MURPHY said: Mr. Speaker,-There is 
a question thn,t I wish to bring before the House, 
n,s it is n, matter of urgency, and I shall pwt my­
self in order by moving the usual motion for 
adjonrnment. The matter I wish to bring before 
the House is one, I think, that at this time is 
very serious-I refer to the spread of the disease 
known as "man&'e." l\Iy attention has been 
drawn to this partiCularly just now by ::tn article 
which appears in the Australasian, :1 newspaper, 
which n,s hon. members know, is ~;nblishecl in 
Victoria. The article is headed 'The Horse 
l\1ange in Queensland," and there are some state­
ments contained in it that I do not think, in the 
interests of the stoclwwners of the colony, should 
be allowed to go without challenge or contradic­
tion. I will read the article, which is not a very 
long one, so that hon. members may be in posses· 
sion of the whole of the facts. 
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a THl'~ HORSE M.\.NGE IN QUKENSLAKD. 

"The disease which has become so prevalent of late 
among the Queensland borses, and which, for want of a 
better name, is kno·wn as " the mange," proves to be a 
much more formidable plague than the stockowners of 
the other colonies are aware or. Though its presence 
has been known among the Queensland horses since 
1887, the only action taken by the Government has been 
the appointment of a board to make fnll inquiry into 
the origin and nntnre of the disease. rrhis board, we 
learn, macte:a preliminary report, and there the matter 
ended. In the meantime the disease has spread with 
alarmingra}lidity, and has attacked all theotherdomestic 
animals, and m·en human beings. It appears to be 
extremely difficult to treat; indeed, no remedy is men­
tioned as being of any avail, and eYen the nature of the 
disease seems to be unknown. In an article on this 
subject which appeared in the Ip.~wich Aclt:ocate on )lay 
29, the following pregnant re·marks are made:~' Wor'c 
the outside world to know the terrible plague we are 
fostering in our n1idst, there would be a simultaneous 
erection of barriers against all Queensland stock . . . 
. . . 1Yhile the disease was confined to hm·ses alone 
it was surely a sufficient menace, and we should. 
have strained every efl'ort to stop it. But when we 
hear of it attacking sheep and cattle, ancl even the 
human subjects, it becomes a hundredfold more serious. 
As it is, a large percentage of the stool{ of the colony 
are suffering.' From the remarks made in the journal 
quoted, it is evident that the disease is of a very virulent 
nature and extremely contagious. The skins of the 
animalR attacked became worthless for any indus­
trial purposes. :Thlr. 1~. J. Stevens, M.L.A., is reported 
to have said:-' A ten-ton roller will not rid the 
hides of the corrugations brought on by the disease.' 
The journal already quoted ~ta.t.es that it is not 
merely a skin disease, but that the firsh is affected 
to such an extent that it was impo;;;sible to stand 
near the carcasses of son1e animals that had 1Jeen 
slaughtered after being attacked by the disease, owing 
to the intolerable stench. As an indication of the 
lJrevalence of the disease, the writer states:-·' The 
number of horses and cattle in the Rosewood and 
Nanango districts alone suffering from mange is so 
great as to justify the Government in making special 
legislation on this very serious qnestion, which 
threatens to be nearly as bad as the much-dreaded 
rabbit invasion.' 1Ye have received a letter on this 
subject from a professional g-entleman who has been 
engaged for scveral1nonths past in observing the nature 
of the disease and treating the animals attacked by it. 
He describes it as a very dangerous disease, and one 
that will not be easily stamped out. He fully bears out 
the statement made by the Ipswich Advocate as to the 
way the disease is spreading. He says: 'I have been 
over the greater part of Queensland, and fully two­
thirds of the horses and a large pereentage of the cattle 
and sheep of the colony are infected.' He believes that 
climate and food have nothing to do with this disease, 
which is equally dangerous to all animals. It is 
evident, from the statements we have quoted, that 
the disease is of an extremely dangerous nature, and 
highly infections, or it could not have spread over such 
a large area so rapidly. It cannot be reassuring to 
Victorian stockholders to know that all kinds of stock 
may be brought into Victoria without let or hindrance 
from a colony over such a large portion of which so 
serious a disease rages, provided always the animals 
come to us by land. The Stock Department has of late 
shown extreme care to avoid the introduction of disease 
into Victoria by means of perfectly healthy sheep from 
Tasmania. Here is a real danger threatening not one hut 
all descriptions of dome.:;tic animals. The real nature 
of this disease cannot be known too soon, and if it is half 
as dangerous as a Queensland journal and a veterinary 
surgeon state it is, ample precaution should be promptly 
taken to protect the live stock of this country. Xo 
time should be lost in official correspondence; the 
subject is of too great importance for any shilly­
shallying. An expert should be sent to the districts 
were the disease is most prevalent to report as to its 
real nature, so that we may protect ourselves while 
there is still time." 
An article such as that appearing in a paper like 
the Australasian, a journal which circulates 
widely in the pastoral districts of Victoria and 
New South ·wales, and which has the largest 
weekly circulation of any paper in Australia, is 
sure to carry great weight. There is a danger 
that thA other colonies may take action upon an 
article like that, and do serious injury to the 
stockowners and people generally of Queensland. 
Some of the statements in that article appear to 
ns to be highly ludicrous. I do not think the 

mange is in any way a dangerous disease, nor do 
I think there is any instance of its having 
attacked human beings, so far as we know, 
in this colony. We know that it has attacked 
horses to a large extent in this colony but 
not nearly to the extent stated in that 
article. That the disease is prevalent to a 
greater or less extent amongst horses there is no 
denying, and it has also attacked cattle. Only in 
one instance in this colony it has attacked a 
small flock of sheep which were travelled from 
Cambridge Gulf, away in the northern territory 
of \Vestern Australi,t, down to the I<'assifern 
district. So far as we can gather from the 
reports of the Chief Inspector of Stock, those are 
the only sheep that have been attacked by this 
disease in this colony, and they have since been 
butchered. At the present moment there is not 
a single sheep in Queensland affected with the 
disease, and the only sheep that have been 
affected were those which, as I have said, were 
brought into this colony from a neighbouring 
colony. 

The l'viiKISTEH. FOH. RAILWAYS (Hon. 
H. M. Nelson): There is no proof that they were 
affected with the mange. 

Mr. l'vHJRPHY: As the Minister for Rail­
ways has said there is no proof that even those 
sheep were affected with the "mange." It may 
have been that disease, however, and we ha\'e the 
repcrt of the Chief Inspector of Stock that those 
sheep were sold to the butcher and killed, so that 
there might be no danger of the disease spreading 
to sheep, if it is likely that it will attack sheep. 
So far as sheep are concerned, the disease is now 
extinct in the colony, so far as we can learn. 
\Vhat I brought this question forward more 
particularly for, was not only to correct the state­
ments made in that article, but to impress upon 
the Government the absolute necessity for taking 
immediate steps to inquire into 'this disease. I 
do not mean that they should confine themseh·es 
to giving a reward to somebody for the discovery 
of a specific or remedy for the disease. What I 
suggest rather is that they should get some 
scientist like the Frenchmen we had here the 
other day who can use the microscope, and by 
microscopical examination determine the root of 
the disease. It is useless to attempt to dE\<l.l with 
it in any other way. Mr. Gordon in his report 
says that a number of letters have been written 
to him by different persons who have asRerted 
that they have discovered a cure for the diseas<', 
but after a trial those so-called cures have all 
failed. If the Government will invite some 
scientist from the neighbouring colonies, from 
England, or from wme European country, to 
examine into this disease, there is no neces~ity 
that it should cost the country anything, as the 
money to reimburse the whole of the expenditure 
on account of an inquiry into this disease can 
be taken from the sheep account. That is a fund 
which has been established and provided hy the 
stockowners of the colony for purposes similar 
to this-for the purpose of dealin"t>vith diseases 
in sheep or cattle. 'rhe Government can there­
fore do this with a free hand, and I am sure 
there is not a stockowner in this colony contri­
buting to that fund who would object to a 
portion of it being devoted to the purpose of 
discovering the nature of this disease, so that if 
we can only discover a remedy for it the colony 
may be freed from the imputation under which 
it now lies in this respect, I beg to move the 
adjournment of the House. 

The PREMIER (Hon. B. D. Morehead) said: 
Mr. Speaker,-The hon. gentleman, in rising, 
deprecated any criticism such as he referred to 
in the other colonies of what he considered a 
very small matter, but he went on unfortunately 
to Sl1Y that he considered it a very important 
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matter, and so important that he thinks it re­
quires a large portion of the Sheep Fund to dis­
cover some cure for the disease. This di,;ease 
has existed to a greater or less extent for some 
years past, and did not escape the attention of 
the late Government, nor has it escaped the 
attention of the present Government. I doubt 
myself whether the evil is such a very 
great one. As has been said by the hon. 
member for Barcoo, there are a number of 
supposed cures discovered for it ; and, in fact, 
anyone driving through the streets of Brisbane 
may see advertisements on the hoardings to the 
effect that the advertiser has discovered a sure 
specific for the diseo,se. The attention of the 
Government has been directed to it, and the Chief 
Inspector of Stock was instructed to inquire into 
it, with the board that has been appointed of 
gentlemen, who, I think, are quite as good 
scientists in matters of this description as anyone 
we could import from the other colonies or from 
England. They have been asked to report upon 
the feasibility or otherwise of offerhg a reward 
for a specific for the disease. I say I do not 
look upon it as of a very alarming nature. The 
sheep referred to by the hon. member were 
only supposed to be affected with it, but there 
is no doubt that it is prevalent amongst horses 
to a greater or less extent. It has also affected 
cattle, but as br as I know, there is no neces­
sity to absorb the Sheep Fund in bringing out 
some seientist to inquire into the disectse. 
I think that gentlemen like J\Ir. Gordon and 
others who are on the boa1d I have alluded 
to are quite competent to deal with the matter; 
and if they are not competent, they are men of 
sound common sense and knowledge who would 
at once acknowledge their incompetency and 
make a recommendation of the kind suggested 
by the hon. member for Bn,rcoo. I think the 
statement read from the A astJ·alasian is a grossly 
exaggerated statement, and that there is not the 
least occasion for alarm. As a matter of fact, 
there is reason to believe that a remedy will be 
discovered very shortly, w hi eh will grapple with 
the disease, which after all is not destructive to 
stock-I do not say it is beneficial-without 
going to the extreme step sugg·c>sted by the hon. 
member for Barcoo. 

Mr. CASEY said : :Yir. Speaker,-I trust now 
that the attention of the Government has been 
directed to this disease amongst stock it will not 
be allowed to drop out of sig·ht. The Premier 
has said it is not nearly so serious a matter as 
the writer in the Austmlasian would make out; 
but it is of a sufficiently serious nature to 
command serious inquiry, because it depre­
chttes the value of horse stock in Queens­
land by 20 per cent. at the least. In the ca'",e 
of the firm with which I am connected, the 
horses would he worth 30 per cent. more in 
Brisbane if this disease was not in the colony. 
\Vith regard to the supposed attack of mange 
amongst sheep which appeared in th,, :B'assifern 
district, as it occurred close to where my firm 
has some sheep, I naturally took some intere,,,t in 
the matter. I do not believe from the inquiries 
I made that the disease was mange at all. It 
was simply the requJt of long continued travel 
and starvation. I do not think it was the >arne 
disease as that which attacks horses and cattle; 
and I think any newspaper article which rleclares 
sheep here to be affected by mange is not only 
untrue, but may depreciate the value of stock 
in other parts of the colony. Therefore I put 
that on one side. But I think the bo:1rd ap­
pointed by the late Government to inquire into 
the disease did not arrive at any satisfactory 
conclusion. They discovered that the disease 
consisted of a vegetable fungoid, but did not tell 
us how to get rid of that vegetable fungoid; and 
they concltJded their labours hy simply giving a 

new name to an old disease. If the Government 
would take some active steps, either by means of 
the present board or by some other means, to 
discover a remedy for the disease, they would be 
conferring a great benefit on the stoekowners of 
the colony. 

Mr. STEVENS said: Mr. Speaker,-I think 
this matter is a very important one indeed. To 
my knowledge the disease extends over the 
whole of the coast districts amongst horses 
and cattle, and is getting worse every year. I 
do not know how long the board appointed 
to inquire into the disease has had the matter 
in hand, but if they do not arrive at some 
satisfactory conclusion very soon, I think some 
more skilled persons should be empowered to 
deal with the subject. It is a matter of con­
siderable importance, not only to stockowners 
but also to farmers, because there is hardly 
a farmer in the coast districts whose horses 
have not the disease more or less. It ren­
ders them more or less unfit for work, besides 
being a serious disadvantage in other way,s; 
and the Government might fairly consider 
the matter fnrther. I am glad to hear that the 
gentlemen who have been named are considering 
the subject; and if this debate does nothing else 
it will have the effect of letting the country 
know that the matter is being dealt with. If the 
southern colonies take the same view as the 
Australasinn, it will be a serious disadvan­
tage to the stockowners of the colony. \Ve 
get our stock into Victoria subject to con­
siderable taxation, and if we are subjected to 
any further disadvantage it will mean a gre:1t 
amount of loss. \Vith regard to the remarks 
put into my mouth by the writer in the Aus­
t1'rtlasian, I can only say that I know nothing 
about them. I could hardly say that it would 
take a ten-ton roller to take the corrugations out 
of the hide of an animal that had the disease, 
because, though I have seen live animals with 
the disease, I have never exmnined the skin of 
one th:1t has been killed. I do not know who 
crtn have been the author of those remarks. 

Mr. PAL "MER said: Mr. Speaker,-The letter 
read by the hon. member for Barcoo contains an 
exaggerated idea of the extent of the disease. 
It says that two-thirds of the horses of the 
colony are affected, and I consider that a most 
exaggerated statement. Another statement is 
that a very lar!];e number of cattle are affected: 
that also is very much exaggemted. I have never 
seen any cattle in the colony with the true mange 
disease. As for the stench arising from the 
cattle when killed, I think that is more than 
exaggerated. Ten yenrs a.g·o I '\aW a 1nob of 
cattle from the Barcoo affected with ringworm 
disease-part of the hair came off-but, from that 
da,y to this, I have never seen any disease in 
c>J,ttle "pproaching what is known as horse mange. 
As for sheep, I ho. ve neither seen nor heard of 
them being contaminated with horse mange. 
\Vith regard to the cure, I know the Govern­
ment referred the question to the French 
scientists who were recently in the colony, to 
see if they could discover some remedy, but 
their time was wholly taken up by their investi­
gation into pleuro-pneumonia, and, when that 
was finished, they were recalled, or they would 
have taken the matter in hand. I am sure the 
Government will not lose sight of the matter, 
but will take the first opportunity they can 
get, when any scientific gentlemen come to 
the colony, of having the disease thoroughly 
in vestig·ated. As far ail the disease itself is 
concerned, it is merely the appearance of the 
horse that it affects ; it does not affect his 
working. I have seen hor",es come in from 
the bush, where they have been isolated for 
months. They have come in rolling fat, fit for 
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boiling down, but with scarcely a hair len on 
them; their condition could not be better. I 
repudiate the idea that cattle have been con­
taminated to that extent. 

Mr. PAUL said: Mr. Speaker,-I think the 
hon. member for Barcoo has acted wisely in 
bringing this matter forward. I believe the 
article in the A ust,.alasian was written, not 
only from lt mistaken idea with regard to 
mange, but also with regard to the disease in 
hor<es in the ·western country. I believe the 
article was not written because of the existence 
of mange, but because of the disease in horses 
which app<<:>red some time ago at Birds­
ville, which has been inquired into by the 
Inspector of Stock. It has been proved, 
however, that that disea>Je out vV est can 
be cured by chemical applications. The Chief 
Inspector of Stock had three or four horses 
brought down from the vV est and treated 
by Mr. Irving, and in two instances he cured 
the disease that was a much more ah-,rming 
disease than the mange ; and I think this article 
in the Austmlasicm has been written under a 
misconception in regard to the virulency of the 
disease. This article was e•·idently written 
under the impression that the mange was the 
disease which had broken out at Birdsville, which 
has been effectually treated by Mr. Irving, the 
veterinary surgeon. The hon. member for 
Barcoo was very wise in bringing the matter 
forward. 

Mr. SALKELD said: Mr. Speaker,-I think 
this matter is much more serious than the hon. 
the Premier seems to think from the remarks he 
has just made. I quite agree with the hon. 
member for vVarrego in regard to the report of the 
board appointed to examine into the matter ; 
but I certainly doubt very much whether the 
case mentioned as to sheep having had the 
disease is true or not. I do not think it is. So 
far as I can gather, I do not think that the 
disease affecting sheep is the horse mange. I 
may mention that although I have seen horses 
attacked by mange all over the district of \Vest 
J\foreton, I have never seen a caee where it has 
attacked cattle. I am informed that such cases 
have happened ; but I have never seen one. I 
believe that the general impression has been 
that the board that was appointed to report 
into the matter have discontinued their investiga­
tions. I asked the question of the Chief Secre­
tary some time ago, and was surprised to find 
that they had not continued their investigations; 
but from what I understand from what has fallen 
from the Premier this afternoon, those gentlemen 
are continuing them. This is a very serious 
matter, because the disease appears to be a 
permanent one; it does not seem to go aw,w. 
It may go away during the cold weather, 
and it may be abated by some particular 
treatment; but it always comes back again. 
As soon as you cease treating the diseaHe 
it returns again, as bad as it was before, 
in a very short time. It seems to abate durin~t 
the winter, and come on again in the spring and 
summer. I may also mention that I have heard 
--I do not know whether my information is 
correct or not-that the disease has been traced 
to out \Vest near Birdsville, and that it was 
introduced there by Indian camels from South 
Australia. It is a disease to which camels 
in India are subject. I do not believe this is 
mange at all. I think the disease is mistermed, 
and, so far as I can learn, the real diffi­
culty in connection with the matter is thttt 
no one can really determine the nature of 
the disease. The board do not appear to 
be thoroughly aware of it at all. They 
give the indications ; but they are not aware 
of the nature of the disease, and are at a 

loss to know how it can be cured. I have tried 
many remedies myself, and have found that they 
have abated the disease; but it has come on 
again. Several things are reported to be cures, nnd 
they seem to be successful for a time; but when the 
summer comes, the disease comes on again as badly 
as before. I hope the Government will follow 
this matter up, because the mange does not seem 
to be like many diseases that go away; it goes 
away and comes back again. In the settled 
districts of the colony a large number of horses 
are affected by it; but I have never met with 
any cases where cattle have been affected. It is 
a cause of great loss and inconvenience to many 
people. 

Mr. MACFAilLANE said: Mr. Speaker,­
This question of mange in horses seems likely to 
take np the time of the House as the invasion of 
rabbits did some time ago, but I do not rise to 
speak about that. The mover in this matter this 
afternoon said that there seems to be no cure for 
the mange; but I have been told by an hon. mem­
ber of this House that whisky is one of the very 
best things for curing it, and if that is the case 
we cannot do better than cure diseaoes in men by 
leaving whisky alone, and applying the whisky to 
the cure of mange. Two good purposes would then 
be served-we should cure both men and horses. 
I think it is the duty of every hon. member 
who has any information upon this subject to 
give it to the House. I may say that I have 
eight or nine horses, and some years ag-o three of 
them took the mange; but the horses have been 
cured. How it was cured I cannot tell. It was 
not by using whisky. It was a wash used by the 
person in charge of the horses, and he prevented 
them rubbing themselves against posts or trees or 
anything of that kind. He completely isolated 
the animals, and would not let them near any of 
the others, and the consequence was that the 
mange dis!>ppeared from those horses. vVe ha,'e 
not had any cases for the last two years. I make 
these remarks to show that, with proper care 
and attention, it seems possible that this dise~~se 
in horses may be cured. 

Mr. HODGKINSON said: Mr. Speaker,­
On this subject of mange I have had some per­
sonal knowledge; I have suffered from it my­
self. vVhen the camels were introduced into 
Victoria in the year 1860, they were suffering 
severely from mange, owing to the fact that they 
had been confined on ship-board for such a long· 
time, and had not become ncclimatised. Every 
man on Burke and \V ills' expedition who had 
any connection with those camels at all caught 
that disease from them. Of conrse, it does not 
remain very long on a human subject, because 
in all cases, so far as I ha,·e read on the 
subject, the mange is caused by a species of 
acarus. I know myself that the mange has 
been in existence in this colony from the very 
first time in which white people visited it. Any 
man who is at all familiar with the blacks, 
knows perfectly well that the dogs around the 
blacks' camps are invariably affected with rrw.nge, 
:.nd they always have been. The very timt 
travellers who spoke of the blacks have men­
tioned that particular fact. Although the 
blacks are fond of their dogs, still they become 
so diseased that they are perfectly httirless from 
the attacks of mange. But why is th~t? Simply 
because they are half starved; and it is not 
impossible that the mange from which horses and 
cattle suffer arises from a similar cause. I ask 
the question: Is it not probable that the disease 
may be intensified from the severe drought the 
country has been afflicted with during the last 
seven years? I know the disease was in exist­
ence amongst stock thirty years ag·o, and little 
as my practical knowledge is in regard to squat­
ting, I know perfectly well that the disease 
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existeu amongst stock as long ago as that. I 
would ask hon. members if they ever saw a horse 
that was properly groomed suffering from the 
n1ange? 

M:r. MURPHY : Yes. 
Mr. HODGKINSON: Properly fed and pro­

perly groomed? \Ve have had the mange in the 
North for years; and so far as my personal ex­
perience goes, it in variably disappears as soon [l,S 

a horse gets into good condition. I believe that 
the true secret of this disease, as in all other diseases 
of a parasitic nature by which animals are 
afflicted, is to be found in the po,·erty of the Llood, 
or it may Le produced Ly unfavuurable conditions 
of acclimatisation or by bad feed. \Ve mnst 
remember that it is a very catching disease, and 
that where stock are travelling about and comin~ 
in contact with diseased animals, they are ver~ 
liable to extend the progress of the disease. "I 
have never seen sheep suffer from the disease, 
though I do not, of course, say they do not, but I 
have seen horses and dogs and c"'mels afflicted 
with it. I h"'ve never seen, with the exception 
which I have alluded to, human beings "'fflicted 
with the Llisease. I attribute it to a great extent 
to poverty-poverty of blood caused by the 
extreme drought to which the colony has been 
subject. There is no doubt, however, that at its 
origination, at any rate, it can be cured by tre"'t­
ment with proper ointment. 

. Mr. CA.SEY : The very fattest horses get the 
d1s~ase. 

Mr. HODGKINSON: No doubt there are 
many conditions in which the disease i" found, 
but J c3.n assure hon. memLers, from my own 
knowledge, th"'t it did exist in the colony thirty­
seven years ago. 

Mr. GOLDRING said :Mr. Speaker,-Speak­
ing from my own experience, r think the very 
worst features of the dise"'se are set out in 
the A ustmlasian, and that the writer in that 
paper has certainly exaggemted the matter. 
I can assure the hon. member for Burke, 
who has just sat down, that stable fed horses 
sulfer from the disease as well as bush fed 
horses. I have known horses of my own 
which have always been stable fed, suffer fro~ 
the di,;ease, while other horses in the same stable 
lmve not been attacked. Therefore I conclude 
that the disease is not contagious. In the district 
which I have the honour to represent there are 
some hunureds and thousands of both sheep and 
cattle, and I have never heard of a single case in 
which either sheep or cattle were attacked by 
the mange. The disease seems to be restricted 
entirely to horses, and there doe, not, even 
nr:wn&" them, nppear to be '"'W fatality connected 
w1th 1t. The horses are easily cured, or appar­
ently so, if properly lookell after. There is a 
wash composed of bluestone and some other 
chemicals, and, if applied to a horse when first 
attacked, the disease is very soon cured. A 
horse sulfering from the mange never, so far as I 
am aware, loses flesh, but it can be worked every 
d'tY the &amo as nny animal that has not been 
att"'cked by the disease. I coincide with the re­
marks th"'t have fallen from the hon. member for 
Car~ent~ria to the effect that the paragraph ap­
pearmg m the Austmlasian has verv much exa~­
gerated the matter in every way. Cei,tainly, so f~r 
as I know from experience in my own district, the 
disease is never transferred frmn horses to human 
beings. lVIen who have been dailv attendin" 
horses suffering_from mange have never been any 
the worse for 1t. I really do not see how the 
disease can be contagious. There appears to be 
nothing in it more than the disfigurement of the 
horse; the animal loses its hair, but it does its 
work just the same as any other horse that has 
pot got t~e mange. No doubt, as has b_een said, 
It deprecmtes the value of the horse owmg to its 

"'ppearance, but the horse works all right. How­
ever, as the matter has been brought up in 
Victoria, and is likely to prove detrimental to 
this colony, I think it is advisable to act on the 
suggestion which has been made, and have the 
subject carefully investigated. 

Mr. PLUNKETTsaid: Mr. Speaker,-Ithink 
the thanks of the whole of the community are 
due to the hon. member for Barcoo for having 
in trod need the matter to the notice of the House. 
A great deal more attention ought to be paid to 
the matter that has been given to it in the 
past. The Premier does not seem to realise the 
vast amount of injury that may be done, in fact 
is being done, by the report of the existence of 
this disease here being circulated in the other 
colonies, and if anything was wanted to make 
the loss greater it is such an article as that which 
has been read by the hon. member for B"'rcoo. 
About twelve months ago a board was appointed 
to investigate the case, and since then we have 
had a report informing us that they thm1ght it was 
a vegetable fungus which caused the disease. 
But no suggestion has ever been made as to how 
we should get rid of it. I think more attention 
should be paid to the matter, and that a cure 
should be found as quickly asJ>ossible. If a cure 
is not discovered by the boar , then I should be 
glad to see the suggestic;m of the hon. member for 
Barcoo adopted-namely, that scientific men 
should be obtained to investigate the matter, 
and explain the cause of and the remedy for the 
disease. At the present time a very large part 
of our stock, both fat "'nd store cattle, is taken 
to Sydney and Melbourne, and if the report goes 
forth to the world that they are infected with 
disease it will tend very much t<> decrease 
the number taken from here to those market~, 
and that would be a very serious thing for 
stock -owners all oYer Queensland. I hope 
the Premier will hurry the board to make a 
report. 

Mr. LITTLE said: Mr. Speaker,-! under­
stand something about mange. I should be vm;y 
proud to see the Government take the matter m 
hand and stamp out the disease. I hope the 
members of the Government will not be 
offended with the suggestion that I shall make. 
\Ve have lately had a royal commission to inquire 
into the depression in the sugar industry, and a 
royal commission to report on the condition of 
the Civil Service. I would suggest that the 
Government should appoint a couple of mining 
members, say, the hon. member for Kennedy, 
lVlr. Lissner, and myself, to form a royal com­
mission; that the commission should proceed­
accompanied by a shorthand writer-to the place 
where mange is found to exist, and bring down a 
report to the Government, and then let the 
Government stamp out the di,;ease. 

Mr. CAMPBEI,L said: Mr. Speaker,-This 
is a much more serious matter than some hon. 
m em hers seem to think. In view of the 
article which the hon. member for Barcoo 
read from the Australasian, a paper which is 
very widely circulated throughout the colonies, 
and considering that a very large por.tion ?f 
our stock is sent over the border, It will 
be necessary, I think, to take some action 
to allay the fears of those people on the other 
side. But I did not so much rise to speak on 
that point as to relate some little experience that 
I have had in connection with this matter. 
There have been a Yery considerable number of 
persons in the district which I have the honour 
to represent who have cured the mange in horses 
most effectually by using a little coal tar and 
gas water, obtained from the gasworks. I have 
spoken to several who have used it, and they 
have told me that it has most effectually cured 
the disease in their horses. Although that seems 
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to be a very simple remedy perhaps it will be 
worth the while of the board, whoever they are, 
to make further inquiries and test the remedy ; 
it might prove effective. 

Mr .. DUXSMURE said: Mr. Speaker,-I 
only rrse to correct a statement made by the hon. 
member for Burke, who said that he considered 
this disease infectious. I do not believe it is 
either infectious or contagious. I have had a 
pair of buggy horses for some time, and one of 
them has been affected by the mange for the last 
four years, while the other, constantly working 
alongsine him, with the rugs frequently changed 
at night, has never shown the slightest sign of it. 
That is, I think, a pretty sure sign that the 
disease is not contagious. 

Mr. GANNON said: Mr. Spe:cker,-I cn.n 
bear out what the hon. member for l\1aranoa has 
said with regard to this disease being neither 
infectious nor contagious. I have a pair of 
ponies which are known to be great mates 
and their rugs also are often changed, and on~ 
of them has had the disease a number of years, 
and the other has not had it at all. That seems 
to be proof positive that the disease is neither 
contagious nor infectious. The hon. member for 
Woothakata has suggested that a royal com­
mission should be appointed to report on the 
disease. I sincerely trust, from what I notice in 
a parliamentary paper just laid before us, that we 
shall have rather fewer commissions in the future 
than we have had in the past, if they are to 
cost as much money as the last three have d<H1e. 
'While on the motion for the adjournment of the 
House, I should like to have some information 
as to how the payments nre made to mem­
bers of royal commissions. I notice that 
the ?Ommissioners appoin tecl to inquire into 
the Clrcumstances under which certain labourers 
were introduced into Queensland from New 
Gninea were paid at the rate of so many hundred 
pounds each; the members of the Civil Service 
Commission were paid at the rate of so much 
per clay; and the members of the Sugar Com­
mission were pnid so many hundred pounds each. 
There seems to have been some queer kind of 
work abont this. Two commissions pay their 
members a lump sum, while the third received 
so much per day. I think it well to mention 
this matter, because these commisf'ions have 
cost the colony a very large amount indeed­
altogether between £6,000 and £7,000. 

Mr. HUNTEH said : Mr. Speaker,-Surely 
the House is not going to start a fresh debate on 
the subject of the royal commissions. \Ve 
have heard enough now: without occnpyino- any 
more time. The hon. member for Barco~, tl1e 
oth!"r day, told us of a society in the colony 
whrch had for its particular object the improve­
ment of the breed of horses. He spoke about 
that association as the racing parliament of 
Queensland. I think the best thing we can do 
is to. refer this question of mange to the racing 
parliament of Queensland, who seem to know 
more about horses, to be greater authorities 
on the subject, and to have more control over 
these matters than we have. 

Mr. NORTH said: Mr. Spea.ker,-The hon. 
member who has just sat down knows more about 
the gmne of threepenny nap than he does 
about stock. I have tried, as much as any man 
in Queensland, to cure mange, and I have been 
satisfied for a time that the disease has been 
cured; bnt next season it has broken out again in 
the same horses. I have never seen anythincr 
that will effect a permanent cure. As to funds

0 

I think cattle men would be quite willing to con~ 
tr!bute their share out of the Brands Fund, along 
wrth the sheep men, to discover somethino­
to cure this disease. It is a far more seriou~ 
thing than some hon. members seem to think. 

In my electorate I do not think you could be 
positively certain that two-thirds of the horses 
have not got the mange. I am also certain 
that it is getting amongst cattle to a serious 
extent. On looking through my cattle a short 
time ago, I found a good many bullocks suffering 
from it; cattle which a few months ago were 
quite fat had altogether lost their condition and 
become quite poor. I hope the Government will 
take this matter up, and see if some remedy 
cannot be found for the disease. 

Mr. L UY A said: Mr. Speaker,-I merely 
rise to corroborate the rPmarks of the hon. 
member for Burke, by saying that I saw the 
mange thirty years ngo in New South \V ales, 
amongst horses, in the valley of the Hunter. It 
disappeared in a most mysterious manner. It 
caused exactly the same disfigurement to horses 
as it is doing here. One horse would be attacked, 
and its mate running alongside it would escape, 
exactly the same as here. \Vhile kept in the 
stables some horses woulrl appear to be effectually 
cured, but when they were turned out it reap­
peared. My attention was drawn to the disease 
about the year 1858, and it lasted tilll8G3, when 
it seemed to pass clean away. 

Mr. AGN:E\V said: Mr. Speaker,--I am glad 
to see that the Premier is going to take some 
further action in this matter. My attention has 
been more than once drawn by the constituents 
in my p]e~torate to the serious nature of this 
disease, and it seems to have been conclusively 
proved that it not only attacks horses that are 
grass-fed, out horses that are stable-fed as well. 
In one particular instance that was brought 
under my notice, the horse was owned by a most 
humane man, was well cared for, well fed, and 
in good condition. It was seized with the disease 
three years ago, and although the owner made 
every effort to eraclicnte it he had not succeeded. 
He thought several times he had succeeded, but 
it was only for a time, and only a few days ago 
he drew my attention to the fact that it had 
again broken out. Too much importance cannot 
possibly be given to this matter, and I am glad 
to hear from the Premier that he intends to do 
whatever lies in his power to investigate the 
cause and cure of the disease. 

Mr. MURPHY, in reply, said: Mr. Speaker,­
! do not think I need apologise to the House for 
having introduced this im pot·tant subject, although 
the junior member for Burke has seen fit to read me 
and the House generally a lecture for wasting 
time in this way. I do not think we are wasting 
time. This is a suLject that is of a great deal 
more importance to the community than the 
Mining Companies Bill over which that hon. 
member wasted so much time last night. It 
affects two of the largest and most important 
indu,;tries-the pastoral and the agricultural­
in the colony. Both the farmers and the squatters 
are likely to suffer heavily from the ravage3 of this 
disease, if it is not checked. It is first of all 
absolutely necess:1ry to find out the cau•e of the 
disease and then we may be nble to find a 
remedy for it. It is no use hon. members saying 
that a remedy has been found, and that they 
have cured horses. There has been no remecly 
found yet. It is all very well for the Premier to 
treat this subject in a light and airy way. 

The PREMIER : I did not treat it in a light 
and airy way. 

Mr. MURPHY : And to say that a board 
had been appointed, and had done this, that, 
and the other. I haYe the report of that 
board in my hand, and will show what their 
recommendations are. They simply amount 
to nothing. They have discovered that this 
disease is caused by a vegetable parasite. 
It is not the disease the hon. senior member for 
Burke refers to; that is caused by a live insect 
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similar to that which causes scab, itch, or the 
mange that is so common amongst dogs and 
other animals. It is a different disease alto­
gether, caused by a vegetable parasite, a disease 
which, so far as these experts have been able to 
discover, has its seat in the roots of the hair. 
The other diseases I have mentioned are only to 
be found in anim[tls in low condition, but when 
this disease broke out in our horses originally they 
were very fat. It was shortly after heavy summer 
rains ; we had a fine spring of green grass ; 
the horses were in very high condition, and it 
was then that this disease first made its appear­
ance amongst tlJCm. If it were caused hy an 
insect, such as that described by the hon. 
senior member for Burke, it would be very easy 
to treat it, much easier than it is to treat thi.s 
veget::tble parasite, about which we know nothing. 
"What I want the Government to do is, to get 
the services of some scientist who understands 
the use of the microscope. There is :1t present 
no man in the colony who understands the use 
of the microscope. 

Ho:xocllABLE ME)IBERS: Plenty. 
Mr. MURPHY: I have no hesitation in 

saying so. There are only a few men in the 
world who thoroughly understand the use of the 
microscope, or know what they sec when they 
use it. Any m::tn can look through a micro­
scope, but it does not follow that he may know 
what he see". He does not understand the life 
of n,n insect, if it is a strange one to him. It 
requires men similar to those who were here 
the other day, men who have been brought 
up to that particular profession, to under­
st::tnd the use of the instrument. As :1 nmtter 
of fact, when those gentlemen were here we 
had not a microscope in the colony fit for 
them to use, ::tnd the Government had to import 
one specially for them. \Vhen we had not a 
microscope here fit for that purpose how could we 
pog,ibly ha Ye the men who know how to use it? 
I do not want to magnify this evil in ::tny way; 
there is no need to magnify it, because I do not 
think its rav::tges are doing- any very great amount 
of injury at the present time, but still it is slowly, 
but surely, spreading amongst our stock. I only 
wish to impress upon the Government the necessity 
of taking further steps to see if they cannot find 
out the root of the disease and discovm· a remedv 
for it, and not trust merely to the recommenda­
tions of a board, who no don bt ::tre doing their 
work, so far as they can, n,bly and well, but who 
show by the concluding ]>aragraph of their 
report that they have not the least idea of whn,t 
this dise::tse is. Under the heading, "Subjects 
for further inquiry," they s::ty :-

"I. \rhethcr any particular condition of vitality in 
the affcr~tcd animal is fa..vourable to the development of 
the J•athogenic operation of the 11a1'asHe; and if snch 
a condition exists, \vhat then is the 1mturc cf this con­
dition, and on what does it depend, and ho'v can its 
presence be done away with. 

"II. If no such condition can be found, are there 
other conditions favountlJle which do not digcovcr 
themselves by producing tL changef\ vitality, afforded by 
-(a) the state of the weather during any IJCriod of 
time; (b) a. peculiar character in the soil dependent on 
its physical or chemical state; (c) a change in thC:; con­
stitution or nature of the fodder dcprnclent on the in­
fluence of circmnstancc3 a and b acting singly, succes­
sively, or in concert. 

"III. Can any light be thrown on t.he origination of 
the disease in the colony. 

''IV. \Vhatis the life history of the parasite considered 
apart from its relation to the animal in which it occa­
sions disease, and the action of bodies or conditions on 
its destruction, or the retardation of its development; 
is it naturally brought under the influence of these. 
Solution of these <tuestions would throw light (1) on its 
method of producing disease; (2) the duration of its 
inert stage after brought in contact with a body capable 
o! taking the di,ease ; and (3) the precise nature o! 
curative and 11reventative remedies. 

"V. The limit to which this disease in stock is con­
tagious, and whether it can be conveyed to human 
beings, a.nd vice versa. 

"VI. Prognosis of the disease." 
This shows that they have not yet started on 
their way to the discovery of this disease. They 
do not know what it is, where it came from, 
whether it is contagious or infectious, whether 
human beings are affected by it ; and they have 
found no cure for it. It is no use relying upon a 
board like that. I want the Government to get 
some expert to investigate the matter, and I am 
quite sure the board will agree with me that this 
course is absolutely necessary to enable them to 
fathom this disease. With the leave of the 
House I beg to withdraw the motion. 

Mr. DRAKE said: Mr. Speaker,-Before the 
motion is withdrawn, there is one st::ttement 
m::tde by the hon. member for Barcoo which I 
think should not be passed over without notice. 
That is, that there is no one here c::tpable of using 
the microscope. I do not know exactly what he 
means by that, and I am not competent to 
judge whether a man is capable of using the 
microscope or not; but the statement made by 
the hon. member in proof of his assertion does 
not appear to prove it at all. He said that there 
is no first-class microscope here, or was not until 
recently, but surely that does not prove that 
there is no man here capable of using the micros­
cope. I only mention this because I know that 
the Government analytical chemist is constantly 
in the h::tbit of employing the microscope. It is 
necessary that he should use it almost con­
tinually, and I think it unfair that a general 
statement should go abroad that there is no one 
in the colony capable of using that instrument. 

Motion for adjournment, by leave, withdrawn. 

RESIG~ATION OF MEMBER. 
The SPEAKER said: I have to report to the 

House that I have received the following letter 
from Mr. Lyons, the hon. member for Fitz-
roy :-

" ~1in to, Toowong, 
"July 17th, 1899, 

"To the lion. A. Xorton, Spcakm· of the Legislative 
Assembly of Queensland. 

"Sir,-I have the honour to inform you that I hereby 
resign my seat for the electorate of Fitzroy, in the 
Legislative Assembly of Queensland, and place such 
resignation in your hands to be htid before Parliament. 

"I have the honour to be, Sir, 
~·Your obedient servant, 

"R. LYOX8,H 

V A CANT SEAT. 
The PREMIER said: Mr. Speaker,-I beg to 

m.ove-
That the seat of Robert Lyons, Esq., h:tth become, 

and is nmv, vacant by rmtson of the resignation of the 
said Robert Lyons, Esq., since his election and retur11 
to serve as a member of this House for the electoral 
district of Fitzroy. 

Question put and passed. 

HEALTH ACT AMEND11ENT RILL. 
CO~D!ITTEE. 

On the motion of the PREMIER, the Spb>ker 
left the chair, and the House resolved itself into 
a Committee of the Whole to consider the Bill. 

On clause 1, as follows:-
"This Act may be cited as the Health Act Amend­

ment Act of 1889, and shall be read and construed with 
and as an amendment of the Health Act of 1884, herein­
after called the lJrineipalAct." 

Mr. DRAKE said he hoped the Government 
would see their way to give a little more time 
for the consideration of the possible effect of the 
Bill. The discussion upon the second reading 
was a very meagre one, and it was not until 
the leader of the Opposition had spoken very 
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near the end of the debate that it was 
known that he had initiated and drafted 
the Bill. He considered that there was a 
great deal which deserved cansideration in the 
Bill, more especially by members who repre:sented 
suburban constituencies. As he had said on 
the previous night, he sympathised thoroughly 
with the difficulties that had been thrown in the 
way of the Municipal Council of Brisbane; 
but at the same time, in a conflict between the 
Municipal Council of Brisbane and the outside 
authorities, consideration should be shown to 
the position of those outside bodies. They were 
representative bodies just the same as the Muni­
cipal Council was, and the rights of the people 
they represented should be very carefully 
considered in dealing with a matter of that 
kind. Of course now that they had been 
informed that the Bill was really initiated 
by the leader of the Opposition, and sup­
ported by the strength of the Government, 
any idea of opposing it would be useless-it 
would simply be madness ; but, at the same 
time, he appealed to the hon. gentleman at the 
head of the Opposition-who, in addition to 
representing the city of Brisbane, might be taken 
to be the representative of the people of Queens­
land at large-he appealed to that hon. gentle­
man that, as that Bill went through, he would 
see that the rights of the local bodies outside the 
city were not overlooked. 

The PTIEMIJGR s::ticl that the Government 
intended going on with the Bill. He thought 
that the intelligence and legal know ledge of the 
hon. member for Enoggera might have enabled 
him to gra"p the contents of the Bill. It only 
consisted of five clauses, and the whole purpose 
and need of the Bill had been fully discussed some 
fortnight before. The Bill was drafted on the 
lines agreed to then by both sides of the House, 
and if the hon. gentleman did not possess the 
knowl_eclge necessary to understand the Bill, the 
maJority of the members of the Committee 
understood its intention. Both the purp0se and 
the intention of the Bill had been agreed to by a 
majority of hon. members, and he thought the 
proposal of the hon. member was only clelayirw 
a measure, the importance of which they wer~ 
all agreed upon. The Government could not 
accept the proposition of the hon. gentleman. 

Mr. DRAKE ;;aiel that he thouQ"ht he could 
grasp the gcheme of the Bill, anclu'D.derstand it, 
but at the same time he said that it was hasty 
legislation. They had had a lesson read to them 
before about second reading debates, and the 
debate on the second reading of that Bill justified 
-if anything could-the~ remarks made the 
other clay by the Vice-President of the Executive 
Council. A more meagre speech than that of 
the hon. gentleman who introduced the Bill had 
probably never been made. He understood the 
legislation, but he said that it was hasty Ie~isla­
tion. _ The country knew nothing about it~ and 
he drd not see why legislation of that kind 
should be rushed forward. He did not think the 
bon. gentleman at the head of the Government 
was quite justified in adopting a tone such as he 
had adopted to hon. members of the Opposition. 
The hon. gentleman enjoyed the special privileo-e 
of bringing in a Bill that he knew was w~Il 
drafted, and he knew that he had got the leader 
of the Opposition behind him. The hon. gentle­
map was like a mouse with a piece of string tied 
to Its tail. He was very active with one end of 
the string, but the other end was in the hands of 
the leader of the Opposition. 

The PREMIER said he was very sorry that 
he should have trodden on the tail of the hon. 
member, and he thought it would be better to go 
on with business. 

Clause put and passed. 

On clause 2, as follows :-
"·1Vhen under the provisions of the 44th section of the 

principal Act a local authority undertakes or contracts 
for, or has undertaken or contracted for, or proposes to 
undertake or contract for, the removal of house refuse 
fro111 pl'emises, or the clcanf:ling- of earth closets, privies, 
ashpits, or cesspits, the Governor in Council may 
authorise such local authority to use any land situated 
either 'vitllin or beyond the district as a place for 
depositing and dispo~ing of such refuse, or the contents 
of the closets, privies, ashpits, or cesspits so cleansed. 
But such nse shall be sulJject to such conditions as the 
Governor in Council may from time to time prescribe." 

The PREMIER said it was considered doubt­
ful, on reconsideration, whether they were not 
giving too much power to the Governor in 
Council and to local authorities by that clause, 
and he would therefore move, as an amendment, 
the insertion of the words "of which it is law­
fully possessed and" after the word ''land" in 
the 13th line. 

Amendment agreed to. 
Mr. Mc:\IASTER said, before the clause was 

finally passed, he would like to know whether 
the clause gave local authorities power to acquire 
land in fee-sim pie. 

The PREMIER: It is not c.ompnlsory. 
Mr. Mc1\1ASTER said he wanted to know 

whether a local authority could purchase from a 
private individual. Under the Acts under which 
local authorities at present worked they harl no 
power to acquire property outside their own 
boundaries ; but he wanted to give them that 
power. He believed that the lor:tl authorities 
would not object so hmg as the Governor in 
Council had the power of saying whether the land 
was suitable 01· otherwise. As he had pointed out 
on the previou"clay, a local authority mightaC<Jnire 
land tho,t was at present worthless for cultivating 
purposes; but if they judiciously applied the 
nightsoil, in a few years it would become very 
'a!nable for agricultural purposes. They could 
ohen lease the land for the purpose of reducing 
the expense of the scheme. 

The Hox. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH said he 
dill not think the clause affected that question 
at all, and there might be doubt as to whether 
a local authority would be justified in spending 
money for that purpose. It would be very difficult 
to prevent them from doing so, and he did not 
know of anyone who could mise the question as to 
whether they could purchase the land. It \rould 
require a very careful con.~icleration of the Health 
Act and the Local Government Acts to determine 
that point. The Bill did not propose to deal with 
that subject, but he thought the suggestion of 
the hon. member was good, and that it would be 
just as well to remove all doubt. He would 
move the addition at the end of the clause of the 
words, "Any loC'"l authority mo,y purchase land 
for the purpoees aforesaid." They could then 
buy land, but the clause would not give them 
power to obtain it compulsorily, which he did not 
think would be a desirable thing. 

Mr. MACF AHLANE said a difficulty would 
arise if a local authority were to purchase land 
and the Governor in Council refused to sanction 
the land as being a fit place to bury nightsoil. 
That might be a difficulty. 

1\'l:r. Mc1\1ASTEH said the local authorities 
would be perfectly willing to submit the matter 
to the Government at first. 

The PRE1\1IEH: They must clo so. 
Mr. J3UCKLAXD "aid that if the amendment 

was passed a loco,] authority could lmy land for 
that purpose in the division of another local 
authority, and he thought there should be some 
limit as to the distance within which they should 
be allowed to purchase land outside the boun· 
claries of their own division. What was the case 
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:tt present? The Stephens Divisional Board lmd 
within their division the nightsoil depot of the 
South Brisbane corporation, and he thought there 
ought to be some clause to confine local authorities 
to their own boundaries in the purchase of 
localities for that purpo"e. 

Mr. HODGKINSON said that if there was 
::my restriction placed upon the choice of locali­
ties for that purpose, the object of the Bill 
would be defeated. There were really two 
parties to the Bill in the united cities of North 
and South Brisbane, who were troubled with the 
great question as to where to deposit the night­
soil. 'fhe objectors to their action would be the 
r~presentatives of the suburbs surrounding them. 
No one knew at present which suburb would be 
selected for the depot, and the consequence 
would be that every suburban representative 
would he up in arms, and try to restrict as much 
as po&<ible the power which the Government 
wishe<~ by the Bill to confer upon the people 
of Bnsbane as a whole, as represented by 
their corporations. If they were to be re­
stricted in the selection of a site for the depot 
they might just as well put the Bill in the waste 
paper basket. The object of the Bill was to 
enable the corporation of Brisbane to deal with 
that matter as they thought best in the 
interests of the general public, even though 
their action might inflict some h>trdship upon 
a small section of the public. The object 
of the suburban representatives would be to fetter 
that action as much as possible so as to continue 
the obstacles which now exbted, and which the 
Bill wa.> intended to remove, as t,, the disposi­
tion of the nightsoil. 

Mr. DRAKJ;~ said he could not ag-ree with the 
hon. member for Bulimba that a limit should be 
put upon the distance from a local authority\; 
division at which a nightsoil depot should be 
selected. It was to the intere:st of the suburban 
divisions that the corporation of Brisbane should 
take the nightsoil as far away as they could, 
and it would be more satisfactory to them if 
they could take it away to the '\Varrego or 
Grogory districts. 

The PREMIER said he did not think there 
was any necessity for the proposed amendment, 
as the Local Government and Divisional Boards 
Acts gave local authorities power to buy land 
outside their own boundaries. 'There were plenty 
of instances in which local authorities had 
acquired quarries outside their own boundaries. 
Clause 1·1 of the Divisional Boards Act he 
thought, gave the necessary power. It said;_ 

"Tlw board of every division shall be a body corporate, 
with perpetual suceession and a common seal, and shall 
be capable in la.~v of suing and being sued and of pnr­
chasin~. holding, and alienating land, and of doing and 
suffering all such other acts and things as bodies 
corporate may by law do and suffer." 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFI'IH said that 
did not settle the question. That gave local 
[tuthorities the power of holding land, but did not 
give them the power to spend their money for 
the purpose of purchasing land for the purposes 
dealt with in the Bill. 

1'he PH I~i'viiEll: The word ''purchasing" is 
used in the clau',e. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIJ!'FITH said that 
clause gave local authorities a legal existence for 
the purpose of holding land, but in order to 
purchase the land they must spend money. The 
clause only got over the technical difficulty, and 
enrtbled corporations to become landowners, but 
the question remained whether their money, 
which was raised for the special purposes defined 
by the Local Government Acts, could be expended 
in the purchase of land for the puqJOses of the Eill. 
It was a question whether there was not sufficient 
power given under the Local Government Act 

and the Divisional Boards Act to expend money 
for the purpose, but he was not quite sure of it, 
and he thought it was worth their while to settle 
the question by a few words in the Bill when 
they could settle it in that way. 

The PREMIER said he would not ol•ject to 
the amendment if it made the matter more clear, 
but he pointed out that in his opinion they were 
quite safe without it, as the necessary power was 
given under the Divisional Boards Act. 

Mr. HYNE said it struck him on the previous 
night when the Bill was before them that some 
amendment of the kind was necessary in the 
clause, and he had thought that the power to 
resume land, or to compel the sale of land for the 
purpose, was necessary. 1'he amendment pro­
posed by the leader of the Opposition was all very 
well in its W[ty, but supposing he was the holder of 
a site peculiarly adapted fnr the purpose of a night­
soil dep6t, there was no power given a local ""uthor­
ity to compel him to surrender the land. It was a 
difficult question, and might be studied from 
many points of view ; the question of drainage, 
for instance, should guide local authorities in the 
purchase of land for that purpose. He would 
like to know the Premier's opinion upon the 
amendment he had suggested. 

The PREMIER said he did not believe in 
those compulsory clauses. He could not con­
ceive the possibility of there being only one 
suitable piece of land, within a rea,onable dis­
tance, available for that purpose. He thought 
it would be a very dangerous power to give a 
local authority the right to go in and say, 
"This is the piece of land we want, and we 
will have it." 

Mr. HYNE : At a valuation. 
The PREMIER said [1, valuation did not 

always represent the value of a property to the 
holder. In dealing with a matter of that sort, 
he thought the area of sP!ection was not at all 
likelv to be limited, and the difficulty raised by 
the hon. member was not at all likely to occur. 
If it did occur, it would be a case for special 
legislation. 

Mr. AGNKW Stlid he was [tfraid the power 
given to local authorities by the proposed amend­
ment would give rise to difficulties. They might 
first of all purchase a piece of land, and then find 
that the inhabitants of the district objected, and 
he did not know that any power was given to 
compel them to waive their objections. 

The PREMIER : Clause 4. 
liir. AGNEW said he thought the proposed 

amendment might be extended so as to provide 
that land might be purch:tsed for that purpose 
with the consent of the Governor in Council. 

The PREMIER: They cannot use it for that 
purpose without the consent of the Governor in 
Council. 

Mr. AGNEW said that if they could not use 
land without the consent of the Governor in 
Cou!fcil it would be as well to say that they could 
not purchase it for that purpose without the 
consent of the Governor in Council, 

The PRE11H~R said the hon. wember must 
see that the obtaining of the consent of the 
Governor in Council to the use of land for that 
purpose would necessarily precede any action 
taken by a local authority for the purchase of 
such b,nd. They were not likely to purchase 
land for that purpose when they would not be 
allowed to use it for the purpose. They would, 
of course, commence at the beginning and not at 
the end. 

Mr. McMASTER said that no local authority 
would be foolish enough to purchase land for 
such [1, purpose without knowing well that the 
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inhabitants of the district would oppose it and 
be a constant annoyance to them, and they 
would consequently, prior to purchasing the 
land, ascertain whether, in the opinion of the 
Governor in Council, the land they proposed to 
]mrchase was suitable for the purpose and in a 
suitable locality for the establishment of a depot. 

Amendment agreed to. 
Mr. POWERSs:tidhedidnotrise with the inten­

tion of proposing the amendment he suggested on 
the previous day, because he did not think it 
would work. He wished, however, to propose an 
addition, which he thought would meet with the 
approval of hon. members-namely, that the 
Governor in Council might order any local 
authority to discontinue the use of any such land, 
if, in the interests of the public, it was deemed 
desirable. Localities that were sparsely settled 
at the present time might he thickly settled in a 
few years, and what would be a suitable place for 
the purposes of the Act now, might in five years 
time be altogether unsuitable, and it might be desir­
able in the public interest that the local authority 
should move on. As it was proposed to give local 
authorities power to buy land, it would be just 
as well to let them know that they would have 
to discontinue the use of any land they purchased 
when it became desirable in the interests of the 
public that they should do so. 

Mr. SALKELD said be thought some amend­
ment such as that suggested by the hon. member 
for Burrum was necessary, because the authority 
given to buy land conferred a sort of vested right, 
and it would be as well to stipulate that any 
local authority must move on when required 
to do so in the interests of the health of the 
locality. 

The PREMIER said that, as far as the large 
centres of population were concerned, if such an 
amendment were carried it would not put them 
much further forward in the object in view. 
The city of Brisbane, for instance, might secure 
a place some distance in the country, and in a 
few years might be subjected to the same system 
of almost persecution as in the past. He 
thought the 4th clause provided for what the 
hon. member had in view. That clause gave 
power to the Governor in Council, when it was 
shown that a nuisance had been created in any 
neighbourhood, to cause the nuisance to be 
abated by means of an action at the suit of the 
Attorney-General. He thought that quite suffi­
cient power was given to prevent any danger to 
the public health. 

Mr. MORGAN said there was no doubt that 
the Bill was the outcome of the difficulty into 
which the city of Brisbane had got in relation to 
its sanitary affairs. It was described, however, 
as a Bill that would meet the requirements of the 
whole colony, and it would do so to some extent, 
but he feared that it might lead to a good deal of 
trouble. It might remove the difficulty that 
existed in the metropolitan area so far as the city 
was concerned, but it would give rise to endless 
troubie in some of the suburban divisions; and 
he very much fea1·ed that trouble would arise in 
the country districts also, where the water supply 
was, in many cases, obtained from running 
streams. A local authority might select a site 
for the deposition of nightsoil and other offensive 
matter on land which drained into a running 
stream from which a community lower down 
might draw its water supply. Of course the 
Government would have a very keen eye to those 
matters in the neighbourhood of the metropolis, 
but he feared that no such watchfulness would 
be exercised with respect to more remote dis­
tricts, and it might be a very difficult matter to 
move the Government to take action against a 
local authority in an outside district which was 
doing an injustice to a neighbouring community 

in the manner he had suggested. However, 
he presumed that they would have to trust 
to the Government in the matter. He be­
lieved there would have been no necessity 
for the Bill, even so far as Brisbane was concerned, 
if the whole question had been considered as it 
had been considered by the municipalities of the 
Southern colonies. 'Vhat was to prevent the 
municipality of Brisbane from collecting its night­
soil daily or nightly in vans, which could be 
taken to the central railway station, placed 
bodily on the rolling stock, and taken by special 
train at night to, say, a point on the Pine River. 

J\fr. AGNEW: And poison all the people living 
along the line. 

Mr. MORGAN said it did not poison people 
in other colonies, and he did not know tlw.t 
people in Queensland were more susceptible 
to smells of that description than their neigh­
bours in the South. He did not think there 
would be the slightest offence, except the imag­
inary one to which the Premier referred the 
other day, in dealing with the matter in that 
way. The matter could he t:.ken by rail to the 
Pine and from the railway line it could be taken 
by tram line to the centre of a thousand-a,cre 
reserve and there buried ; and the boxes could 
be taken from their frames and sluicerl there. 
There was no doubt that the nightsoil would have 
to be taken from Brisbane by rail. It would not 
be taken by river, and he did not think the city 
of Brisbane would be allowed, for the sake of 
convenience or saving some expense, to inflict 
an injustice on any rising suburb in the shape 
of taking the nightsoil away by tram line. 
There were plenty of open places within easy 
reach by rail from the city where that refuse 
could be deposited, and deposited nightly, with­
out inconveniencing anybody along the route or 
in the neighbourhood of the depot. 

The PRI~MII~R said the hon. member ap· 
peared to forget that one of the greatest difficul­
ties in dealing with the matter was intended to 
be met by a clause in the Bill. The danger he 
referred to was that a municipality or a divisional 
board might be served with an injunction taken 
out against them by an individual. The muni­
cipality of Brisbane was prevented by an in­
junction of the Supreme Court from taking the 
faecal matter away by the railway line. 

Mr. W ATSON said he had considered the 
matter, and thought the Bill was a very good 
one. He did not think it was necessary to 
h:.mper themselves by over-legislation; he would 
like to see it as free as possiblfl. He had been 
interested in the question for years, and had 
made himself acquainted with the schemes 
adopted in Melbourne and in Sydney. He had 
come to the conclusion that the remedy which 
would do for Melbourne would also apply 
to Brisbane. In Melbourne they did not pol­
lute Hobson's Bay by rushing all the night­
soil into it as they did in Sydney, where 
it was all deposited in different little bays 
in the harbour. For the whole year they 
had to keep dredges at work in those bays 
lifting that matter out again, and polluting 
the whole harbour to an extraordinary extent. 
He was extremely sorry when the nightsoil was 
deposited in lVIoreton Bay, and felt confident 
that there were many other places where it could 
be put. In a few years, as Brisbane progressed, 
they would be able to adopt the method they in· 
tended adopting in l'vlelbonrne, which was that of 
carrying it, as was done in Edinburgh, to pieces of 
soil and forcing it by water through the land, 
which would therefore be manured. The dep(\t 
was shifted about for miles and miles. He 
thought the 4th clause was a very good one, 
and would like to see it passed intact. There 
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was no doubt that the time would come when 
carrying the matter away by rail would be very 
expensive; but he did not believe the hon. mem­
ber for Warwick intended that the present rail­
ways should be used for that purpose at all. 

Mr. MORGAN: Yes. 

Mr. W ATSON said he thought the hon. mem­
ber meant thtLt there should be a railway for that 
express purpose. It would not be nice for pas­
senger traffic to be incommoded in the manner 
that scheme would entail. 

Mr. MURPHY said those train,; would not 
carry passengers. 

Mr. MOHGAN said they would be special 
trains. 

Mr. W AT SON said there was a better method 
than that altogether, one by which all the matter 
could be used for manure. 

Mr. AGNEW said he looked upon any 
•cheme that might be propounded for the 
disposal of nightsoil at present to be alto­
gether of a temporary nature. He thought 
the ultimate result of their endeavours to 
dispose of that matter would be that they would 
adopt the wise example set by the Adelaide 
people and go in for sewage farms. Tho;e 
who had built home,,, and who lived with their 
wives and families aloeg their railway lines, 
would not like to have their property depreciated 
in value, or the health of their families en­
dangered by the droppings from the waggons on 
the sleepers of the railway line. It was far 
better to his mind that the nightsoil should be 
carried by water. There were several islands in 
the Bay that were quite suitable for temporary 
purposes until they had initiated a proper 
scheme, which they would have to do sooner or 
later. He hoped that whatever scheme was 
initiated, they would not endanger the lives of 
people, or depreciate the value of property along 
the railway lines. 

Mr. MoMASTElt said surely the hon. mem­
ber for Nundah did not believe that a local 
authority would be mad enough to convey night­
soil in pans or waggons without bottoms. He 
had just remarked that there would be droppings 
all along the line, which would poison the families 
living in the locality. It was too absurd to talk 
like that. ·when the Municipal Council of 
Brisbane endeavoured some time ago to have the 
nightsoil taken by rail to the Pine River, they 
were negotiating with the Hail way Department 
to have trucks specially fitted up for that purpose 
and for nuthing else, and to have air-tight pans 
conveyed on those trucks. Supposing the train 
passed by at about 3 o'clock in the morning, if 
the hon. member came ten minutes afterwards 
he would not know that such a train had passed 
hy. He thought the amendment proposed by 
the hon. member for Burrum would leave the 
local authorities in very much the same position 
in which they were at present; they would be 
always in danger of an injunction being issued 
against them. When the Brisbane Municipal 
Council commenced to use the Kedron Brook 
depOt there were very few inhabitants there, 
but they kept up a constant agitation to 
have that dep6t removed. No doubt if a 
local authority did secure a piece of land, it 
was just as possible that veople would come 
and settle close by, and would follow it the 
same as they followed graveyards. Immediately 
a burying ground was selected people surrounded 
it with their houses. One or two individuals would 
get up an agitation and annoy the Government, 
and the Government, to get rid of them, would 
give the local authority notice to move on. 
There was ample power in the 4th clause to 
prevent the Government from allowing any 

nuisance, and the Government would take 
care that no local authority allowed any 
nuisance to exist. He did not think it at 
all likely that any local authority, particularly 
a municipal council, would select a portion of 
ground close upon their own boundaries. As for 
the nuisance caused to the inhabitants, many 
applications had been made by the inhabitants 
of places near Brisbane to give portions of their 
land for the depositing of nightsoil; but the 
difficulty was to get it there, and if they did get 
it there someone else might obtain an injunction 
against them. The amendment proposed by the 
leader of the Opposition, with the 4th clause 
as it stood, would make the community perfectly 
safe. 

Mr. AG NEW said he was much obliged to the 
hon. member for Fortitude Valley for informing 
him that it was not the intention of the municipal 
council to carry nightsoil in trucks without 
bottoms. He (lVIr. Agnew) based his arguments 
on the manner in which the nightsoil was carried 
at the present time. The hon. member antici­
pated that there would be no danger or risk to 
the health of anyone by a train passing along 
the line in a hurry, but he (Mr. Agnew) knew 
that anyone passing the Quay street wharf once 
a month had just as much as any ordinary being 
could stand. He did not know that any precau­
tions would prevent the danger to health that he 
anticipated, and he sincerely hoped that the 
railways of this colony would never be used for 
the purposes suggested by the hon. member for 
Fortitude V alley. 

::Yir. DRAKE said he did not see how the 
amendment of the hon. member for Burrum 
could do any harm. It simply gave power of 
revocation to the Governor in Council. If the 
stuff was to be deposited on land, it should be 
done in such a way that it would become an 
advantage instead of a disadvantage. Of course 
the municipal council would not want to carry 
it further than they could get a convenient place 
for it at the start, but as population increased it 
would be necessary, not only in the interest of the 
public, but also in the interest of the council, to 
go further on, and he thought the Governor in 
Council should have the power to say, "'Vel! 
now, as population is springing up around this 
place, you must go further on and deposit the stuff 
somewhere else;" so that it might be used for 
fertilizing first one district and then another 
further on. In that way it seemed to him that 
the objectionable matter might be used for 
useful purposes. 

Mr. HYNE said he would like to ask the hon. 
member for Burrum whether the last two lines 
of the 2nd clause did not provide for his objec­
tions. 

Mr. POWERS: No. 
Mr. HYNJ<~ said that clause stated that "such 

use shall be subject to such conditions as the 
Governor in Council may from time to time pre­
scribe." He presumed that if the Governor in 
Council had power to prescribe conditions they 
might also prevent a municipal council from 
depositing nightsoil in any depot. 

Mr. SALKELD said the last two lines of the 
2nd clause provided that the Governor in Council 
might prescribe conditiom, but that was a 
different thing to prohibiting the using of a place 
altogether. If a corporation purchased land 
with the approval of the Governor in Council 
for the purpose of using it as a manure 
depOt, that would, to a certain extent, give 
them a kind of vested right which could 
not be taken from them without compensa­
tion. The Bill would apply to places far 
away from Brisbane, of which the Government 
might have no personal knowledge, and if 
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they ma~e a mistake in granting permission to 
use a prece of land for a manure depot, they 
ought to have the power to correct that mistake 
in the interests of the public. The effect of the 
amendment would very likely be that local 
authorities would purchase areas of land suffi. 
ciently large for their purpo8es, instead of buying 
small pieces of land and using them in such a 
way that they would become a nuisance to people 
living in the neighbourhood. The land chosen 
for such a use should be poor sandy soil. vViLh 
regard to carrying the soil by rail, of course if it 
was done in a slovenly way it would be a very 
great nuisance, but as the Governor in Council 
had power to prescribe the conditions under 
which it should be carried, they would, no 
doubt, . make sn.c\1 regulations as would prevent 
any nuisance arunng. 

Mr. BARLOW oaid when he spoke on that 
subject before, on the motion for the adjourn­
ment of the House made by the leader of the 
Opposition a few days ago, he mentioned the 
case of the sewage farm in Adelaide, and an hon. 
membet:. in a little bit of harmless pleasantry, 
asked hun whether he had been to windward or 
leeward of the farm. He could say that he had 
been on both sides, and he coul<'! assure hon. 
m em hers that there was no offensive smell. He 
firmly believed, as he stated the other day, that 
that was the true solution of the difficulty. He 
fancied the proper couroe for a local authority to 
pursue was that indicated by the hon. member 
for :Fassifern-namely, to buy large pieces of 
land. In connection with the subject he 
might mention that the hon. member for 
Fortitude Valley, lYir. Watson, and himself 
spent about an hour with, he supposed, one 
of the ablest men in Australia-he meant Mr. 
Fitzgibbon, the town clerk of Melbourne-tmd 
he propounded to them a plan, which was in hi~ 
mind, and which had been talked over, of having 
this matter under a large united trust something 
like the Traffic Board in Brisbane. It was quite 
certain that it would be an intense hardship on 
any local authority if they made arrangements 
for the e'tablishment of a manure depot, and 
then had to be hunted out by an order of the 
Governor in Council, or by operation of law 
'l'here would be nothing so good as to buy a 
sufficiently large area of ground, and he took it 
that if they sold or leased any portion of it they 
would do so on the condition that the lessees did 
did not raise the queotion of the manure depot 
being a nuisance. That seemed to him to be a 
solution of the difficulty. 

The MINISTER J<'OR LANDS (Hon. M. H. 
Black) said he had heard the sewao-efarms at Ade 
!aide referred to on several oc~asions, and he 
thought it was only right that members should not 
be misled by what they had heard as to the in­
noxiousness of those farms. He had visited one o£ 
those farms at the beginning of the present yenr 
with the Minister fur Public Instruction, and a 
more abominable place he never visited. So far 
from there being no aroma from it, he could 
say, and he was quite certain the 1\linister for 
J>nblic Instruction could substantiate his state 
ment, that he would not like to live within a 
mile of it, and if that sewage system was 
to be established in Brisbane it had better 
not be within three miles of any ordinary 
habitation. He did not fancy that that system 
would be a solution of the difficulty in a 
tropie::tl climate like that of Queensland. He 
believed himRelf that nothing short of a thornugh 
water system, carrying the material a very long 
distance from Brisbane, would be effectual. 
Certainly the sewage farm at Adelaide must be 
about the most abominable nuisance, to those 
residing within a few miles of it, that he could 
possibly imagine. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFJ<'ITH said it 
seemed to be assumed by many persons that the 
water system was the only one suitable to Bris­
bane. A water system, of course, might carry 
the sewage matter into the sea ; and if it did that 
it perhaps would not do any harm. But in towns a 
considerable distance from the sea, the matter 
must be taken to something like a sewage farm. 
There was no land within a reasonable distance o£ 
Brisbane to which sewage could be taken and 
spread over a considemble area. He had every 
reason, moreover, to believe that the system had 
been found to be a failure in Europe, and only 
lately in England there had been two or three 
cases before the courts of complaints made 
against the local authorities with respect to 
sewage farms. On the Continent great doubts 
were expressed about that system. At Berlin the 
first result was that the land produced excellent 
crops, but that state of things did not last long, 
as it was very soon found that the qmtntity of 
sewage deposited on the farms was far more than 
the soil could absorb. 

The PREMIER: The very same effect has 
been produced at St. Helena. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GIUFFITH said it had 
hec>n stated that the sewage matter from eight 
persons was as much as an acre of land could 
absorb if it was to be used for ordinary purposes. 
That would indicate an enormous area for 
the sewage of a place like Brisbane. His own 
belief was that a system separating the fluids 
from the solids, and disposing of the solids by 
some means with the aid of fire was the only 
systom that would really work. That was being 
done now in Manchester, and in some parts of 
Euro]Je. In Holland and other places they 
had what was called the pneumatic system, 
which he thought was much less expensive 
than water ana quite practicable. The per­
tinence of those remarks to the amendment 
before the Committee lay in the fact that in 
carrying out the operations the local authority 
might have to expend a good deal of money in 
erecting works and plant on the land; and it 
would be inconvenient, to say the least, if they 
were liable to be suddenly told that they had to 
go elsewhere. As to their creating a nuisanc~, 
the system must be worked in such a way that 
it "·ould not createa a nuisance. There was a 
Yery good rule applied in courts of justice, that 
a man who goes to live lLlongside a nuisance 
must not complain of it. Those evils must exist 
somewhere, and if they were put in places where 
they would not do any harm at present, and people 
went there afterwards, it would be t.heir own look­
out, unless the works were conducted in such a 
way as to cause a general nui,,ance. For the 
present, at any rate, the local authorities should 
not be terrified from doing what may be necessary 
to do the work in the best manner, perhaps by 
fire, through fear that sume clay or other pressure 
would be brought to bear upon the. Government 
to withdraw their sanction to use the land. That 
might be clone. They could easily conceive 
of some very influential persons interested in 
neighbouring land-say, a powerful syndicate 
who wanted to cut it up-bringing pressure to 
bear on the Government which would be very 
undesirable. 

Mr. BARLOW said that with regard to the 
sewage farm at Adelaide, his own experience 
there was exactly as he had already related to the 
Committee. \Vhat had been stated by the leader 
of the Opposition as having happened at Berlin 
was perfectly true. It was a well-known fact 
that if sewage was applied in a reckless manner it 
soured the land. At the Adelaide sewage farm 
they had a system of filter beds. The filter bed 
he saw cost, he believed, £10,000. If filter beds 
were to be made by any local authority it would 



Healtl• Act Amendment Bill. [17 JULY.~ Healtl• Act Amendment Bill. 685 

be necessary for them to have a permanent occu­
pation of the land. By the aid of the filter beds 
the solid matters were converted into a poudrette, a 
substance exactly like black soil. On the day he was 
present, he saw the whole process through, and as 
far as he could judge there was nothing offensive 
about it. Everybody looked healthy and well. The 
rail way workshops were in the immediate Yicinity 
of the place, and people were living all round it, 
and when he asked the manager of the sewage 
farm especially about typhoid, he was told that 
there wete twenty-nine men working there in 
vnrious capacities, and that they had h,cd no 
fever or sickness of any kind. 'rhe Minister for 
Lands mtmt have seen the place under unfavour­
able circumstances. For his own part he should 
not have the slightest hesitation in buying up the 
land round the sewage farm, and trying to make 
a good thing out of it. 

The POSTMASTER-GENEHAL (Hon. J. 
Donaldson) said the experience of the hon. mem­
ber was quite different from that of himself and 
his hon. colleague, the Minister for Lands. They 
visited the place in February last, and he must 
say that a more disagreeable odour he never smelt 
in his life. They were not aware at the time 
that they were approaching the sewage farm, 
but a long time before they reached it they 
knew what it was. They made some inquil'ies 
as to whether the stench was always there, and 
they were assured that it was. Ir' £10,000 had 
been spent on the filtering beds, it was certainly 
not enough. It would require £20,000 or £30,00.0 
to keep down that odour. So far as the sewage 
of Adelaide was concerned, they deserved every 
credit. He had never been in any city that 
approached Adelaide in cleanliness. But that 
was quite a different matter from the sewage 
farm, and he did not know of any place about 
Brisbane where a sewage farm could be carried 
on under similar conditions. It formed a portion 
of a large reserve. There was certainly a rail­
way station there, and the employes had to live 
near it ; but as far as he and the Minister for 
Lands were concerned, nothing gave them greater 
pleasure than tu be able to leave it on that 
occasion. 

Mr. DRAKE said that with reference to the 
remark of the leader of the Opposition about a 
nuisance springing up, and the people incon­
Vfmienced by it not being able to obtain an 
injunction because they went to the place after 
the establishment of the works, it should be 
borne in mind that the nuisance might arise 
from the extension of the sewage farm. A large 
piece of land might be bought, and people might 
go and live on the borders of it. There might be 
no nuisance at the time, but as the town in­
creased in size, and the council began to use a 
larger area for the purpose, what he might call 
the stink radius would be increased, and would 
inconvenience those people. Under such circum­
stances the Government might feel themselves 
justified in ;:tying that the overations were being 
conducted too near a populous part of the country, 
and ought to be shifted to some place more remote. 

Mr. POvVERS said befcre the amendment 
was put he wished to say that the arguments he 
had heard against it had not convinced him 
that it was wrong, but it appeared that a 
majority of the Committee were against it. 
One very large argument used against it was 
that a brge amount of money would have 
to be spent in dealing with the matter-but 
they were not now dealing with any scheme of 
that kind-which would require expensiYe works, 
such as were likely to be necessary at some future 
day. They were simply dealing with a Bill of a 
few clauses, to enable local authorities to get out 
of their present difficulties, but if they gave 
those authorities power to go on any lands they 

thought fit, they would not be so choice in their 
selection of a place near town, as they would be 
if they knew that they-could be ordered off. They 
would then probably take a larger extent of 
ground and go further away from settlement, 
so as to be sure they would not be interfered 
with ; and the Government who had not the 
backbone to resist the demands of a few people, 
would never have the backbone to fix the site 
in the first instance. There would be just as 
much pressure brought to bear in regard to 
fixing the place as there would be in the 
removal of it, unless it was done sub rosa. He 
considered the Government of Queensland would 
be sufficiently strong to bear against any pres­
sure that might be brought against the removal 
of a site if it were necessary. As to any future 
scheme that was propo\'ed to be carried out, they 
could deal with that when a measure was intro­
duced for that purpose. In the meantime they 
were simply dealing with the removal of nightsoil 
to places where it would be buried a few feet ; and 
if the 1Lmendment had no other effect it would 
cause people selecting sites to select them where 
they were not likely to be interfered with. But 
if they pas;;ed the clause, without limiting the 
four corners of the statute, authorising local 
authorities to hold the land for an indefinite 
time, if any injunction were brought the judge 
would hold that if they wanted to take a way that 
authority they would also have inserted a clause 
whereby it could be withdrawn. 

Question-That the words proposed to be added 
be so added-put and negatived. 

Clause, as amended, put and pP.ssed. 
Clause 3-" Places may be used"-passed as 

printed. 
On clause 4, as follows :-
" Xo injunction, restraining order, or other orUer 

restraining a local authority from conveying any such 
refuse or other matters aforesaid to any !Jlace the use 
whereof is authorisecl. bv the Governor in Council under 
this Act, or from depositing the same thercon, or from 
there dispvsing of the stLme by burying, burning, 
desiccating, or otherwise, nor any order controlling a 
local authority in the manner of t-nch conveyance, de­
posit. or disposal, shall be made, except in an action at 
the suit of the Attorney-General." 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH said a 
verbal alteration was required in the clause. 
The words "injunction, restraining order, or 
other," were unnecessary ; be therefore moved 
that they be omitted. 

Amendment agreed to. 
The Hox. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH said some 

exception might be taken as to whether the 
words uocd were sufficient to apply to an order 
of the Supreme Court. HE' therefore moved that 
the words, " by any court," be inserted after 
"made," in the 9th line. 

Amendment agreed to. 
Mr. BUCKLAND said he thought they had 

madt a very wise provision by inserting the 
words "burying, burning, de<iccating, or other­
wise" treating refuse and other matters, because 
he was certai'n that, sooner or later, it would be 
found necPssary to compel local authorities to 
cremate rather than bury nightsoil. They had 
heard already what sewage farms were like 
in the Southern colonies ; he had seen them 
in England himself, and knew that people 
living within one, two, or three miles of them 
often found them a great nuisance. If they were a 
nuisance in a climate like that of the old country, 
he was certain they would be worse in a climate 
like that of Queensland ; and he only hoped that 
provisions would be introduced into the Bill, 
making it compulsory for local authorities to 
cremate instead of burying nightsoil, as was 
clone at preEent. 

Clause, as amended, put and passed. 
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On clause 5, as follows :-
"Nothing in this Act shall deprive any person of any 

l'ight to clahn and recover compensation from any 
local authority in respect of any actual damages or 
injury sustained by him by reason of any nuisance 
caused by a local authority in the exercise of the powers 
conferred on it by this Act.u 

Mr. MoMASTER said on the second reading 
of the Bill he stated that he should want some 
information as to the effect of the "·ords 
"damages or injury." That clause overrode all 
the rest of the Bill, and, as he pointed out yes­
terday, there WPre persons who would believe 
they were injured if a death occurred in their 
family, although they might be a mile away from 
the depot. He would like to hear the opinion of 
the Premier upon that question, as those words 
would enable any person who felt aggrieved, or 
who thought he had suffered injury by a depot 
being in the neighbourhood, to bring an action. 

The PREMIER said he was sorry to say that 
he harl not heard what the hon. gentleman had 
stated. Did the hon. gentlemar. seriously intend 
to omit those words? 

Mr. McMASTER said that he had stated 
that if the word "injury" were to remain in the 
clause, a person living a mile or two away from a 
depot, in the event of someone in his family 
taking fever, which might really have been 
contracted elsewhere, might attribute it to the 
depot, and insist UJl<lll getting dmnages. He did 
not object to actual damages done, hut the word 
"injury" would cover a case such as he had men­
tioned. There would be ample safeguards if 
that were omitted, and only the word "damages" 
used. 

The PREMIER said that he did not think 
that any such case as that suggested by 
the hon. member was likely to happen. It was 
not at all likely that daims for damages would 
be made for such an exaggerated reason as that 
which the hon. member had instanced. If that 
were to be allowed, where would it stop? 

Mr. McMAS'l'ER said he would propose 
an addition to the clause, although he did not 
know whether the Committee would accept it or 
not. He would suggest that power should be 
given to the Attorney-General to give permission 
to claims being made. He would propose that 
the following words be added to the clause :-

nut such person shall not commence any suit, 
claim, or action until having fir.st obtained the consent 
of the Attorney-General to such suit, claim, or action. 

That would not destroy the valuP of the clause, 
and clause 4 provided that no injunction could 
be got without the consent of the Attorney­
General. 

The PREMIER said the hon. gentleman's 
amendment would destroy the right of individual 
action; and it was intended that where a direct 
damage or injury was sustained that right should 
be preser\·ed. 

Mr. McMASTEH : I shall not press it. 
The Hox. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH said it 

would not do any harm to leave out the words 
"or injury," and on consideration he thought 
they had better be left out. The point had not 
occurred to him before, but a man might say that 
he had suffered injury because a right had been 
infringed. If a right had been infringed there 
would he a technical injury, :tnd the person might 
be entitled to ls. damages. He might bring an 
action, get no substantial compensation, and 
yet put the local authority to considerable 
expense. If the words "actual damages " were 
retained, then if actual damages had not been 
sustained, the pPrson suing would not get a 
verdict at all. The point was a pnrely technical 
one, but the words "or injury" might give rise 
to some such argument as he suggested. It 

would not do any harm from the point of view 
of giving compensation to anyone really inj nred 
if those words were left out. He thought the 
possible argument which he referred to would 
be a very absurd one for a court to uphold, but 
if the words "or injury" were left out a man 
would not be entitled to bring an action if 
a mere technical right had been infringed. If the 
words were left out there would be no room for 
the ingenious argument he referred to being used. 

The PREMIEH said he thought they had 
gone quite far enough in the way of protecting 
local authorities, and the words had better be 
left in. 

Mr. BARLOW said he would ask if any right 
of action would accrue provided that the local 
authority carried out the provisions of the 2nd 
section-

"But shall be bounrl in such convcyancr, dcpm;ib 
and disposal to canse no greater nuisance or annoyance 
than is necessary." 
He presumed that if they did that there would be 
no right to bring an action under the 5th sectwn. 

Mr. MoMASTER said he asked that the 
words might be left out owing to what fell from 
the Chief Secretary the other night, when he 
said that there were certain parties who would 
go into a witness-box and give their oath that 
there was a nuisance when no nuisance really 
existed. As he had said, if a member of a family 
died after having contracted fever it might be 
said that th"'t was an injury, although the ex­
istence of the depot had not really caused the 
fever. 

The PREMIER said any person making such 
a complaint would have to satisfy the court that 
the facts were as he st:tted, and an action at law 
would be an expensive luxury for him if his 
statement was not correct. 

Mr. McMASTER said a man of straw 
might begin an action against a local authority 
who would have to bear the whole cost of the 
action. He thought the words "actual damages" 
were sufficient. 

Mr. FOXTON said the right of injunction 
was taken away by the Bill, and it was quite 
competent for any man of straw to bring an 
action now again~t anyone for n.nything, if 
he chose to do so. In view of the peculiar 
circnmsLances surrounding the question it waR 
qnite possible that a number of residents 
in a district, finding themselves deprived 
of their present right to go for an injunction, 
mig-ht combine to put up a man of straw for the 
purpose of annoying and worrying the local 
authority. He certainly thought there might be 
some injury without actual damage, but there 
could scarcely be actual damage without injury. 
A man could scarcely suffer actnal damage with­
out having suffered injury. A man who had 
suffered mere nominal injury might be able to 
put the local authority to very considerable 
expense, :tlthough he was a man of straw and put 
up by a number of residents who would combine 
for the purpose of doing, as far as they possibly 
could, what they were entitled to do at the present 
time. 

Mr. PO\VERS said that if injury was done to 
a person in any part of the country through the 
operation of the Bill it was the duty of Parlia­
ment to see that that person had means of pro· 
tection, and that was what was intendPd by the 
clause. So far as bogus actions were concerned, 
a Bill had already passed its seconrl reading 
which contained a clause providing that such 
bogus actions should be tried in an inferior 
court. That was the best way to get rirl of bogus 
actions. If a man had an injury done him under 
the Bill they had no right to deprive him of the 
right to recover damages for it. 
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The HoN. SIRS. W. GRIFFITH said it was 
ri"'ht that a man should recover compensation 
fo~· actual loss sustained, and the clause would 
provide for that without the words "or injury." 
It was a highly technical point, anrl. rather 
difficult to make understood. He would give an 
illustration: A plaintiff might sue a defendant 
for a breach of contract or for non-fulfilment of 
a contract, and thoug-h the plaintiff might lose 
nothing by it, and mig-ht in fact be better off 
than if the defendant had carried out his con­
tract, nevertheless, he would be entitled to a 
verdict fur a shilling. Take another instance. 
He might trespass upon a man's ground. ~e 
mio-ht jump over his fence and walk across hrs 
la;d, and by doing so he violated a legal 
rio-ht and so did that man an "injury," and he 
\V~s entitled to bring an action against him, and 
he would get a f:wthing damages probably. In 
the same way an ingenious person might contend 
that the erection of works for sewage purposes 
might do him an injury in that sense, and 
if he recovered a farthing the defendant would 
have to pay his own costs. That risk would 
be removed by leaving out the words "or 
injury," and to do so would not interfere with 
the r~rotection of private persons. He thought 
the words had better be left out, and he would 
therefore move their omission. 

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

The House resumed ; the CHArmrAN reported 
the Bill with amendments, and the report was 
adopterl. 

On the motion of the PREMIER, the third 
reading of the Bill was made an Order of the 
Day for to-morrow. 

CROWN LANDS ACTS, 1884 TO 1886, 
AMENDMENT BILL. 

CmnnTTEE. 
On the motion of the MINii3TER FOR 

LANDS, the Speaker left the chair, and the 
House resolved itself into a Committee of the 
Whole to consider this Bill in detail. 

On clause 1-" Preliminary"-
The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH said he 

was going to take advantage of the opportunity 
afforded by the first motion made in Committee 
on the Bill, to say a word with respect to a state­
ment made by the Minister for Mines and \Vorks 
on the seconrl reading of the Bill. That hon. 
gentleman had announced to the House that, 
before the general election of 1883, some big 
squatters had subscribed a large purse which 
had been used freely before and during the 
election to secure the return to power of the 
party he (SirS. W. Griffith) had the honour to 
be leader of. He had interjected at the time 
the statement W'1S made that he did not know 
anything at all about it. He had not taken the 
trouble to make any inquiries ahont it since, hut 
a gentleman who did know all about it came and 
told him the facts of the matter. It appeared the 
big purse subscribed amounted to less than £300. 
One gentleman now sitting on the Government 
side was the principal subscriber, and another 
gentleman sitting on that side was secretary to the 
fund. Something over £200 was expended in 
printing, and the balance was given to a gentle­
man for writing a pamphlet; and so the whole 
funrl was distributed. That was a very different 
story with regard to the big fund used before 
and during the elections to assist in the return 
of his party. He thought he need scarcely refer 
to thf' history of the squatting party to show 
their consistent opposition to him, and to show 
that he, at any rate, owed no gratitude to them. 

The PREMIER said it appeared that the 
hon. gentleman estimated the support he re­
ceived by money contributions. He was very 

glad the hon. gentleman had afforded the Com­
mittee some information with regard to the 
secret history of a certain pamphlet. He was 
glad to find that it cost so littl~ mon~y, but he 
thought it was dearly bought at ~he pnce. 

Mr. HAMILTON said he knew a little ab~ut 
the fund. A member of the Upper Hou~e .m­
formed him that he had seen the subscrrptwn 
list, and that there were men whose names were 
down for £50, one of whom had expended £1,000, 
though his name was down for only £50. 'fhat 
gentleman mentioned to him the names of a 
great many persons who subscribed largely, none 
of them under £50 · and he endeavoured to get 
an individual to h~ve a look at the list. His 
friend went to, the treasurer of the fund, and 
said he wanted to buy a station, but the treasurer 
was too fly to let him have a look ":t the secret 
list Tens of thousands were subscrrbed to the 
fund; and other defamatory pamphlets, in addi­
tion to the one already referred to, were pub­
lished • and if the work was done for £300, they 
were circulated at far less than cost price. One 
or two gentlemen at present on the Government 
side were connected with the fund, but at that 
time they were supporters of the party on the 
other side. 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
WORKS said he did not think the leader of the 
Opposition was responsible for anything he had 
stated with regard to the fund, though he was 
rather incredulous as to the hon. gentleman 
never ha vino- heard of it. The hon. gentleman 
said he had ~ot so he must take his word, but it 
was a matter of common notoriety. 

The HoN. SIRS. W. GRIFFITH: It did not 
happen, so far as I know. How could I hear of 
a thing that never happened? 

The MINIS'l'ER FOR MINES AND 
WORKS said he was not aware that any of the 
subscribers were in or had been in the Assembly. 
The men to whom he alluded were big squatters 
who were not in the House at all---some of them 
the largest squatters in Australia; and he had 
every reason to believe that the statement he 
made w~s perfectly in accord.ance with fac~. 
He never saw the list and he drd not suppose rt 
would have been sho~n to him had he asked to 
be allowed to see it ; but he was confident that 
the amount subscribed and spent was a much 
larger sum than £300. 

The HoN. SIRS. W. GRIFFITH said that not 
knowino- anythino- about it he could not contradict 
the hon~ member~ but the story seemed hig~ly im­
probable. For his part, he did not behev<; a 
word of it. He knew very '':ell how ~he squa~tmg 
party had always trr.ated h1m. Wrth the smg~e 
exception of a gentl<>man w~10 was now m 
Victoria, they were his consr~tent opponents 
during the whole of the last Parliament. To st~y 
that the squatting party had ever S';pported hrs 
side or that his side owed any gmtrtude to the 
squ~tters was simply absurd, as ev<:>ryone who 
was acqnainted with the history of the colony 
very well knew. 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
WORKS said that was rather too thin. They 
knew that though the squatters might have been 
consistently opposed to the hon .. ge1_1tle:nan all 
along, they were not opposed to hul'! m h1s oppo­
sition to the Transcontinental Rarlway. That 
was where the squatters came in to support him, 
and that was why the purse was subscrib~d. The 
squatters attained their object, but, havmg done 
so, they did not care a fig for the hon. gentleman. 

Mr. SALKELD said that, as far as h_e could 
gather, not only w.e~e t?e ~quatter~ .wrth the 
leader of the Opposrtwn m hrs oppos1t10n to the 
Transcontinental Railway, but the whole of the 
colony was with him. 
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The PREMIER said he must admit that the 
leader of the Opposition had been the kindest 
friend of the squatters, notwithstanding their 
ingratitude. The hon. gentleman had given 
them an indefeasible lease for a very long period, 
and also compensation for improvements at the 
termination of their lease. No other Government 
hut that led bythe hon. gentleman would have given 
such terms to the squatters. He admitted that it 
really seemed hard that that portion of the cmn­
munityshould not accord the hon. gentleman their 
support. He did not know why it was they did 
not support the hon. gentleman, but ''charm be 
never ~o wisely" they would not support him. 
He had tried them by opposition and by bribery, 
hut without effect. It appeaJ:ed as if they 
never knew where to find the hon. gentleman 
or his p:1rty. They always seemed to think he had 
a card up his sleeve, which he was going t0 
play at some inopportune time, and, possibly, 
that was the reason why they would not give him 
their support. He would remind the hon. gentle­
man, however, that there were squntters in the 
late Ministry. There was the late Mr. Miles, 
who was a squatter of the squatters ; there was 
Mr. C. B. Dutton, whowasanindescribable being, 
but a squatter all the same; there was the Hon. 
Jlilr. Macdonald-Paterson, who was a squatter, 
and the Hon. JIIIr. Moreton, who was also a 
squatter. He admitted that the hon. gentleman 
eliminated the Hon. Mr. Macdonald-Paterson, 
at a particular period of the existence of his 
Ministry, but he thought it was very ungracious 
on the lXtrt of the hon. gentleman to attack the 
squatters, seeing that such a large proportion of 
them were included in his own Ministry. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH said he 
did not think the discussion was a very useful 
one, but he wished to say a word more. The 
reason why the squatters never supported him 
or his party was not because they did not know 
where to find his party, or because they thought 
he might have a card up his sleeve, a~ the hon. 
gentleman Baid, but because they knew exactly 
where they would find his party. They knew 
that what was given to them was giv~n because 
the Government of the day thought they were 
entitled to it, and not because of any special 
consideration f01· the ;;quatters. They knew that 
his partv considered the interests of the country, 
and that when the interests of the country 
demanded that the squatters should have a 
different tenure, they gave them that tenure. 
But when the squ,tters wanted anything simply 
for their own benefit, they knew they would not get 
it from his party. The squatting party was essen­
tially a selfish party, and he had never received 
their support ; nor did he ever receive or expect 
to receive the support of any selfish party in the 
colony. 

Mr. ARCHER said he thought the hon. the 
leader of the Opposition might rest his soul in 
pen,ce. In passing the Land Act, if the hon. 
gentleman did not do any other good action, he 
did good by giving the squatters a good tenure, 
and if the whole of that Act had been as good as 
that part of it, there would have been no need to 
amend it. They could not make any worse use of 
land than to give it to persons on a bad tenure. 
Having conferred such a benefit upon the squat­
ters and the country, the hon. gentleman might 
rest quite satisfied that he would be remen1bered 
for having done so. 

Mr. MACJ<'ARLANE said if all those thou­
sands of pounds that were said by the Minis­
terial side of the Committee to have been raised 
on behalf of his side at the general election had 
been so raised, he would like to know what had 
become of so much money. Where had it all gone 
to? 

Mr. HAMILTON said it had all been spent 
upon anonymous pamphlets, tens of thousands of 
which had been sent all over the colony. 

Mr. ~IACFARLANE said that would not 
have cost one thousand pounds. There were 
seven members representing his district, and 
they knew none of that money had been spent 
there. The Liberal members on his side were 
perfectly free from receiving any of that money, 
if it were subscribed. He supposed hon. mem­
bers ou the Government side received it. 

Mr. MURPHY said so hr as he could m,-,ke 
out from the speech of the leader of the Opposi­
tion. that hon. member found fault with the 
squatting party because, having pa3sed a L<>ncl 
Bill under which the squatters had certainly 
received some benefit, and for which they gave him 
credit, they had not changed their political 
opinions and followed him for the future. The 
hon. gentleman put it as though he h~d offerecl 
the squatters that Land Bill ns a bnbe. He 
said he hnd never received any S'lpport from the 
squatting party. That was true enough, <;XCBl?t 
in a few cases. He had hnd squatters m lns 
Ministry; but he blamed the squatters because, 
after he passed that Land Bill, they did not 
immediately change th••ir political convictions 
and follow him. 'l'hat was putting the matter 
fairly. The hon. gentleman ought to have a 
higher opinion of the squatters than to imagine 
they were going to be bought in that way, and 
fonwear all their previous political views, and 
sell themselves for a mess of pottn.ge. He 
wa~ very glad that the squatters had huld 
to their political views, and remained faithful 
and loyal to the party they had :tl ways been 
attached to. Nobody could say that the squatters 
had been found first on one side and then 
on the other. 'l'hey had fixerl firm politic:cl 
views and they would stand or fall by them. 
Therd was no "shilly-ohallying" in their politico! 
views · they would stick to theh- views as they 
alway~ had. It did not matter what bribe 
might be offered them; it would never have 
the p0wer of making the squatters follow the hon. 
member. He knew the hon. gentleman had some 
sinister motive in making the speech he h<ed just 
delivered; he did not make it without an object. 
He knew what the hon. gentlenmn would probably 
say as the Bill went on-that he would oppo:,e 
ariy provisions that might be for the benefit of 
the squatting- party. It might ease the hcm. 
gentleman's mind if he told him that if he 
thought the portion of the Bill relating to borin;4" 
for water upon the resumed areas of rm1s was any 
concession to the squatters, they would <essist him 
if he wished to have it struck out. 

Clause 1 put and passed. 
Clause 2 passed as printed. 
On clause 3-
Thc Ho::;r. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH said he 

thouo-ht it would be better to take the different 
subs~ctions of the clause seriatim. Although it 
was under one heading it dealt with different 
subjects in different parts of the Act. In a 
clause dealing with a complicn,ted matter, it was 
the usual practice to take the different subsec­
tions seriatim. 

The MINISTER J<'OR. LANDS said he 
thought it would be far better to take the sub­
sections seriatim, so that they would be able to 
confine themselves to each particular subject. 

On subsection 1, as follows :-
"'rhc Principal Act is hereby amenaed as follmvs:­

Rehearina by Land Board. 
(1) Applications to the Governor in Council under 

section twenty shall be made within ninety 
days a!tm· the decision o! the board." 
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The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH said the 
only question was whether the time specified 
was long enough. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS said hon. 
members must understand that when the Land 
Board sat, every opportunity was given to leseees, 
or anyone intere~ted, to appear before the board 
and. _make objection, if he had any, to the 
demsron of the board. Clause 20 of the ori ainal 
Act said- o 

H ,upon the application of any person aggrieved by a 
dec1_swn of the board, the Governor in Council may 
rem1t the matter to the board for re-consideration." 

Considering the leases were extended from twenty­
o;:l8 to t~irty years, that clause would apparently 
g1ve a right to a lessee at any time to ask for a 
re-hearing. It was intended that a lessee should 
have the_ right to appear before the board, and 
protest, 1f he had any grounds for complaint; 
but several cases had been brou<>ht before the 
Minister wh~re lessees had been apparently satis­
fied at the time with the decisions given by the 
board, and two or three years afterwards had asked 
for their cases to be re-heard. That was never in­
tended, and the object of the new clause was to 
fix a reasonable time, and he thought ninety days 
was a rea•onable time, within which notice of 
appeal against a decision of the board should be 
given. 

Subsection put and passed. 
On subsection 2, as follows :­

re Grazing Farms. 
u (2) With regard to grazing f9rms so much of 

section forty-nine as is contained in the words 
'Applications shall take priority accorcling to 
the order of their being lodged with the land 
agent' and in the proviso to such section is 
hereby repealed, and the following provisions 
are substituted in lieu thereof:-

a Every applicant shall, in his application, state 
the annual premium (if any) in addition to the 
rent specified in the proclamation which he is 
prepared to pay for the lot for the first five 
years of the term of his lease in the event of 
there being competition for the same. 

The first yt~u's premium so stated shall 
accompany the application. 

If the a-pplication is 'vithdrawn, the premium 
shall be forfeited. 

"Subject to the provisions next hereinafter con­
~ained, applications shall take priority accord­
Ing to the order of their being lodged with the 
land agent. 

If two or more applicants shall be present at 
the time of opening the land ag-ent's office the 
applications lodged by them shall be deem~d to 
be lodged at the same time. In snch case the 
applicant who has in his application offered the 
llighest premium shall be entitled to priority. 

Provided that in case the highest premium 
offered shall have been offered by more than 
one of such last-mentioned applicants, the 
right of priority shall be determined by auction 
between such applicants, in the prescribed 
manner. 

The premium shall be added to and be 
deemed part of the annual rent." 

Mr. HODGKINSON said that was a very im· 
portant amendment on the present law. It ap­
peared to him to throw difficulties in the way of the 
grazing farm selector whom it was intended to en­
courage by the Act of 1884. A selector had not only 
to examine a piece of land to see if it was suitable 
for his purposes and make armn(iements for 
taking it up, bnt, if that :1n1endment wns passer1, 
he would also hn.ve to contend ·with an nnkno\vn 
quantity in having to specify the ndclitional r~nt 
which he was prepared to pay for the L>t during· 
the first five years of the t~,rm of the lease in 
the event of there being competition for the 
same. That condition would not only give a 
preponderating influence to capitn.lists, but it 
would also deter a great many men from ever in­
specting the country, as they would say, " After 
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I take all this trouble and incur certain necessary 
expense, I may be thrown on my beam endd 
simply because there are men who can afford to 
pay a higher premium than I can." Such a 
provision threw an impediment in the wav of 
the settlement of a class of people whom it· was 
especially desirable to encourage. With re· 
gard to the remarks that had been made 
as to the political opinions of squatters, he 
would say their political opinions were just 
the same as the political opinions of other 
people, and where their interests were con· 
cerned their opinions were perfectly subordi­
nate to their interests. The framers of the 
Act of 1884 endeavoured to give the squatters 
what they had always claimed-namely, a 
fixed tenure of their runs which they could 
produce and give as security to financial insti­
tutions, in consideration of their aiding in the 
promotion of settlement on the land as much 
as possible. Squatters were given the undis­
turbed right to a certain portion of the land they 
occupied, so that the people of the colony who 
were anxious to settle on the land should be as 
little impeded as possible in doing so. There 
was no political question connected with that, 
and the question they had now to consider was 
simply whether that Bill, taken as a whole, was 
in favour of the pastoral interest or not? Were 
the squatters prepared to face the demand made 
by the country for land and fight the matter out? 
They had sufficient ability to recognise that if 
they were, they must go to the wall. The most 
desirable portion of the Land Act of 1884 was that 
relating to what he might call the yeoman farmer. 
He referred to the grazing farm clauses, and if 
they put any obstacle to the operation of those 
clauses they would destroy the virtue of the Act 
so far as that particular matter was concerned. 
\Vhere an element of uncertainty was introduced 
into a bargain, the number of people who were 
anxious to enter into that bargain would be 
diminished. It took, he presumed, at least 
£3,000 or £4,000 to enter upon one of those 
grazing farms with any hope of success, and the 
object of passing the clauses he had referred to 
was to induce a class of men who hall the neces· 
sary capital to emigrate from the other colonies 
and in vest their fortunes in Queensland. There 
were very few people in this colony who had 
the c 1pital and experience requisite to take 
ad mntage of the grazing farm provisions, and 
if they threw any obstacle in the way of the 
selection of those farms they would simply 
destroy the most valuable part of the Act ; and 
undoubtedly the introduction of an element ohm­
certainty into the matter was placing an obstacle 
in the way. The system of ballot was open to 
serious objections, but it was infinitely superior 
to the one proposed in that Bill by which an 
applicant had to state in his application what 
premium he was prepared to pay on the rent 
specified in the proclamation. What chance 
would that give the average grazing farm selec­
tor in precisely those ]JOrtions of the country 
where the pasturage was of that quality which 
would enable a grazing farmer to make a 
living on it by the expenditure of a certain 
amount o£ capital. The adjoining runholder 
would have friends as anxious to secure the 
land as the average grazing selector, and they 
would have sufficient local knowledge to guide 
them, and a command of capital sufficient to 
enable them to outbid the average selector. But 
the injury would be that as soon as it was known 
thr. 'lghout the colony and the other colonies 
thnt that amending clause had been adopted 
nobody would trouble about the land at all. It 
would. be a very unfortunate thing if the clause 
was carried, but it would be more unfortunate 
for those who were now pastoral tenants than it 
would be for the people whom the principal 



690 Grown Lanils Acts, 1884 [ASSEMBLY.] to 1886, Amenilment Bill. 

Act was intended to benefit, because they might 
rest assured that the worst possible use to 
which land could be put--except leaving it 
an utter waste-was to the growth of cattle 
and sheep. That was the very first s'oage of 
civilisation in all countries. He noticc:c:l that the 
hon. member for Barcoo laughell. He was gbd 
to see the hon. member laugh. No man hnd a 
greater respect than he (Mr. Hodgkinson) had 
for antiquity, whether it was in the shape of 
a piece of sculpture, or a painting, or a relic 
of some fossi!i8ed state of existence rapirlly 
passing from the stage of the world. The 
hon. member was a squatter of the squatters, 
and \:VttS blind to his own interest~ in laughing 
at the proposal he (.:\Ir. Hodgkinson) had made. 
He had no animusity towanls the pastoral 
tenants-no member of that Committee would 
go further than he would to give them not 
only justice but liberality-but if the squat­
ters, after having obtained advanbges which 
it had been said the leader of the Opposi­
tion had thrown to them in the shape of a 
bribe, now wanted to throw down the little 
fence which divided them from the people, there 
would be such a revolution in popular opinion 
that the Land Act of 188•1 would be abolished 
in a wa.y that would be destructive of their 
interests. 

Mr. PAUL said that the present was the first 
opportunity he had had of explaining the action he 
took some years ago in reg,.rd to what was called 
the "yellow pamphlet." He could assure hon. 
members that the reason he took the action he 
did at that time was in consequence of an Act 
passed by the Douglas Ministry, called the 
Hail way Reserves Act, under which his run was 
resluned within six years of a twenty-one years' 
lease. Tlmt created a feGling amongst those who 
were backing him in London that it was an act of 
repudiation. \Vhen the transcontinental railway 
was promulgated he looked upon it in the same 
way as he looked upon the Railway Heservcs 
Act, as an act that would destroy in vestments 
without giving any compensation. That was the 
reac;on why he took the part he did in opposing 
the party of which he had always been an 
adherent. A meeting of squatters was held at 
his chambers, at which Mr. Donald \Valbce and 
himself were appointed a deputation to wait 
upon Sir S. \V. Griffith to tell him the 
part the squatters intended to take. He 
felt that it was necessary to state these facts 
because he had been charged with having deserted 
the party to which he had always belonged. 
Mr. Donald \V allace and he waited upon Sir 
S. \V. Griffith, and told him that if he would do 
a fair thing towards the squatting industry and 
the sugar industry, they were prepared to give 
him an independent support. He was sorry to 
say that the hon. gentleman did not do so. They 
stated to him, that if he was prepared to amend 
the Land Act, by appointing a land board to 
administer the Act, if he would make provision 
by which the Government would increa>·e the rents 
of run~ within means of railway communications, 
and give compensation for improvements, in 
lieu of pre-emptive rights, they were prepared 
to give him their support. Instead of doing that, 
unfortunately for the hon. gentleman, het< vk into 
his counsel a man who ha.d those Georgian ideas 
about land, which simply ruined him. If he had 
carried out the programme the squatters sub­
mitted to him he might have pas,ecl one of the 
most succeFSful Land Tiills that had ever been 
introduced into the House. He was perfectly 
certain that if Sir S. IY. Griffith had acted upon 
the advice of the squatters he would have had 
their support, and would have been at the present 
moment in the proud position of the leader of 
the Government. Unfortunately for him he was 
guided by the advice of a gentleman who had 

lived in the bush without any practical experience 
whatever of life; and between them they brought 
in a Land Bill which was simply ruination to 
the countrv. If what he had foreshadowed 
had been caiTied out, everything wonl<l have been 
right. Instead of that they took away from the 
S<Jnatters one-half, or one-third, or one-fourth, as 
the ea· e might be, of their runs, and gave them an 
indefeasible lease for the remainder. \Vhat was 
that indefeasible le'tse? It was a lease which 
precluded the miners from ever going on to their 
country. Had the then Government simply 
amended the Act by providing a board to 
administer it, by obtaining power to increa,qe 
rents within r,1,ilway corr1n1unica.tion-which 
eYery squatter \1 ould have been P·3rfectly willing 
to accept-and by giving compensation for 
improvements, it would have been the grandest 
Act that was ever passe<! in the whole of 
Australia. Instead of that, they humbugged 
the whole thing by introducing the Georgian 
theory of non-alienation. The consequence was, 
that after having taken half the squatter's run 
away from him, and given him an indeffmsible 
lease for the remainder, the miner had no right 
whateYer to go on to the leased portion of the 
run. \Vhat was to be done? His opinion was 
that the Government ought to introduce a clause 
into the Bill by which, if any portion of the 
leased area of a squatter's run was resumed for 
mining purposes, an equal portion of the resumed 
area o11ght to be given hin1 in return, or else 
compensation. The way in which they tinkered 
with regard to land legislation was simply de­
stroying all confidence, and capitalists would not 
advance money for the development of the 
squatting industry, because there was such un­
certainty with regard to the land legislation of 
the colony. At the same time, whatever bargain 
the Government made with the squatters 
they should religiously stick to it, even if it 
was a bad bargain, until the time had expired, 
and then throw the land open for selection. 

J\!Ir. CATh1PBELL said he felt inclined to 
oppose subsection 2 of the clause, as in his 
opinion it would tend to prevent a yery desirable 
class of settlers from taking up the land. He 
was quite sure that that class would not be able 
to compete against men with money in their 
pockets. It was well known that there was a 
considerable amount of dummying carried on 
under the existing clause, yet he quutioned very 
much whetherthesystemnow proposed would have 
any effect in checking it. If men were disposed 
to dummy, or put in bogus applications, they 
were just as likely to do it under the clause ~.s 
before. As to the subsection itself, he would 
repeat that it would do a great injury to a very 
worthy class of settlers, and would not have the 
desired effect in preventing dummying. 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS said the hon. 
member for Tiurke said the clause would be intro­
ducing the element of uncertainty. In his 
opinion it would have quite the contrary effect. 
It was the present system that introduced the 
element of uncertainty. On further considera­
tion he had decided to make one premium only, 
not an annual premium. He wished hon. mem­
bers to understand that it was not to apply to 
agricultural selections, but to grazing farrns. A~ 
it stoocl it would give the man of means a pre­
ponderance over the man with very little money ; 
but men of small me ,,n ·. as a rule did not take 
up ~razing farrns. It required n1en 'vith a con­
siderab;e amount of capital to take up those 
farms, and the same principle, the hon. gentleman 
sairl, should apply to occupation licenses. He 
(Mr. Black) would give the reasons which had 
induced him to alter the system proposed, it being 
understood that he proposed to make it one pre­
mium only. He had a list before him which showed 
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that the same nefarious system that had been 
gomg on iu connection with grazing farms had 
also been going on in connection with occupation 
licenses, though not to the same extent. He had 
communicated with the different land agents where 
occupation licenses had been granted, askiug 
for the total number of applicants for tho,e 
licenses, and the number of bone! .fide applicant" 
amongst them; and be had received ad vices 
from the following districts :-St. Lawrence, name 
of run Balling de Rouche ; the re was an occnpa­
tion license to be disposed of there, for which 
there were 16 applicants, of whom only one was 
a ban(/. fide applicant. All the re,t were pal­
pably dummies, who derived considerable benefit 
from blackmailing· the bon't fide applicants, to 
whom the securing of >tn occnpation license was 
a matter of col1Riderable importance. In the 
same district, for an occup;ction license on 
Inglewood, there were 38 applicants, of whom 
only 2 were bonri fide; the rest all dnmmie;, 
At Mackay, on block No 1, parish of Kelvin, 
there were 53 applicants, of whom only 4 were 
bona fide; in the same district there were 28 
applicants, of whom only 4 were bmt·1 .fide; in 
the same district again there were 22 appli· 
cants, only 3 being bona fide. 

An HoNOURABLE MEMBER \Vhat about 
grazing farms ? 

The MINISTER FOR LANDS said the s>tme 
principle applied to grazing farms, but he had 
not been able to get the same information with 
respect to them. On Cape Hillsborong-h re<,erve 
there were 10 applicants, of whom only 2 were 
bona fide. In the Springsure district, name of run 
Galgathad, there were 24 applicants, of whom 
only 9 were bona fide ; on Humboldt North, 
38 applicants, of whom only 2 were uona fide; on 
Humboldt Creek No. 1, 38 applicants, only 2 
being bona .tide; on Humboldt Creek No. 2, 38 
applicants, only 2 being bon,? fide. On Kenmare 
North there were 38 applic>tnts, only 2 being 
bona fide; for block No. 2, the same number 
again applied, only 2 being oon,1 fide. On Kil­
loween 38 applied, only 2 being bmu1 .fide. }<;vi­
dent)y the same set of men put in dummy applica­
tions in each of those casf3, the numbers being 
exactly the same. In the Ilowen didrict, 
Dalton run, 14 >tpplied, of whom only 2 were 
bona fide; at Pine Vale, 10 applied, only 3 
being bon & fide ; Ben Lomond, 15 applied, 
only 2 being bcJU? fide; Round back, 9 applied, 
only 3 being bmu1 fide ; and then came the 
climax at Tip-tree Hill Korth, where 418 
applied, only 1 being a bmui .fide applicant. 
He thought it was so apparent that a system of 
blackmailing was going on by which bona fide 
men who were anxious to get a grazing farm or 
occupation license were put to a great deal of 
trouble, that it was time the legislature took 
some steps to remedy the evil and give those 
bona fide men a chance. He believed theamend­
tmmt he intended to introduce-having only one 
premium-would effect that object. Hon. mem­
bers must understand that in the event of there 
being no competition, the premium would be 
returned. It was only in the case of competi­
tion that the highest tendererwould get the l>tnd, 
and if there were two applicants both tendering 
the s>tme amount the land would be submitted to 
competition between thos0 two applicants only. 

Mr. GR00:\1 said it wou],j h>we been more 
satisf>tctory if the hon. gentleman had :;,ivcu 
smne infonnatiun respecting the particular 
portions of the colony ·where grazing fanus 
were being selected, and where blackm>tiling 
was taking place, became then they would be 
able to more clearly underst>tlH] the matter. 
He had watched very closely since the 
second reading of the Bill the current of 
public opinion through the Press, and it was a 

singular fact that there was not a single paper 
which justified that clause. He had not seen 
one ; and in the district represented by the 
Chairman the feeling of antagonism against it 
was very high indeed, so much so that they 
requested their representative to use his best 
exertions to get the clause struck out. The 
scheme now proposed by the Minister for 
L:111ds, of having only one premium, would in 
his opinion only intensify the evil, because if a 
pastoral tenant saw five or six farmers wanting 
to get on a certain portion of his run, it would 
pay him to offer £300, £GOO, or perhaps even 
£1,000 in one premium in order to keep 
them out and hold it for twenty years. He would 
state what his experience of squatters had 
been. He had never lleen supported by them, 
and although the Minister for Mines and 
\Vorks had stated that a certain amount of 
money was subscribed in 1883, he presumed 
for the purpose of securing the election of 
certain members, he (Mr. Groom) did not par­
ticipate in th>tt fund. 

The MINISTER FOR MINJ<jS AND 
\VORK8: I scid for the purpose of turning out 
the then Government. 

Mr. GROOM said a Government could not 
exist without supporters. 

The PREMIER : And some supporters cannot 
exist without a Government. 

I>Ir. GROOM said it had been suggested that 
the Payment of Members Bill was the outcome 
of that' kind of thing. \Vhen Sir John Macdonald 
was charged with corruption in the Canadian 
House of Commons, it was exactly the same 
charge as the hon. gentleman had now made 
ag>tinst the leader of the Opposition. 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
\VORKS : I made no charge against him. 

l\Ir. GROOM said the hon. gentleman had 
stated that a certain sum had been subscribed, 
and the secretary of the fund had stated the 
an1ount. 

The l\HNISTEE FOR MINES AND 
\VORKS: I w>ts not aw>tre that the secretary 
was in the House until to-night. 

1\Ir. GEOOl\1 s>tid when Sir John Macdonald 
was chargee! with corruption, it was not said 
that he derivec! any personal advantage from the 
money subscribed 'by the Pacific Canadian Rail­
wa:· Company, bnt th~t it was scattered about 
mnonn-st various canchdates at the general elec­
tion in snch a way as to secure a majority for 
the carrying out of that particular railway. 

The MINISTER FOR MINES AND 
·woRKS: He was particeps criminis. 

Mr. GROOMsaidnodoubt Sir John Macdonald 
received a large sum to secure his own election, 
and that was what led to his being under 
a clond in 1876, and from which he was re­
lieved in 1879. If the same thing had been 
clone here, he (Mr. Groom) had not participated 
in it. He had always paid his own election 
expenses except on one occasion when his con­
stituents did him the honour to pay them for 
him. As far as the pastoml tenants of the 
Crown were concerned, his experience had been 
that ever since the P'"''ing of the Act of 1868, 
in which the hon. member for Rockhampton 
took so much interest, they had never been 
s>ttisfied with the resumed ha! ves of their runs, 
.• nd if ever there was the ,,lightest chance of 
g'( 0ting possession of adjoining areas they vvere 
alwavs on the alert to do so. The greed for land 
wac 11ow as o-re:ct as ever he had known it to be. 
It would ha~e been interesting if the Minister 
for Lands could have given them some information 
as to who the class of blackmailers were who sent 
in applications for grazing farms. Of course he 



692 Crown Lanils Acts, 1884 [ASSEMBLY.] to 1886, Amendment Bill. 

knew there was something in what the hon. 
gentleman had said with regard to the occu­
pation licenses ; but he and other hon. mem­
bers would be only too glad to know whether 
the Minister could have a similar return fur­
nished with regard to grazing areas, to show 
in what districts that blackmrti!ing took place. 
He had senn nothing in the public Press 
in connection with blackmailing in regard to 
grazing farms, although an assertion to that 
effect had been made in the Honse. In fact, he 
had heard it said that grazing farms were not a 
success, as people did not run after them as they 
had been led to bdieve they would. On the 
second reading of the Bill he had stated that he 
did not agree with the Minister for Lands, and 
he had seen no reason for altering his opinion 
since, and, as he had remarked before, the general 
consensus of opinion throughout the country, so far 
as could be judged from the Press-because there 
had been no public meetings held, except in the 
electorate of the Chairman of Committees-was 
not in favour of the premium system. At the 
meeting he had referred to there was a very 
strong expression of feeling against the sy,tem. 
In fact, the hon. gentleman had gone so far as to 
say that he did not think there was such a pro­
vision in the Bill, and when the Courier was 
shown to him with the clause in it, be had 
given his word that he would clo his best to 
get that particular subsection eliminated from 
the Bill. He (Mr. Groom) had seen in his 
own district balloting carried out under the 
provisions of the present Act, and he had not 
seen any dissatisfaction with it. Everything 
had appeared to be conducted fairly in the lands 
office ; and he had heard no complaints of the 
system. :Many grazing farms had been taken up 
in his district and in the Dalby district, and he 
had heard of no complaints there either; so that 
he was d0sirous of letrning in what particular 
districts the blackmailing had taken place. He 
confessed he was not in favour of the system at 
all; and he believed that the amendment 
mentioned by the Minister for Lands, that the 
premium should only be paid with the first 
payment, would intensify the evil, and would 
entirely prevent any uonti jide man with small 
means frmn taking up a grazing f<-trin, who, 
in the opinion of the adjoining run owner, was 
an objectionable person. He wonld prefer to 
have the princi)Jie contained in the Land Act of 
1884. 

The PREMIER said he did not really see how 
the squatter-who appeared to be a very objec­
tionable animal, or person-was brought in at 
all, because the land which was proposed to be 
dealt with under that clause was taken away 
from the squatter. He would have no desire, 
under the provisions of the Act of 1884, to go 
beyond his holding. 

Mr. MURPHY: He cannot do it. 
The PREMIER said that he could go beyond 

his own holding hy going outside his own district, 
but he had no desire to go outside his own hold­
ing-that was to say, he had no desire to deal 
with the portion of the holding that had once 
been his. The conditions of the Act of 1834 
were so generous to the squatter, as regarded 
compensation for improvements, that it would 
pay him a great deal better to improve that 
portion of his holding so as to carry more stock, 
and put it in such a position that at the end of 
his tenure it could not be taken from him. That 
was the position in which he was landed by the 
Act of 1884-at least, it could only be taken from 
him a.t an enornwus cost to the s·tate. The only 
question, to his mind, was whether it was better 
to accept the lottery conJitions, or whether they 
should dispose of the grazing farms by the 
!)remium sy~tem. He thought hon. members 

would see, if they considered the question, that 
after all the premium was the best way, as the 
system of balloting, as had been pointed out by 
the iYiinister for Lands, had not been a success 
in the past. He quite agreed with the hon. 
member for Toowoomb>t up to a certain point. 
He thought that if the premium could be divided 
up to the end of the tenure it would be better, 
instead of making- it payable in a lump sum, as 
by the latter method they wonld only bring- the 
annual rent clown to the price attached to the land 
in the first instance. At the same time it was as 
broad as it was long, because if the tenure was 
considered sufficient, the premium might be 
addd to the fir.st payment. That was what 
would take place. Not only was it fairer 
to the individual competitor, but it was fairer 
to the State. The State would, under the 
circumstances of a premium being offered in 
one lump sum, or spread over a series of 
years, get what was considered a fair value 
at that particular time, whereas, in the other 
case, if the land were let at the upset price 
by lot, it mig-ht be let for a long term below 
its fair value simply by a chance lottery. By 
adopting the system of premiums the State 
would benefit, and it would prevent the gross 
immorality and impropriety that occurred at 
present. Of course there was another way of 
dealing with it, and a way that that Bill also 
dealt with--that was the auction system. The 
auction system certainly contained the elements 
most strongly objected to by hon. gentlemen on 
both sides of the Committee and that was that the 
longest purse would carry the day. It could not 
in any way be made a political question, but it 
was simply a question of what was best for the 
colony, and he held that the best way to get the 
full value for the lands of the colony was the 
premium system. He had arrived at that 
opinion after gi,·ing full consideration to the 
three syJterns which had been suggested to deal 
with the matter, and if hon. members would 
consider the surrounding circumstances they 
must arrive at the conclusion that the sys­
tem of premiums proposed in the clause was 
better than the proposed alteration of the 
Minister for Lands. If the amendment of 
the hon. g-entleman were to become law a 
large addition would be made to the Treasury 
which would not be sustained in the succeeding 
years, as the payments would be decreased during· 
the further currency of the lease by the amount 
of premiums paid. In that way it might prove 
objectionable. To his mind it was as broad as it 
was long, but he considered the premium system 
the fairest way of disposing of the grazing farms. 

l\Ir. HODGKINSON said he would like to 
know whether the hon. gentleman was aware 
that the Bill dealt with both the premium system 
and the auction system. The Minister for J,ands 
had certainly brought a strong argument ag-ainst 
the lot system, but the system might be improved. 
He thought the amendment suggested by the 
Minister for Lands, to have one first premium, 
was not an improvement. 

Mr. TOZER said, coming from a district in 
which there had been a large number of grazing 
farms taken up, he would like to bear testimony 
to the fact that thA prcoent system had operated 
extremely well so far as grazing farms were con­
cerned. Kno·. ·ing that the Minister for Lands 
had considered the question in conne1;tion with 
occupation licenses, he would ask him not to press 
the question because they might fly from an 
ill that they knew of to others that they 
wot not of. It mig-ht be a worse ill than 
the present system. By putting in those appli­
cationd the man who bid the highest premium 
got the land. Now, there was a feeling in 
the colony that those things did leak out. It 
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was no use disguising it. He had travelled 
through the length and breadth of the colony, 
and had heard it stated in connection with rail­
WD,Y tenders that so-D,nd-so knew exactly what 
was going on. How it was known nobody exactly 
knew, bnt the officials in the departments were, 
no doubt, often to blame. In the case of a country 
land o!lice, the commissioner might be away, 
and an applicrttion was left in the hands of a 
boy in the office. That boy clid not receive a 
very large salary, and somebody would want to 
know how much so-and-so had te.ndered for a 
grazing farm, and he could very easily find out. 

An HOXOURABLE MEo!BER : The application 
is sealed up. 

Mr. TOZER said he knew it was, but there 
was a way of getting at those things. He 
was speaking now of what wonld happen. It 
was no nse disguising things. There had been in 
the administration of the lands of the colony 
instance.; of the kind of thing he mentioned, 
which no one would crrJit, D,nd when persons 
were desirous of getting a particular piece of 
land they would go to any extremes to get it. 
He said, therefore, that it was unwise to put such 
temptation in the way of clerkc in the Govern­
ment offices. He found that the person would 
have to state the premium he would give, and 
he thanked the Minister for Lands for the 
su~gestion about the annual pren1inn1 being 
eliminated. Why he did so was that their 
object was to settle persons on those grazing 
farms, and if they left in the annual premium 
they would frighten nutny personA who would 
otherwise t~tke up grazing farms. People would 
tender as high as they conld, and would know 
that the very sum they nmned would be used by 
the Land Commissioners at the end of five yean 
as a reason for increasing tht" rent. Say that a 
man tendered an annual tender of £50. Of course, 
if he fixed that sum he might rec,t assured that 
at the end of five years, when his land was going 
to be re-assusecl by the Land Board, his rent 
would not at all events be reduced. He men­
tioned on the second reading of the Bill that 
they had tried the premium syotem in connection 
with the mines of this colony, and it broke 
down. Although they sold a gold-mining lease, 
and succeeded in getting one premium for a 
twenty-one years' lease, yet the people bid 
against one another so outrageously that the 
Government could not, with any sense of justice, 
ask them to pay the whole n,mount. That 
would happen in connection with the land. If 
there were to be annual premiums, people 
would tender beyond what they could afford, 
and the result would be that they would not 
have the grazing frJ,rms settled on by the 
clnss of people they desired to see on them­
namely, those who put their money into the 
land. The great object was '.lot so much to get 
money for the Government as to get the land 
settled, so that there would be a fixed rent, and 
that it would be known what WD,S coming- into 
the Treasury. He trusted that if the Minister 
for Lands forced upon them the premium portion 
of the clause he would not force the auction pro­
vision. It was not likely that two men going 
to a land office would fix upon exactly the 
same sum unknown to one another. Sooner 
than have the word "auction" in the clause he 
thought they mightfairly decide by lot. Although 
he believed the Minister had made out a very 
strong ea -:le in connection with occupation licenses, 
he felt '~tisfied that he could not bring sufficient 
figures before the Committee to show that there 
had been anything in the shape of dummying- in 
connection with grazing farrns. 

The MINISTER FOB. LANDS said he wished 
to assure the hon. gentleman that it was not the 
desire of the Government to force anything upon 

the Committee. He desired that any amendment 
of the Land Act should be fairly and rationally 
discussed, and that all parties should c0mbine to 
do what they could to makeitagood and workable 
measure. }Ion. gentlemen must understand that 
the premium only applied to the first da;' that 
rrrazing farms were thrown open. The Gacctte 
~tated th>tt at a cert>tin day, announced fully n, 
month beforehand, certain farms would be thrown 
open for selection, and it was during the first 
hour of the court being open that the rush 
took place. If f11rms were not selected on the 
first day they would remain open for selection and 
no premium at all was charged, but they could be 
selected at the upset price. He could not bring 
the same evidence to bear in c mnection with 
grazing farms that he had been able to do in con­
nection with occupation licenses, but he desired 
to m>tke the system the same in both ca,es, and 
he was assured by the land commissioners that 
the lot system was not a satisbctory one. It fre­
quently happened that a selector, anxious to g-~t 
a grazing farm, went to a great dea) of trou):>le m 
travellinr; about the country selectmg a smtable 
locality, and then applied to the department to have 
certain land thrown open for grazing farms D,lld 
settlement. The dcpartrnen tat once communicated 
with the Land Board, who made the recommenda­
tion and after a certain inter' ~1 of time, during 
whi~h the selector had been waiting D,nxionsly 
for the farms to be thrown open for selection, 
they v. ere thrown open. But the resul.t w~s. that 
attention had been drawn by that mchVldnal 
who was anxiously hoping to get a particular 
farm to the facb that the land was to be thrown 
open, and when the time ar~i ved he found. tl:at 
the people in the neighbntm_ng ~own or d1stnct 
generally put in a lot of applicatiOns for the very 
farm that he had been eager to secure. 

The Ho:s. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH: They 
would be the people who would offer a premium. 

The ML'HSTBR FOR LANDS said that 
they often put in dummy applications. He 
wanted the State to derive the benefit of the 
premiums and not particular indivi~uals. Dum­
ll1J.:ing \vas an wdl that \vns growing. He \v.as 
satisfied that the present system was not satis­
factory, and he did not see his way to recom­
mend the auction system. If anyone was to 
derive benefit it should be the State, and he was 
satisfied thrJ,t the proposed system would give 
more satisfaction than that now adopted. 

Mr. NORTON said he thought that there was 
some misapprehension about the blackmailing­
spoken of. He had had no opportunity of hear­
ing anything about blackmailing with reiiard to 
grazinrr farms, but he referred more partwulftrly 
to occt~pation licenses in connection with which 
the i'vlinister for Lands had said there was a great 
deal of blackmailing. The paper the hnn. gentleman 
ro1td showed that numerous applications were put 
in for the ,same piece of land in a number of in­
stances and that there were only one, two, or three 
lion i.ficlc applications amoniist them; but it cli; \.not 
follow thr,t th>tt was an evidence of blackma1lmg. 
He had heard that in some cases there really had 
been blackmailing ; that some persons, knowing 
that an individual wanted a particular portion of 
country, put in an application. for it, so tha~ in 
the event of their gettmg the hcense they Imght 
nass it over to the person who really wanted the 
iancl upon his rmying a certain premium for it, 
That was sometimes done, but it must not be 
supposed that that was the case in. e':ery 
instance in which a number of apphcatwns 
were made for the same piece of country. He 
knew of one case which had been mentioned to 
him by the gen-tleman interested in it.. T.hat 
gentleman had wanted to secure a eertam p!ece 
of land for years. He had been using th.e ~and, 
and was quite prepared to pay rent for 1t 1f he 
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could get it; but he had never been able to get 
a lease or license for it. It was a dry piece of 
country, and not of much use except in good 
seasons, and he had occupied it for 'ome years 
without paying rent for it, though he '' .•s will­
ing to do so. \Vhen the Act of 1H84 came 
into force, or very soon afterwards, t bat land 
was thrown open for occupation under occu­
pation licenses, and that gentleman found that 
another besides himself wa,, anxious to get it, 
and he had told him what he did. Wh- n that 
gentleman found ont what the other man Wf\S 
doing he got a number of names and put in some 
eight or nine a]Jplications for the lanrl, and the 
other man put in the same number of applica­
tions. Each thought he was putting in more 
than the other, but as it hap]Jened they might 
just as well have been content with one ap]Jlica­
tion each. "When the matter came to be decider! 
it was a test between the two, and as the country 
had been divided, one man got one portion and 
the other got another, so it was all right. 
·what he wanted to point out waR that, in that 
eaee, though a number of applications bad been 
put in there 'vas no blackmailin0 whaJ.ever about 
them. He referred to that because he thought 
it would be an unfortunate thing if people were 
led away with the idea that because" num!Jer of 
persons applied for a t'icce of land, they did 
so with the de8ire to levy blackmail upon 
two or three ]Jersons who required it. So far as 
the premium scheme !Jefore them was concerned, 
he thought it would be a decided improve­
ment to have only one premium instead of un 
annual ]Jremium. If he read the clause al"ight 
the competition wonld be only amongst tho:;e 
who appeared in court when the land court was 
opened, and if another man came inl1alf-an-hour 
later and put in an application with double the 
premium put in by those who were competing he 
would have to stand aside. 

Mr. PAUL said he did not know \vhether he 
would be in order in referring to section 48 
simply with regard to grazing farms, as he 
wished to bring under the notice of the Com­
mittee a case of gross injustice. Section 48 of 
the Crown Lands Act of 1884 said :-

"Xo person who is under the age of eighteen years, 
or who is a married \Yoman not having ohtaln ~d an 
order for judicial st .iJarntion or protecting her separate 
property, or who is in rrspect of the land applied for or 
held, or any 1_Jart thereof or interc:o.t therein, an agent, 
trustee, or servant of or for ~my other por•,on, shall be 
compcte11t to apply for or holfl any land UlF1er the pro­
visions of this pm·t of the Act." 

He must first refer to Saltern Creek. li:Iessrs. 
Collier and partner, who were large squatters in 
Victoria, took up in tlJe name of their se;·er.tl 
children something like seven grazing farms of 
20,000 acres c.teh. On the other hand, iilr, 
Herbert Hunter'::; son, who wa~ in a bank here, 
and was not in any way a servant or agent of 
the holder of Victoria Downs, apj,lied for 20,000 
acres on VictoriaDo;.~.lls in the l\lantucJ, di~trict, 
and his application was refuoed by the J:;Iinister, 
and was als~ rejected by the Land Board. He had 
it on perfect authority, ibat that lad w.cs a 
clerk in a bank here at the time he made theapyli­
cation and had nothing vhatever io do with Vic­
toria Downs Station, yet his npplication was re­
fused, while l\Ir. Collier and his partner were 
allowed to take up in the names of their severr,l 
children something like 130,000 acres. 

Mr. CROMBIE: They were not the owners 
of the run. 

Mr. PAUL said Mr. Herbert Hunter's son 
was not the owner of the Victoria Downs run. 

Mr, CROMBIE: But his father was. 
Mr. PAUL said the son was nol a servant or 

agent under the '!Rth section, and it was a dis­
graceful thing that a native-born colonial should 

lmve his application for 20,000 acrts refused 
when the >tpplications for seven grazing farms m 
the n~.mes of the children of Victorian squatters 
were allowed. '.fhat was one of the nwst dis­
graceful things tlmt had occurred under the Act, 
and he thouuht HH118 rr1eaRurc should be br0nght 
in by the GovernYL'ont by which a nath·e-born 
Queenslander should be able .to take up ~' seiec· 
tion just the same as the children of Vrctom1n 
squatters. 

Mr. AGNEW saicl he did not share the 
opinion of those hon. members who thought ~he 
clause would be objectionable. In many rn­
starwes, when bctnkrupt .stock was fur sale, 
applic1tions we!'e invited in the shape of temlers 
from buyers, and the stock went to the person 
who offered the highest premium, or in other 
words sent in the highe,;t tender. And there 
were 'many other ways in which the same 
princivle wa'l applied. Al.! Gover-nment con­
tucts ,,-ere let bv pubhc tender, and the 
sy.:tem gave every satishction. He was sorry 
to hear the remarks made with reference to ten­
dering for Guvenunent contracts in QneenBla.nd. 
IIe had been a contractor under the Government, 
anddnrin;· the whole of lchexverience as a tenderer 
he !Htd never he cnl of any exception to the rule 
tlHtt the r:,ystern hud given satiBfactiun. ..A .. nd his 
exnedence in other colonie._, also was tlw,t there 
w._{s no better systmn of lot,ting public \Vorlcs 
than by inviting puLlic tenders. The system of 
premiums was _imply a development of the 
principle of tenders, a!ld he ~~:tw no reason why 
it should not '' Jrk sat!Sfactonly. 

l\lr. CASJ~Y said he agreed with the re­
marks of the hon. member for Burke, l\fr. 
Hodgkinson, rq:;arding the resumed areas of 
runs. Any sensible squatter recognised the bet 
that he held the resumed area on a grazmg 
license which could be taken away at any time, 
and he would be a very foolish man if he 
encleavoured by any illegal m~ans to acquire a 
rigLt to occupy it in a. rnanner contrary to the 
intention of the Act. He did not know that 
there had been any particular ru,,h after grazing 
farms; but he knew somet.hing about occupa­
tion licenses. '.fhe squatter seemed to he 
an animal who had no place whereon to put 
the sole of his fooL in that Chamber-neither 
side seemed to care much about him. They sat 
behind what was called a squatting Ministry; 
ttnd "Land Bill was brought in which was said to 
contain bribes to the squatters. They were 
cert,tinly very small bribes, and r:one ?f the 
squatters would accept them as brrbes m any 
shape. They simply wished to assist the Go­
Yernment to bring- the Act of 181:14 and the 
amendil;g Act of 1t-:CG into working form. They 
recognised the £,,et that the late Government had 
done tllern a goocl turn in giving then1 a fair tenure 
:::,nd comrJen '1tion for improvernents; and though 
the Act of le~-± did a certain amount of injury at 
the time, being introduced during afin;:mcial crisis, 
it had given them a tenure which had enabled 
them to some extent to recover from the losses 
brought upon them by drought and co~11mer.cial 
deprc>::3ion. That, ho"'tyeve:, was ~ digression. 
\Vith nc(ard to occupat1'?n hcenses, rt was not a 
C[Uestion between the nch man and the poor 
man or bet\1 een the s<1uatter and the selector, 
but ~ matter between neighbouring squatters ; 
and the squatter was not debarred from obtain­
in" an occupation license if he could get it fairly. 
H~ did not think there had been any blackma!l 
in connection with a large number of applr­
cations put in for single blocks of country. 
The persons who wanted the country simply 
got a number of their friends- which th<'Y 
were perfectly justified in doi:r_rg-to put in appli­
cations with the nnderstandrng that the person 
who st{cceeded in getting the piece of country 
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put up for C<lmpetition should transfer it to his 
vrincipal, who was the man that really wanted 
the piece of country. That caused no loss to the 
State; but he thonght that if the premium 
suggestion was carried into effect it would 
result in a loss of revenue. If the auction 
system was jn' tillable in any case it was justi­
fiable in the case of occupation licenses, be­
cause under that s•, stem the two men who 
wanted a particular p·iece of country would com­
pete fairly before the auctioneer, and give the 
country the benefit of what they considered the 
premium they could afford in order to obtain the 
piece of country they wanted. 'With regard to 
grazing farms, which were on the resumed areas 
of runs, he would only say that every sensible 
squatter had made up his mind that he held the 
resumed area till such time as it was required for 
cl,Jse settlement. And then, if the squatter was 
the sensible man he took him to be, he would be 
quite prepared to gh e up whatever country he 
occupied on the resumed are<t and meet the 
grazillg fanner ar3 a friendly neighbour. He 
suggested to the Minister for L mds that he 
should alter the regulation with regard to 
occuvation license,c;. 

Mr. S211ITH said he took it that the ol>ject 
the Committee had in view w:u simply to settle 
the people on the land, but he failed to see how 
the premium principle would further that end. 
He thought that a clause furtbGr on provided 
against dummying, bb:ause tbe succes~fu1 ten­
derer must necessarily reside on his farm, and 
no bogw' application .,,·as of any use when the 
RtlCcesofnl tenclerer was obliged to reside on his 
fa,nn. 

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL: That re­
fers to agricultural farms. 

The HoN. SIR S. W. GRIF:!!'ITH: It refers 
to both. 

Mr. SMITH said he thought it referred 
to both grazing and agricultural farme. At 
::myrate a clause to that effect would prevent 
any such thing as dummying, or any bo"'US appli­
ca,t;ions being pnt in for grazinr-;' f~tr7ns. An 
injustice woulcl be done to the first applic:mt 
under the clause. It appeared to him tl>at 
ev-ery applictmt was place::! upon the same foot­
ing. The man who went out ,;nd eelected land, 
who spent time ancl went to a certain expense 
in finding a suitable place to settle down, should 
have sorne recompen.se. He should have a prefer­
ential claim, as he went out to explore the country, 
and had to set the machinery in motion for 
having the land proclaimed open for selection. 
If he went and settld in an isolated place, the 
fact of hio settling there was an incentive to 
others to settle near him, and he should be 
<Cllowed some consideration. 'That principle was 
recognised in the Pastoral Leases Act, and why 
should it not be in the present Bill? 'J'he chu><e 
would do an injustice to the n1an \vho \Vent out 
ancl explored the land, as it would put him on 
the same footing as other applicants, after he 
had gone to a great dnl of tron ble. Other men 
who sat quietly at home coul<l take advantage of 
the labour, and exp:mse, and iooJ of time that the 
explorer had been put to, and that would be un­
just. He <mght to be allowed to take up a grazing 
farm at the upset price ; that was hts (Thlr. Smith's) 
opinion. It was not very likely that a voor me~n 
would take up one of those grazing farms; he 
did not see that he would have anv chance. 
Twenty thou ,and acres was the least he should 
think any man of common senfe would attempt 
to live uvon. Thirty-one square miles of 
country, if it were in a favourable condition, 
would carry 3,000 head of cattle, and a man 
would need a considemble amount of cttpital to 
go in for it. The hon. member for Warwick 
made an appectl in favour of the poor man, and 

said such were not considered in the Bill; 
but he (Mr. Smith) did not think a poor 
m:m could possibly take up a gwzing farm. 
The hon. ~"~nior Ineinber for South Bris­
bane had effectmtlly proved that it was nece<­
fe,ry to expend a cow;iderable amount of money 
upon a grftzing far1n, and no 1n:1n could ta)ze up 
one mlle,,s he had a certain amount of carntal to 
begin v·ith. He mtu;t have £4,000 or £5~000 at 
lettst. 1\'be~t would it cost to fence thirty square 
miles of country? And then the selector hac! to 
build a house, ancl how could he possibly obte~in 
his stock? The poor man was out of it 
altog,cther. He hoped the Committee would 
agree that the first applicant for a grazing farm 
should have a preference, an<l he would move an 
amendmAnt to the subsection by inserting after 
the word "applicant," at the beginning of the 
2nd paragraph, the worcls " except the first, 
who shall he~ve his farm at the upset r•rice." 

Mr. HAMILTON said any measure that 
would have the effect of reducing dummying 
should be supported, and it was Yery clear from 
the figures quoted by the l\Iinister for Lands 
that dmmnying had prevailed to a very large 
extent in regard to the occnr::~tion licenses. If 
two or three people applied for the htnd at the 
same time, it wa~ only natural to suppose that 
each would make the lw··t use of the land 
if he obtained it, and, therefore, why not give 
it to the man who felt inclined to give the 
most for it? It must be remembered that 
when the rush took place for the pick of the 
bnd, all those persons who were not successful 
could L:ke up gre~zing fm-rns in the same clbtrict 
at their leisure. The objection that the clause 
might lead a man to spend more than he could 
afford might also be raised in cases where the 
Government sold h111d by auction. As for the 
objection urged by the hon. member for \Vide 
D:ty, that if tenders were put in it was possible 
th>tt one man might ascertain the premiums 
offered by the others, that was impossible, as 
the tenders were all put in at almost the same 
hour. 

J\Ir. SALKELD s:oid the ~IIinister for L:tnds 
had 1men gnod enough to read a lot of figures in 
connection with applicttions for occupation 
licenses, and he stated the number of bon<t .tide 
and the nun>ber of bogus applications. 'l'he idea 
at once went through his mind: how did the 
hon. g·entlernan know which were bond fide and 
which were bogus applice~tions? \Vas it simply 
a matter of opinion on the pctrt of the land agent 
or the department? Until they knew how that 
estimntc we~•, arrived at, he did not think the 
figures would prove anything at all. \Vhatever 
they might prove in regard to occupation 
licenses, they proved nothing whatever in regard 
to grazing fa.rms. Grazing farn1s and occupation 
licenses were <jnite distinct. An occupation 
license was a temporary affair altogether. It was 
only "license from year to year, to occupy land 
that had not been taken up in any way. 
Almost the only interest the State had was in 
getting the most rent they could for the lands 
held under occupation licenses. One man might 
uf course put the land to better use, and employ 
mure per, ons than another, but there was no 
oblige~tion of that kind imposed upon him by the 
Act. It would not matter much if all the occu­
p<ltion licenses in the culony were held by twenty 
persons. But it was quite different in the case 
of grazing farms; the sdectors of grazing farms 
must make certain improvements, and there 
must be residence on the land either by the 
les,, es themselves or their agents. The more 
people they could get to settle on the land on 
those conditions the better it would be for the 
colony. Another point to which he would 
refer was the provision requiring the grazing 
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shown in the clause, was to get 
from the lands of the State. 'l'he 
who had just sat down evidently did 
stand-he (the Premier) did 
sively-what taking place 
ing farms. hon. member 
that there was no demand for 
now. There had not been in 
Premier) admitted. But the 
lately fallen and the prospect of 
leading many people to come 
·wales, where the land laws 
as they were in this colony, 
settling here as grazing 
they would do well by •M•ulc'JU'c 

that way. The hon. 
farmers were men of means, whereas 
fact was that no grazing would pay, as was 
pointed out by the hon. member for Bowen, with 
a less capital than £4,000 or £5,000. He (the 
Premier) would that a man would require 
£6,000 or £7,000 to any good on a 20,000-acre 
grazing farm. Of course a differential rate would 
prevail for those who took up smnJler areas. But 
men of small means were not the class who 
would be affected by those provisions. He 
did not think there were many of the class of men 
who would be affected by that clause in the colony 
at the present time, but there was a considerable 
number from the other colonies, and he held that 
the State was entitled to full rent for the 
lands they were offering All 
the valuations made by the 
a certain extent, be 
the proposed 
way arrivjng at 
were fenced in, 
number of 
doubt arrive 
ticular piece 
element to 
other colonies, 
the la.nd than 
Board, they 
to the country they did not say 
those grazing farms must be put up to some 
kind of competition, so that the colony might 
get full value for the land. That was what 
the Government were endeavouring to do, and 
he thought the premium system was the 
best way of accomplishing their object. There 
were, a.s he had mentioned before, three systems 
which might be adopted, but, of the three, that 

to Amendment Bill. 

was not very much 
it stood. He be­

to prevent dummy­
was to insert a clause to the effect 

there were two or more applicants 
same land, they should pay a certain 

sum for the right to have their applications 
entertained. The sum might be fixed at £10, 
£20, £30, or more-the money not to be re­
turned, but to go into the Treasury- and 
he felt assured that that would effectually 
put a stop to all bogus applkatiolls. While 
the bond fide man would wiJ"ingly pay his 
£10, or whatever the sum might be, for the right 
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of having his application considered, the bogus 
applicant would not be inclined to lose his 
money. That seemed to him the only way out of 
the difficulty; at any rate it was worth consider­
ing by the Committee. 

Mr. MURPHY said the only benefit that 
could po:o-,ibly accrue from the proposed nrrange­
ment was a benefit to the State, which would get 
a little more out of the land, but he failed to see 
how it was going to alter the present state of 
things. The mctn who wished to get the land 
would put in so many sealed envelopes with 
cheques instead of filling in the names of bogus 
applicants. The thing would be exactly the 
same, the mode only would be slightly altered. 

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL said it was 
no doubt quite true, as the hon. member had 
stated, that the clause would not stop dummying 
if people desired to do it, hut it would be a strong 
check upon them. At the present time any per­
son desirous of obtaining land not for a vond fide 
purpose would, by putting in a number of what 
he called "clashers," have a considerable advan­
tage as against the bon<2 fide selector. But sup­
posing he had to pay a premium, the State got 
the benefit of that premium. Tbe hon. member 
for Toowoomba, iVIr. Groom, said the runholder 
would be anxious to keep the land, hecrmse he 
would acC[uire a lea,e of twenty years, and that he 
could afford to give a good deal to obtain the land. 
Did the hon. member imagine that any man 
would keep a dummy for twenty years? If he 
wanted the land he must fulfil the conditions, 
and the man would be no longer a dummy if he 
complied with the conditions. But the pastoral 
tenants were not the only people who would 
evade the law. He should be sorry to think 
they were going to evade it continuously. But 
there \Vere "boss cockit-s" corning into the 
colony ; they were the people more to be 
guarded against than the pastorn,lists, because 
the pastoralist had just enough to do to manage 
the ler<sed portion of his run, while the " boss 
cocky" would he able to get every shepherd and 
loafer about him to strengthen his chances if he 
wished to acquire certain land. He might not 
want to acquire it for a great length of time, and 
supposing he did not intend to comply with the con­
dition there was no obligation except the payment 
of the rental for three years. Of course it was now 
proposed that the land should be occupied within 
three months, which was an additional condition, 
Therefore he thought the hon. member for 
Toowoomhn was leading the Committee astray 
when he stated that a person deoiring to evade 
the land law could, by pa,ying a certain sum of 
money, acC[~1ire the land for twenty ye:ws. As to 
the fear whwh the hrm. member for \Vide Bay 
said would exist in the minds of selectors because 
the amount of the tender would be divulged, that 
also wn,s basele&,;, because the envelopes would 
not he opened until a few minutes after tbe 
opening of the office ; they would be opened in 
the presence of the selectors, and it would then 
be ascertained if there were two or more appli­
cants for the same piece of land. 

The Hos. Sm S. W. GRIFJ;'ITH: There is 
nothing about that in the clause. 

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL said there 
was quite sufficient in the practice to know what 
the result would be. It would then be at once 
determined who shodd get the land. If there 
were two or more applicants it would be seen 
who had offered the highest premium, and if 
there were two of the same amount the question 
would he decided by auction, limited to the 
two applicants. He did not say that that 
was perhaps the very best means possible that 
could be adopted, hut it was the most practical 
suggestion that had occurred to him and to the 

Government. He knew that hon. members had 
not got all the information they desired in regard 
to the clashing which already took place be­
tween selectors of grazing farrns, because in the 
case of occupation farms it was openly spoken 
about, while in the other there was a gootl deal 
of caution exercised. Take the Clermont case; 
everybody knew about that, and syndicates 
were actually formed to divide amongst them­
selves the amount of premium they would get 
from the one vonrt tide applic,l.nt. It wus well 
known that £200 un~l £300 lwd been paid to men 
for the transfer of occupation licenses. But in 
the case of grazing furms, people who tried to 
evade the law were very careful not to speak 
about it; the penalties under the Act were 
quite sufficient to make thmn chary of tulking 
about affuirs of that kind ; so that informa­
tion which could be easily got in the one 
ea Je was not so easily to he got in the other. 
There was not at present much competition for 
grazing farm!'. In 1884 he stated his belief ,that 
there would lle a large amount of s0ttlement on 
grazing farms, but owiug to bad seasons, de­
pressed times, and the low price of wool and 
stock, there had not been so many selec­
tors of that kind as he had expected. But 
he still believed that a large amount of settle­
ment of that kind would take place, and if 
there was to be competition, and people would 
evade the law by putting in clashers, why 
not let the State get some benefit out of it? 
Of cour,,e, as now propo,ed, the premium would 
only be payable when tbe land W:l.S thrown open 
to Eelcction. It w:1.s not nften that they would h:we 
great competition for lands in that w:1.y. A large 
area of htnd was surveyed and open for selection 
at present, which any person could go and take up 
without paying any premium whatever. There 
might be a rush in certain districts ; possibly 
people might come from the other colonies :1.nd 
desire to acquire particular blocks if the land was 
good and the rent moderate, and why should not 
the State get the benefit of the premium. He 
believed that the system proposed would be a 
considerable check so far as clashers were con­
cerned, and he applied the term "clashers" 
n1ore against the ''boss cookies" t_han against the 
pastoralists. The object of the Bill, as anyone 
could see, was not to put the slightest obstacle in 
the way of bon<t fide selectors. It was not 
intended that the vond fide selector should pay a 
higher rental than was fixed by the board, who 
should be able to decide what was a fair rental. 
Hon. members should remember that there would 
be only one premium, not a premium for each 
year, which he considered a desirable amend­
ment. 

Mr. GROOM: A Sf!uattcr might pay £500 to 
keep selectors out. 

The POSTMASTER-GEXBRAL said he 
wouhl be very foolish to pay more than the ve~lue 
of the land, and it must also be remembered 
thut the Land Board would settle the value of the 
land. As to dummying, the hon. member must 
know that anyone could put in nine or ten 
clashers, and ten chances to one were very 
heavy odds against the !Jon<lfide selectors. He 
thought anyone looking at the matter dispassion­
ately would see at once that the intention was to 
assist the bond fide selector in every possible 
wuy. 

The i\HNISTER FOR LANDS said thut he 
would point nut that the grazing farmer was not 
necessarily tied clown to his laud, as he w:1.s not 
necessarily a IJonrl fide resident of the colony, 
and at the end of three years he could transfer 
if he chose. He had listened with attention 
to tbe opinions expressed by hon. members on 
both sides, and he would show in what way h 
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proposed to amend the clause. In the 2nd para­
graph he proposed to omit the worn "annul11," 
so that it should re:td :--

" J~.vcry applicant shall iu his applic:ttion .state the 
prcmmm (if any), in afl 1htion to tlw rent speCified in 
the proclamation, \Vllicll he is prepared to lHlY for t '.e 
lot for the first .rear of the term of his lease, in t.lw 
event of there bein~ competiLon for the same." 

That would entail the lcwing out the word 
"fi\·e" and altering" years" to "year." Then 
the next line would be amended so as to read-

" '£110 first prawimn so statccl shall accompany the 
application.'' 
Then the last sentence would require to be struck 
out-

H The prcmitnn shall be a<ldecl to m:d be dt ~.med part 
of tile annual rent." 
He therefore hq·ged to move that in line 17 thQ 
word "annual" i.Je omitted. 

Mr. SALKELD s1tid that if there \7ere more 
speeches like thnt of the Pmtmnster-Gcneml 
they would require nn :tddition to the interpreta­
tion clause. 'l.'hey had heard of "clash er;" and 
"boss cocldes." n.ncl other such tenns. He 
thought they ,;,·ere racing termo, 

'l'he POST.iYIASTEI{-GEl'IERAL: Ko, they 
are not. I do not know anything about racing. 

l\Ir. SALKELD said the Premier had sb,ted 
that the object of the Government in that 
amendment was to get the full value of the land 
for the State, but he die! not think the Premier 
really understood the clause. If the Govern­
rnentreally wanted to get the full value ofthe land, 
they should make t.he cbu.;e provide that the pre­
mium should be paid for the ten years, instead 
of for five or for one, for the simple reas•n that 
the longer the time given the more rent would 
be given. The last words of the paragraph were 
unnecessan· and should have been left out if the 
object was· to g8t the most they could for the 
State-namely, " in the event of there being 
corn petition for the sn,rne. '! The Government 
should keep that money in the Treamry. If the 
main object of the Government were to get as 
much money as they could, they would leave out 
the proviso about refunding the money in the 
event of there being no competition. \Yhy 
should they not stick to it ? \Vhy not extend 
the tin1e over ten ye:Hs instead of making it one? 
.A .. tnan n1lght be able to give n1ore in proportion 
if it were extended over ten years th"n he could 
if. it were only extended over five years. A 
stmekeeper could get more for his goods, or a 
man for his land, if he gave terms than if he 
asked for cash down. 

The POST:\IASTER-GEl'IEHAL: He will 
get more promi ed f<.T it. 

Jl.fr. SALKELD said that they wonlcl f';Ct it 
all right, because the selections would be for­
feited if it were not paid. It had been stated 
that that clause would protect the 0on1 fide 
selector. A great deal bad be·n soid about the 
premiums th<1t had been given in conne12tion 
with an occupation license at Clermont. 

The POSTI:IASTER-GENE.RAL: £200 was 
given as a pren1imn in tbe Clern1ont case. 

Mr. SALKELD said he would like to point 
out the extreme improbability of anyone paying 
£250 premium to get an occupation license, 11s in 
the case of an occu]J<ction license the rent could 
be increa,ed 2.'i per cent. by the li1inieter, or 
the occupation license could bn terminated at six 
months' notice. That showed how unlikely it 
w"s. The hon. gentleman might have been 
informed to that effect, but if it had occurred it 
must have been done by some one who was 
ignorant of the provisions of the Act of 1884. 
That Act provided that if a transfer were made 
it must have the approval of the board. Clause 

69 stated that a lessee might underlet the whole 
or any part of his holding, and that underlease 
might he transferred, with the approval of the 
board to such underlease or transfer; but would 
the bo"rd give their approval if the man h11d 
talcen upland to blaclouail. 

The POST:\IASTER- GENERAL : How 
would they know ? 

1\lr. SALKELD said the Minister for Lands 
h"d given a list of the number of applications, 
and how many were bonr1 fide, and they could 
tell in the S>~me way whether a man was a black­
mailer. That hon. gentlenmn had told them that 
out of twenty-five applications only three were 
!Jond.fide, so that there must have been twenty­
two bogus ones, and in the same way he could 
tell whether a man who wanted to transfer to 
someone else was a blatkmailer or not. As far 
as protecting bond fide selectors went, the whole 
thing was quite urmeces;,ary. They must recol­
lect that one swallow did not make a summer, 
and they should not upset the whole machinery 
of the Act because they had found an isolated 
c>1:"e of blackmailiug. He w cLS sure that the pro­
position wonld not be received with satisfaction 
by the class of persons who really would wish to 
become selectOl's under the Act. 

Mr. MACJ<'A.RLANE said he thought the 
amendment proposed by the ::\Tinister for Lands 
would scarcely meet the views of the Committee. 
He could suggest to that hon. gentlmuan a 
system by which they could get out of the 
difficulty. It was said by the Premier very 
distinctly that the object of the Bill was to get 
the true value of the land. \Vhy not allow the 
applicants to value the land themselves. 

The PREMIER: Y on must fix an U]Jset 
price. 

Mr. l'IIAC:FARLANE E.~id instead of asking 
thetn to give a prmniurr1 for five years, let each 
applicant st>1te wlutt rent he would give for the 
first five ye~trs. That would meet the cases of 
the bogus applicants. It would entirely do aw'W 
with them, and by that means the true value of 
the bnd would be obtained. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GRLB'l<'ITH s11id an 
hon. member had asked what was a "boss cocky." 
He did not know whether he was rir;ht, 
but he had an idea. A "cocky" was a term of 
opprobrium introduced by the squatte"s of New 
South \Vales to signify an intruder on their 
runs; he was, in fact, a selector, and a "boss 
cocky" was a larger selector than usmtl, who was 
entirely independent of the influence of the 
surrounding estate. They were a most objection­
able class of persons to the squ:ttters. They 
were regarded with the greatest abhorrence. 
No doubt those grazing farmers were ref.(arrlerl hy 
a great nmnr people in the sam~e light. 'fhey 
were disagreeable intruders on the surrounding 
domain. 

Mr. AUCHER : That is an excellent part 
of the Bill. 

The Hm:. Sm S. W. GIUFFITH said the 
hon. member for Rockhamptnn said that was an 
excellent part of the Bill, hut his opinions on 
that, amongst his own party, were alnwst as 
solitary as on the excellencies of the other parts 
of the Bill. A great many members regarded 
the grazing farmers as most objectionable. .Ever 
since he had been in the House he had tried 
various ways of encouraging the existence of 
small grazing farmers, and, from the first time 
of coming into the House up to the present time, 
there had been the S'.me stolid opposition to 
them in one wo,y and another. The old story was 
repeated : " They are no better than we are. We 
occupy the land for grazing purposes, and they 
will do the same. \Vhy should we be put out to 
make room for them ?" So when any assistance 
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was attempted to be given to that class of 
selector, the old squatting party-he always used 
the epithet ''old" because he meant the old' foolish 
squatting party who could see no interests in the 
country except their own-opposed it. He, of 
course, did not include all the squatters but 
1~erely the old ".quatting party. They lmd per­
sistently opposed anything that would facilitate 
those people going on the country. He did not 
for a moment. mean to suggest that that was 
the only mot1ve the Gov·ernment had in pro­
po~in~ the amendment, but he could not help 
thmkmg there was some of that feeling of dis­
like to that clas.; of persons attached to the 
amendment. He did not say that that was the 
conscious motive of the Government, but that 
they were unconsciously actu01ted by that old 
st>;nding dislike. ,Tust see what was the alleged 
evJl, and the remedy proposed to be adopted. 
At Clermont, or some place, there were a number 
of people wo,nting a block of country under an 
occupation license. Those who knew what occu­
lXt~ion lic~mses were conlcl give reasons why the 
ne1ghbounng squatter should be particularly 
anxious to have that block. There was per­
~aps some . very clisagree";ble intruder coming 
mto the neighbourhood. He wanted to tnke up 
that portion of the country where he could do 
:t great deal of mischief, and it could be 
readily understood that the squatter shouhl deter­
mine that he should not hr~vc tlmt land aml 
use every endeavour to keep hirn out. ±hose 
thinf]s, no doubt, ho,cl happened just as when 
forfmtecl runs used to be put up at auction. 
H9 ho,cl ht:c1rd of instructions being given by a 
ne:gh bounng squatter to buy the run at any 
pnce, rather tlmn allow some particular person 
:vho wanted to obto,in it for the purpose of can/ 
mg on some nefarious business, to get it. After 
a year or two he forfeited it aaain and 
if necessary bought it again. Applic~tions 
for o~cupation licenses had occasionally been 
mo,cle m the same way, o,nd he did not bhme 
the squatters, in certain co,ses, for opposiua them 
by putting in a number of application-s. He was 
not prepared to say tho,t he thought the tender 
or auctwn system was a bad one in the case of 
occ'!J?ation. licenses, because it was a very 
fug1t1 ve kmd of settlement after all and 
so fo,r as that went he did not se~ o,ny 
particular objection to allowing the auction 
syotem to apply to occupation licenses. But in 
the co,se of grazing farms it was different 
altogether. A grazing farm was a block of land 
which had been first surveyed and then put up 
for selection. The occupier of the land i1r9t of all 
had to get a license; then he had t> fence in the 
land, o,nd until then he could not tranof,·r it 
!Vhen it was fenced he must continually occupy 
1t. If the next propo'ed amendment in the clause 
was carrie<;I, then the land must be occupied 
before fencmg. There was no po,rticular induce­
ment to dummying in .such co,ses, so that the 
clause could only o,pply to a very few cttses, 
':'hen there wo,s a very large demand for a po,r­
twular b~lck _of countr:l_', to be used as a grazing 
farm. He chd not thmk blocks were likely to 
be taken up under occupation licenses for the same 
P!Irpose as grazing brms, but if they were he 
d1d not think that was o, sufficient reason why a 
particular person should not be allowed to ballot 
for :t grazing farm, especio,lly as the squo,tter was 
not allowed to compete with him. The object 
that was to be gained in the case of grazina 
farms seemed to be that the applicant should pa~ 
~"higher r,\',nt. If the object was to put money 
mto the .Lreasury, then there was no reo,son 
why the same principle should not apply 
all round. If .the object was to get the 
largest rent poss1ble, the proper thing would 
be to fix the upset price and let all a]Jplico,tions 
be made by tender. That system was tried for 

years, and ttbo,ndoned afterwards, as not being a 
good one. Smne hon. InemberB, no doubt, were 
nut aware of the fact that, at one time, all 
applico,tions for runs were by tender. 

The POST:\IASTER-GEJ'\EHAL: The con­
ditions were different then. 

The Hos. Sm S. W. GRTFFITH said they 
were, but still the o,pplications were by tender. 
Now, in the case of grazing ftt1·ms the land had to 
be occnpiecl. It had to be improved before it was 
tmnsferable. If the object wo,s to protect the 
Treasury, let all applico,tions be by tender, as the 
hrm. member for Ipswich had suggested. If the 
upset v;as insufficient, that showed that the 
bom·cl had not done their duty; but why should 
a person be submitted to that form of competi­
tion in this case more than in another. There 
was no doubt that the system was in bvour of 
the man with the largest purse. It was no use 
denying that. Hon. members opposite so,id tho,t 
a man must h:tve a lot of money to start a grazing 
farm. 

The PREJ\IIER : So he must. 
The HoN. Sm S. W. GHJ]'l•'ITH so,id they 

knew, as a matter of fact, that, in "' great many 
parts of the colony, grazing farms were taken up 
by men of very snmll meo,11s indeed. 

The PHJ£MIER : How long do they last ? 
The HoN. Sm S. W. GlUFJ!'ITH: The 

hon. gontlemfm no doubt did not believe 
in those people, but he wo,s speaking from 
the point of view tho,t that wo,s a beneficial 
kind of settlement and should be encour,1ged 
It seemed to him that tho,t system of pitting 
men against each other by secret tender was 
open to all the objections of the auction system. 
'fhc birest way to the State was no doubt the 
auction system if they were to consider simply 
the interests of the Treasury, but there was 
a great deal more than that to be considered 
-to encourage settlement. The amendment sug­
gested by the Minister for Lands would mean 
tho,t the man with the brgcst amount of cash in 
his pocket would get the lttnds, not the man 
whose object it was to settle on the lo,nd. He 
confessed that he had listened with some in­
credulity to the stories that had been told in 
respect to applications for occupation licenses, o,nd 
the reports the hon. gentleman had given them. 
The hon. gentleman had no doubt got those 
reports from officers in his dep>1rtment, but for 
all that he doubted some of the statements made. 
I<' or instance, there was the case sto,tecl where -118 
persons were s.ticl to have applied for one piece 
of land, and there wo,s only one uoncZ fide appli­
cant amongst them. He doubted tho,t very 
much. Did the hon. gentlemttn mean to 
say that those 418 applicants put in the Hrst 
year's rent with their o,pplico,tions in cash? He 
did not believe there \Yas so much cash in the 
rlistrict. How could it lmve ho,ppenecl? He 
suppo,.;cd the block could not luwc been ler~s 
than twenty square miles, and did the hon. 
gentleman mean to say tlmt £8,000 was paid in 
c •.sh to the bnd o,gent "ith those applications? 
He was quite sure it had not been. How was it 
clone? 

An HoNOUTIAllLE 1\IE;\Imm: By che.que. 
The HoN. SlR S. W. GRIFFITH said that 

if that was so the thing could be easily remedied 
by a regulation. It was easy to prevent appli­
co,tim:s being accompanied by cheques, and it 
was r1ght they should be accompanied by cash. 
He had supposed they were. Thev mwht to be, 
certainly, because if a man was allowed to make 
his application by putting in o, cheque, the syc>­
tem would be open to all sorts of abuses ; but it 
would not take the system proposed in the Bill, 
and which was open to very serious objection, to 
get over tho,t difficulty. After all, were there any 
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instances where injustice had been done, and any 
outcry that persons who desired to get grazing farms 
were prevented from doing so by the great com­
petition for them? A man might have to wait a 
little longer, but he supposed that if a man was 
unsucce.ssful to-day, the supply of QTazing farms 
open to selection was, or ought to be, in excec.s of 
the demand, a,nd if he die! nut get a particular 
one he could get another before he left the office. 
S_urely they woulcl have heard if any great inju;;­
trce had been cau;;ed, a,nd yet not '" single case, so 
far as he !me .v, had been reported by the prer .. s of 
a m:..tn being depri veri. of getting a grazing farrn 
through undue competition. If that had occurred 
it would only show that the Lands Department 
were not doing their duty by keeping a sufficient 
supply of those grazing farms in the market for 
selection. 'rhat was the remedy for it---throw 
plenty of farms open to selection. He was g-lad 
to hear the hon. member at the head of the 
Government admit that the predictions he had 
made with respect tot he Act of 18S4lmd not come 
true, and that people were coming here in con­
siderable numbers to k.ke advantage of that 
beneficial form of settlement. The difficulty 
referred to could be overcome by throwing open 
1nore farn1s, and further legislation to 1neet it \Vas 
not necessary. 

The PRE:\HER said with re;:;ard to the last 
remarks of the hon. gentleman tlHtt he had 
adrnitted th1tt persons were corning here to take 
advantage of tboJ. beneficiallc~:islation, by saying 
that large numbers of 1 Jersons were coming over the 
border to take up portions of their land,, that 
statement was certainly correct; but, he asked, 
what did these per.<ons take up those hnels for? 
They did not take them up for the purpose of 
settlement, but for speculative purposes. The 
hon. gentleman might laugh at that, but he 
could tell him that those persons would part 
with those lands when the conditions were 
fulfilled which would enable them to transfer 
their properties. They did not come hero 
as IJonro fide settlers. 'l'he hem. gentlem.:~n had 
made some little c.:~pital by Paying that he had 
not heard that >tny great trouble had ensued 
through persons being unable to get the portions 
of land they wanted. That might be so, but it 
wa" better to legislate in time, as he was sure 
that anyone who !mew anything about the 
subject knew that trouble was coming. The 
hon. gentleman had u1id that a great deal of 
good had been done by the Act, so far as it had 
gone, and that he knew of his own knowledge 
where people of small capit<tl had gone in for 
large grazing farms. 

The HoN. Sm S. W. GIUFFITH; I did not 
say large gr8-zing farms. 

The PHE:\HER said he was sorry for them, 
and he thought the hem. gentleman must have 
been misinformed. They all knew how the 
large grazing ftmns had worked. Those pro­
visions hu,cl resulted in capitalists con1ing over 
from the other colonies and selecting, in smne 
cases, over 120,000 acre" of land. T!Mt was not 
only in one case but in more than one, and they 
turned them to the same use--with a better 
tenure for themselves-as the country was used 
for before. That had been the ·only great 
result of the grazing farm system up to the 
present time. Certainly on the Lower vV arrego 
some few persons had taken up grazing farms to 
the maximum in a bon<t jide way, but it had been 
proved that the grazing farm "ystem had not 
been a succeH so far as bona fide settlement was 
concerned. 'rhey kn0w perfectly well what had 
been the effect of the sy.Jtern so far as the revenne 
WltS concerned. They knew just as well that thev 
had locked up at the present time some of th'e 
finest lands in the colony on a tenure of thirty 
years, with an enormous penalty to be paid to 

the holders of those fa,rms on the termination of 
their tenure. That had been the result of the 
legislation of the leader of the Opposition. 
He would like hon, members of the Committee 
to hflar the figures in mind, when he told them 
that the amount of the best lamh of the colony 
locked np for thirty years under the Act of 1884, 
was 2,1G4, 770 acres. 

The Ho"". Sm S. W. GRIFFITH: I wish it 
was twenty times as much. 

The PREi\IIER said he did not agree with 
the hrm. gentleman, He did not believe, and he 
was sure the country did not believe, in lock­
ing up such :m area of country as the hon. 
gentleman said he wished wo.s locked up, in 
the way in which that land was locked up 
now. The hon. gentleman no doubt thought it 
would last his time, and no doubtthirtyyearshencJ 
it would not trouble the majority of the 
Committee how the lands were locked up. He 
did hope, however, that not,,·ithstanding the 
remark he had just made, the hem. gentleman 
was sufficiently a Qneensland patriot not to wish 
anything of the sort. If the wish the hon. gentle­
man harl expressed was carried ont they woulrl 
have nearly 42,000,000 acres of the bPst land in 
the colony locked up for thirty years, and abso­
lutely un:o1sailable, except by paying enormous 
c.nnpenntion to those who held the land. The 
rent derived from the 2,1(}4,770 acres already 
locked up was onl.r between £11,000 and £12,000 
a year, and for that paltry mess of pottage 
the hon. gentleman had parted with the birth­
right of a generation of people. There was 
no Act which, so far as it had gone, had 
done so nnlCh in one way and another to darnage 
the colony. 'l'here conld be no question about 
that. Two classes of persons had been fixed on 
the country who could not be shifted without 
enormous cost to the State-the pastoral tenant, 
to whom had been given an indefeasible lease, 
and who could only be moved from his position 
by the payment of enormous compensation ; and 
the grazing farnwr, who had a longer tenure, 
and could only be shifted on exactly similar 
line... The leader of the Opposition !mew as 
well as he did that in the future, though not in 
the immediate future, compensation would ha veto 
be paid by the State in one form or another. He 
did not suppose it would be paid in cash, but in 
a way that would probably be more ~etrimental 
to the interests of the colony, that was, by an 
increa3ed tenure. There were thus two classes 
with every interest in common, who would in the 
future combine to elect a Parliament to give 
effect to their views and hold the soil against all 
comers. Hon. members might shut their eyes as 
long as they liked, Lut the ultimate resnlt of the 
operation of the Act of 1884 would be the 
combination of classes of leaseholders, having- in 
common the right of compemation at the end of 
their leases, and the creation of a power that 
would hold the land against the rest of the 
colony. And the arguments he ktd put forward 
t.o prove that could not be refuted. 

The Ho"". Sm S. \V. GRIFFITH said that 
anyone who before doubted the correctness of his 
statement that the Government were acturrted by 
a strong feeling of hostility to the grazing farm 
portion of the Land Act of 1884, must have had 
his doubts entirely removed by the speech of 
the Chief Secretary. It was evident that he 
regarded that portion of the Act as a mon­
strous piec0 of legislation ; and holding that 
Yiew, what sort of amendments could the Com­
mittee expect from the Government? Surely so.me 
amendments that would have the effect of restrict­
ing that kind of selection. \Vhen he pointed out 
that the amendment now under discussion would 
haYe that effect, some hon. members seemed to 
think he was imputing most improper motives; 
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and the Minister for Railways seemed to resent 
the idea that the Government were actuated by 
any such motive ; but the Chief Secretary had 
proved conclusively-if he was the mouthpiece of 
the Governm~nt-that they were actuated by the 
strongest feelmg of hostility to that portion of 
the Act. 

The MIKISTER FOR RAILWAYS: You 
gave the squatters a twenty-one years' lease. 

The Hox. Sm S. W. GRIJ<'lfiTH said that 
was an entirely different thing. He was talking 
about the effect of the chuse being to discoura~e 
grazing selection. "' 

~he MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: The 
Chl8f Secretary sa.id you had given indefeasible 
leases to two claEo>es, and he mentioned them. 
T~e Hox. Sm S. W. G RIFFITH sairl he wa, 

talkmg about one ~hing, and the hon. gentleman 
answered by t!'llnng about something quite dif­
ferent. He ilaJd that the effect of the amendment 
would be to discourage grazing selection. \Vhat 
answer was it to say that the Act of 1884 had done 
some

9
thing with re.ga_rd to another class of per­

sons. It was a fmr mference to draw from the 
speech of the Chief Secretary that he desired 
to I;estrict gmzing settlement. If it was so 
monstrous as he thought, he ought to abolish it 
altogether. 

The PREMIER : That would be repudiation. 
The HoN. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH said it 

would not be repudiation to abolish it in the 
future. !f it was such a monstrous system, why 
n.ot stop It.? \Vhy.not c.mcel all the proclama­
tiOns offermg grazmg farms for selection. The 
hon. gentleman could do so if he liked · anrl that 
was what he should do if he thought the system 
w:"s so !llonstrous. He would probably substitute 
=:henatwn of the land. The Committee could only 
Judge by:vhat the hon. gentleman had always said 
-they d1d not know ;vhat he was going to say 
next-and he based hiS argument on what the 
hon .. gentleman had said. The Premier had 
c!msistently opposed the system of grazing selec­
tiOn up to the present; but if he was not now 
opposed to the system, he should be ccJad to hear 
of.his becoming a convert. The hon~ gentleman 
~a1d that t~e land was locked up by the system 
mtroduced m the Act of 188"1; but his substitute 
was to make .the land freehold and pay the pnr­
cha~e money m to the Treasury; and he called that 
havmg a reg:;-rd forth,~ interests of posterity. The 
party to whiCh he {::hr S. \V. Griffith) beloncced 
were said to sacrifice the interests of posterity 
because they declined to take all the money fo;. 
the !and at once a_nd pay it· into the Treasury and 
use It. They decided to let the land at its fair 
v3;lue to be assessed by the Land Board, a judicial 
tribunal, and re-assessed by the board at the end 
of ever:r five years ; and at the end of thirty 
years, If nothmg better could he done with it 
let it again at its full value. He thou~ht that 
w.as conse~vin!? the interests of posteritY, and he 
did not thmk It could be shown that anything 
~e had ever done !n Parliament was against the 
mterests of postenty. 

The PREMIER: Who has to pay the com­
pensation? 

T~e Hox. ::lm S. W. GRIFFITH: The in­
commg tenants ; the same as in Irehtnd. 

The PREMIER: That is very unfortunate. 
The Hox. Sm S. W. GRIFJ!'ITH: The same 

as they will have to do in Irelancl. 
The PREMIER : That is more unfortunate. 
The Hox. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH said that 

some h~n. members seemed to have curious ideas 
as .t? nght and wrong in certain matters of 
politiCs. They thought it a monstrous thing that 

the incoming tenant should pay the outgoing 
tenant for improvements; but it seemed the most 
natural and fair thing in the world to him. 

An HoNOcRABLE lYIE}IBER: You have to 
catch him first. 

The HoY. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH said that 
if, at the end of thirty years, no incoming· 
tenant was prepared to pay onmpensation, the 
property would n•>t be saleable, and the State 
would have the be't of it, because the State 
w:ould get the benefit of tho improvements. He 
did not know that the present was the time to 
discuss the whole system of grazing farms though 
it would have to be discussed before they g~t to the 
end of the clause which made such a violent 
attack on the system. 

'rhe POST::YIASTER-GENERAL: How so? 
The HoY. Sm S. W. GRIFFITH: By cutting 

down the lease from thirty to twenty years. The 
amendments contained in the Bill, so far as 
g~'azing farins were concerned, were intended to 
discourng·e the system; at any rate, if that was 
not their intention it was their plain effect, and 
the amendment now under consideration would 
certainly have that effect. The Premier said 
that those people who came from New South 
\V ales and Victoria were only speculators. \Vhat 
were people wanted to settle on the land for? 
Did they not all come to speculate in one sense­
to make a profit out of it? \V hat about the 
people who had made fortunes in the \Vestern 
country by squatting-the ]Jeople who had 
bon[;ht to sell again, and had sold again? 

The PREMIER: \Vhat did the in traducer of 
the I,and )Let of 1884 do for speculators? 

The Hox. Sm S. W. GRIFFITII said 
the Chief Secretary objected to persons 
coming from other places with monev and 
taking up land as grazing farms. lie did 
not care whether they Iiwd on the land them­
solves or not, so long as they occupied the 
land and kept it well stocked, '.rhich was the 
best use it could be put to. Of course he would 
prefer to see them living there themselves· he 
did not believe in abseritee landlords. Bu't if 
th.ose men wt:ul~ occupy the bnd and pay a 
fmr r~m~ for It,. It was better than letting the 
lc,rd he Idle, as 1t was at present, although it was 
not putting the lall<l to its be,,t nse. The hon. 
gentleman had told them a shocking story, about a 
nun1ber of relatives taking· up ar1joiuino- crrazing 
f~rms; but, that did not prove anything ;t ~ll. He 
d1d not see why two brothers should not live next 
door to< och other, or why ten brothcro should not 
li I'O in the same street if they liked. He thought it 
was a very desirable thing, so long as the land 
was taken up honestly and not dummied for 
somebody else, that they should he neighbours. 
Then in regard to the sale of these farms · that 
was one of the inducements they held out.' But 
the inducement to sell out could always be 
removed by keeping plenty of land open for 
selection. So long as the supply of grazing 
farms was equal to the demand there was no 
chance of people from the other colonies 
taking them up to sell again. In resnect to 
runs, of course, it was diffm·ent. Th~ lands 
were all tnken up, and if a man wanted 
a !'lll.l he would ha' e to buy one from some 
ex1stmg squatter, \Vhere were the young 
people to go to if they wanted to go in for 
squattinr;-the young people in the town.s who 
might wish to go in for a country life? There 
\Y~ts no\vhere to go unless they bought a run 
from someboJy who had one. vVhy should they 
not take up large selections for themselves if they 
wished to go in for pastoral pursuits ? There 
were 200,000,000 of acres available in the colony 
for. that purpose-not at present available, hut 
whwh could be made available in future; it would 
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be idle to throw it open now. The question before 
them was, would theamendmenttothe present Act 
tend to facilitate settlement on the land? That 
w:cs how the matter Wits put by thehon. member 
for Bowen. It was cle<tr the Government did 
not wish to facilitate that kind of settlement, 
at least, the ·Premier did not; but he believed 
the Committee generally did. The amendment 
would rather tend to block settlement. It would 
prevent the poorer men from obtaining land; the 
man with the longest purse would have it. The 
speculator who came with a long purse would 
always outbid other men. He would welcome 
any number of men who came with money; let 
them come by all means, but he would prefer men 
who would live on the land. He would prefer 
to have men who came frum abroad, and who 
would pay a full rent, rather than men wlw 
would pay only one-fifth of its value. The 
nmenclment under considemtion would do nll 
the Premier, in one part of his speech, snid he 
objected to. It would give encoumgement to 
the speculator, to the man who hncl money in his 
pocket, nnd who wnnted land ; while the man 
in the colony who wanted the land also would be 
at a disnclvantnge. It would simply give nn 
advantage to moneyed men, and they had better 
wnit until they could do something better before 
they mnde any chnnge in the lnw at all. 

The MI~ISTER ]'OR LANDS said he did 
not think it wns advisnble to wenry the Com­
mittee, and he woulrl therefore move that the 
Chairmnn lenve the chnir nnd report progress. 

Question put nnd passed. 
The House rewmed; the CHAIR>! AN reported 

progress, nnd obtained lenve to sit ngain to­
lnorrow. 

ADJOURNMENT. 
The PREMIEll snid: In moving the adjourn­

ment of the House, I mny st<tte that, after the 
privnte busine's to-morrow, the Gm urnment 
intend to go on with the Crown Lnnds Bill in 
committee. 

Question put and pnssed. 
The House adjourned nt twenty-six minutes 

past 10 o'clock. 

Questions. 




