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J.'RIIHY, 25 OCTOBER, 1901. 

The SPEAKER 
took the chair 

Arthnr }forg .n, TVa1•wick) 
half-past 3 o'clock. 

QUE8TIONS. 
LEAVE Oc' ABSEXCE TO I;-;srECTOR CRnm. 

Mr. LESI::'\A (Cicrmont) asked the Secretary 
for R ~ilw3,ys-

l. Is 1t trne thn,t. Inspector Arthur Bamucl Crlbb, of 
the Ttailwuy Department, ha~ been granted leave of 
absence on fnll1,,1y. 

2. If so, \Yllat is the reason. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS 
(Hon. J. Leahy, Bulloo) rep!ied-

1. Yes. 
2. He has taken aclvanbl.gc of tbc annual leave of 

absence provided in the regulations. anrt. which is 
enjoyed by all employees of the Railway De1_)a.rtment. 

TANK El'iGINES ON St:BURBAN RAILWAYS. 

Mr. LESINA asked the Secretary for Rail
ways-

Vrhat measure of success has attended the trials or 
tests made with the tank engines ou the various sub
urban lines? 

The SECRJ<~TARY FOR RAILWAYS 
replied-

! have no official report. but I understand that the 
tests made have proved satisfactory. 

Mr. LESINA: I desire to ask the Secretary 
for Railways whether, when he receives the 
report in r,ference to the tank engines, he will 
lay it on the table of the House before his 
Estimates come on? 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: 
I never can tell what I shall do until I have a 
subject matter before me. After the report is 
in, if the !Jon. member asks me, I will tell him. 

DAY LABOUR ON GOVEH:>I~IENT RAILWAYS. 

Mr. TURLEY (Brisbane Smtth): I beg to 
ask the Secretary for Railways, without notice, 
if he will lay on the table of the House the 
report of ::\Ir. Stanley in connection with day 
labour on the Government railway,;? 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: 
I c;m only say that I have never seen any report 
of JYir. Stanley's on the subject. It never 
reached me if he made one. I will in'luire if he 
made such a report. 

Mr. TURLEY : The Courier of :-lrd October 
states that he has made such a report. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: I 
believe it is pruceerling satisfactorily, if that is 
what the hon. member wants to know. 

::\Ir. TURI,EY : I understand there was a 
report sulnnitted. 

The SECRETARY JWR RAILWAYS: I 
have not seen it. 

ACTING CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEES. 

The ATTORJ'<EY- GENERAL (Hon. A. 
Ilutledge, ,1Iaralw<L): I move that JYir. Annear 
take the chair in commiLtee for this day, in the 
absence o± the Chairman. 

Question put and passed. 

:REPORT ON BAXANA TRADE. 

On the motion nf the HoN. A. S. CO"\VLEY 
(Herbat), for 1\Ir. Smith, it was formally 
resulved-

'l'hat tllcrc be laid on the table of the House the 
rP~JOrt JJy the in,-pector nnder the Di~eascs in l)lants 
\et who 'i:<:ited the southern eolo111c~_; in c0nnec:tlon 
with the banana t:·adc. 

J;'ACTORIES AXD SHOPS ACT Al\IEND
JYIEXT BILL. 

On the motion of the HO:VIJ~ SECRETAHY 
(Hon .. J. F. G. Foxton, Carnunon), it was 
formally resolved-· 

That the House \Vill at its next sitting resolve itself 
into a Committee of the "\Yhole to consider of the 
ad·o;:isablenc:-;s of jntrodneing a Bill to amend the Jt~ac
torit·• a.nd Shops Act of 1900. 

PUBLIC SERYICE ACT Al\IENDMENT 
BILL. 

THilW READING. 

On the motion of the ATTORNEY
GENER~'..L, this Bill was read a third time, 
passed, and ordered to be transmitted to the 
Legislative Council ff>l· their concurrence, by 
message in the usual form. 

PRICKLY PEAR SELECTIONS BILL. 
CoMnHTTEE. 

Clause 1-'' Short title "-put and passed. 
On clause 2, as follows :-
Any countr;v lands which are infested by prickly 

pear may be proclaimed open for selection as prickly 
pear selections under the proviswns of this Act. 

The proclamation declaring such land open for selec
tion shall appoint a place and a time (not being less 
than four weeks from the date of the proclamation) at 
which the land will be open for selection; and at and 
after thn time so notified the land shall be open for 
selection accordingly. 

The proclamation shall specify the numbers of the 
portions and their respective areas: 

Provided that no portion shall exceed three hundred 
and twenty acres in area. 

rrhe proclamation shall further specify the maximum 
amount. of money }Jer acre which will be paid to selec
tors of the respective portions by way of bonus under 
the provisions of this Act. 

\Yhen any land is so proclaimed open for selection,_ 
maps shall be prepared and exhibited to the public at 
the office of the land agent and at the Department of 
Pubhc Lands in Brisbane showing the land so open, its 
distance from railway or water carriage, the maximum 
amount of bonus payable to the selector per aere, and 
sueh other informat-ion as may be prescribed by regu
lations in that behalf. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS 
(:f-Ion. "\V. B. H. O'Connell, Musgrat·e) said he 
should like the hon. member for Dalby to mform 
the Committee how he proposed to provide the 
money to be paid as bonuses to selectors. There 
was no provision in the Bill for raising the 
money, and the Lands Department had no 
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money available for that purpose at the mesent 
time. Did the hon. member propose that the 
money >hould be voted by Parliament? 

J\Ir. BELL (Dalby}: The conrse he proposed 
was that before the Government made anv 
expenditure of that kind they sh,uld ask th'e 
House to vote the money on the Estimates or 
the Supplementary Estimate.,, 

Hox. A .. S. COWL BY (Herbert): The hon. 
member hnd g·ot the Lieutenant-Governor's 
message for the nece~sary ttppropriation, n:nd 
could deal with che matter in the Bill. The 
Bill was in-itiated in connnittee on the 27th 
of September. and the necess::try appL>priation 
was rec nnmend·'d by n1.essage fro:r:-1 His Excel~ 
lency the LietF•_•nant-Go·.·ernor. 

1\h. BOLES (Port Curtis} wished to know if 
these prickly pear l:wcls were to be surveyAd 
J:.efore they were declared open to selection. He 
thought it would be be,ter · th .t they should be 
chl'sified before thoy v·ere thrown npen to selec
tion. 

Mr. BELL: Tbere would be no differ0nn in 
this matter frmn the ordinary cour ·Je which wa'3. 
fclloY,ed in throwing b.:nd ~op~n t~) s, l'ctirm, 
Thela,nd \Vonld be tf.t<:trked out on n.:..t,p, bnt he 
conlrl hardly imagine that the . ruc~n G would 
con;;;ider it worth \V bile land hPfore 
they threw it open tn sett,C'LI(m. 

lVIr. BoLES: According to the prosent systen1 
land is surveyed before selection. 

Mr. BELL: Land "'" , taken up before survey 
on sorne occasio-n,, and the r\P.p~trtrrtent could take 
that CilUr:se if they wi'>}H'd; bn~, 1f thPy had n 
nu1nhPr of sur n,yor:-; a 1 ailable, it wt:ts r1uite ccn~ 
ceivable th"t they wnn!d surve·: the land before 
they tOrew it open fnr sdeci-ion. Bnt if the 
present condition of things with regard to sur
veyors pro'. ailcd in the future, he thc~ught it was 
more pn,\:uble th t the land would be thrown 
open before survey. 

Hox. A. S. COWLEY: Clrwse 1 provided 
that the Bill should be n-.1d and construed with 
the ~>;nd Act, 1S:l7.. He presumed that ampLe 
proviSIOn was made m the Act of l8H7 for throw
ing land open to ~e1rntion, fo~ a,dvertising and 
for issuing proc~amati.-,ns. \Vas it nece~sarv 
then, to include in clause 2 pamgraphs 2 and s; 
which provided what should be specified in the 
proclamation ? 

The SECRETARYJWR PUBLIC LANDS 
did not know that there was any objection to 
those provisions being in the Bill. The pro
cedure in thro\ving land open to selectiiJn w:1s 
provided in the Act of 1897, and it was not 
necessary to provide that in this Bill. :Four 
weeks at least was the time now during which 
land should be open before it was seleded and 
this clause repeated tn a certain extent ;,hat 
was already provided. 

Mr. BELL: This measure dealt with a new 
form of selection altogether, and there could be 
no harm whatever in having those paragraphs 
in, espechlly as the clause ha<l been framed 
with them in. 

Hon. A. S. CmVLEY: I think it would be 
much better to leave th cm out. 

Mr. BELL: He might srty that the Parlia
mentary Draftsman had put them in tlw cL use, 
and it would rather disarrange the chuse if 
those paragraphs werie omitted. 

HoN. A. S. COWLI~Y: If the Act '"·'s to be 
"read and cn11strued with and as an arnendment 
of the Lanrl Act, 18!17, hereinafter c"lled the prin
cipJ.l Act," not the ·.\ight~st difficulty w•>nld 
arise from strikin'! out p:tragraphs 2 and 3. Thrcy 
were not 11ece~sa:.'y, and he believed in n1akin()" 
Bills a< gimple as po·<sible. He woulrl like t~ 
he~r the opinion of the Attorney-General on the 
pomt. 

'The ATTORN:EY-GENERAL (Hon, A. 
Rutleclge, ilictranon) : Although the paragraphs 
might not be really necessary, he could see no 
harm in leaving them in. 

Mr. BOLES, referring to the paragraph rela
ting to the proclamation of a bonus, said there 
was some p1 ickl"- pear land with very little pear 
on it, and euch bud might be taken up under the 
tt>rms of the Biil without a bonus being offered. 

1Ir, BELL : Under the terms of the Bill the 
Governm<'ntcould m"kethe bonur>as small as they 
liked, according to the quantity ut pear and other 
conditions. If there was prickly pear land with 
so little pe:-1,r that it 'vuuld not bn nece,':;sa,ry to 
offer a bonus, the ordinary land laws could be 
allowed to apply to wch land instead of bringing 
it unde1· the provisions of this n1easure. 

Ulan~,c put aud vassed. 
Clause B puG and paR;:;ed. 
On clause 1, as follow., :-
\Vhut an applieation has l)Pen approved by the court~ 

the applicant sb LlllJe entitled to a lease of the land 
from lib Jiajl'sty. 

The of tile lease shall be ei~ht. ycaJ•s, comvutcd 
from tirst dc-t;r uf Jnnnary or the first day of July 
n~ 'U'e.~t t.) the date of the approval 

~i.n annnalpcppercoru nmt t'hall be reserved under 
ti10 lease. 

Tlte amount of bonus p· r aerc p<l~'able to the lessee 
npon by him with the condition oE eradica-
tion pear shaE be ~uttrcl iu the Iea1;c. 

During year qf the fir"Jt Hve ye-u-." of the lea:;;e, 
th~; le__;:::;ee shaH cradic'lt1' fl·om one-firth of the land. all 
prkkly pettr gTo\\·iug thcrcou, so Umt at the end or the 
~.w penc,l of five years the whole of Lhe selection sllall 
be ab~olutcly cleared of pl'iekly pear, and shall dP .. ring 
the \V hole period of eight )'CHl':S keep absolntcly elear of 
prickly pfn.r every part. oi' the sclcc,il1n from '\Yhich the 
prickly pear has been previou~l.r eradicated. 

If it is proved. to the satisfaction of the commissioner 
that tue lessee ha~ iu anv year failed to perform the 
comUtion hm,~by imposed upon him. the :J.linister may 
~subject to the provisions in respect of forfeiture con
tained in Part IV. of the Prin('ipalAct) declare the lease 
absolutely fo1·feited and vac •.te<l. and thereupon the 
selection :-.hall revert to His }Iajest:y. 

JVIr. l\IOORE (ll:Iurilla} thought five years was 
too short a time to eradicate the pear. H' knew 
a station where they had prickly pear, and it 
took seventeen years to clear it away. He moved 
the mnisRinn of the \vord "five" ln the 1st line 
of the 5th paragraph, with the view of inserting 
"six." 

The HOI\·IE SEI'RETARY (Hon. J. Jf. G. 
Fox ton, Crtrnarvon): The provisions of this clause 
wo•Jid be very much better it greater elasticity 
were given to them. There was such an immense 
variety in the degree to which land was infested 
with prickly pear, that in some casei a great many 
1nore years than five, or seven, or. eight would 
be required fur iti< eradication. It seemed to 
him that the terms of ti1e lea'·es, and the periods 
within which the pear mnst be eradicated, might, 
with great jnstice, be varied considerably, accord
ing to the extent to which the pear was growing 
on the land. 

Mr. BELL: The provisions of the Bill ·were 
applic<>hle to country which was more or less 
contiguous to a rail way line, ar:d where the 
soil w.1s good-land which, were it not for the 
prickly pear, would be settled upon. That being 
so, they had to remembc'r that the provision with 
regard to time ''ad to be read along with the 
proviRion with re!;ard tr> area. The tnaxi1nun1 
area was 320 acres. If the land was so densely 
covered with pe:n· that it was ,,bdous the 
maximum area could not be cleared within the 
limit of the time alhwed in the Bill, the way to 
o\·ercome that was to cut down the area offered 
for selec'.ion in sneh a case. If it were said that 
a less arett than 320 acres would not be sufficiently 
attrctctive, he replied by saying that the 
presence of the rail way line would make it 
worth )), man's \Vhile to take up a smaller arBa 
than 320 acres under the terms w hi eh this Bill 
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Dffered. If the hon. gentleman suggested it, he 
was prepared to make the full term of the lease 
ten years instead of eight years. He understood 
that the hon. gentleman wished that the period 

during which the land had to be 
[ 4 p. m.] cleared from the prickly pear should 

be incre"ctsed from five to seven or 
"eight years, and that there should be a proba
tionary period of two years, daring which it 
should be kept down. If the hon. gentleman liked 
to move that itmendment, he would accept it. 
T~e HOM:F~ SECRETARY: The latter sug

~estwn was much better than what was provided 
in the clause in the Bill as it stood. The hon. 
member's remarks were directed to circumstances 
existing in that !Jart of his own electorate with 
which he was mcst familiar ; hut his remarks 
would not apply to99per cent. of the pear-infested 
country-that was country which was in close 
proximity to railways ; and he believed that the 
position the hem. member assumed was that that 
land was sufficiently valuable and fertile when 
cleared to warrant men taking it upiu small areas. 
\Vith regard to much of the pear-infe~tedcountry 
which he (Mr. Foxton) w.>s familiar with, the 
area of 320 acres would not b8a f!Ufficient induce
ment for men to take it up, because that land 
was much inferior to land in the neighbourhood 
of ,J ondaryan--

Mr. BELL : And Chinchilla and \Ya,-ra. 
The HO.YIE SECRETARY: And land which 

was perhaps a distance of lOO or 200 miles from 
a rail way. He suggested that the period in 
which this pear must be exterminated should be 
extended, because three years was quite little 
enough, and there should be a probationary 
period for the acquisition of a better title. 

IVIr. ::YIOORE asked the permission of the 
Committee to withdraw his amendment. 

Amendment withdrawn accordingly. 
The HOME SECRETARY moved the omis

sion of the word "eight," on line 35, with a 
view of inserting the word "ten." 

Amendment agreed to. 
Mr. MOO RE moved the omission of the word 

"five," on line 42, with a view of insertinr.; the 
word " seven." ~ 

Amendme.nt agreed to. 
Mr. MO ORE moved the omission of the words 

"one-"fifth," on line 43, with a view of inserting 
the words " one-seventh." 

Amendment agreed to. 
A consequential amendment was made on 

line 44. 
The SECRE'r ARY FOR RAILWAYS 

{Hon. J. Leahy, Bulloo): He had not had a 
great deal of time to study this clause, but as 
far as he could see it was likely to land them 
in an awkward position. The clause as amended 
was that one-seventh of the land bad to be 
cleared, not one-seventh of the pear. That 
portion of the land might not contain a one
hundredth part of the prickly pear, and yet if 
the selectors cleared that portion they would be 
able to get the bonus under this clause, although 
they had not cleared the proper proportion of 
the pear. He did not think that was the inten
tion of the measure. The• intention of the Bill 
was that one-seYentb of the pear should be 
cleared. And the commissioner would have to 
inspect the land and be satisfied that that was 
done before the bonns was paid. If a man took 
np 320 acres he might clear 45 acres, and after 
he had done that. even although he bad not 
cleared one·seYenth of the pear on his land he 
would be entitled to the bonus. ' 

Mr. !3ELL : The Bill propoeed that each 
successive year one-seventh should be cleared. 
The sug-gestion was that in each year the selector 
must clear one-eeventb of the land, but not one
seventh of the pear. Th:::.t n1it!ht oPcnr the 
second year, but before the whole period was 

complete he would have to tackle an area of one
seventh of the whole, which would make up for 
any deficiency in the quantity of pear that 
he had eradicated in previous years. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS : If he does 
not forfeit. 

Mr. BELL: \V ell, if he did forfeit-for which 
there was provision in the Bill-~the State was so 
much the better off by the atLJount of land that 
had already been cleared. 

'l'he SlWRETAllY FOR RAILWAYS: Bnt it might 
not be worth the bonus he had got. 

Mr. BELL thought they could trust the 
officials of the Lands Department to see to that. 

The HOME SECRETARY thought the point 
raised by the Stcretary for Railways was a 
serious one, because a man would be entitled to 
one-seventh of the bonus each year. Supposing 
a selection contained 210 acres, when he cleared 
one-seventh of the area-tba t. was 30 acres- he 
would get one-seventh of the bonus. He would 
suppose that the bonus was £2 per acre. It 
might not cost him .£1 per acre to cl~ar those 
30 acres. It might not cost him .£1 per acre the 
second year; it might not cost him £1 per acre 
the third year-leaving the whole of the pear
infested land, which would really cost perhaps 
£5 per acre to clear, to be dealt with afterwards. 
He had the use of the land during that time, and 
the Government would be paying him .£] per 
acre for the portion cleared over anrl above what 
it cost him to clear it; and it would then be to 
his interest to thro~< it up, as be would be con
siderably in pocket. 'l'he l>rinciple adopted in 
section.< 155 and 156 of the Land Act of 1897 
ought to be inserted here to guard against any
thing of that sort, Section 155 divided scrub 
lands into four classes, and the 3rd subsection of 
section 156 was to this effect-

During the period of the lease during which the 
lessee pays a peppercorn rent, he shall in every year 
clear a portion of the scrub upon his selection bearing 
the same proportion to the who e of the scrub as one 
yem· bears to the whole number of years in tllat 
period, until the whole has been cleared, and shall 
keep clear of scrub every part or the selection upon 
w hi eh the scrub b as been previously cleared. 

He knew a fair number of scrub selections which 
had been taken up, and very often one-third or 
one-fourth was not scrub at all, but very good 
open forest land which did not want clearing, 
but could be improved by ringharking. If the 
same provision were in force with regard to 
scrub selections that were proposed in the Bill 
with regard to prickly pear lands, if a rnan held 
such forest land, he would simply oay to the 
ranger when he came round, "Oh, yes, there is 
more than one-seventh of this land cleared of 
scrub. I have fnlfilled my conditions." But 
that was not sufficient, becanse the area which 
had to be cleared had reference to the scrub and 
not to the selection, which included both scrub 
and forest, or perhaps plain. 

Mr. OALLAN : That is very rare. It is gener
ally all >Crn b. 

The HOME SECRETARY: Oh, no. The 
inducement to take up a scr•1b selection was 
often a bit of forest land which a man might 
utilise by clearing the rest of the scrub. That 
was the experience of the Lands Department. 
It must be a very exceptional case where scrnb 
land was taken up nnles8 there was some land 
where a man could have his homestead, and run 
a few head of cattle in tht• meantime. The only 
way of overcoming the difficulty that he saw was 
to recommit the clause, and make it read "shall 
era~icate from the land one-seventh of all prickly 
pear growing therton." 

Mr. BELL: Unless the Committee forced 
him, he frankly confessed that he was not dis
posed to adopt the suggestion of the Home 
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Secretary. ·without wishing to parar1e it, he 
believer1 that he had probably as much know
ledge of prickly pear countrv as any member of 
the Commi rtee. He knew 'as much about it as 
the Home Secretary. The hon. gentleman had 
got a good deal of prickly pear country in his 
electorate--

The HOME SECRETARY: I have cleared a good 
deal, if you ask me, and I know the cost of it. 

Mr. BELL hoped the hon. gentleman would 
not think that he was setting himself up in 
antagonism to him ; but he knew from personal 
observation-not like the Home Secretary from 
any manual experience-the class of country to 
which a provision of that kind was particularly 
applicable, and he said that they would not find 
much country-if they found any-that .would 
_allow the danger that the Secretary for Ra1lways 
fore~aw to come into existence. They had this 
safeguard -that the Secretary for Lands would 
be particularly careful as to the amount of bonus 
that he offered. He could not conceivB that they 
were going to have so inefficient Secretary for 
Lands-certainly at that moment they had not got 
so inefficient a Secretary for Lcmds-that he would 
offer a honus that "ould make it worth any man's 
while to clear off prickly pear simply for the bonus. 
The induc:•ment would be that at the end of his 
labour he would get the freehold of the land. 
That being F<:>, if there was an area of country
although it would not be easy to find it-of 
which one part was thickly infested with prickly 
pear 11nd another part was scarcely infested at 
all, they would find that that area would be 
attuned to the quantity of the pear, and-still 
more important--the amount of bonus would 
also be in conformity. That being so, he would 
point out to the Committee that, 11lthnugh he 
saw the force of what the tlecretary for Railways 
;;aid, he did not think the danger was, after all, 
such a great one, 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL could not see 
the object of the hon. member in opposing the 
desire of hon. members to make the provision 
such that it cr:mld not be evaded. The arrange
ment with regard to throwing open those selec
tions should be such that a man would be under 
compulsion to clear one-seventh of the pear. 
Everyone knew that, for every block of 320 acres 
the whole of which was infested w1th pear, there 
would probably be twenty selections thrown 
open of which only about four-fifths might be so 
infested. There might be 20 or 30 acres with so 
little pear that a boy could dig it up without 
trouble in the conrse of a few days. 

Mr. BoLES : 'What bonus would be given on 
land like that ? 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL : The bonus 
would be on the land per acre, taking it all 
round. It should not be open to a man to do 
what the Secretary for Rail ways had pointed 
out it was possible for him to do. The amend
ment suggested did not make it more onerous for 
the selector. If the hon. member was well 
advised he woulci accept the amendment. If he 
did not he might endanger his chance of getting 
the Bill through. 

Mr. BELL : He was perfectly well aware of 
the importance of any suggestion coming from 
the Treasury bench ; and of course, if the Attor
ney-General held out any threa.t of that sort, he 
must succumb at once. Anything that would 
prolong the cliscmsion of the Bill endangered 
his chance of getting it passed. If the hon. 
gentleman told him that he preferred the 
measure in that form, he could only accept the 
suggestion. 

The HOME SECRETAl:tY : The only altera· 
tion required was not to omit or insert any-

thing, but to transpose two words-to put the 
words "one-fifth of" after the word "land." 
It would then read-

The lessee shall eradicate from the land one· fifth of 
all prickly year growing thereon, etc. 

Mr. Me MASTER (Fortitude Vall1 y) thought it 
would be better if the amount of bonus were 
regulated by the amount of land being cleared. 
If a man took up 320 acres of land, and there 
were 10 acres on it not so thickly infested with 
prickly pear as the rest, he would clear that 
portion and cultivate it. 

The HonrE SECRETARY: That would make it a 
shifting quantity. 

Mr. Me MASTER: That was so ; but no man 
taking up a block of land would clear the w~ole 
of it firet. A great many farmers had fa1led 
because they endeavoured to cultivate too much 
at once. r't would be very much better if they 
cultivated 5 or 10 acres to begin with, and while 
that was beinr cultivated they would be able to 
clear another io acres. A man had to live while 
he wes there, and capitalistc' were not likely. to 
take up these l.Jlocks of land. An opportumty 
ought to be given to the selector to culti' ate the 
easiest portion before he beg:m with the worst. 

Hox. G. THOR:N (Fass1jern): Ko doubt the 
amendment suggested l.Jy the Home Secretary in 
the clause was preferable to the clause as it stuod, 
hut who was to be the judge of the one-seventh? 
Some portions of the land might be very much 
more thickly infested than the rest, and might 
cost twice as much to dear. Then, as the commis
sioners and rangers were changed from time to 
time, who would be able to judge when the one
seventh of the prickly pear had been cleared? 
The commi,sioner was not supposed to go into 
the country and inspect the land. 

The Hm!E SECHETARY : Yes, he is. 
HoN. G. THORN : If the inspection had to be 

done by the commissioners and rang~rs, an 
increased number of them would be reqmred to 
carry out this work. One commissioner in a 
district would not be able to do it. 

The HOME SECRETARY: The hon. mem
ber was quite wrong abo?t the commi~sioners 
notjgoing round and inspectmg. They d1d mspect. 
Take, for instance, the commissioner of the 
district which was now officially recognised as 
Goondiwindi, and was formerly St. George. 
That commissioner travelled every month, and 
he visited St. George, and also Inglewood, prob
ably travelling each month not less than 500 
miles, and inspecting the selections in his distri_ct 
from time to time. As to changmg the commis
sioners and rangers, it was not likely that the 
commissioner and the ranger would be changed 
from one district in the same yectr, and it would 
be certainly very inadvisable that they should 
be. 

Mr. CALLAN (Fitz1·oy): There was a good deal 
in the suggestion of the hon. member for Fassi
fern. It was not possible for the comm1scnoner or 
anybody c•Jnnected with the Lands Office to know 
all about the prickly pear country as he would 
know about scrub country. There were many 
places where the prickly pear was so thick that 
a person could not travel through it on horse
back. How could the commissioner po,•csibly 

tell that prickly pear had been 
[4'30 p.m.] eradicated from. one-seventh par~ of 

the land durmg the precedmg 
year? He would never set foot upon it. There 
were acres and acrec of prickly pear land at the 
present moment that no man could get mto. 

The HmiE SECHETAHY : He can see what 
change hae taken place there during the preced
ing t\vel ve months. 

Mr. CALLAN: How was it possible to sea 
what had been done on 20,000 acres? 
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The HOl\Jll SECRETAilY : But he only has to 
deal with the one-seventh part of 320 acres. 

:Vlr. BELL: Coming back to the cruestion of 
the amendment, he noticed that Standinu Order 
214 provided that- ~ 

Vm·bal amend1nents, but no other, may be lTLUe to a 
Bill on the third retLdil1"·. ~ 

It n1ight, perhaps, be conYenient to adopt that 
course. 

The AT'J'ORNEY-GEl':EILI.L: You can get it 
recommitted for the purpose. 

The SECRETARY :FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
As to finding out whRt had been done, he would 
remind hon. members that those blocks must be 
surveyed befon the Act could he applied 
them, and du_ring the survey the snrvr yur 
note the portwns of the land more or less infe,ted 
with prickly pear. That would be :.1 record for 
the cornmi: ,,ioner. Tbe com1nisslo11er micrht 
possibly 1nake in Ye ,tigations in fu fe\1. ca:-:es, but 
the bulk of the WcJrk would be done bv his 
Crown lands rang :r. \V ben the selector~ C"ctne 
for his annu 1 cel'tificn.te the Crown land~; r 
would be able to supfJOrt or dtsagret wit.h 
progre~~ shown. It n1ight cau~e a lit;..lt:· extr::t. 
wor~ for that officer, if the A_ et was a succt ss, but 
he (hd nnt see that it wa,~ at all in1praetlea,ble. 

~.\_tnendn1f':lt agreed to; and clause, with a 
further consequential a1nendrnent, put and 
pas<ed. 

Clause 5-" \Vhen bonus payable "-passed 
with a con::= 3quentia,i arnendn1ent. 

Clan ~e G put and passed. 
On cl·use 7, as follo\vs :~ 

'l'he GoY ern or in Council may from time to time, b.Y 
Tegnlat.ions in tlutt belw.Ji', declare that the pre;-;cnee of 
any b1rds or cla~., of hi.rds in any locality couduc?~ to 
t.he spread of fJl'1cldy pear, antl fix ft bonus t() be paiil 
fOr the destrtv·tion of snch lJirds or clas~ of birds, and 
generan~- pre~eribe all l!Uttters necessary to giYe due 
effert to the payment of such bonus. 

HoN. G. THORi'f said he would like to know 
from the hon. member in charae of the Bill 
what were the birds that conduced to the spread 
o~ prickly pear. He knew what they were 
h1mself. According to the law those bird, 
were protected all the year round, and yet 
accordmg to that clause thev were to be shot at 
any time, under regulations "made by the Gover
nor in Council. 

J\Ir. BELL : \Vhat P'trticu!ar birds are they? 
HoN. G. THORN wanted the hrm. member to 

tell them that. He w rs referring to one par
!icular bird t~1at spread the seeds of prickly pear; 
1t was sometimes called the "sacred ibis "and 
waR protected all the ver,r round. ' 

The H01IE SECRET.~RY : ·where did you get that 
from about the ibis? 

Mr. BELL : He had never before heard that 
accusation brought against the ibis. The bird 
supposed to be. the chief agent in spreading the 
pes. was the h1rd known as the scrub magpie. 
It might have other names elsewhere, but that 
was the name the bird went by in his district, 
where a number of selectors had•asked that some 
s!eps should be taken to bring e,bout its destruc
twn. 

The HOME SECRETARY did not like the 
clause, because it provided that any bird might 
be proscribed by regulation. He did not think 
it rig_ht that that shonld be done. J'\ ot oniv that, 
but 1t \Vas proposed to give a bonus for the 
destruction of birds which at present were pre
served. He thought that the hon. member for 
Fassifern was entirely mist .. ken about the ibis. 
He did not think that bird was protected all the 
year round. 

l\!Ir. BELL: The Governor in Council would 
of course make full inquiry before pl'Oscribing 
any bird, but he wrmld remind the Home 
Secretary that after nll the object of the clause 

was not so n1uch the destruction of birds as the 
preservation of Cro\vn lands frorD tbe inroad:; of 
prickly pear. On parts of the Darling Downs 
the scrub 111<1gpie was not only a very active 
agent in deteriorating Cro·wn lands, but was 
making the burdens of selectors \Vho were aL_'e~dy 
on the land much h,;xdcc than they otherwise 
would be by spreading the pear in all directions. 
The selectors said that if tiJere was any induce
tnent given to pron1ote the deRtruction of birds 
which sprea'=l the pear tbPy would unrlertake 
their deotruction, and so far as he knew the 
scrub mup;pie was l bird which had not in any 
way justifie-1 its existence. 

l\fr. LESINA: Tha.t is a cool way uf dismissing 
one of God . .L\..lrnighty's handiwGrkf->. 

Mr. BELL 1 \V ell, that was not the only 
instance in which they had been unable to under
stand th8 udefulness of the handiwork of Provi
rlence. He shonld be sorry if it was thought that 
he w..t thinking of uny ;nerr1ber present when Le 
,e,id th11t, if thPy w.mted to find examples of 
the av of Providence it wn not 
necess.1r~r to confine·~ tht ~ .. · ::tttention to bird life. 

HoN. G. TfiOHN had 1 £ :.:n in different scrubs 
on the Darling- Dnwm ,md other place" and had 
never ;·et heard of the scrub magpie. Tlle only 
bird that he kne\~ \vhich w ... s ttnything like the 
Ulu.gpie wa::; the butcher bil'cl, but it w.:u:J a fie:-Jh
eater. He b,J.d certainly seen the ibis eat prickly 
pear, and that lJi~·d wa,. prl)tected all t-'~Je year 
rou \d. Under that Bil1, bowever, the ibis could 
hP sivJt. He wonld like to hear the Home 
Secret.uy e·qJlain whethel' the regult-ttim1~ UlJder 
the Bill would overr-ide the ?i"ative Birds Pro
tection Act, 

The HOME SECRETARY: 'rhe ibis was in 
exactly the s.'me category as tbe wild duck, 
plaiu turkey, wild goo:;e, bronze-wing and wild 
pigeons, qun,il, scruO ;:,urkey, plover, crane, etnu, 
native con1panion, black sw.,tn, kingfishe1, doves, 
magpie, etc. There was no exception made of 
the ibio, which was protected with other birds. 
\Vhat be wanted to p•Jin t out was that the scrub 
magpie was not a protected bird at all. The 
only magpie mentioned in the Native Birds Pro
tection Act was the magpie or organ bird, which 
was the ordinary ma;;pie, and the magpie lark. 
As far as his experience went it was the emn 
which was the chief offender in carrying about 
prickly pear. It "' a,s particularly fond of the 
peftr, and ate large quantitieR of it. He wished 
to point out that small plants of prickly pear 
were easily got rid of. It was when the plant 
had grown to such a size that it was difficult to 
get at the roots that it became such a scourge. 

HoN. G. THORN: He was convinced that 
there was some Act which protected the ibis all 
the year round. In any Cftse, it was prodded 
for by regulation, if not by Act. The Home 
Secretary spoke of the emu distributing the 
prickly pear; but in the settled and oemi-settled 
districts the emu was pretty well extinct, so 
that it was not likely to e,>,rry the seed-; about 
very much. It was only in the extreme \Vest 
where the emu was found. 

The ATTOR:XEY-GENl~RAL: J~ike the 
hon. member for Fassifern, he thought he had a 
ha•y recollection that there was some special 
provision made for protecting the great king
fisher, commonly known as the " laughing 
jackass," but he found that no Act had been 
passed since 1884, and that the schedule of the 
principal Act had no I been altered, Among the 
birds included in that "~hedule were qua,iL 
plover of any species, cranes, emus, native corn~ 
panions, black swans, great kingfisher, com
monly kn.own as "langhing jackas,:;:, '' cloveR, 
magpk (organ bird), magpie lark, rifle bird. 
regent bird, curlews, pheasants, and ibis, \Vith 
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regard to the season during which these birds 
were to be ]Jrotected, the Act of 1877 provided 
that-

The period of the year during which this Act sh11ll be 
in operntion as regard.'! native birds shall be it'OlU and 
after the fin;t da.y of October to Jirsl clay of :1Iareh in 
each year, or ~uch other period ?:IS the Gov,•rnor in 
Council may by proclamatiOn in the Ga::e! le from time 
to time direct. 

The next Aco was also passed in ltl'77 · it pro
vided that tha principal Act shonld not'apply to 
farr11ers and aboriginal~-: under certain circurn
stances. The Act of 1:-\SJ, simply gave t'1e 
G ovurnor 1n ConnCll potver to procLjnl re' en es 
~nd to .appoint ra!Jgers, etc. There was noLhlng 
w the later Acts with regard to the bird.; which 
were to be prt>tected. The schedule was not 
a.!tered in any way, but he thought the power 
giVAn to the GnYernor in Council to alter the 
period during which the birds mentioned might 
be protec:·ed was wrde enough to enable them to 
say that twelve; months should be the perinrl. 

Ho:>~. G. THORN thought there was a later 
Act which prevented the shooting certain birds 
all .the yeal' round, as, for instance, the curlEnv, 
whrch the blacldellow said was _, "brother 
belonging to plain turkey." (L"'u,ghtcr.) 

'fhc AC'fiNG CHAIR:\IAN: I 
mind the hon. mem:Jer that he is 
repeating hin1s0lf. The qusstion l•efore 
Uomrnittee is that clause 7 si 1.nd part of the 
Bill. 

Hox. A. S. COWLEY wished to know if t.he 
c~a:1se \vas necessary. He thonght canple pro
VItnon on th8 subject waR rnade in the Acts 
already quoted. The Governor in Council had 
power to declare that certain birds should not be 
shot, and he should like to know if they bad the 
power under any existing Act to give tewards 
for the destructwn of any birds which were a 
nuisance? "With regard to the contention of the 
hon. member for Fassifern, it was evident from 
what had been stated by the legal members of 
the House that the birds the hon. member men
tioned were p1:ntected by regulatic•n, and not by 
a specific proviSIOn in the Act. At one time the 
country was overrun with locusts in certain 
places, and the ibis, which was destructive to 
locusts,_ was protected all the year round by 
regulatiOn. But what he desired to know was 
whether the clftuse was necessftry. 

Mr. BE~L: The_re was no power given to the 
Governor m Councrl by any existing Act to take 
the action which this clanse would empower 
them to take in regard to giving a bonus for the 
destruction of certain birds. As a matter of fact 
the birds to which the provision would apply 
w~re . not ve!y numerous, and the clause was 
prmcrpally a1med at the scrub magpie. All that 
was sought was some small incentive to encourage 
its destruction, as it appeared to be a great 
distributor of prickly pear seed. Of course the 
Gover~ment would not put the clause in 
operatiOn unless they thought it advisable to do 
so, but he thought the clause was necessary. 

~he ATTORNEY-GENERAL: The magpies 
whiCh were protected were the magpie (organ 
bird) and the magpie lark. 

An HoNOURABLl£ MEMBER : The scrub magpie 
is neither of those. 

The ATTORNEY- GENERAL : Then it 
would be well if the hon. member for Dalby 
would spe01fy the scrub magpie in the clause. 

The HO::vi_E S_ECRETARY: Althongh there 
w:as no legrslat1 ve provision authori-ing the 
p.1vmg of a bonus for the destruction of any par
owular bml, nevertheless that bacl been done. It 
had been do_ne ":ith very great effect with regard 
to the shag m district; where trout were being 

raised. The shag wa< a great enemy of the trout, 
and bonuses had been ;:;iven for it.s destruction 
with very marked succe,s through the medium of 
the Southern Queensland Acclimatisation Society. 
That could very well be dune in regard ~u the 

sera b magpie without auy legislative 
[5 p.m.] provision, but it could not be done 

unless rnoney \Va:::J provided. The 
n1oney could oe provided at any time on the 
}~:,titnates, and a bonus given, always provided 
that the lJird intended to be exterminated w:1s 
not a bird spemally protected by the Native 
Birds Protection Ac~. He suggested that the 
clause should be negati ,·ed. 

.\Ir. BELL s_,w "' good ~ea! of force in what 
the hon. gentleman said, but prefer•·ed to adopt 
the suggestion o£ the Attorney-General and 
specify the scrub m:.gpie. H,- therefore· moved 
the omission of the word.s "n:ny birds or class of 
birds." 

Amendment agreed to. 
Mr. BELL moved the insertion of the words 

"the Rcrub magpie" in lieu of the words 
omitted. 

Hmr. G. THOR:'\ S'_tid he had been a long 
time in th£·, country, and he had never heard of 
a bird called the ecml, magpie. There might be 
a scrub bird tlmt carried the seed of the prickly 
pear, but it ought to be Cfllled by a nainA by 
which it would be reco;;nised. He did not think 
any hon. 1ne1nber could stand up and sav he 
knew of snch a bird as tbe scrub n1agpie. 

--.-\1nendnu:-nt r ;;ree -1 to. 

l'.:Ir. BELL moved the omission of the words 
"birds or class of birctsp after the word "such.' 

An1endment agreed to. 

}h. BELL moved the insertion of the word 
''bird" in lieu of the words o1nitted. 

'fhe HOME SECRETARY: It seemed 
rather ridicul1•us to }Jrovide that the Governor in 
Council should declare by regulation that the 
presence of the scrub mac:pie conduced to the 
spreacl of prickly pear. \Vhy not say it here 
straight away without any regulation? It was 
all rig·ht in principle; but when they provided 
that one poo~ unfortunate little dicky-bird might 
by regulation be declared to condnce to the 
spread of prickly pec.r, he almost dreaded what 
would be said of them in another place. 

:Mr. BELL : The proceedings on this clause 
reminded him of the fable of the old man and his 
ass. He had adopted the suggestion of the 
Attorney-General, and that was now criticised 
by the Home Secretary. It did seem something 
like taking a Nasmyth steam hammer to crack a 
nut to have a provision of this kind in regard to 
a poor little dicky-bird, but the size of the bird 
was no indication of it" destructive capacity. If 
the hon. gentleman would allow the clause to go, 
he would arrange that when the Bill got to 
another place the scientific name of the bird 
should be ascertained, and he did not think it 
would look ,,o disproportionn.te then. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL said that 
would be introducing an inconsistency, because 
there was not a single scientific name to be 
found in the schedule of the Native Birds Pro
tection Act. He did not think the hnn. member 
would improve matters by getting gentlemen in 
another place to insert a high-sounding name for 
this bird as a substitute for a simole and com
prehensive de·cignation which e>~ery farmer 
would recog-nise. It would only obscure the 
provision. He did not like the clause, and he 
hoped the hon. member would omit it. 

l\Ir. Mc:\IASTEl'l.: He did not know what 
the hon. member for Dalby meant by this 
clause--
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1\Ir. LESINA: I see you are obeying instruc· 
tions. 

Hon. A. S. COWLEY: I want to get inserted 
the amount that is required to be appropriated 
in connection with this measure. 

Mr. McMASTJ<JR: Like the hon. member for 
Fassifern, he had heard of the magpie, but he 
had never heard of the scrub magpie. He 
thought the hon. member for Dalby should be 
very careful before asking this legislation to be 
paesed, for they all knew that some birds were 
very useful to farmers, as they destroyed grubs. 
He was ;10t prepared to say that the scrub 
magp1e d1d that, for he did not know the bird. 

Mr. BELL : The farmers want this bird to be 
exterminated. 

Mr. Me MASTER: He knew what some birds 
could do in the .way of destroying grubs, and he 
had known, wnere the native birds had been 
almost exterminated, that fowls had been allowed 
to go into th.e fields in order to destroy grubs. 
He agreed w1th the Home Secretary that if a 
farmer r?oted up ~ little prickly pear plant he 
?ould eas1ly carry 1t away in a bucket and burn 
1t. In that way there would be no trouble in 
keeping a place clean. Ii a farmer allowed 
weeds to grow to G inches or over before he 
touched them, he would experience great labour 
and trouble in eradicating these weeds; but if he 
rooted t~1em out when they were only 1 or 2 
mches h1gh he would have no trouble in eradi
cating them. 

1\lr. BELL: Leave it to the Governor in 
Council. 

Mr. Mc:VIASTER: He questioned whether 
the Governor in Council knew much about these 
grubs. He did n'?t. know whether any of the 
:nembers of the Mm1stry had done much farm· 
mg. The Home Secretary said he had cleared a 
great deal of prickly pear-· -

The HmrE SECRETARY : I did not say a ''reat 
deal. 

0 

Mr. MoM~STER : \V ell, the hon. gentleman 
knew somethmg about the eradication of prickly 
pear, and he (Mr. McMaster) had done some 
farming in his time, and he knew that when a 
plant was 2 or 3 inches high the grubs got at the 
roots. A plant might be fresh in the morning 
and when you came to look at it in the middle 
of the day, it had fallen. As soon as the sun 
got up the grubs got at the roots. 

The ACI'INGUHAIRMAN: I would remind 
the hon. member that this discussion is concern
ing a certain bird. 

Mr. MoMASTER said that was what he was 
dis?ussing. They might be pa%ing legislation 
whJCh would le:td to the destruction of a bird 
that was useful to the farmers in destroying 
grubs. "The early bird catch<"s the worm " 
He would like to know whether the scr~b 
magpie destroyed snakes. (Laughter.) They 
~new that people were not allowed to destroy 
Jackasses. (Laughter.) For they killed snakes 
and thereby prevented children and other peopl~ 
from being bitten by them. Now, they were 
asked to pass an Act for the destruction of 
scrub turkeys. (L::mghter.) 8crub magpies, he 
meant. The hon. member for Fas;ifern had 
had a great deal of experience in this colony, and 
ye~ he had never heard of the scrub magpie. Re 
reh<:d on the knowledge of that hon. member. 
J okmg apart, he thought thev shonln hp verv 
careful in passing this Bill. " " 

Mr. BELL thought the Committee had arrived 
at a conclusion on the matter, and be could 
assure them that it would be wise to insert the 
name of that bird in the clause. 

Amendment-Inserting "bird" (llfr. Be/I)
agreed to. 

Question-That clause 7, as amended, stand 
part of the Bill-put ; and the Committee 
ciivided :-

AYES, 24. 
::\fr. Ai;:ey "Thlr. Givens 

, Bell , J. Hamilton 
, Boles ,. Hanran 

Bowman , Hardacre 
, BridgE'.;; ., Kent 
, , Browne , Kerr 

Burrmvs , Lesina 
, C:tmeron , ~Iaxwell 
, J. C. Cribb , l\1c::vraster 
, T. B. Cribb , ltut,ledge 

Cnrtis , Stephenson 
,, Dunsford ,, rrurley 

Tellers: l\Ir. Airey and 3-Ir. Dnnsford. 

)Io~:s, 6. 
lllr. Callan :I:Ir. Leally 

, Cowley , O'Connell 
, :Poxton " G. 'rlwrn 

Tellers: l\Ir. G. Thorn and ~1r. Cowley. 
Resolved in the affirmative. 
Mr. BELL moved that the Chairman leave 

the chair, and report the Bill to the House with 
amendment«. 

HoN. A. S. COWLEY : If the hon. member 
for Dalby intended to recommit the Bill, he 
would suggest that he should make provision for 
a cert1in sum of money to be appropriated to 
carry out the provisions of the Bill. The hon. 
member had got his message of appropriation· 
but he had made no provision whatever in th~ 
Bill with regard to that appropriation, and he 
was, therefore, simply at the mercy of the 
Government. He (Mr. Cowley) wanted to give 
effect to the Bill. The }<;stimates were already 
brought down, and there was no appropria
tion contained in them for that specific pur
pose; so that, if the hon. member did not 
insert a clause appropriating a certain sum, the 
Government would have no power to grant a 
single farthing, unless a special mell"age was 
brought down and a special resolution was 
passed. The hon. member had had the foresight 
to get a message authorising the appropriation, 
but, unfortunately, he had specified no amount. 
He asked the hon. member, therefore, to insert 
a clause when the Bill was recommitted appro
priating a certain sum of money for that specific 
purpose. He thought it was a very desirable 
bhing to do. 

Mr. BELL fully recognised the benevolent 
intentions of the hon. member. The Bill, of 
course, could not have been brought in without a 
message from the Lieutenant-Governor. 

Hon. A. S. CowLEY: Yes it could. 
Mr. BELL: \Vith every deference to the hon. 

member, he said it could not have been intro
duced without a message from the Lieutenant
Governor, because the giving effect to it involved 
the expenditure of money. Having got the 
necessary appropriation from the Lieutenant
Governor, there were two courses open to him. 
He could either specify the amount in the Bill 
itself, as the hon. member for Herbert recom· 
mended, or he could leave it to the Govern· 
ment to put a sum of money, either on the 
Estimatt"', or, if the Bill was to be given 
effect to this year, on the Supplementary Esti
mates. If he w~s not a private member, and if 
the termination of those proceedings did not 
occur at 6 o'clock, it was quit.e likely that-rely
ing on the good will of the Committee-he would 
specify the amount in the Bill, and trust to the 
Committee to puil him through. But, although 
he had had no consultation with the Government 
on the subject, he believed that if he ventured to 
mention any particular snm, it would not receive 
the assent of the Government. He preferred to 
take the other course, and endeavour to induce 
the Go\ernment to put a sum of money on the 
Supplementary Estimates-and not a large sum, 
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either-but it would be under the control of the 
Government, and under their auspices. Under 
all the circumstances connected with the Bill, he 
preferred adopting that course to doing what the 
hon. rnem ber for Herbert recommended. 

Question put and passed. 

The Rouse re•mmed; and the AcTIXG CHAIRMAN 
reported the Bill with amendments. 

RECOi\IMITTAL. 

The HO:VlE SECRETAJ:tY moved the omis
sion of the words "' one-seventh of" 

[5 ·30 p. m.] on the 43rd line, with a view to 
imerting the same words on the same 

line after the word "land." 
Mr. MoMASTER : He did not quite under

stand this. The clause had been amended by 
the insertion of the word "one-seventh," but he 
did not understand whether that referred to the 
land or to the prickly pear upon the land. 

The SECHETARY J<'OR RAILWAYS : It is one
seventh of the prickly pear. 

Mr. Mo:\IASTER: Then he hoped the Com
mittee would not adopt it. If the hon. member 
who had introduced the Bill wanted to encourage 
pe"ple to take up this prickly pear land he 
should not allow a provision to that effect to go 
in. \Vhen he spoke at an earlier stage the 
Attorney-General made an interjection that it 
would be all right if it were bond fide selection. 
Surely the Government were not going to allow 
this land to b<> taken np for dummyin5 pur
poses. If they did, this Bill should not. be 
passed at all. A man Ylho took up a 320-acre 
selection might have 10 or l'i acres of it less 
heavily infested by prickly pear than the r~st of 
the land, and he should be allowed to cultivate 
that land in order to make a living upon it. 
He wonld give a ca-;e in point, although perhaps 
the Chairman might rule him out of order. 

The ACTING CHAIRMAN : The hon. mem
lJPr has been out of the Chamber for some little 
time, and I must remind him that the question 
before the Committee is the omission of the 
words "one-seventh of,,. in line 43 of the clause. 
According to Standing Order No. 258-

\.Yhen a dan:<\e or amendment is nuder discul"sion, a 
member ::;peaking shall confine himself to the matter of 
that clause or amendment. 

I tru;t the hon. member will confine hi;; remarks 
to the amendment before the Committee. 

Mr. Mc.\IASTEU: All he was asking for was 
information. He w >nted to know whether it 
was one-seventh of the prickly pear or one
seventh of the land that was meant. The state
ment of the Chairman had not enlightened him 
on that point. He might be dull, but it struck 
him forcibly that they were going to inflict a 
great injury on men who took up prickly pear 
selections. He had known many successful 
farmers who commenced their first cultivation 
on not more than half-an-acre of their land. 
They put in vegetables, and while those were 
growing- they cleared another half-an-acre, and 
so on, nntil they got the bulk of their land under 
cultivation. Any man who attempted to eradi
cate one-seventh of the prickly pear on a prickly 
pear selection in twelve months would ~ome to 
grief unless he had a large amount of cap1tal. 

Mr. LESINA: This Bill will come to grief in 
ten minutes if you go on talking. 

Mr. McMASTER: He did not think it would, 
unless the hon. member for Clermont followed 
him and talked till 6 o'clock. Those hon. mem
bers opposite who boast about looking after the 
poor working man--

Mr. MAXWEI.L : They are looking after the 
Minister for Railways just now. 

Mr. McMAST.ER: The Minister for Railways 
can look after himself. 

Mr. LESINA: He threatened what he would do 
if you did not get up. 

Mr. Me MASTER: He knew more about par
liamentary procedure than all hon. members put 
together. They were like a lot of the scrub
magpies that bad been referred to; they made a 
lot of noise about things they knew nothing of. 
He (Mr. McMaster) knew what he was talking 
about. 

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: Order! I trust 
the hon. member will not be led away by inter
jections, but will confine his remarks to the 
question before the Committee.. 

Mr. Me MASTER : The question had not yet 
been made clear to him as to whether the one
beventh meant one-seventh of the land or one
se,·enth of the prickly pear. If they were going 
to compel a seleetor to clear one-seventh of 320 
acres every year, the hon. member for Dalby might 
as well have left his Bill a:one, for he would get 
no person to take up the selections. There· 
might be 10 or 15 acres on a selection from which 
it would not be difficult to er tdicate the pest. 
A man should be \11lowed to clear that and culti
Yate it, and get a bonus for it. Perhaps the best 
thing would be to negative the clause and a!l,,w 
the Government to make the best bargain they 
could. 

The HOME SECRETARY: He would 
explain to the hon. member that any country 
which was entirely infested with prickly pear 
would certainly not be taken up nnder this. 
Bill, which would therefore only apply to 
country in which there was alre·ady a certain 
portion of land which was not infested with 
prickly year. In such cases one-seventh part of 
the prickly pe,>r would not repre~ent am·thing 
like one-seventh part of the land. Without the 
amendment proposed it would be quite competent. 
for a man to get, under the Bill, a selectiou only 
one-half of which was really badly infe,ted with 
prickly pear. That half he could clean for a few 
shillings per acre, hold it three years, and receive 
his bonus for those three yeo,rs. Besides, there· 
was nothing to prevent him from throwing it up, 
when he would be £50 or £60 in pocket for work 
he had not done. 

Amendment-Transposition of "one-seventh 
of" (The Home Secretary)-agreed to. 

The HOME SECRETARY moved that the 
words ''one-seventh of'' be insP:ted after the, 
word "land" in the same line. Tile clause 
would then read-· 

During each yr'1r of the first scYen years of the IeHse 
the lessee shall eradicu.te from the land one-seventh of 
all the prickly pear growing thereou. 

HoN. A. S. COWLEY said it was easy enough 
to arrive at a calculation of one-seventh of the 
land, but how they could calculate one-seventh 
of the prickly pear he could not under,tand. 
There might be more prickly pear on one·tenth 
of a selection than on all the other nine-tenths. 
A Crown lands ranger would be wanted for 
every selection. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL hoped hon. 
members would allow the Bill to go through. 
He sympathised with a member in charge of a 
private Bill. Twenty-three years ago he brought 
a Bill into the House-it was his first legislative 
attempt-and he remembered the grief he felt 
on one of the very few days he had to deal with 
it when there wa~ a danger of its not being 
pas>ed. :Fortunately be was able to get it 
through, and he hoped the hon member for 
Dalby would be equally succe~sful. 

Mr. Grv!lNS: You say that within ten minutes 
of 6 o'clock, and Ministers have been stonewall
ing it all the afternoon. 

Mr. BROWNE (Croydon) said he was not going 
to stonewall the Bill, hecanse every member on 
his side was anxious to see it passed ; but he had. 
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ri8en to proteFt ahninst the way in which tin1e 
ha cl lwen wasted that afternoon. He believecl 
it had been waoted for the express pmpose of 
preventing th(• resumption nf tlle deba,tl on the 
motion of the hem mF·nber for C.tirns. 

Hon. A. S. COWLEY: I was prepared to :-peak 
on the motion. 

]\Jr. Grvli:KS: were prompted by the 
hon. n18mber fnr to waste time. 

Hon . .._.\. 8. COWLEY : That i~ not a fnct. 
J\!!x. BROW NE: On the last occ >si on on 

which the n1ntion of the hon. n1P.n1ber for C[-'tirnR 
was before the Hnu~..:e, an amendrnent \Vas 1noved 
by the 8 creta.ry for L'·nds, and the ~n::m1ier 
spoke npon it all the ,Jtemoun. He(Mr. Browne) 
was deliberately bloc:ked ; and he said ag-ain that 
he believed the same course had been adopted 
that afternoon by 2\Iinisteri:·l ,npport: rs, in 
order that nothing might bP F:nid ln opnof'itiun to 
whao bad fallen from thP Premier. He would 
sa,y nothing more, except to exjHess the ho1Je 
that the hon. member for Dalby would get his 
Bill through, because he d1d not believe the hon. 
member had been a party to -: h"t had taken 
vlace. 
- Mr. BELL said he wrrs very much obliged to 
the leader of the Opposition. He could a'Silre 
hiln that he harl been no part.y to any con~pit'acy 
to prevent the discussion of the motion of the 
hon. member for Cairns. 'l'h<: ',,'hole afternoon 
he bad ber n 0n tenterhook-' let;t his Bill should 
not ger throug·h, because he knr:\v wl1at a delicate 
thing it. wns to get a private Bill throu9;h the 
House. He could only hope tlmt now the Biil 
had g-ot to the ;c;ates of ParadiRe it would be 
allowed to enter in. 

HoN. A. S. COWLT~Y: It ha:1 heen said 
that he had deliberately attempted to block the 
n1otion of the hnn. rneinbc.c for Cairn:::. 'The 
fact wao that when the Bill of the hon. member 
forD,, lb"' "''" c>Clled on he ;:aid to JHr. Hamitton, 
tbe Gov8nnnent \vhip, that be wa~ going do\;-;,'n
stairs to prepare a, l-lpePch on t be motion of ~he 
l1on. member f.>r C:,,irn,, r,nd when the Com
mitteE' r<:ached clanse 7 he '1xas tn send down for 
him and bP would take the Pr>mier'' ]Jlace. 
~He had nothing v:hatever to do \vith blocking 
the rnntinn. 

l\1r. BuowNE It has been a deliberate attempt 
on the part o' kanaka push to bnrke discus-
sion. 

Clau~r 4, aR rnnended, put and pa sed. 
Mr. BRLL rnoved t.he foll<nving ne\v clanR", to 

follmv c1ame 7, which he h:td prepared afler 
consultation wi'-h the A"ttorney-G-en Jral, who 
was ·!eu ling- the House, and other 11iniRb::·r2-

Thc Governor may, by \Van·ant '..1ndcr his han(l 
addre",:sed to the Treasurer. direct him to 1 :!)' ont oE 
the consoliflate-1 roveunc such snms '" tr·1y tTom ti;ne 
to time be nccessn·y to give effect to the vrovision'i of 
this Act. 

:Yir. LESH\ c\. ( C/ermont): Members on hi.' side 
could not be accused of Lavin9; attempted to block 
the p'ssage of the Bill. \Vhen it was first intro
duced be g,we way 'ro the hon. nrember f,,r Dalby 
to enable him to grct his first re,ding thrnngh. and 
members of the Opposition had said very little 
that afternoon, because they rle·.ired t~ assise the 
hon. member in the p11ssage of the Bill. A dis
cussion had, howe' er, taken place of an infan1-
ously puerile and infan~,ile charncter. It had 
been absolute]'\' :tbsurd, and had been led hy 
the hon. member for Fortitude Valley, Mr. 
11cl\J ast,•r, who had been delibem(ely instrnctod 
by the Secretary for RailwDy.;, to get up .nd 
was~e time. 

Mr. Mc:\1AS1'EU: Nothin>: of the kind. 
l\lr. LESINA: He was not anxious at tbat 

stage tn blo<k the passage of the Bill, anrl he 
trmted that it would be carried, but he would 
like to sa.y, in reo.::pon~e to the hon. n1E>rr1her fer 
Herbert, that if the Premier had deputed him to 
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occupy the time that afternoon on the black 
iabonr question, it was just as well that the 
fact should be known. 

Hon. A. S. COWLEY : The Premier did not 
depute :ne. 

Mr. LESI:::\A: The hon. meml,er said that 
the Premier had dbputed him. 

Hon. A. S. COWLEY: I did not. 
Mr. LESINA: How could the hon. member 

con1e iD and take the Premier'R place? 
Hon. A. S. CO\VLEY: I never consulted the 

Premier at all. 
:\Ir. LESTNA: \Vhy shonlcl not the leader of 

the Opp~1Rition foJlo\·: thf' Pre1nier? 
Hon. L\. S. f'owLEY : If he could, he should. 
::\Ir. IiESIK,~: Hon. members opposite were 

frightened to allow the motion of the hon. mem
ber f••r Cairns t<J be di,eussed. 

Clan.3£e put and passed. 
The H,n;se resumed; the AcTIKG CHAIRMAN 

reported tht· Bill with further nrnendment::-, 1nd 
! the third readiug was made an Order of the Day 
1 for Tuesday nPxt. 

STATE SUGAR REFINERY. 

On the Order of the Day being read for the 
resumption of the debate upon Mr. Givens's 
mot~on-

That in view of the yery large snms of mone~, P'\:
pendc(t b~' tlle State in encoul'agin;,{ and establishing 
the •\ng:u· industry, and tbe great importance of that 
inflnstr~.' to tlte p;Pnend prosperity of the State, this 
Honse i~1 of opmion that it b urgentl~Y nece~sary to 
place the nH1u-.try on a. thoroughly ~ound and re-

I muncrative basis 1Jy t>t:_:_blishing a titate Centl'al !Sugar 
gennery, to ~npphmt~nt the pre~ent Central Sugar :\lill 
s:y.Jtrm, a:;; to :-.cenrc to the sugar farmers every 
andlablc or profit from the production of sugar 
in a ::tatc-

On \·:hich Mr. O'Cnnneil had moYed-
Tbat the qne.c;tion he ameJJdedlJy the omi,.,sion of all the 

"\Vorct.-; after thr vmrd on lme 5, w~th ,t Ylew to the 
in~ertion in their plaee ,,-or(h< "the continuance 
of the proYi"ii.nns of tllr 1'reific biand Labourers 
Aet for a fnrthc~, of ten years''~ 

which stocrl fnrtber ocljournerl at I o'clock p.m. 
rrhnr: da)\ the (Jrd October-

BHO\VJ'\1':: I beg to move the adjonrn
rne.nt of the debate. 

Que,, tion I~ llt and passed. 
The resumption of the debate \\~as n.:nde an 

Order of the Day for :Friday, 22nd No,·ember. 

At 7 o'clock tile House. in accord'!nce ,,.ith 
Sessional Order, proceeded ,,.;;h Oovcrnment 
busir. ss. 

PASTORAL HOLDINGS :::\EW LEASii;S 
BILL. 

RES\DIFTIOK OP COrtDII'l'TEE. 

On clause ,1 (m'dc page 1415)-which Mr. 
Can1eron 1Jroposecl to ::tmend by otnitt111g :3Ub
sectinn 2 \vith a vievv to the insertion in its place 
of the word~-

T;pon the receipt of f'mch notice by the -:\'Iinister, he 
sha1l refer the uotiu~ to the (-nut. who shall. \Vitlnn 
three years from tllP date of refu·cncc to tl!e eourt, 
eJ %ify the hollling: 111 to wllieh ~ucll notwe has 
br'en giYcn in one or of tlle ela8~c:-:; hereinafter 
mentioned--

Mr. W. HAMIVfON (Onpm·p) raid: .TnRt 
llefore tht· di~cus:.-ion c~oS' d on tbi:;; n12tter the 
prC>Yiour,· e\cening, thP, SecrPtary fm~ Railways 
interjected that he (Mr. y;·. Hamilton) had 
stated on the Addre~s in Heply, or the serond 
reading of this Bi1l, that he was in favour of the 
immediate claesification of these runs. He 
never said th: t. Somebody else might have said 
it, bd he did not. 

Mr. HARDAClUJ : 1 said I wae. 
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JY1r. \V. HA'HILTON : ·what he said was years on top of this, mP,king the lease forty-one 
that he heli,::ved ir. the C~assiflc,-.tion oftho public yeal':4 froin HO\\. rl'hat was \Vhere the danger 
lands. On tbe second reRding of the Bill he said CJlT18 in. Lnvat DrJwns did not expire till HJ20; 
he approved of the clw,c:iflcation, not rnly of Binwrah, 1D20. Bimerah ·~vas a, run \V:tere tbe 
J__,astoral h:a-;eg, but [t,1f5n of tl--.r3 resun1ed por~ions leHsee~' had n1ade a freAhoJd of the re~uwption, 
of hold)ngs nnd of the infer1or country which anL1 bloc1.::erJ whatevet· ;:;et~lement \Vonld hn.ve been 
\V:1S left on the hands of the Goverrnnent. But pc ::;sib1P therr. rrlwy gnt their exten.si .m, sur-
he nevu~ said or implied tha.t. he was in favour rendering H. purtion fur clo:-:;a 8-:;~ttlc~lnf~Ht, and 
of 'he classification ~of runs f.onrteen or fifteen then tiJt'Y n1adr· n, freehold of the ey9s of the 
yP·lrS brfol'e the k_.,ses of those runs would l"F~nmption. Ev·esharn did not expire till lHliJ; 
expire. The leas· r~ for a great many of the Cotona, 1920 ~ 1D20 ; \Vellshor, 1D15 ; 
runs in the bt-Rt sLeep count-.ry in \Vesfern Stnt.t.hf1,;Jrr, liil0. were withitl a :ra.dins 
queenRland had fron1 t\vr:lv~:.. to t\Yl nty VE:.Lrs to of 40 Ol' 50 rnilPs and if they 
run yet. 'The hon. 1nen1ber for North Bri -bane passed the arnendment would be doing 
w::t~ righ~ in ~aying that so ruany lP tS;'·J wuuld an injnstice to the district perhaps. He did not 
expire in 1908, but, as the bnn. Inernbt r for say the officers of the departruent \Vould wil-
Leichhardt pointed out., the nmjority of those i fully Jo an injustice, but they might be led a'' ay 
runs were not iu sheep C: 1nntry, vvhere selection by there not being a gre:lt clen1and at present for 
bad taken place in the \ '.st. A gr·od many of land on the resumptions of those runs; and if 
the lu1ses in t.he J-lughend~-:1 district expired in the classification wa::; deferred ttll within four 
l!JOC), but thn run::; were in coarse, ba.:->,llt. countryj or five or '"Jix or seven yeats of the expiration 
which was not fit fOi' sheep. Tber: were only 1 of the lea.se, they would be able to form a 
a fev· runu there which were fit for sheep, better judgment as to whether the land would 

for inst..tllC2, Iiugh· 'lden s··atit~n~ Aftnn be required in th~ inunedh.te future for close 
Telen1on, and, he th~)nght, Redcli.ffe. R-Bltlen1ent. :tie \Vould now refer to some of 

He found from"" table he h:.td compiled from a , the big rum. in the I'isford district. \Var
retnrn wh]cll was laid on the table of the H"ouse ; breccau did not expire till 1021 ; RuLhven, 
Ja,t yAar, that the~e rnns bad a further period , 1!121; Emmett Downs, 1!331; Isis Downs, 1H13; 
of twenty y0ac.·· to rnn, so that if the classifiC1- AlbilbaL, 1!)'31; Po:tland Down~, 1013 ; ''" that 
tion was ln,,de as sug!-t;e.strd in the an1endnwnt the uont.ention of tLe hon. rneruber for Leich-
by the hon. member foe· Xorth Briebane, they hardt-tiw.t the "''nciation of which the hon. 
woG1d be classifyins.: tho~e runs fnlly twelve or mernber for North BriFhane was president had 
thirteen years before th8 ]t 3.fH'.S expil ·d. The been 1nisleading the public as to •d1en the leases 
lease of TarbrJ.x expired in 19lf; C":-.<lir, 1H18: would r~,Jl in-wa . .:; correct. They bad been 
Bnnda Bunda, 1D20; H.icbmnnd Dow·Js, 1017; , me king it •<pptar· that necorly the whole of the 
:=\faxwelton, 1016; Ca1nb1·id!.;P Dnwn:-:, 1917; 1 runs within the .::chedule of the 1884 Act expiced 
IJ:\,orak, 1917 ~ J£Jdi.ngt.on, lHJR; .Julia Creek, wiLhin se, en {jl' tight ,Yr' .. rs. There were a lot 
1920; :Eu1olo, 1D1 G. Those rnn~ comprised pretty I of rnnH that would e~~pire in lDOtl, but there were 
well all the "been c.mntrv from Richmond not nmny of t.bem on tbe country !it for sheep-
Downs righJ· d·)Wl~ the }..,finriers '~nd ont to good :-sh•'·~p country. T.viost of the sheep country 
ne<.1r 1\[acktnky R ·n~'t8. '~rh ere '.1 ere no run/:{ in the ~1itchell di~trict waR included in the 
.in tLat diKtrict, the kR.st:' . ., of which had not schedule of the lSU:: .. :\.et, and the les3ees there 
-O\Ter twr.lve vears to run. The hon. lnPrnber took a.\,anktge of tha.t Act :1nd got ~tn ext;:.n-
£or North Br~Hbane odd the l'Ul18 in the l\iitchPll ~ion nf len'.e. It ,\,_~s :-aid they got it to keep out 
district vvere expiring. It was qnil e true, as the tb.,~ raLbit8; but it \va;; to k··ep out the two-
hon. membRr had st~~.teri, ttu~t there were a lnt 1egged r::tLlJi~.s-th._· Helectol's~that they got the 
of runs in the vicinit.v nf le:J,SL" for (~xten~ion. The Con1n1ittee woul,.::l be doin.~ a 
which expired in 1D08, n1ilton) \Vrong in ncceptinGr th8 ~unond1nent. rThe Bill 
lu"..,d no ohjeution to takir!:;· all<nved any pastnrf'tl lessee to ha ::e his run 
p1a('-: as f''lr'.'ly as possilJle in the ea~--:. of rl1:.".:.: c1as·-ifl<:-d .:i; ;'wt lorgcc than seven years 
·where the leases expired in 1907 ('t' 1DOS. But befo1·e m· la" ;r t""',YelYe Llonth~. 
~1e hai an o~jE:>ctinn to runs .. e hnd mentioned )..Ir. STOKY: Can you tell u::. hr-v•1 n1uch ·will 
being cb"sified within >Use there be left to the le> sees 9 
mi;;bt be a great den :m<l f,,r :\Ir. \\'. :aA::VUI,TON: He would tell the 
years. If the runs· \verc cL Con1ln)ttee the area left to the les~ee a.nd the 
Yt-a.r~, they rnig:tt llf~ arect ..1Vail .... b1e to the public for the llf'Xt twenty~ 
whereas in ten y ~t•.rs' £·n~ or hirt.y yFars. I-fe had spent a fe\v weeks 
rrw It n1ight bP such as to· how ~hat they should gc.ttillg th~se {igurc3 tng ther. In his w.vn dis~ 
be classed in Class I. It was ~€ttir:g t;hf' ~epart- tries durin~( the next twenty-five or thirty years 
Hl( nt a b1g- job to clussi.fy all the country in there would 'oR nnly three or fr;1H' 20,000-acre 
three ye::,rs. selections fal1ing in 1wr a,-nnnln, :1nd that was 

The SECRETARY FOR PAILWAYS: The dem>lnd not tco mnch to r ·scrYe for the public. \Vhet 
for hnd wol!'t alter the c1assifi,,, tio:1. the Bill allow et' wa' ~mple in regn.rd to 

ext"n"ion. He repF tbat he did not object 
to leases e>.:piriug· in 1!'107 or 190B g,ctting their 
ch-.-;i6cation a, early as po.s,:oible in order that 
they might know their po,,ition, but he objected 
to tbe cL1rss!fication o£ runs for :t lunger terrn 
than by the Bill. The provisions 
of the w. re a bit too libera-l for him in 
that respect, but he had to swallow them. 
The Bill \, ent far enuugh, but if the amend
ment, propo~ed by the hoD. rnernber for North 

has i Brisbane was carried it woulrt go too far, not 
only for himself, bnt for most people who had 
any i:.1ten-.:t in th -:;e di:,triets, and who had 
any \Vi~h to encourage se'· ~lernent in Queens
land. It was all very well for the pastoralists 
to sn,y they knew they must malte \vay for the 
selector, but they longht all they possibly con!d 
to prevent the land being selected cond settled 
on. .He was going to vote for the clause as it 

Mr. W. HA-:\HLTOX: 1\" o ; but htnd tbe,t 
\vonld be put into th( 3rd <;r -.1tb cla8s now might 
be pnt into the 1st c]><.,s by ncl by '-'·hen theE 
\Vas likely to be a dt0llland fnr land f•1r ··f- tt1e~ 
rnent. Taking the run:, ·Nithin about 100 tniles 
Jf I .. ~mgre1.ch, there V',~"'l"E' only hvo or three tb,q,t 
hart l··s., than from twelH to twentv _,,e,rs to 
run. \Vestlands le,tse Llid nut expire till 1020; 
l\Ianeroo in 1~)1;}; :EYe~h<? .. lll and 1\Ianeroo had 
.abont the shtJrtest tin18 to run. 

The SJWHETAHY JWR RAILWAYS: 'Nhat 
th:-Lt to do with thP cl-;ssiti< 1-tion? 

Mr. \V. HA}IIILTOX: If tlwse run.s were 
cla.ssified within the next thrte yea.rs there rnjght 
be an inju~:ice done to the di ,:trict. They tnig·ht 
lr put into Class IV. with twPnty-eig-ht years on 
top of this~with fo• t.y~eight years to n~n; or 
they might be put into Cla.-3 III. wil:h twenty-one 
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stood, and he hoped every member who had the 
interests of the country at heart would do the 
san1e. 

Mr. :FORSYTH (Carpentct?·ia) thought the 
amendm··nt was somewhat dr1"tic, and would 
vote against it. He approved of a good many of 
the remarks that had bllen from the hon. mem
ber for Gregory. If they accepted thio amend· 
ment, it would include runs which would fall in 
in 1915, and it would he gi,·ing an extension of 
about twelve years. They "]] knew that in a 
progressive country like this a great many 
things might happen in that time, and land 
that at present might be classified a.s second 
or third class hnd in ten or twelve years 
might be classified as first-class. They knew 
that during the last few ye~trs a very large 
amount of land had been taken up for dairy. 
ing purposes, and it was quite possible that 
a great deal of land would be taken up for 
that purpose during the period he had mentioned. 
If a man took up land, and h" had 25 per cent. 
agricultural and the rest pastoral~cattle country 
~it was quite po,sible that in taking up a block 
of land of that description he would make as 
much money out of it as out of firHt-class sheep 
country. Under the circumstances, people 
would he only too glad to take it up, and the 
Land Court might classify it as first-class 
country if the demand for dairying land was 
very strong at that particular tim~. He noticed 
that another amendment, proposed by the hon. 
memb~r for North Brisbane, had been banded 
round, which made the matter much more 
liher.d as far as the Crown was concerned. 
He suggested that the hon. member for Bris
bane North should cba,nge the word three to 
five in 0<eh c•se. However, that would come 
later on. But there was one matter which 
amused him very much. Strong protestations 
had heen made by hnn. members with regard to 
this amendment, and he did not believe in it any 
more than those who made tho,e protestations. 

1\Ir. HARD ACRE : As to classification? 
Mr. I<'OltSYTH: Yes; bnt it was a most 

remarke,ble thing that the people who objected 
to this particular clas•<ific~ttion were the very 
people who wanted classification immediately, 
and none more so than the h<m. member for 
Leichhardt. On page 806 of Hansard that hon. 
mPmber fHtid-

I think it ought to be classified immediately, or as 
early ~1s vo~sible, so th~-t,t. there slwuld be some definite 
po.:;ition attained by the lessee with regard to his 
finanees. 

Now, when they compared that with the state
ments of the hon. member for Gregory, they 
would 6nd a great disparity. The hon. member 
for Leichhardt, on the second reading, wanted 
the classification to be made at once. 

:VIr. H,>RDAORE: Under a different scheme. 
Mr. FORSYTH: 'fhen why did not the bon. 

member tell the Committee his scheme? 
Mr. HARDACRE: I did on the second reading. 
:VIr. FORSYTH: So, according to the state· 

ment made by the hon. member for Leichhardt, 
which was recorded on page 806 of Hansard, he 
wanted ten times more than the hon. member for 
North Brisbane wanted. The bon. member for 
North Brisbane said the time for cla•sification 
should be three years, bnt the hon. member for 
Leichbardt wanted the classification done at 
once. 

Mr. HARDACRE: Under a different scheme. 
Mr. FORSYTH: That only made his argu. 

ment the stronger. Then, with regard to the 
remarks of the bon. member for Gregory on the 
second reading; of this Bill, the hon. member 
said~Hcmsard, page 813-

There is no certainty that this land will come under 
Class IV. It is one of the defects of this Bill that 
nobody knows what class his land will be brought into. 

If he understood English, the hon. member for· 
Gregory was then fighting the battle of the hon. 
member for North Brisbane. 

Mr. vV. HAMILTON: I was doing no such thing. 
Mr. :FORSYTH: The hon. member for North 

Brisbane was nwre conservative, for he wanted 
to make the time three years; and the complaint 
of the hon. members for Leichhardt and Gregory 
was that the principal defect in this Bill was 
with regard to classification~that the lessee did 
not know where be was~and that lands should 
be classified immediately. On page 815, Mr. vV. 
Hamilton said~ 

The hon. member for Cat·pentaria shakes his head. 
He is not the Land Conrt, and he does not kno\v 
what class the runs will be put in. 

)fr. PoRSYTH: Do you think that first-clas.s sheep 
country will be put in Class IV. r 

Mr. W. HAMIL'rON: 1 would not trust any of them. 
If politieal inilnenee is brougllt to bear it is hard to 
say 'vhat they would do. One of my objeetions to the 
Bill is its indefiniteness. 

lt seemed to him that a most remarkable change 
had come "over the spirit of the dream" of those 
hon. members. There was no getting away from 
that. The hon. member for Leichhardt even 
wanted commissioners appointed to assist the Land 
Court in classification, and it was very stmnge 
what had caused those hon. members to change 
their views since the second reading of the Bill. 
Their opinions now were entirely and diametri· 
cally opposed to the opinions they held before. 
The principal reason why he was going to eppose 

the amendment was because it was 
[7'30 p.m.] looking too far ahead; but if the 

hon. member would amend his 
amendment so that the classification would be 
done within two or three years before the 
expiration of the lease, he would support him. 

The S11;CRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS 
(Hon. \V. B. H. O'Connell, JJnsgTave) wanted 
particularly to get some bu;;iness done. There 
could be no doubt that all the runs in Part I. 
of the Bill would get Class I. at least-that 
was, they would get half their holdings for 
ten years~so that the amendment could only 
affect runs which were not likely to get a longer 
period and a larger area than was allowed in 
Class I. It did not affect Class I. at all. The 
first-clnss rnns must come under Class I. The 
only thing the :trnendment would do in its 
present form would be that it would neces
sitate classifying all the runs within three 
years from the time of the passing of the 
Act. He was prepared to meet the hon. mern· 
ber to the extent of providing that tbe classi· 
fication should take place not later than two 
years before the expiration of the lease, in· 
stead of not later than twelve montbs before. 
That would leave the machinery of the Bill 
in tact. The clause was drawn in such a w~ty 
that the Minister must take the initiative 
before classification could take place. He held 
that the Minister was the proper judge of the 
time when in the interests of the public a run 
should be clas•lified. He considered that it was 
imperative already, but he was prepared to 
meet the hon. member for Brisbane North by 
inserting after the words "in that behalf" the 
words "which reference he shall be hound to· 
make." That would place it beyond all doubt 
that it was imperative for the Minister to refer 
it, and, as be had said, he was alsa willing to· 
alter the period before the expiration of the lease 
within which the reference must be made. That 
would limit the period to between seven years 
and two years, instead of between seven years 
and twelve months. He held in his hand the 
drah of a Bill which had been submitted to him 
some years back by the· h<m. member for Bris· 
bane North and others, in which all they asked 
was to know three months before the expiration 
of their leases. 



Pastoral Holdings [25 0CTOBER.j .New Leases Bill. 1489 

Mr. HARD ACRE: They are getting better 
terms than they ever dreamt of. 

Mr. \V. H.UJILTON : They know they have a 
good thing on, too. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LAKDS: 
The hon. member for Brisbane North ought to 
be s'1tisfied with the compromise he offered. 
Two vears was ample time for the lessees to 
know "what class they woulrl get. 

Mr. STORY (Balnnn,·) : It was most unfortu
nate that the question could not be lifted out of 
the narrow groove into which hon. members on 
the other side had forced it. 

Mr. BmnrAN : It is nothing but a party move. 
Mr. KERR: You have shifted your position in 

the Chamber to get near the Mtnister. 
Mr. STORY : HP had shifted his place to be 

near the hon. member who had moved the 
amendment. \Vith him it was no question of 
one portion of the community gettirc; a certain 
amount of land and keeping it from another 
portion of the community. 

Mr. IL-l.lmACRB: That is jusl what it is. 

Mr. STORY : It was nothing of the kind. He 
was not interested in any particular man. Th" 
greatest industry they had in Queensland had 
received such :1 staggering knock that they must 
give it a chance to recover, and if they were 
going to work on this line they would never do 
it. He was not in a position to say, like the 
leader of the Opposition said with regard tn the 
sugar industry~ "If it cannot live on our ter.rrlP, 
let it die." They were not there to cons1der 
the interests of syndicate• or financial com
panies, but to pnt the t:(reatest industry in the 
colony on a paying footing- for somebody. Hon. 
members opposite seemed to have missed the 
gist of the question altogether. He objected 
entirely to the clause, and if be had his "ay 
it would hJ negatived. In that clause the Go
vernment said that six months after the passing 
of the Act, the le,sees could come under it, 
and they would tell them seven years after
wards what class they were to come under. It 
was not a question of whether they knew six 
months or seven years after the passing of the 
Act what class they were going to be put under, 
but it was absolutely nece>Sary for them to know 
what area they were to retain. 'I.' he hon. m em· 
bers on the other side probobly lived in districts 

::\Ir. STORY : He had lease for fourteen 
years but the hon. gentleman must disassociate 
from 'that fact the proposal to give him an ex
tension of lease under this Bill. The extension 
of lease uiven under this Bill was to enable the 
nastoratleasee to recuver from the ruin which 
had come upon him. Supposing he had ten or 
eighteen yean' to run for three-fourths of the 
area, at the end of that time, or some time during 
that time, he would know whether he was to get 
one-half, t .vo-thirds, or three-quarters. He would 
not know how much he was to get before he came 
under the Bill, and he wouhl have to come 
under it before he could find out. If he were 
put in Class I., he had no option-he had to tak 
his land for ten vearo, and he might be left 
with an aren, lr"s than that held by some grazing 
farm selectors in his own district. There were a 
number of small stations which, if they were 
brouc,ht under Class I., would not be left with a 
suffi~ient area to enable thE>m t0 keep anything 
like one-quarter or one-fifth of the stock that 
they required to enable them to recover from 
the drought. In sa:;·ing that he was not speak
ing for any particular body of men, but he was 
speaking in the interests of one of the biggest 
industries of the country. vVhen the Selectoro; 
Bill c1rne before Parliament, and they knew 
what the Minister was prepared to do in the' 

, way of relief, he would be prepared to go further 
if the :Minister would let him, and as far as thi" 
Bill was concerned he was prepared to go a 
step further than it proposed to do. H was 
our great industry that was at stake, an industry 
whir:b was trembling m the balance. He knew 
that this industry had received such a stagger
ing blow during the last few years, that it was 
a question whether, under any circumstances, the 
men out in the \Vest and up in the North. 
would be able to recover at all. They had met. 
as a Parliament, not to give any consideration. 
to one particular class of men, or one particu
lar financial body, but to deal with our big 
industry rmd put it on a sound footing. He 
would read the report of one station to show 
hon. gentlemen what the stock of tl1at par:.icu
lar station had to c~rry in the way of debt. 
This would serve also as an illu,;lration of the 
losses in onf' particubr part of the country, and 
of whctt was necessary in order to reinstate an 
industry which had suffered so greatly all over 
the colony. After working the>e properties 

in some respects larger than hiP, and they ' 
had in their minds large stations that under 
any circut.:.lstancPs-if one quarter \Vas taken 
away this year and one-half at theterminntion of 
the lease--would still leave them stations that 
they could work. The stations that hP was 
talking about were very mtwh smaller, and if 
one-half was taken away this year, and they 
wer'' put in Class I., they would not have full
sized selections left. In some cases there would 
be such a small residue that it would pay 
them better to select 20,000 aci·es elsewhere. 
They were not so tnnch concerned in knowing 
the date at which they would know what exten
sion they were going to get as the area they 
would be allowed to retain. Class I. gave them 
one-half, Class II. gave them two-thirds, and 
Class III. gave them three-fourths. Under the 
Act of 1884 a man c~me under it, knowing 
that he was going to lose a certain portion 
of his land, and get a lease for fifteen or ' 
twenty-one years, or whatever it was, for the , 
balance. \Vhen a man came under this Bill, he 
knew nothing of what he was going to get. If 
he came under Class I., he might find that there 
was only left to him an area not more than that 
held by some selectors. 

the shareholder>< he,d only half lhe area of 
country and GG,OOO slwep left to carry the enor
mmh bnrd en of £G/2, G'i2. Each of these sheep 
had to carry ?. burden of £8 13s. 3d. That 
experience ·had been repeated in hundreds of 
instances. Therefore, if they were ll"oing to do 
anything to help this industry they .must give 
the ]c,_,ees an arecc large enough to run the sheep 
upon which they would breed. The lessees 
wanted to know what nrea would be left to 
them before they came under the Bill, so that 
they might know whether it would be worth 
their while to continue breeding sheep, and 
whether they would ha,·e time to recover from 
their lossPs. · If they found that at the end of 
their leases they would not have. a sufficient 
area, then it would be better for them to have 
nothing to do with. this Bill. \Vbat he com
plained of was that the Bill force•l them to
come under it within six months after it was 
passed, and did not tell them how they would be· 
treated for seven years afterwards. The main 
thing squatters wanted to know was whethe!!" 
they would get enough country to carry the stock 
which they would have to breed up. 

:Ylr. LESINA : Human sheep in this colony 
carry a debt of £70 per head. 

Mr. STORY: That had nothing whatever to· 
do with the question. Over and over again they 
had heard the story of the small number of sheer> 

Mr. HARDACRE: He has a lease of the whole 
lot for fourteen years. 

1901-4Y 
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which had to carry an immense load of debt, 
and the question for them now to determine was, 
whether they were prepared to do a just thing 
by those who were settled on the land by 
granting them a sufficient area in order to 
carry the sheep which they hoped to have in 
the future. The main point he wished to 
insist upon was that the squatters had to come 
under the Bill ii} six months' time, and they 
would not know for seven years if they would 
have sufficient land on which to carry their 
stock. Under such circumstances the smaller 
stations had better not touch the Bill at all. 
Under Class I. they could not get enough land 
to do anything with ; under Class II. they could 
barely get enough, and under Class III. perhaps 
they could get enough. That the amount of 
land open for selection had to be kept up he 
would admit, and from what the Secretary for 
Lands had told them the supply would be fully 
equal to the demand. But while providing suffi
cient land for selection there was no reason why a 
sufficient acreage should not also be left on which 
to run the stock which the squatters held. Large 
stations such as Warbreccan or Thurrulgoona, 
when half their country was gone, would at all 
events still have a station left, but stations such 
as Claverton, and many others in the Warrego 
district and towards St, George, when they had 
lost a quarter of their area this year, and a half 
of it in t"n years' time, would have practically 
nothing left, and what they wanted to know, and 
know as quickly as possible, was the class under 
which they were going to work. 

Mr. BROWNE (Croydon): The hon. member 
for Balonne, for what reason he did not know, had 
drag;ged his name into the debate and repeated 
some words which he used last night at a public 
meeting-words which he was prepared to use 
again in that House as soon as the hon. gentle
man's leader was prepared to allow him the 
opportunity. It was rather an unfortunate 
illustration for the hon. member to bring for
ward that he (Mr. Browne} had said he would 
sooner see a certain industry perish than that it 
should be carried on under existing conditions. 
If the hon. member for Balonne put the pastoral 
industry on exactly the same footing as the 
sugar industry he (Mr. Browne) would be pre
pared to say exactly the same thing, great and 
all as the industry was. Let the pastoral 
industry be worked under the same conditions 
as the sugar industry, and he would not care a 
hang whether it perished to-morrow. He thought 
the hon. gentleman did a great deal more harm 
than good to the pastoralists and those he was 
trying to help by indulging in such a tirade of 
abuse against the other side. They had heard a 
good deal from time to time about calamity 
howlers ; but he did not think any colony of the 
group could produce a man who had maligned 
the lands of the colony to such an extent as the 
hon. member for Balonne. They could take 
quotation after quotation from the hon. member's 
speeches, and judging by them, he might be 
considered the bitterest enemy Queensland ever 
had. The hon. member would remember the old 
fable about the boy who was constantly crying 
wolf. All he could say was that he was quite pre
pared, and had a] ways been prepared, to do all he 
could to help the industry in its trouble, but it 
could not be disputed that the representatives of 
that industry had day after day, month after 
month, and year after year, been crying out 
that the industry was perishing. For the last 
thirty years they had heard the same cry. 
Nearly fifty years !!go the industry was going to 
perish, first on account of the want of convict 
labour, then on account of the rabbits, and then 
on account of the prickly year. Now, as the 
Secretary for Lands wanted to get through the 
:Bill, and as there were two or three members on 

his side who understood the Bill perhaps better 
than the hon. member for Balonne, he should 
advise that they go on with it• consideration. The 
hon. member for Brisbane Korth was also doing 
his best to get the Bill through, yet the hon. mem
ber for Balonne had inflicted UflOn them a jeremiad 
extending over nearly half-an-hour, chiefly com
posed of abuse of the other side; and under such 
circumetances they would never get through the 
Bill. The hon. member all through his speech 
had never elevated himself beyond his own elec
torate, although he bad appealed to other hon. 
members not to take a narrow or party view of 
the question. He asked the hon. member, if he 
took any interest at all in the Bill, to assist the 
Secretary for Lands in getting it through. 

Mr. STORY : I will say what I like, and when 
I like. 

Mr. BROWNE: The hon. gentleman had a 
perfect right to say what he liked and when he 
liked, but he was not going to drag him, Mr. 
Browne, into his speech without getting as good 
as he gave. He was trying to get the Bill 
through, but the hon. member dragged in an 
altogether foreign subject when he referred to 
what he (Mr. Browne} had said elsewhere. 

Mr. STORY: You are not ashamed of what you 
said, are you? 

Mr. BROWNE: No, he was not ashamed of 
what he said ; but if the hon. member thought 
he was going to have a free hand to abuse mem
bers on that side without being replied to, he 
was mistaken. Let the hon. member stick to 
the Balonne electorate and the men who drew 
Government rations and refused work at £110s. 
a week. 

Mr. HARDAURE {Leichhfitrdt) thought it was 
time they got back to the amendment. The hon. 
member for Balonne had said they were discuss
ing the matter from the point of view of electorates 
in which there were very large holdings, and that 
they were forgetting altogether that there were 
districts where there were very small holdings. 
But the hon. member seemed to look at the 
question as if there were no districts in the 
colony except those in which there were very 
small holdings. 

Mr. STORY : There are small stations all over 
the colony. 

Mr. HARDACRE: Yes, and there were 
large stations all over the colony, but the amend
ment before them did not only deal with 
small holdings, but also with large holdings, and 
therefore it must be made applicable to large and 
small holdings alike. Now, if an exception were 
necessary in the case of small holdings, it was 
necessary to bring in a special amPndment, and 
the hon. member for Brisbane North had done 
so. He had an amendment printed providing 
that a station should not be resumed below 
40,000 acres. When that amendment was dis
cussed was the time to speak as the hon. member 
for Balonne had been speaking for the last half 
hour. What they were discussing now was 
the time when the classification should be made. 
He contended on the second reading that 
the classification should be made immediately, 
but he was then discussing a different scheme 
altogether from that which was in the Bill, 
where the leases started at once, and the lessees 

would not get the extension pro
[8 p. m.] posed in this Bill added to the 

long term they already possessed. 
He proposed that the lessees should have a 
new lease altogether, and besides that he was 
dealing with runs the leases of which would 
fall in within seven years, and not with hold
ings the leases of which had from fourteen to 
twenty-one years to run. He wished the hon, 
member for Carpentaria would not persist in 
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misrepresenting him on this matter. What he 
><aid on the second reading of the Bill was as 
follows:-

I think it ought to be classified immediately, or as 
early as possible, so that there should be some definite 
position attained by the lessee with regard to his 
finances 
'The hon. member stopped there in the quotation 
he made, but he (Mr. Hard acre) went on to say-

What earthly use is this Bill, or an extension of lease 
to a lessee who has only six or seven years of his lease 
to run P The Land Court cannot classify earlier than 
seven years hence. In any case I do not think that 
where a holding is adjacent to a township it should be 
made certain to the lessee that he will have ha!! his hold
ing reserved to him. Indeed, in my opinion there should 
not be a square acre of that holding given. The Minister 
himself pointed out, mentioning the case of Degilbo 
·run, that with regard to expired leases such as that, 
where the land would be required for close settlement, 
he would not even refer such a case to the Land Court. 
If that is so in the case of Degilbo, should it not equally 
be the case with such places J:LS :Mount Abundance, 
Wellshot, and the lands surrounding Barcaldine, which 
for a certainty will be required for oettlement? In 
such cases I certainly do not think that it should be 
provided in advance that half of such holdings should 
be locked up against all settlement. 
Re did not believe in giving the pastoralists half 
their holdings in such cases, but the Bill, which 
he did not like at all, and which dealt with the 
matter in a clumsy manner, gave them a 
certainty to that extent. If the lessees did not 
>Come under this Bill they would get nothing at 
all, as their leases would lapse. But under the 
Bill they would get at least half their holdings. 
At the end of the existing leases the lessees would 
have a certain portion of their runs remaining, and 
they would get an extension of lease for at least 
one-half of that remainder. But it would be utterly 
,unfair to classify runs now where the leases had a 
long period to run. The Minister had met the hon. 
member for North Brisbane very fairly when he 
stated that he would make it imperative that the 
reference should take place in such a way as 
would assure the lessees that they would get at 
least half of their holdings, and also that the 
classification should be made at least two years 
before the expiration of the leases, which would 
give the lessees time to make financial arrange
ments. Surely that should be enough for the 
hon. member if he wished to be fair to the 
country. He thoroughly agreed with the hon. 
member for Croydon that the attitude of some 
hon. members opposite would do more injury to 
the cause they desired to advance than anything 
€lse. They were too greedy, and in trying to get 
too much they would probably lose all. He had 
done his best to assist in passing the Bill, but if 
those hon. members succeeded in getting amend
ments of this kind inserted he should give no 
further assistance in passing the measure. 

Mr. KERR (Barcoo): It was very true, as the 
hon. member for Balonne had said, that they all 
looked at this matter from their own standt.wint, 
and in the light of what had come under their 
own notice. Looking at it from his standpoint 
he thought the amendment was unreasonable, 
and that stations like Bimerah, \Varbreccan, 
Portland Downs, Ruthven, and Albilbah should 
not be classified within three years from the 
present time. The fear of the people of t.he colony 
was that if all the runs were classified within 
three years the Land Court would come to the 
conclusion that the land was not req aired for 
settlement. As the ban. member for Greooory had 
suggested, a run might be placed under Class II. 
or III. or IV., instead of in Class I., and the tenure 
that would be given in that case would be such 
as would block settlement in that particular part 
of the c0lony for a very long time. The Secre
tary for Lands knew that a very large amount 
a grazing farm settlement had taken place on 
Warbreccan, which was 140 or 150 miles from 

the railway. If the land on Bimerah had been 
available when the land on Warbreccan was 
taken up, he had no doubt that the people would 
have preferred to have settled on Bimerah, 
because then they would have been brought into 
closer contact with the railway, and would not 
have been put to so great an expense as they 
were now in sending their produce to market. 
What the hon. member for Gregory and others 
wished to know was, if the hon. member for 
North Brisbane intended that his amendment 
shnulcl apply to stations the leases of which had 
thirteen years or ten years to run. The 
leases for Barcaldine Downs and Home Creek 
would expire in 1914, and the hon. member for 
North Brisbane knew that country very well. 
The hon. member for Balonne had referred to 
small stations in connection with this matter, 
and it was a pity that the hon. member did not 
give the Committee some idea as to what stations 
he meant. In the Mitchell district there were 
few stations that would have only a small area 
after one-fourth were taken away. The hon. 
member for Stanley thought it a great deal that 
one-fourth was to be taken as well as the half, 
but the hon. member must recognise that this 
Bill was not taking the one-fourth away. 

Mr. LORD : I know that. 
Mr. KERR: That was an agreement entered 

into before by the lessees with the Lands Depart
ment. They gave up one-fourth, and they got 
an extension of lease to twenty-one years after 
the end of fifteen years. And even after the 
half was taken there would be a good area of 
<;ountry left to them. If this amendment were 
carried there would be no opportunity for closer 
settlement in the Mitchell district for a great 
number of years. 

Mr. CAMERON (Brisbane North) thought it 
would probably save time if he withdrew the 
amendment with the view of proposing some· 
thing else. Judging by the discussion which had 
taken place, it appeared to him that in some 
respects the amendment he moved last night went 
too far for hon. members, especially in regard to 
certain leases which had a long time to run. 

Mr. W. HA)!ILTON: You acknowledge it now. 
Mr. CAMERON said he had acknowledged it 

all along. He had never lost sight of the fact. 
He thought it right to assume that members on 
both sides were anxious to do the beAt they could 
in the interests of the country. (Hear, hear !) 
Possibly they looked at the matter from different 
standpoints, but they were, no doubt, doing their 
best according to their lights. He recognised 
that in bringing down this mea•m·e the Minister 
for Lands desired to do his best for the country, 
but where he (Mr. Cameron) thought the Bill 
was not what it ought to be he intended to do 
his best to improve it. He now asked leave to 
withdraw tbe amendment. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. CAMERON moved the omission of sub

section 2 and the insertion of the following:-
(2,) upon the receipt of such notice by the Minister he 

shall refer the same to the court. In the case of hold
ings having at the date of reference not more than eight 
years ·to run. the court shall 'vi thin three years from 
the date or such reference and, if practicable, not later 
than twelve months before the date or the expiration of 
the lease, classify the holding of which such notice has 
been given, in one or other of the classes hereinafter 
mentioned. 

In the case of holdings having at the date of reference 
longer than eight years to run, the court shall, at any 
time, not earlier than seven years nnr late!' than 
five years before the date of expiration of the lease, 
classify snch holding in one or other of the classes 
hereinafter mentioned. 

In this amendment he had endeavoured to meet 
the objections raised by hon. members, and he 
hoped it would be accepted. 
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The SJ<~CRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS 
regretted that he could not accept the amend
ment. It took out of the lmnds of the :i\Iini,ter 
a power which he ought to possess-namely, 
determinine' the period at which the reference 
should be made to the court. This amendment 
made it imperati\·e that directly on the receipt 
of the notice the l>Iiniilter should refer the same 
to the court. Then it left it in the hands of the 
court to do certain things. The proposal of the 
Bill was the opposite. It left it in the hands of 
the Minister to tell the court that in his opinion, 
in the public interest, the time had come at 
which the C<Jurt should classify the land. He 
believed that that was the proper conrse. 
Another thing-, the amendment appeared to be 
rather involved, and he w0uld like the hon. 
member to explain exactly what it meant. 
He could not really see what the hon. member 
was fighting for. Under the Bill, runs which 
would fall due in 1\JOS--seven years from now
might be classified almost directly after this Bill 

,passed. They would have to be classified. But 
if the amendment was accepted, they would 
hnve to be cla'''ified two years before the expi1 a· 
tion of the lel1Ses ; that was, if the proposal in 
the Bill" .ts altered from twelve months to two 
years. Under the Bill they would only have to 
wait twelve months before the ::\Iinister thought 
proper to refer to the court for classification, 
and if the alteration was made the reference 
must be during five years from the passing of the 
Bill. He thought the clause in the Dill was a 
very fair one. He had not been able to follow 
the hon. members fur "'orth Brisbane and 
Balonne in what they said-that thio amendment 
was going to benefit the eight-year men very 
much. It might have some benefit, but he could 
not see that now. 

Mr. CA::\IERON: There were some of the 
leases which had seventeen years to rnn, and 
there were eome on the other hand which had 
eight years to run, and Bome which had only ons 
or t·wo years to run ; and his intention "\Vas to 
include the whole of them in the same category. 
He thought hon. members wonld 0ee his reason 
for sn doing. 

::\Ir. HARDACRE : ·whatever the intentions 
of the hon. member for Brisbane Xorth were, he 
had certainly worked them out very badly. 

Mr. CA:\IERON : Thank you ! 
::VIr. HARD ACRE: Thie amendment would 

only deal with holdings which had long periods 
to tun. 

An HONOURABLE :'llEiHHER: No. 
::\Ir. HARD ACRE: If any certainty was re. 

quired it should be with regard to holdings the 
lea~es of which vvere going to expire imrrle
diately, or within seven years. These lands 
should get classification rather than in the cases 
of holdings which had twelve, thirteen, fourteen, 
or fifteen years to run. This amendn1ent did 
not provide when the reference should be made 
at all; it allowed the Minister to make the 
reference at any time. It the hon. member 
wanted to carry ont his purpose he would have 
to make it imperative that the ::\1inister should 
make the reference at once, otherwise the 
holdings would be in the so,me position as they 
were in at present. 

11r. FoRSn'H : Why not put in the word 
"immediately"? That would meet the whole 
case-that is what you want. 

An HoNOURABLE :i\h~IHER: They must give 
notice in six months. 

Mr. HARDACRE: The amendment was con
tmdictory. It read-

Upon the receipt of such notice by the J.Iinister he 
shall refer the same to the court. In the case of hold 
ings having at the date of reference not- more than 

eight years to run, the court shall within three years 
from the date of such reference, and, if practicable,_ 
not later than twelve months before the (late of tbe 
expiration of the lease, classify the holding of which 
such notice has heen given, in one or other or the 
clat;seo; hereinafter mentioned. 

That meant that the classification must be made 
in four years before the expiration of the lease. 
It gave no chance to do it during the last twelve 
months before the expiration of the lease. He 
thought the best thing would be to accept the 
clause as it stood in the Bill. If it was wanted 
to make the elassitication immediately prior to 
the expiration of the lease, let it be done twelve 
months or two years or three or four or five years 
before that time. He, hO\vever, cl id not believe in 
the five ye.<rs' term, and if the period was made 
twe!Ye months there would be no necesoity to 
discriminate between the two different holdings. 
If the period was altered to two years, it could 
be done in the next five years; if altered to 
three ye:1rs, in the next four years ; and if 
altered to five, in the next two years. Tb~ same 
provision would be applicable to all holdings. 
The classification would have to he made during 
the last five, or four, or three years previous to 
the expimtion of the lease. That wa" the way 
to get at what the hon. member wanted. 

::\Ir. \V. HA11IIJl'ON : \VhP.t the hon. :Tiem-
i ber for Leichhardt said was perfectly correct. 
' If this amendment was carried they would bf· 

just in the same position as theY were now. He 
thought the proposed amendment of the :;\olinioter ' 

, was a fair and reasonable une. It was fair 
i enough for anyone. He propo,ed to make 

it "not later than two vear ·." That v, ould 
allow a certain time-five' ve.us--in which to 
make the clrssification. He' did not think the 
department should be tied down in the matter 
of time with regard to making the classifications. 
They cl id not wnnt officers to ,it. down in their 
offices in Brisbane and make the classifications, 
They shonld inspect the country and see it for 
themselvu, and take evidence in the several 

, district,, before they made the classificc,tions. 
Then this work of classification wonld take a 

: long time, for there was a lot of country to be 
dealt with. He would not tie the department 
down to do this work in two years, for the 

' present staff was pretty well occupied with 
routine work, and he thou~ht the present staff 
would have to be double<! to do this work. 
Moreover they wanted ex puts, and not "rdinary 
clerks, to do the work, <tnd if necesst1ry the 
Minister should go ontside the department and 
outside the colony for these experts. He 
thought the :i\IIinistet·'s proposal was a bir and 
reasonable one, and it should meet the objections 

i of the hon. member for North Brisbane. In the 
cases where leases expired in 1D07 or 1!108, the 
classification would be made as early as possible. 
The staff should not be forced to do this work in 
a short time in a slipshod manner. Let them do this. 
work thoroughly. He took exception to some re
marks which had been made about hon. members 
on his side, for they wished to get amendments into 
the Bill, so as to make it a good measure. They 
did not want to prevent the passing of the Bill. 
\V hat hon. members on that side wanted was to 
make it as fair a Bill as possible. He did not see 

why they should always be twitted 
[8•30 p.m.] with wi~hing- to destroy the pastoral 

industry. The pastoralles<ees were· 
now offered better terms than they had ever 
been offered before-and what more did they 
want? Even under the Bill as it was intro
duced, it was possible for many stations to get an 
extension of over forty years. \V as that not 
treating the lessees liberally? If the Govern
ment refused to give them any legislation at all, 
it would not be an act of repudiation. It was 
just a matter ot business-whether it was politic. 
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for them to give any further extensions. They 
had come to the c•>nclusion that ic was, and it 
was now br the Committee to consider what 
was a fair thing in the interes~s of the industry. 
Hon. members on the other side were always 
accusing the Labour party of trying to de ·.troy 
the in,:ustrie·, of the colony, but they wanted to 
protect every industry. \V hen they spCJke of the 
pastoral industry they were not like the hon. 
member for Brisbane Xorth, who was the peesi
dent uf the Pastoralists' Assochtion-the big 
lessees. The pastoral indu•try included the 
grazmg farmer as well as the pastoral lessee; 
but anyone would think, to hear the other side, 
that the big pastoral lessees were the onlY ones 

ho ought t< receive any consideration. On his 
side they were going to consider all classes of 
pastoraliots-- the man with 2,500 acres as well as 
the man with 2,000 square miles of country. He 
was going to support the compromise offered by 
the Secretary for L1nds, as it was a fair one. 

Mr. BELL (Dalby) said the Bill did not deal 
with the men with 2,500 acres at all. They had 
nothing at all to do with the Bill. The hon. 
member for Leichhardt based the whoie of his 
argument upon the fir.<t line and a-half of the 
clause :-"Upon receipt of snob notice by the 
Minister he shall refer to the court." He under
stood the hon. member to contend that upon 
receipt of the notice by the Minister, he might 
delay to any period he chose the reference to 
the court. He (Mr. Bell) put another construc
tion upon that sentence. He contended that it 
was absolutely imperative for the Minister to 
refer the matter at once to the court. 

Mr. HARDACRE: Then the clause is contradic
tory. 

Mr. BELL : He did not think it was contra
dictory at all. The hon. member put a different 
interpretation upon it to that which he (Mr. Bell) 
put upon it, and which was the only one that 
could be reasonably put upon it. 

Mr. HARDAURE could not see how any 
other interpretation could be put upon that 
sentence than that which he put upon it. It 
merely said that the Minister should refer the 
matter to the court "upon the receipt of such 
notice," but it did not say when he should refer 
it. It did not "ay that he should refer it imme
diately upon the receipt of the notice. It was 
like some provisions in their Land Acts, which 
provided that, upon the determination of a lease, 
certain things should happen, but they did not 
happen immediately thereupon. 

Mr. BELL : If the clause said "After the 
receipt of such notice," your contention would 
be right, but it says "Upon tlu- receipt of such 
notice." 

Mr. HARD ACRE: Granting that the hon. 
member was right, then the clause was contra
dictory, because it further eaid, '' In the case of 
holdings having at the date of reference not 
more than eight years to run, the court shall 
within three years from the date of such refer
ence." . . . In that case it was provided that 
it should be done within three years after the 
reference. Supposing a lease had seven years to 
run; the lessee gave notice ; the Minister made 
the reference at once ; then the court would 
have to classify within three years. 'rhat would 
be four years before the expiration of the lease, 
and yet the clause provided that the claw;ifica
tion [should be made "if practicable, not bter 
than twelve months before the date of the 
expiration of the lease." 

Mr. BELT,: Apply your argument to the case 
of lea";es that have only fonr years to run. 

The SrwRETARY FOR PGBLIC LA!'DS: Some 
leases terminate this year. 

Mr. HARDACRE: \Vel!, hegaveitup. The 
clause was contradictory, and he hoped the hon. 
member for North Brisbane would give it up too, 

Mr. CAMERON said that the clause was as 
clear as daylight, and he had tried to explain it. 
It was intended to meet the case of leases which 
had only seven years to run. 

Mr. JACKSON (Ke''''cdy) quite agreed with 
the hon. member for Leichhardt that it was very 
difficult to understand the drafting of the clause. 
It appeared to him to be contradictory in terms. 
He quite understood that some leases were 
falling due immediately. The hon. member for 
Brisbane North was not going the right way 
to de,;] with these cases, and he would "dvise 
the hon. member to withdraw his clause. If 
the clause was drafted in a different wa,y it 
would c,ll'tainly be an improvement on the one 
the hon. member had placed before the Com
mittee earlier in the evening, although he did 
not think it \VfLS necessary, seE'ing- the pro1nise 
which had been offered by the Illinister to make 
the reference compulsory, and to extend the 
time from twelve months to two years. Person
ally he ,,_ ould not object to making it even three 
years, because he recognised that the pastoralists 
whose leases were falling due should have a 
reasonable time to make their arrangements, 
financial or othen; ise, and he did not see bow 
the country could suffer by giving them three 
years within which to make those arrangements. 
He recognised that the pastoral lessee must 
come within the scope ot the Act within six 
months of its passing, The hon. member for 
Balonne made a point of that by pointing out 
that the pastoral lessees only had six months 
aft-r the passing of this Bill to enter into an 
agreement which they did not understand. That 
was so as regards details, but they had some 
sort of idea of the terms they would get. They 
knew the principles laid down in the Bill; they 
knew that, at least, they would get one-half of 
their runs. 

Mr. SrORY : If the lessee knew that he would 
get three-fourths, then he might be ~tble to go on. 

Mr. JACKI'\ON: Of course the Bill was 
on quite different lines to those which the 
hon. member contended for. ·when the 1884 
Act was passed pastoral lessees knew exactly 
what they were to get. Under this Bill they 
did not know what they were to get, except 
within certnin limitation;;. But it appeared to 
him that they were not prejudiced or injured in 
that way, because they had no inherent right 
under their leases to get anything at all. It 
would certainly be better if they knew exactly 
how much they were going to get, but still that 
was not within the scope of the Bill, which was 
drafted on different lines, and did not recognise 
that. He did not think the hon. member for 
Brisbane North was going to get his amendment 
carried, and he recommended him to accept the 
compromise offered by the Minister. 

Mr. FORSY'rH: He entimly agreed with the 
hon. member for North Brisbane, in that he 
did not think there was anything in this clause 
which could not be understood. He understood 
that the hon. member for North Brisbane was 
willing to amend the clause, so as to provide that 
the lessees whose leases had not more than eight 
years to run should know three yean instee~d of 
five years, as was proposed in the clause, before 
their leases expired exactly what class they 
would come under. He understood. the hon. 
member was willing to bring the other part of 
the clause into conformity with that, and that 
really the only difference between the Minister's 
proposal and that of the bon. member for North 
Brisbane was one year. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LA~WS: Two 
years. 

Mr. FORSYTH said the only difference 
between the l\1inister's proposal and that of the 
hon. member for :1\orth Brisb<me was one year, 
and the question was whether the Minister vvas 
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willing to accept the three years, or whether he 
wanted to keep to the two years. One thing he 
thought every hon. member would agree in, and 
that was that anyone who had a large number of 
sheep or cattle wanted some little time to make 
his arrangements. In any case, unless the hon. 
member was prepared to amend his clause in the 
way he had indicated, or unless he was prepared 
to accept the amendment of the Minister, he 
would vote against his proposal. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : 
The term two years which he proposed was 
only the minimum. The probabilities were that 
it might be four years before the expiration of 
the lease, or it might be six years before the 
classification was made. He thought the hon. 
member for North Brisbane ought to be satisfied 
with the compromise he had offered. 

Mr. FORSYTH : There was one objection 
to the three years. The hon. member argued 
that if it were reduced to three years it only 
gave the court four years in which to do the 
work. If there were a large number of leases 
falling in, the question was whether the courb 
would be able to do the work. If the Minister 
thought that the court could not possibly do all 
the work in four yeare, that was a strong argu
ment against the proposal of the hon. member 
for North Brisbane, and he would vote for the 
amendment of the ;vrinister. 

Mr. LESINA (Clermont): He was inclined to 
support the clause as it stood, and would vote 
against the amendment of the hon. member for 
North Brisbane. He had read that amendment 
through, and the more he had read it, the more 
difficult did he find it to understand. This Bill 
provided that within six months of the passage of 
the Bill a pastoral lessee might give notice that 
he wanted to come under its provisions, and 
immediately he did that he could apply for 
classification. Upon the receipt of the notice 
which he sent out, the matter had to be 
referred by the Minister to the court. The 
court sat to hear evidence and examine the 
case. Within three years of having received 
the reference the run should have been classi
fied, but the clause said "if practicable, not 
later than twelve months before." He believed 
that the amendment might be made very much 
clearer to indicate what the hon. member for 
North Brisbane was striving for. Nearly every 
lease in the Clermont district had from seven to 
eight years to run, and some up to ten or twelve 
years, and as the great majority of the leases in 
that district would be affected, that was why he 
felt a particular interest in that provision, and 
desired that it should be framed in the clearest 
possible English. Take the case of Blackadder 
Run, the lease of which expired in 1906. Within 
six months of the passing of the Act, the com
pany who owned that run would have to apply to 
bring it under the operation of the Act, and as 
soon as notification was sent to the Minister he 
would send it on to the court. By 1902 the 
whole matter ought to be completed, and 
between that and 1905 the run must be classified. 
The clause stated "in the case of holdings having 
more than eight years to run the court shall 
within three years of the date of such reference 
classify the holding," and, "if practicable, not 
later than twelve months before the expiration 
of the lease." That would give five years for 
the classification. Certainly the clause was 
very contradictory. At first he had been in
clined to support it as it originally appeared in 
the Bill, but he did not feel disposed to vote 
for it now, until it was put in perfectly clear 
English, so that a person even of his humble 
intellect could clearly understand it. At present 
no hon. member seemed to understand it clearly. 
It was not a case of "thou shalt not do some
thing," and the something was stated so definitely 

that any man could understand when he offended,. 
but it was drafted with all the cunning that the 
average lawyer was able to put into it. He· 
foresaw crowds of fat briefs as the re5ult of the 
passage of a clause like that. Both the hon: 
member for Leichhardt and the hon. member for 
Carpentaria had striven to explain its meaning. 
He bad also done the same, although he was. 
afraid he had not shed a great deal of light upon 
it. Certainly he thought the clause should be 
re-drafted. 

Mr. FoRSYTH : Your explanation is as clear as 
mud. 

Mr. LESINA: He had no doubt it was as 
clear as that of the hon. member, who had a. 
reputation for being able to clarify anything. 
However, he was not satisfied that on the present 
occasion the hon. mewber had succeeded very 
well in explaining the clause, and he hoped some 
member who thoroughly understood it would get 
up and explain it. 

Mr. FOX (Norrnanby) thought they should 
extend some consideration to the pastoralists as 
well as to the Government. If the country was 
not sufficient to carry the quantity of stock which 
the pastoralist had he should be granted sufficient 
time in which to make necessary arrangements. 
The question was one of compromise, and he 
thought three years would be a reasonable time 
in which to make arrangements. 

Mr. HARDACRE: According to the amend
ment, the words "if practicable" applied indis
criminately to all holdings having from one to 
eight years to run, but if the holdings were to be 
classified within three years, the provision could 
not apply to all. He would suggest the insertion, 
before the words "if practicable," of the fol
lowing:-

In the case of holdings having at the date of reference 
not more than four years to run. 

After all, he thought it would be much simpler 
and better to accept the Minister's proposal as 
embodied in the .Bill. It got at the same thing 
within about a year, and the Bill would not be 
mutilated. He did not think they should quarrel 
over the matter of a year. 

Mr. J ACKSON thought that if the sentence 
was transposed it would be clearer. 

[9 p.m.] He would suggest that it should be 
transposed so as to read-

In the case of holdings having at the date of refer
ence not more than eight years to run the court shall, 
if practicable, not later than twelve months before the 
date of the expiration of the lease, and within three 
years from the date of snch reference, classify the 
holding of which such notice has been given, in one or· 
other of the classes hereinafter mentioned. 

Mr. W. HAMILTON thought the best way 
out of the difficulty was to accept the Minister's 
proposal, which everybody with common sense 
conld understand. There did not appear to be· 
anyone in the House who understood the amend
ment of the hon. member for North Brisbane. 

Mr. FOX: Would the Minister make the 
time three years or two years? 

Mr. W. HAMILTON : The Minister says he will 
make it two years. 

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: Order! The 
hon. member for N ormanby is making an appeal 
to the Minister, and I think hon. members 
should allow the Minister to answer him. 

Mr. FOX: He had some knowledge of the 
time it required for a man to make arrangements 
to move his stock, and he thought the time 
should be three years. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS 
was quite satisfied that in many cases the refer
ence would be made six years before the expira
tion of the lease. The department could not 
rush all this work into a certain period, but 
would have to do it by degrees. Under his pro
posal the latest period at which the classification 
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must be made was two years before the expira
tion of the lease. His intention was to move 
the omission of the words" not later than twelve 
months," with the view of inserting "and, if 
practicable, not later than two years." The 
words " if practicable" were put in to meet 
those cases where the leases would fall in at the 
end of this year, or the end of June or December 
next year, and where the classification could not 
possibly be made any length of time before the 
leases expired. He thought that a minimum of 
two years was a very fair thing, and that the 
hon. member for North Brisbane should be pre
pared to accept that. 

Mr. CAMERON was prepared to withdraw 
his amendment if the Minister would make the 
time three years, and thought he was doing a 
reasonablA thing in making that proposition. If, 
as the Minister said, the reference would be 
made in many cases five or six years before the 
termination of the lease, why should he not 
make the minimum period three years? 

Mr. LESIN A : It appeared to him that the 
hon. member for North Brisbane, who repre
sented the pastoralists in the Chamber, re
sembled the little boy with the nuts, and that in 
attempting to grasp too much he might lose all. 
The concession offered by the Minister was a 
very reasonable one. The pastoralists in New 
South Wales were not receiving anything like 
the same fair play as was being shown to the 
pastoralists in Queensland. A large number of 
runs belonged to financial institutions of one 
kind and another. As has been pointed out-

On no account will the New South Wales Royal 
Commission on the Pastoral Industry concede that 
leases mortgaged to financial institutions shall receive 
extensions unless such agree to write down their mort
gage to a fair and equitable amount. In the case of 
leases owned entirely by financial institutions no exten
sion is recommended unless a satisfactory g~arantee is 
given that the country will be put to the best possible 
use. 
No such restriction was imposed in Queensland. 
He was of opinion that the best thing the Com
mittee could do was to support the Minister, and 
pass the clause as it stood. 

Mr. CAMERON did not wish the amendment 
to go to a division, and, with the permission of 
the Committee, would withdraw it. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS 

moved that the words "not later than twelve 
months," on line 1 of subsection 2, be omitted, 
with a view of inserting " and, if practicable, 
not later than two years." 

Amendment agreed to. 
The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS 

moved the insertion, after the word "behalf," on 
line 34, of the words "which reference he shall 
be bound to make." 

Amendment agreed to. 
Mr. HARDACRE moved the omission of 

subsection 3. All the arguments he used last 
night in connection with this matter applied 
with equal force now. He did not want to 
repeat them at length, but it was absolutely 
necessary in order to provide for future require
ments, that these resumed areas-in many cases 
at least-should be made available for settle
ment. One great objection he had to the sub
se~tion was th:>t by_ doubling the area which 
might be classified rt was really doubling the 
amount o.f .lease which they might gat. If 
that provision were allowed to go in the pas
toralists would be getting a very much larger 
area given to them in the new lease than was 
requested by the deputation that waited on the 
Premier. All they asked fur was that they 
should be allowed to have three-fourths of the 
then existing leases-that one-fourth should be 
taken away, then another one-fourth in seven 

years, another one-fourth in another seven 
years, and so on. The Bill proposed, instead of 
giving them threP-fourths of their runs, to give 
them one-half in the case of Class I., two-thirds 
in the case of Class II., three-fourths in the case 
of Class Ill., and the whole in the case of Class 
IV. This proposed to e;ive them one-half, not 
merely of the holding, but also one-half of the 
resumed area, ,so that it would give them the 
whole of the present holding. 

Mr. LORD : What is to become of it if it is not 
selected? 

Mr. HARDACRE : If it was not selected it 
would be occupied as it w:.s to-day, and occupied 
every bit as much as if a lease was given. vVhere 
the country was of equal value it had been occu
pied, as far as the Crown was concerned, as much 
as if the lease was given. 

Mr. LORD: Suppose it is not of equal value? 
Mr. HARDACRE : It was assessed at the 

same rent almost invariably. Anyone looking at 
the list of rents would see that the rent was 
practically the same on the leased portions and 
on the resumed areas. There was Withersfield, 
for instance, which paid .£1 2s. 6d. a mile for the 
leased portion and the same amount for the 
resumed area. 

Mr. KENT : I know one case in my own district 
where it is different from what you say. 

Mr. HARD ACRE: The rent of the resumed 
area and of the lease was the same in nearly 
ev~ry case, and as far as the Crown was concerned 
they were getting as much revenue from the 
resumed areas as from the other portion. He 
thought the clause would simply tend to lock up 
land which possibly might be required for settle
ment. Instead of half of each portion, they were 
proposing to give the whole. If there were 100 
square miles of leasehold and 100 square miles of 
resumed area, they would be really giving what 
was equal to 200 square miles. It was wrong to 
say that they were only giving half the holding, 
for in many cases the court would say : "Here 
is the resumed area and the holding classified 
together, and it is now divided," and they would 
get all the leasehold back agaiil. That was what 
it meant. If this was permitted then people 
would get a far better bargain than thev asked 
for. 

Mr. FORSYTH : It only means if any resumed 
land is not selected. 

Mr. HARD ACRE: All that it meant was 
that if land had been selected it could not be 
given as a lease to the lessee. 

Mr. FoRSYTH : It is part of the original re
sumed area; that is what I am arguing. 

Mr. HARD ACRE: If it had been selected it 
could not be given as a lease to the lessee. 

Mr. FoRSYTH : It is in the area of the lease. 
Mr. HARDACRE said he was taking the 

resumed area--
Mr. FORSYTH : Left. 
Mr. HARDACRE: Of course. There were 

innumerable cases where the whole of the re
sumed areas still remained there. 

Mr. FoRSYTH: Not altogether. 
Mr. HARD ACRE: Yes, a very large number 

of cases indeed. 
Mr. STORY : Only in bad country which is no 

good for anyone else. 
Mr. HARD ACRE: If the resumed area 

happened to be near a township, a large part 
of it would probably be selected, and nothing 
but the inferior country would remain ; and if it 
was not close to a township, although it might 
be good country, still it might not be selected, 
and in a good many cases not even thrown open; 
but now, as population increased and railways 
spread, that land might be required for settle
ment, and it was altogether wrong to give it 
back into the lease without reserving the resumed 
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area. What would be done with that portion ? 
vVould the pastoralists do any more with it than 
they were doing now? 

Mr. KEXT : Prickly pear is growing on such 
lands. 

Mr. HAHDACRE : He did not think the 
lJear was growing on the leaseholds of the colony 
now-at any rate, not on many. The hon. 
member knew that pastoralists stocked the best 
portions of their runs. If it w.cs bad country, 
whether leasehold or remmed area, they simply 
let it lie there. And what improvement were 
they making on such bnd? 'l'hey put up fences, 
but they did not improve the country ; no, '!lot 
one in a hundred. He thought there we' a feelmg 
that there should be some new form of settle
ment, something like that which c'xisted in Xew 
South \Vales, where there were improvement 
leases; where they gave lar.;e areas on conditions 
of improvements. He suggested that, and the 
hon. member for Gregory had mentioned it the 
other night, and the Minister seemed to be in 
favour of something like it. If tl1at sy,,tem were 
ad,lpted, and he hoped it would, they would be 
able to utilis' large portions of resumed areas for 
that new form of settlement. He maintained 
that they should reserve portions of this land for 
the purposes of settlement. 

Mr. JTOX said he took a somewhat opposite 
view of the matter to the hon. member for 
Leichhardt, for he knew on8 run in his own 
district where the rent for the resumed pcrtion 
was 12s. Gd. per mile, and £1 7s. Gd. for the 
leased portion. 

Mr. HARDACRE : \Vlmt district? 
Mr. FOX : Leichhardt-in the unsettled dis

trict-Lotus Creek. The object of tbe Minister, 
he took it, was to throw the:ce lands in, and 
instead of paying 12s. 6d., they would be com
pellecl to pay the same at Lotus Creek for the 
resumed portion as they now paid for the lease
hold. That was where the sting of the Bill 
came in. \Vith regard to the resumptions spoken 
of by the hon. rnembe1· for Leichhardt, the hem. 
member would agree that they could not frame 
a Bill to meet erery case, and it had to be 
remembered that wherever country was resumed 
by the Government, the best portions of the 
runs were taken up as grazing farms, and the 
worst portions were left. In thac case it would 
be very hard for the pastoralists to be caused to 
take the worst portions and pay the same rent 
for them as for the leased portions. The thing 
cut both ways. He was speaking in general 
terms, and he thought that what he h:id said 
would be the general effect of the Bill. 

Mr. HARDACRE : According to the rent 
list. the rent for the leased portion 

[U"30 p.m.] of Lotus Creek was £1 7s. Gd. per 
square mile, and the rent for the 

grazing right was also £1 7s. 6d. 
Mr. STORY: Does it say £1 7s. Gd. for the 

grazing right ? 
:VIr. HARD ACRE : It said, "grazing right, 

ditto." 
Mr. STORY: Everything you have quoted is as 

incorrect as it can be. 
11r. BmnrAN : Another exaggeration. 
Mr. CAMERON thought that the hon. member 

for Leichhardt was somewhat mixed in the 
figures he had quoted, even for his own district. 
He was certainh' wrong about \Vithersiield. The 
rent for the leased area was £100 2s. Gd.-that 
was £1 2s. Gd. per square mile for 118 square 
miles; and the rent for the resumed area-that 
was the grazing rigbt-v><ls £03 Hs. 7 d. for 112 
square miles. That certainly was not £1 2s. od. 
a square mile. 

Mr. STOllY: There is no ''ditto" there at all. 

Mr. CAMERON: All the other figures the 
hon. member quoted were the same. 

JYir. \V. HAMILTON: The question was 
practically the same as that which they had dis

' cussed at o-reat length the previous night, the 
' onlY differ~nce being that this clause dealt with 

unexpired leases, while the previous clause 
referred to expired leases. The same arguments 
were applicable, except that in the present case 
they were accentuated by the Ltct that there were 

1 a lot of resumpti01u which had never been thrown 
open for selection, and which, under the clause 
now under discussion, would be thrown back 
into the leasehold" without the public ever 
having an opportunity of saying whether they 
were rettdy to select them or not. The argument 
the preceding night was th_at the. conrt would be 
m a position to make loc,clmqmnes. But no one 
could tell from purely local inquiries what the 
demand for land was likely to be, becau~e the 
majority of those who had taken np land m the 
\V est had come from the other colonies. As far 
as the grazing l"ightc were concerned, tbe court 
had power to asse;s them at the Slime rental as 
the leased areas, if the country was of equal 
grazing value. There was no reason why the 
Crown should only get half the rental for the 
resumed areas that they were getting for the 
leaseholds. 

Mr. l<'ox: 13ut they have a tenure for the 
I leased portions. 

Mr. W. HA11ILTON : That was right 
enough, but they might have the use of the 
resumed portions for eight or ten years-as many 
of them had had. Then, if the resumed area 
was inferior in quality to the leased portion, t~e 
court had power to reduce the rental. He did 
not like the throwing back of the resumptions 
into the leaseholds. If the resumptbns had 
been made available for selection for a certain 

' period, and none of them had been selected, 
there might be something in the argument. He 
had proposed an amendment the other night 
leaving them open for selection for two years, 
but he had been defPated ; but he still contended 
that an opportunity should be given for people 
to select them if they chose. 

Mr. KENT (Burnett): As far as he could see, 
there was no possible hope of a pastomlists' 
amendment getting into the Dill, so that the best 
thing they could do was to support ~J:e amend
ment, because, as it stood, the pastorallsts would 
be compelied to take the refuse of the conntry 
that the selector did not want; and it would be 
far better for them to let the Crown keep it. 

Mr. BELL said that, so far as he could und~r
stand from the junior member for North Ens
bane, the pastoral lessees did not wel_come 
subsection 3 with any particular enthusiasm. 
They did not "eem disposed to includ~ the 
resumptions in their leases, at all events, without 
some investigation. He observed that the 
junior member for North Brisbane had an 
amendment providing for the insertion of so~ne 
words which would ,;ive the lessee some chmce 
in the matter. He would remind the hon. mem
ber for Gregory of the assurance given by the 
Secretary for Lands the other night that he was 
going to provide that all the deliberations of the 
court should be made public, and that evidence 
should be called, so that before the court gave 
a certificate they won!d have to hear evidence. 

Mr. HARD ACRE: According tll the expla
nation of the hon. member for Bri,,bane North, 
he was incorrect in taking the dotted marks !n 
the rent list to mean that the same rent was paid 
for the resumed areas as for the leaseholds. At 
the same time there was practic.tlly no difference 
between the rents where the character of the 
country was the sam~. In his own district he 
mentioned the other mght where--



Pastoral Holdings [25 OcTOBER.] 1497 

Mr. :SgLL: You have said that several times, 
'but you have given no proof of it. 

Mr. HARDAORE: He was s1m1king now 
'from his own recollection of the determination 
Df rents in his rlistrict, because he took par
ticular notice at the 'time of the rent for the 
resumed areas and the rent for the leased por
'tions, and he would gi ,.e a case in point. The 
total rent of Lcmgacre was £13 12s. The area 
was lG square miles, and there was no un
available country. The resumed area was Hi 
square miles and the rental was £12. In another 
case the rent for the resumed area was £Hi l?is. 
for an area of lOO square milE:J. The rent for 
the lLtsehold was within a few shillings of the 
same amount for an area of SO square miles, so 
that actually there was a higher rent paid for 
the resumed portion than the leasehold. From 
this it would appear that while the character of 
the country was the same, the difference in rent 
was very little. So far as it being against 
the interest of the pastoralist to take the re
sumed area, he for one was quite content to 
shnd the racket, so far as that was concerned, 
because he believed it was much better to have 
the country at our command, and available for 
settlement when required, than it \ras to lock it 
up, even if we got a little higher rental for it. 
It was' not fair to make pastoralists take land 
which, in some cases, they dicl not want. Under 
the 18~H Act there was a bargain made, so that 
they always had a certain amount of settlement 
·going on. If the pastoralist did not want this 
land, he did not see why they should be compelled 
to take it. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LAJ'\DS : 
He could not understand the hon. member for 
Leichhardt's objection to this clause, because it 
was distinctly in the interest of the Crown. As 
he (Secretary for Public Lands) said when the 
hon. member was moving a similar amendn,ent 
on clause 3, this clause was built on the 1900 Act, 
the principle being that it was desirable that 
'hnd which was not under the control of anybody 
should be placed under the control of someone. 
If anybody was entitled to object to the clause 
it 'Was the pastoral lessee, who might be forced 
to take up land-probably some of it of an 
indifferent nature-which was not wanted by 
the ordinary selector or by himself. This was a 
matter no doubt which the court wonld be very 
careful to inquire into, and if they were of 
opinion that the land was wanted for settlement 
they would not certify that the land should be 
:pnt back into the lease. If it was second-class 
pastoral country, it might be worth the while of the 
pastoral lessee to take it, though it might not 
tempt the selector in the ordinary way. It was 
with the view of getting that land occupied that 
he had this clause drafted, and he certainly 
thought it was distinctly in the interest of 
the Crown that it should be in the Bill. At the 
same time he could quite understand the pastoral 
lessee might be afraid that he might be used 
unfairly. He did not think the court was likely 
to certify where a piece of land was of such a 
nature, and was so cut off from the leasehold of 
the pastoral holder as to make it worthless to 
him, but if it was inferior and that was put back 
into the leasehold, the whole of the leasehold 
would be ussessed as one holding, and the 
]Jastoralist would get a lower rental. If the 
leasehold would be of a better quality, if it had 
the resumed area with it, then, of course, the 
lessee would have to ]HY a higher rent. The 
advantage that the Crown would gain was that 
this land would be occupied, and they would get 
an equitable rent for it. \Vhether it was a 
higher or a lower rent, it would be for the court 
to decide. If it was inferior land to the Iease
'hold, that would reduce the average rental of the 
run. That was for the protection of the pastor· 

alists. The ad vantage to the Crown was that 
they had the land occupied, and they received 
some rental for it. 

Mr. BELL asked the Minister if, in the case 
of a lea'!e coming under Class I., and getting a 
lease for ten years of half of the land, the 
resumed area was included in that? 

The SECRE'rARY }1'0ll Pl:TBLIC LAJ'\D8 : 
The resumed area would be included, aud then 
the classification would be made. 

1Ir. I3l!;LL: It does not mean half the original 
lease? 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
, It would be the original lease, with the portion 
' of resumed area which the court certified 

should go back. 
Mr. STORY: He hardly knew why the hon. 

member for Leichhardt should seek to press this 
to a division, because it was eminently against 
the intere~ts of the pastoralist ., and that ought 
to satisfy him. To compel the pastoralist to take 
in portion of the resumed area of his run-which 
might have been lying idle and uncelected for 
years, and was probably infested with prickly 
pear-was not assisting the industry to recover. 

Amendment put and negatived. 
Mr. IV. HAMILTON: He had an amendment 

to move on line 4:-J, that after the word " holding" 
there should be inserted-

Provided that no certificate shall be given with 
respect to any ~~uch land resumed in pursuance of any 
Act, unless it has been pl'Oclaimed open to selection, 
and remain eel open for a period of t"\vo years "'n.-ithout 
having been selected. 

He had altered his printed amendment to make 
it read "for a period of two years," as that was 
the period which seemed to find favour on the 
previous night. It was only fair that if the 
public wished to take up any of the resumed 
area they should have an opportunity of doing 
so. It was only reasonable that it should be 
open for two years before it was thrown back 
into the leasehold. It was no nse going over the 
same ground again, and. he therefore simply 
moved the amendment. Possibly the Land 
Court would certify that it was not required for 
close settlement, and a row might be kicked up 
in the district by people who would say that if 
it had been made available it would have been 
taken up. He thought if it '>'as made available 
for two years no objection of that sort could be 
taken. 

Mr. CAJ\IIERON said he had a prior amend
ment to that which the hem. member had moved. 

Mr. W. HAMILTON : He would withdraw 
his amendment until the hon. member for Bris
bane North had moved the one of which he had 
given notice. 

Mr. CAMERON : The amendment which he 
wished to move was on line 42, after the word 
" land." He wi,hed to insert " or part or parts 
thereof." This amendment was proposed with 
the object of allowmg the court to eliminate from 
the consolidated holdin,:; any part of a resumed 
area that might not be suitably situated for add
ing to the original holding. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
If the hon. member would look at the early part 
of the subsection he would see that the court 
conld certify that the whole or any specified part 
of any hmd was not likely to be required for the 
purpose of settlement, so that the amendment 
was really not wanted. The court could eliminate 
any portion of a resumed area. 

Mr. CAMERO::f : In spite of what the 
Minister said, that the object of the amendment 
was provided fur already, he wuuld like to see 
the words inserted if he would accept them. 

The Sgcl\ETARY FOR PGBLIC LANDS : For 
what reason? 
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Mr. CAMERON: Because he thought they 
would be an improvement on the clause. 

Amendment agreed to. 
Mr. CAMERON moved the insertion after 

the word "shall," on line 42, of the words "if 
the lessee agrees." He thought the lessee should 
have some say about the part of the resumed 
area that would be included in the new holding, 
otherwise a lot of worthless land might be forced 
upon him, and it might be land which would 
entail a larg-e expenditure for improvements 
before it could be used. It was a well·known 
fact in connection with tbe Western lands, that 
in the case of resumed areas which had been 
open for a considerable time, the eyes of it had 
been selected, and the country that was left was 
not only the worst p~rt of the resumption, but 
possibly it was in detached areas, which it would 
not be profitable to work. The lessee should, 
therefore, have some s&y as tu whether th~se 
areas should be included in the le&se. If it 
suited him and he could make those areas pay, 
well and good, but he should not be compelled to 
take them up and incorporate land ,in his lease 
which had been open for a considerable time, 
and which had not been selected. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LA:i'WS: 
The amendmen:t practically gave the lessee the 
right to take any portion of a r~sumption. The 
court was not at all likely to certify to any 
unreasonable inclusion of the resumed area. 
He would sooner not have the clause in at all 
t:mn accept the amendment, because it would 
give the lessee the right to pick out such parts 
as he thought would be suitable to him, and 
leave the balance. That would not be fair at 
all. The Committee must remember that the 
court would in all probability refuse to certify 
to the inclusion of land in the leased portion 
of a holding if it was likely to be unwork· 
able. The court would use its discretion. 
Suppose there was a long line of selections 
which divided the land completely from the 
leasehold, the court would certainly not cer. 
tify that that should be included in the run. 
As to indifferent country being included in a 

holding, the lessee was protected in 
[10 p.m.] that respect, as the court would 

have to assess the rental on the total 
area of the holding ; and if mdifferent land 
was included in his holdmg, the rent would 
be so reduced that he would practically get 
that land for nothing. That was exactly what 
happened last year; in one case the rental was 
reduced to 2s. lld. per square mile, and 
similar reductions would undoubtedly take place 
under this clause if indifferent portions of land 
were forced on the lessee. But the Land Court 
would exercise common sense, and would not 
force on the lessee land which was so situated 
or so unsuitable that it could not be worked with 
the rest of his holding. 

Mr. W. HAMILTON was very glad to hear 
the Minister intimate that he would not accept 
the amendment. It looked a very simple one, 
but if the hon. member for North Brisbane 
brought forward amendments like that he must 
expect opposition from that side of the House, 
and he would certainly get it. The proposal 
really was that if the land in a resumption was 
good the lessee should have it included in his 
lease, but that if it was not good he should not 
be compelled to take it. There were cases now 
in which the lessee had made a freehold of the 
very pick of the land in the centre of a resump· 
tion, and the rest was left in the hands of the 
G0vernment, and was lying idle to·day. It was 
quite possible that, if this amendment were 
adopted, after the lessee had bought the best part 
of a resumption he would object to have the 
remainder included in his leasehold. The amend· 

ment was a ridiculous one, and he did not see· 
how the hon. member for North Brisbane could 
expect the Committee to accept it. 

Mr. BELL understood the Minister to say that 
the amendment meant that the pastoral lessee 
could choose which part of a resumption he 
would take. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : The 
previous amendment of the hon. member for 
North Brisbane, which has been passed, allows 
the lessee to take any " part or parts thereof." 

Mr. BELL : He thought the words inserted 
at the instance of the hon. member for North 
Brisbane were merely confirmatory of the words 
in the previous part of the clause-namely, "the 
whole or any specified part," which meant, he 
presumed, the unselected portions of a resump· 
tion. It did not mean that the lessee could 
say, "I will take this part of the unselected 
resumption, and will not take the other part." 
The unselected portion of a resumption had 
to go in as a whole or not at all, and on 
that assumption the hon. member for North 
Brisbane proposed that the lessee should have 
the right of saying whether he would take 
the resumption into his lease or nnt. He 
would like to say to the hon. member for 
Gregory that the pa<toralists-who the hon .. 
member said were at the bottom of this Bill
were asking for the extension of their leases, 
but not for an extension of a right over the 
resumptions. The pastoral lessees confined 
their claim entirely, as he understood tbe matter, 
to the leases, and the Government proposed to 
give them an extension on certain terms. But 
in addition to that, as a kind of afterthought, 
it was proposed, whether they liked it or 
not, that the resumptions should be rammed 
down their throat. The Minister stated tbe 
other night that he would accept an amend
ment of his (Mr. Bell's) making it compul
sory that the Land Court should hold an 
inquiry as to whether a resumption. w~s re
quired for settlement or not-and 1f 1t was
required for settlement that it would not he 
allowed to be included in the lease. That meant 
that the pastoral lessee was only to have the 
lea vings of these resum ptions-only those parts 
not required for settlement ; and yet, on top of 
that, the hon. gentleman actually asserted it was 
some device of the pastoral lessees; whereas, as 
a matter of fact, all that the junior member for 
North Brisbane asked was that the pastoral 
lessee should have the right of saying whether the 
leavings of a resumption should be in::luded in his 
lease or not. It was an extraordinary thing that 
on this particular point of the resumptions the 
hon. member for Gregory was taking an exactly 
opposite stand to that which had been assumed 
by the hon. member for Leichhardt. They had 
never yet heard-although there had been some 
symptoms of it occasionally-of the hon. mem
ber for Leichhardt posing as a champion of the 
pastoralists ; and yet he was particularly anxious 
that they should have the whole of their resump
tions or none. The hon. member for Gregory 
was trying to make the Committee believe that 
the one object of the pastoral lessees was to get a 
right to the resumptions. Looking at the whole 
history of the resumptions, and the fact that 
there was to be a clause inserted later in the 
Bill, providing that the resumptions should not 
be thrown into the leases unless the Land Court 
certified, after inquiry, that it was not required 
for settlement-in other words, that it was not 
good enough for settlement-he contended that 
it was only fair that the lessee should have some 
say in the matter as to whether he was to take 
the resumption or not. 

Mr. W. HAMILTON: The hon. member for 
Dalby had said that the pastoralists had never 
asked for the resumptions. vVhat ground or 
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what right had the pastoralists to ask for the 
resumptions? They had got no right to them. 
The question was whether the Government 
would allow them to have the resumptions 
included in their leaseholds. 

Mr. BELL : They do not ask for it. 
Mr. W. HAMILTON: He should think they 

would not have front enough to ask for it. The 
hon. member for Dalby was willing to accept 
what the Minister said he would insert later on 
-that there should be a public inquiry by the 
Land Court. His (Mr. Hamilton's) objection to 
that was that he did not believe an inquiry held 
locally, or even in the colony, could ascertain what 
demand there would be for certain lands. vVhen 
the hon. member for North Brisbane moved the 
previous innocent little amendment he wondered 
what was coming ; and now it appeared that the 
first was necesoary to make the second effective. 

Mr. CAMERON protested against the asper
sions cast upon him by thehon. member for Gregory 
and the hon. member for Leichhardt. In moving 
the amendment he had no underhand motive, as 
the hon. member for Gregory seemed to think ; 
he moved it because be honestly thought it 
would b~ unfair to the les~ee to compel hjm, on 
the certificate of the court that the land was 
not wanted for close settlement-which proved 
that the land was no good-to compel him to 
have that land incorporated in his lease whether 
he wanted it or not. 

Mr. FOX : It would be most unfair for the 
Government, having bad this land on their 
hands so long, and the eyes having been picked 
out, to force the remainder on the pastoralist. It 
might be unavailable country, or scrub country, 
or both; at any rate, it was useless country. If 
a man was to be forced to do a thing he should 
have some consideration. He should have the 
option of accepting or rejecting. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : There is 
no force used. 

Mr. FOX : Under existing circumstances 
there was force used. Let him have the option 
and then there would be no forced used. It was 
a tyrannical provision. 

Mr. W. HAMILTON: A Bill was passed last 
year dealing with country that the pastoralists 
were forced to take up. One acre of this was 
worth one mile of the country dealt with last 
year, yet they had to take up every acre held in 
the original lease under the Bill of last year
land that wa~ useless. Not only were they 
forced to take that up and pay a rental to 
the Crown, but they were subject to other 
liabilities-rabbit taxes and other things. If that 
was fair last year, he did not see where the 
unfairness came in now. 

Mr. STORY: The land dealt with last year 
was dry country-probably as good as the 
surrounding country, but waterless-and the men 
out there in the far West had to take all the 
original run when they were given a longer 
tenure. In that case the holding had not been 
offered for years and years, and the best parts 
taken out ; but in this case the lessee was forced 
to take the land which was not fit for selection. 

Mr. KERR: The hon. member said the 
lessee would have to take up land not fit for 
settlement, but that was not the case. What 
the court would have to certify was that the land 
was not required for settlement, which was a 
very different thing. If the eyes had been 
picked out of these resumptions, the lessees 
themselves had been the sinners in that respect. 
The Minister for Lands had pointed out that 
the court was not likely to compel the lessee 
to take any country that was at a distance 
from his holding; and it was well known that 
the court had the assessing of the rental to 
be paid for these portions of the resumption. 

It was well known also that the court had 
dealt fairly with the pastoralists in the past. 
He thought that it was only fair "and reasonable 
that the lessees should take up those portions of 
the resumptiom, after they had been assessed at 
a fair value. It was well known that the court 
would take evidence in open court, and that the 
pastoralists would be represented very strongly 
there, and they would see that they did not pay 
too much for this land. He was going to vote 
for the clause as it stood without the amend
ment. 

Mr. HARD ACRE did not see that there was 
very much in the matter after all. Supposing 
the court said to a lessee, " You have to take 
this land," and even suppos@ the land was bad, 
what would happen? He would not pay any 
more rental. 

An HONOURABLE MEMBER : He might pay 
less. 

Mr. HARDACRE : Yes. He would pay the 
rent which he was paying for it now. 

Mr. BELL: Not necessarily. He might have 
forfeited his grazing rights and someone else 
have taken it up under occupation license. 

Mr. HARDACRE thought that was a very 
exceptional case. Supposing the land was forced 
back on the lessee, he would pay no more rental 
for it, for the rental of the holding was deter
mined by the general average of the country, and 
in that way men would only pay what was fair. 

Mr. LORD: They have got to keep it clear of 
prickly pear. 

Mr. HARDACRE: That was so. He was 
very sorry that he had not called "divide" when 
he made his former suggestion. 

An HOKOcRABLE MEMBER: You knew too 
much for that. 

Mr. HARDACR:B}: Ko. He thought it 
would have been better if his suggestion had 
been accepted. The objection he had to this 
amendment was that they were giving the 
lessees the option of saying, "We will not take 
that country." They could say to the court, 
"We will not take that land unless you give us 
some other country." That would be giving 
them too much power over the court. Re did 
not think the clause would be doing the lessees 
any injury. 

Mr. STORY: The hon. member did not evi
dently gather what he (Mr. Story)meant. Under 
the 1884 Act the Crown took certain country 
from the lessees and called it resumptions. They 
destroyed their title; they took their land away. 
Let hon. members take a case : If 100,000 acres 
were taken away as resumptions, and out of that 
only 40,000 acres had been selected for a number 
of years, the balance would not be much good. 
After taking this land from the lessees and 
keeping them out of it for a number of years, 
and after it was proved of no use to anyone., 
now, when they had this relief Bill before them, 
it seemed that part of the relief was to force 
this land back on them, which no one else 
would take. That was the position. What was 
to become of the 12,000,000 acres, or a por
tion of them, which were not suitable for selec
tion ? He thought some hon. members on the 
other side sug>;ested that this land might be 
let in large areas, and selectors might take it 
up in that way; but he had never contemplateci 
forcing this land back on the lessees, any more 
than on the selectors. The lessees had no 
title to this land now whatever. It was hardly 
the thing to fore"\ land which no one else would 
take back on to the original lessee. 

Mr. HARDACRE: They have it now. 
Question-that the words be inserted-put ; 

and the Acting Chairman havin;r declared the 
question resolved in the negative-

After a pause-
Mr. KENT called, "Divide." 
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HoNOURABLE MEorBEns : Too late. 
The ACTIXG CH<URMAX: 'rhe hon. 

member should call out louder. \Yith the consent 
of hon. members, I will put the question again. 
I would like hon. members to speak so that J 
can hear them. The question is that the words 
be inserted. 

Mr. JENKINSOX asked for some guidance 
on this point. He had called "Divide" on 
another matter, but no noticfl was taken of that, 
and he presumed he was too late. A similar 
circumstance bad arisen to-night. Hon. mem
bers allowed some time to elupse before they 
called "Divide, and he asked if the hon. 
member was in order in pPssing the que"tion to 
a division? 

The ACI'IXG CHAIRMAN: In reply to the 
hon. member, I may say that I only heard him 
make the statement that he called "Divide" on 
the occasion which he refers to, just a few 
minutes ago, when he told me at the table. I 
would most certainly have allo,,·ed the division 
if I had heard him call " Divide." 

Mr. 'vV. HAMILTON: The hon. member did 
not call "Divide" very loud. 

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

Mr. W. HAMILTON again moved his amend
ment. There was no use going over all the 
arguments again, for the matter had been pretty 
well thrashed out. This amendment proposed 
that when a resumption took place the resumed 
land should be made available and remain open 
for selection for two years before being thrown 
back on the lessee. He would not say any more 
<>n the matter. 

The SECRETARY :FOR PUBLIC LANDS 
saidhetookup the same position with 

[10'30 p.m.J regard to the amend:nent that he 
took with re"m·d to a similar amend
ment moved by the hon. member on 

the preceding clause. He was thGroughly oatisfied 
·that the Land Court would not give its certificate 
unless it was satisfied that the land was not 
required for settlement. The powers given to 
the court by the Bill were of such a nature that, 
if they erred at all they would err on the side of 
carefulness. :For that rea ·On he did not think it 
necessary to tie their hands by compelling the 
land to remain open for two yc..trs. If that was 
done, the land would lie unoccupied, and perhaps 
the Crown would receive no rent for it. Sup
posing that it had not been open to selection at 
all, or that it had been open for twelve months, 
then the court could not deal with the resump
tion at all, because the amendment would abso
lutely block it. 

Mr. HARDACRE: A good job, too. 
The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 

That was a matter of opinion. Thehon. member 
seemed to think that land that was required for 
settlement was likely to be locked up, while the 
lessees thought that they were going to be forced 
to take the rubbish that was left; so that, 
between the two, they might safely leave the 
matter in the hands of the court. He was 
certain that the court, which was a disinterested 
body, would not certify unfairly to the lessee, 
nor did he believe that it would give land to the 
lessees that they thought the public would 
require. They would take good care that the 
position hey took up when granting their certifi
cate cohlld be substantiated. 

Mr. 'vV. HAMILTON vvished to impress upon 
the Minister that it was not a que>tion of dis
interestedness; but he was unwilling to le:we 
it to the conrt, as he did not think that the court 
had power to get sufficient evidence. They 
would be confined to investigations within the 
colony, but they were not in a position to 

ascertain what the demand would be outside the 
colony, and that was his reason for desiring that 
the land should remain open for selection for two 
years. 

Mr. KERR Faid that in the past it hai fre
quently happened that land was not taken np for 
a couple of years after it was thrown open
in r.ome cases longer. In smne cases it was then 
taken up by men from the southern colonies. 
Only that afternoon he had been called nut o~ 
the Chamber to see a gentleman from South 
Australia who wa~ desirous of taking up land in 
\~uoensland. He want0d to find ont if there was 
any land mitJ.ble. It might be known locally 
that land was O[Jen to selection, but it would 
not be known in the other c0lonies; and, as 
members of the Government declared that it was 
their wish to see settlers coming from the other 
colonies, he thought the amendment was a 
reasonable one. 

Question-That the words proposed to be 
inserted be so inserted--put; and the Committee 
divided:-

J\Ir. Airer 
Barber 
Bell 

, l3owman 
Browne 

'' Bnrrows 
, Curils 
,. Dibley 
,. Dun .. ford 
, . l''itzgcrald 

Givens 

AYES, 21. 
JIIr. \r. Hamilton 

,, Harda.cre 
Jackson 
,Jenkinson 
Kerr 
Lcsina 
l\:Iaxwell 
Xewell 
RYland 
Turley 

Tellers: )Ir. Jaekson and :lir. Newel!. 

XoEs, 24. 
Mr. Barnes 
, Bartholomew 
, Brid~~es 

Callan 
, Campbell 
,. J. C. Cribb 
, rr. B. Cribb 
, Dalrymple 
" Forsyth 
., Fox 
" J. Hamilton 
,, Hanran 

::\Ir. Kent 

" ~~~~y 
l\'Iacnrtney 
O'Connell 
Petrie 
Rutledge 
Stephensou 
Stodart 
Story 
W.1'horn 
Tolmic 

Tel/e;·s: J\ir. Kent and 2\Ir. Lord. 
Resolved in the negative. 
The House resumed ; the ACTING CHAIRi\IAN 

reported progress, and the Committee obtained 
leave to sit on Tuesday. 

The House adjourned at sixteen minutes to 11 
o'clock. 




