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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

Tuesday, 13 Octoue?', 1885. 

Resignation of "Jicmber.-Lieensing Bill-third reading. 
-Question.- Formal ::\lotion. - Victoria Rridge 
Closure Bill-considl'ration of T-'egislati"ve Uonncil's 
amendments.-"Gnclue .Subdivision of Land Preven­
tion Bill-committee.-:Jlessage from the I~egislatiYe 
Council.- Printing Committee's Report.- ;:,upply­
resumption of committee.-Adjonrnmcnt. 

The SPEAKEU took the chair at half-past 
3 o'clock. 

UESIGNATION OF MEMBER 
The SPEAKER said: I have to inform the 

House that I have received a letter from :Mr. 
John Lloyd Bale, junior member for Enog­
ITera resignin" his seat as one of the members fur 
the ~lectoral district of Enoggera on the ground 
of continued illness and irmbility to >tttend to the 
business of this House. 

The PUElVIIER (Hon. S. W. Griffi.th) 
moved-

That the seat of John Lloyd Bale hath become and is 
now vacant by reason of the resignation ot the said 
John LloYd Bale since his election and return to serve 
in this HOuse as one of the members for the electoral 
d_istrict of Enoggera. 

Question put and passed. 

LICENSING BILL-THIUD READING. 
On the motion of the PREMIER, this Bill 

was read a third time, passed, and ordered to be 
transmitted to the Legislative Council for their 
concurrence, by message in the utiual forn1. 

QUESTION. 
Mr. BLACK asked the Colonial Secretary­
'l'he average number of Polynesian patients in the 

)iaryborough and ::.Hackay Polynesian Hospitals duriug 
the month of September last? 

The COLONIAL SECRET AllY (Hon. S. W. 
Griffith) replied-

::\Iaryborough 
!Hackay 

FOUMAL MOTION. 

30 
64 

The following formal motion was agreed to :­
By Mr. AUCHER (for Mr. Chubb)-
rrhat there be laid on the table of this House, the 

reports, to date, of )fr .. Tack on the boring operations 
for eo:.! at tile nowen River Coal }'ield. 
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VICTORIA BRIDGE CLOSURE BILL-­
CO~SIDERATION OF LEGISLATIVJi: 
COUNCIL'S A:YIENDThiEKTS. 

On the motion of the PRE:\IIER, the Speitker 
left the ch<tir, <tnd the House went into Com­
mittee of the \Vhole to consider the Legislative 
Council's amendments in this Bill. 

On cbuse 1-" Bridge may be closed"-
The YRK.\IIER s<tid the amendment., made 

b~r the Legirs;l::Ltive Council were 1nerely verbal. 
The Bill as it left the AssemlJly usecl the expt·,.q,_ 
si on "it sh<tll be bwful to keep the said bridge 
closed." The Legislative Council proposect to 
H:-ty, keep '~the swing portion,, closed. He 
moved th"'t the amendment be agreed to. 

Mr. SCOTT s<tid he would like to understand 
the meaning of that amendment. If the swing 
portion was closed and the rest left open, what 
gootl would that be "? He did not think the 
amendment was any improvemPnt on the Bill as 
it left that Clumber. It appetLred to him to 
make it rather worse than it wes before, becr~use 
it made it appear that anyone would be at liberty 
to put a barrier act'o" the nmin portion of the 
bridge and keep it closed. 

:\Ir. ARCHER said he thoug·ht there was some­
thing in the amenrlment, beceuse if the Bill was 
passed as introrlncecl by the Co!nnhtl Secretary 
the bridge itself would have been closed from 
tra.ffic, not the s\ving. 

Question put and passed. 
On clause 2~'' K o action or other proceeding 

to be brought for obstructing the Eiver Brisbime 
by the bridge"-

The PRE:UIEU moved that the Legislative 
Council's amendment, which he said was simihl.r 
to the one in clause 1, be agreed to. 

Question put and pitbAed. 
On the motion of the PREMIER, the CHAIR­

MAX left the chair, and reported to the House 
that the CommittPe had agreed to the Legislative 
Council's an1endrnent::;. 

The repmt was adopted, and the Dill ordered 
to be retnrned to the Legislative Council, with a 
rne~sage intin1ating the concurrence of the Hunse 
in the nmendments of the Legislative Council. 

UNDUE SGBDIVISIO~ OF LAND PRE­
VENTIOX DILL-COM'\IITTEE. 

On the motion of the PRKivfiER, the Speaker 
left the chair, and the House resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole to consider this Bill. 

Preamble postponed. 
On clause 1-" Interpretation"-
The P RE:\UER said he intended to move 

that that clause be postponed. As he intimated 
the other dav, the Government proposed to 
withdraw the' fith clause of the Bill, to which 
very strong objection was taken on the second 
reading on the ground that it would intcrfPre to 
a very great extent with persom who had already 
acquired smC~II portions of land and wished to 
make use of them. There was a great deal 
of forcA in that objection, and the difficulty of 
amending the clause so as to meet it seemed 
to be insuperable. The Government, therefore, 
proposed to omit that clause, and to ask the 
Committee to tLgree to some amen1lments which 
had been put into the hands of hon. members as 
substitutes for the other provisions. He would 
explain them in detail when they cnme to them. 
The provisions of the Bill relating to the width 
of streets and lanes met, he thought, with 
general acceptance. If the mnendments of 
which notice had been given were agreed to, it 
would be necessary to make mt addition to 
cbuse 1, and he therefore moved that it be 
postponed. 

Question put and passed. 

On clause 2, as follows :-
"Ever-y streDt laid out or dedicated a.fter the pass­

ing of this ·\et shall be of the 'vidth of sixty-six feet at 
the least, a-nd every lane so laid ont or dcdieatcd shall 
he of the ''"i!Hh of tv;:ent,y-two feet a.t the least." 

Mr. NORTOX askerl if the Bill would affect 
land which had alrendy been subdivided-that 
was to say, in cases where plans had been drawn 
up, and the land prepared for sale, though not 
actually sold "! 

The l'RKi\riEH. said the clause would not 
apply to streets bid out and dedicated before 
the pas.sing of the Act. The dedication might 
consist either in the street having been used for 
a very long period, ot· in the deposit of a plan in 
tlte Real Property Office, showing the street laid 
out. \\~here that had been done before the 
passing of the Act, the Act would not apply to it. 

..\[r. STJ<:VEXS said he would like to know 
hovc the clause would affect the small lanes which 

! often exi-stf~cl between two })laces of bw.,inBb'i>, 
' and which were generally used by the holders to 

get to the rear of their premises for the purposes 
of co,rtage? The clause just suspended said that 
lanes were to be half the width of a street. 
Tw,31 ve fe,,t was the orclinary width of those 
s1nall pa.s~a.gef.;, a.nd it \Vonld be a \Vaste of pro~ 
perty to make them any wider. 

The PRE:\IIER said the clause would not 
apply in cases of thnt kind; it referred only to 
thoroughfares for ordinary traffic. There was 
nothing to prevent the formation of a right -of­
wav between three or four buildings. 'l'hat was 
ust;ally called an ensement, and the provision 
did uot apply to such cases. It was proposed to 
describe a hone in the interpretation clause as a 
road laid out as a thoroughfare. 

Clam;•e pnt and passed. 
Clauses 3 and 4 passed as printed. 

On chtus'' 5, as follows :-
" It shall not be la.wi'nl to erect a dwelling-house 

frontiug a lane at less 1hst1ncc thau twenty-two feet from 
snch lane. or to us-e as a dwelling-hmtse any buihling 
ereetcd after the passing of this ... let and being at a lt~.:;s 
distanc,.~ than twenty-two feet from a lane, nnles.s sueh 
buillliug also fronts a street.'' 

Mr. ARCHER said that on the second reading 
there had been a good deal of talk about that 
clause. He thought it ought to be left out. He 
thought no one would object to land being cut 
up into lm·ger allotments in the future than had 
been the ct>se for some time past, but to prescribe 
that a house should not be erected within 22 
feet of a lane might act very injuriously on 
persons building. If the land were always 
perfectly level, it might be possible to lay down 
a mathematical rule ; but many honseR in and 
about Bnsbane were built on exceedingly uneven 
pieces of ground. The clause appeared to him 
to be a very arbitrary one. If a piece of land 
must not he less than a certain area he thought 
a man ought to be allowed to build his house on 
it as he liked. 

The PHK\HER said the clause was to prevent 
a very obvious evasion of the law. If there 
were not oorne such provision, even though they 
said streets should not. be less than 66 feet wide, 
it would be very easy to evade that and make 
them only 22 feet wide. It would be done by 
originally selling the land in allotments running 
th;ough from a street to a lane, then dividing it 
in the middle, and building houses up to the 
lane ; so that the streets would be alternately 
66 feet and 22 feet wide. The lane would be 
laid out simply for the purpose of being 
converted into a street. If they said that a 
lane mmt be laid out 23 feet wide, and nothing 
more, then the houses could be built up to 
it, and it would really become a stre8t. The 
clause was an absoh!tely necessary provision 
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to prevent the easiest possible evasion of the 
the previous section. It was like the Building 
Acts in force in most other countries. There 
were plenty of Acts in force in various towns in 
England by which a person was liable to be com­
lJelled to set his house such a distance back froru 
the street as was prescribed hy the local surveyor, 
or the bench of magistrates, or whoever was 
appointed by the Act to fix the building line. In 
many places in London buildings were set 20 
foot or more back from the street under the 
provisions of the Building Act. · 

:\fr. MACF ARLANE said it seemed to him 
the clause would do away with lanes altogether. 

The PREMIER: With frontages to a lane. 
Mr. MAC:B'ARLANE said that if proprietors 

were prevented from building within 22 feet of a 
lane it simply turned the htne into a street 
about 66 feet wide. 

The PRE:\IIER said the clause would secure 
a space of 66 feet between the dwelling­
houses-that was all. The owners would have 
the use of the land in front of their houses ; they 
could use it for. gardens, but they must not put 
the front of the dwelling-honse any closer to the 
lane. 

Mr. P ALMJ£R said a difficulty cropped up as 
to the manner in which effect was to be given to 
the clause so as to prevent people building within 
22 feet of a lane. 

The PREMIER said that under the 7th 
section a building erected contrary to the provi­
sions of the Bill would be treated as a nuisance, 
and might be pulled down by direction of the 
local authority. · 

Mr. STEVENS said he desired to know if 
the clause would apply to two-storied buildings 
the lower part of which might be occupied as 
shops, whilst the upper room• might be occupietl 
as dwelling-places. 

The PREMIER said the clause referred to 
places ordinarily used for cl wellings, c.nd a shop in 
which people ordinarily lived would certainly be 
a dwelling-house. In Sydney and Melbourne 
there were some very narrow lanes between 
large houses of business. To such lanes there 
was no objection, as the buildings were not used 
as dwelling-houses. Provision was made in the 
8th section for cases in which it might be desir­
able in consequence of the extraordinary value 
of the land, and where no places of habitation 
were required, to allow narrower lanes than were 
specified in the Bill. 

Mr. NORTON said that generally the appli­
cation of the clause would have a good effect. 
There was this, however, to be noticed : that it 
would apply alike to all land, whethet unsold or 
already sold. Large areas of land had been 
already sold in small allotments for building 
purposes, and the allotments had been bought in 
many instances by men of small means, who 
would now be obliged to sell again or put their 
land to some other use. 

Mr. SCOTT said unless some such provision 
was inserted one of the results of the clause 
would be that land would be laid out in streets of 
66 feet and 22 feet in width alternately. The 
purchaser of a block having frontages' to two 
of these streets would be prevented by nothing 
in the Bill from selling half his block. There 
would then be a piece of land with a frontage 
only to a lane. The consequence would be that 
66-feet streets. 

Mr. NORTON said another case of difficulty 
the lanes would become streets to all intents and 
purposes and there would be as many 22-feet as 
might be stated. A man might buy an allot­
ment sufficiently large for building on, but which 
had a very narrow frontage to a street and a 
considerable frontage to a lane. There might 

be room for building on the street frontage, but 
as the clause required him to build so many 
feet back from· the lane he might not be able to 
erect a dwelling-house at all. 

The PREMIER said the clause itself provided 
for a difficulty of that kind, for it ended with the 
words "unless such building also fronts a street." 

Clause put and passed. 
The PREMIER, in moving clause 6-" Land 

to be attached to dwelling-houses"-said he did 
so formally, with the intention of omitting it. 

Clause put and negatived. 
Clause 7-Amendments, conserJUAntial on the 

striking out of previous clanse, agreed to; and 
clause, as amended, put and passed. 

The PREMIER said he had given notice of 
"ome amendments to deal with the subdivision 
of land in the future. So far as related to past 
subdivisions he was afraid it was too late to do 
anything-at any rate under that Bill. That 
could only be dealt with under a Building Act, 
which the present measure did not pretend to 
be, except to the limited extent provided in the 
iith section. ·with respect to the subdivision of 
land in the fntnre, it seemed to be the general 
opinion of the House on the second reading that 
it was desirable to restrict it, and that hon. 
members were prepared to accept 1G perches as a 
fair unit of subdivision, bnt that it was not 
desirable to affect persons who had already 
acquired vested rights. That seemed very 
simple, but on coming to work it out it 
was by no means so easv as it looked. 
The new clauseq might seem to occupy 
a good deal of space, bnt they could not be 
abbreviated. Sometimes land was held from the 
Crown in areas of less than 16 perches, and in 
those case~, which were not very numerons, the 
men who had got them ought to be allowed to 
sell them. In cases where men had got certifi­
cates of title already, or had got titles under 
the old system, for areas of less than 16 !Jerches, 
it was not desirable to prevent them from selling 
them. It was proposed, therefore, to protect their 
right,. Then there were numerous other cases 
where agreements had been already made for the 
purchase of land of a less area than 1G perches. 
Those persons should be protected, as should 
also the purchasers from them when they got 
their certificate of titlf'. Then there was the 
case of persons who wanted to sell a small 
portion of land in order to increase an adjoining 
owner's land. For instance, ifheowned30perches 
of land, and his neighbonr had only a small piece, 
there was no reason why he should not be able t:> 
sell him some of his 30 perches. The qne''tion had 
been raised whether the Act should be applied 
to towns, and on consideration the Government 
came to the conclusion that it could safely be 
applied only to country and suburban lai1ds, 
because in towns it was sometin1es necessary 
to cut up land into smaller pieces than 16 perches 
on account of its extreme value. In order to 
carry out this scheme, the most effectual way 
seemed to be to compel plans of subdivisions 
to be lodged with the Registrar of Titles in 
all cases, and to make it the duty of the 
Registrar of Titles to refuse to register any 
deed conveying smaller portions of land than 
16 perches, excepting in certain cases: Without 
making it compulsory to deposit the plan of sub­
division with the Registrar of Titles the Act 
might be evaded by not depositing the plan at 
all. It was also to be made unlawful to deposit 
one showing smaller subdivisions than 16 perches 
excepting in the ca,es mentioned in the new 
clauses. The first of the new clauses was as 
follows:-

A registered proprietor of any suburban or country 
land held under the provisions of the Real Property 
Act of 1861, who desn·es to transfer or otherwise deal 
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with part of such land, shall deposit \Vitli the Itcgistrar 
of Titles a map or plan showing the propo.~ed division 
of the land, and the area of each portion thereof after 
division, a.nd being in other respects in contormity with 
the provisions of the one hundred and twentieth section 

f the said Act relating to maps and plans deposited 
under the provisions of that section. 

The second proposed new clause provided that-
After the lJ<l:'l~ing of this Act it shaJl not be ltnvfnl 

to deposit with the Registrar of Titles any map or plan ~ 
of snhLliYision of snburbr_n or eouutry land held under 
the provbions of the ltcai Property. ~i_ct of 1861, in 
which any allotment 01 portion of -:>ueh laud is shown 
a.s of :t less area than sixteen perches, unless such map 
or plan is deposited with, Rnd for the 1mrpose of the 1 

registration of, one of the instruments followiug, that 
is to .say-

(1) An instrument executed in pursuance of an 
agreement in writing 1mtde before the passing 
of this Act; 

(2) A transfer or lease of land to the owner or land 
<-Ldjoining the land transferrerl or leased; 

(3! A lease for a term of less than ten years. 
A lease for a term of less than ten years was 
included because a lease for a longer term would 
probably be a building lease, and as a lease for a 
less term than ten years was not likely to be a 
building lease there was no reason why the 
owner should not be allowed to lease it for any 
uther purpose. Since the now clauses had been 
circulated it had been suggested that there 
might be cases where small pieces of land were 
conveyed to divisional boards or municipalities 
for sites for wells, and that such cases also it 
was desirable to include. The next new clause 
was the most important one, and it was as 
follows:-

After U1e passing of this Act it shall not be hL\vfnl 
to re;;isterany instrument dealing \Vith a.ny allot.ment 
or portion of suburban Ol' country lanU which is of <L 
less area thnn sixteen perches, unless in one of the 
cases following, that is to say-

(1) When the instrument is a deed of grant from 
Her }Iajesty ; ~ 

(2) 'V hen the instrument is executed in pnrsuanec 
of an agreement in writing made before the 
passing of thi~ Act, and such agreement is 
produced to the Registrar of Titles at the time 
of registration, and the date of making the 
agreement is proved to his ~atisfaction ; 

(3) ·when the land is not held under the provisions of 
the Real Property Act of 1861, and is the whole 
of a portion of land whieh has been conveyed to 
the verson by 'vhmn the 1n.strmnent is executed, 
or his predece . .~~::o;ors in title, by an instrument 
executed before the passing of this Act or in 
punmance of an agreement in writing made 
before the passing of this Act and registered in 
conformity with its provisions; 

(-1) VVhen the instrument is an application to bring 
such a portion of land as lastly described under 
the provisions of the Real Property Act of 1861; 

(5) When the land comprised in the instrument is 
the whole of the land comprised in~ 
a) A deed of grant, or 
1 fJ) A certHlcate of title registered before the 

passing of this Act, or 
(cJ .\ ccrtitif·;-Ltc of title regi::\tered after the 

passing of this Aet in one of the cases 
hereinbcfore in this section mentioned; 

1UJ \Yhcn the instrument. is ~L conveyance, mort­
gage, transfer, or lease of land t.o the owner of 
land adjoining the land dealt with by the 
instrmnen t; 

(7) ·when t.he instrument is a lea~e or assignment 
of a lease for a term of less than ten yr-urs. 

rrhc provisions of this section do not apply to instru­
ments dealing with casements only. 
He moved that the first of the proposed new 
clauses follow clause 7 of the Bill. 

Question put and passed. 
The PREMU~R moved the following new 

chtuse, to follow the last new clause, as passed:-
After the passing- of t hi:-; A(~t. it shall not be lawfnl to 

deposit with the Registrar of Titles any map or plan of 
subrliYi:::iion of ~mbnrb~m or eountry land held under the 
provision~ of the u.eal Pro1Jerty Act of 18611 in which 

any allotment or portion of such land is shown ~LS ofa 
less area tlmn sixteen perches, unless :·mch map or plan 
is deposited with, and for the purpose of the registra­
tion of, one of the instruments following, that is to 
say-

{1) An instrument executed in pursuance of an 
agreement in writing made before the passing 
of this Act; 

121 A transfer or lease of land to the owner of land 
adjoining the land transferred or leased; 

(:)! A convcvanee or transfer of land to or by t.hc 
eonncil u of a municipality or the board of ~L 
division· 

( 1,1 A lense f~r a ter1n of less than ten years. 
Mr. FERGUSON said that the clause requirtd 

consideration before they could expect to under­
stand it. So far as he could see, only a lawyer 
could understand it properly. Eeferring to 
subsection 2-

" A transfer or lease of land to the owner of land 
adjoining the land transferred or le~tsed": 
supposing a person held 20 perches and sold 10 
out of the 20 to his neighbour he would then only 
hold 10 himself, and, as he understood, he was 
not, according to the Bill, to hold less than 16 
perches. \Vould such a person have the right to 
sell 10 perches out of hb 20 ? 

The PREMIER : Yes ; to the adjoimug 
owner. 

Mr. FEHGUSO::'\ asked, could the person 
build upon the 10 perches he retained for him­
self? 

The PREMIEH : Yes. 
Mr. J<'ERGUSON said that was simply nulli· 

fying the whole Bill so far as it provided that 
a man could not build on any land less than 
16 perches in extent. 

The PREMIER: That was the 6th section. 
That provision has been struck out. 

.Mr. FERGUSON said he was speaking of the 
future. If he had 20 perches of land, according 
to the Premier he would be able to sell 10 
perches of it at any time ; and then, according 
to the Bill, he would not be allowed to build on 
the 10 left. becau'e the land would be less than 
16 perchc·,: 

The PREMIER : That clause has been struck 
out. 

Mr. J<'ERGUSON: Yes; but he was talking 
about future sales of land, not of laud already 
sold or subdivided. He did not understand it. 
It seemed to him that the princi pie of the Bill 
was lost altogether if what the hon. member had 
said was to be the case. Theu again, subsec­
tion 4-

" ....-\. lease for a term of le88 than ten years." 
A great many building leases were for less than 
ten years. Under the Local Government Act, 
in the case of lands for which rates were not 
paid for a number of years, the corporation had 
power to lease those lands upon building leases, 
but not for more than seven years, in case the 
owners might turn up. The corporation was 
allowed to lease such lands in order to get some 
return for the rates due upon them, but could 
not lease them for longer than seven years. 
'rhat was another part of the clause that would 
not work well. 

:\Ir. ARCHER said he understood that by 
the clause a man was allowed to transfer a 
smaller amount of land than 16 perches to a 
neighbour ; but he did not understand that he 
was also allowed to retain for himself a smaller 
area than under the Bill was allowed to be sold. 
The hon. member for Rockhampton put the 
question--" Could a man who had 20 perches, 
sell !10 perches to a neighbour and retain 10 
for building purposes?" and he understood the 
Colonial Secretary to answer, "Yes." That 
seemed contrary to the Bill under which they 
had made lli perches the limit. 
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The PREMLEl( said that wa~ dealt with ; 
because if by doing that a per,;,m retained less 
than 16 perches he would not be able to 
deal with it afterwards according to the next 
section, which provided that persons could not 
deal with less than 16 perches, except in the 
case of lots which were of le's area than 
that now. \Vhere land now existed in lots of 
less than 16 perches, the right to deal with 
those lots would continue; but if, aft.er the 
passing of the Bill, a person 1uade '' lot le.ss 
than lG perches, he deprived himself of the 
right to deal with it. Hon. members would 
see that there were a great many m'"es to be 
considered, but he thought they would all be 
found to be de:.tlt with in the Bill. 

Mr. SOO'rT said he would like to ask in what 
position the mnn who held that land would be? 
The hon. member for Hockhampton had spoken 
of a man who, holding 20 perches, sold 10 to 
a neighbour; in what position would he be in 
respect to the remainder? 

The PREMIER : He cannot sell it. 

Mr. SOOT'!' asked what title had he to it? 
The person he sold the 10 acres to would get a title 
for it, and, he took it, his title would be just as 
good for the remainder. Surely a man should 
have some title to the hmd ! Under the follow­
ing clause, a man could sell a piece of land what­
ever size it wa::;. 

The PHEMIEH: No. 

Mr. SOOTT asked if he was to understand 
that when a man owned 20 perches of land and 
sold 10 perches, for which the purchaser could 
get a title, the seller could not get any title for 
the remaining 10 perches? \V as that the posi­
tion? 

'rhe PHEMIER said they could not preclude 
a man's selling part of his land to a neighbour ; 
that would be contrary to the intention of the 
Bill. A neighbour might want to buy a piece 
of land adjoining tH make his property more 
suitable for building upon ; that was a thing to 
be encouraged, not to be prohibited. If a man 
kept 16 perches he could sell the remainder to his 
neighbour; but, on the other hand, if he were 
allowed to sell any part of that lG perches to 
his neigh hour, and to sell the rest afterwards, 
it would be a simple way of selling land in 
small pieces. That was why it Wtts necesc;ary 
to limit the power to sell, which was etfectcd 
by the next new section he would propose, 
inasmuch as it prohibited the registration of 
any instrument dealing with a smaller area 
than 1 G perches-except in certain cases ; that 
was, in all cases of eKisting rights; so that, after 
the passing of the Bill, if a man kept for himoelf 
an area of less tlmn 1G perches he would not be 
able to sell it. Ko man would cut up his land 
so that he could not sell it ; and if he had more 
than Hi perches he would not sell it in such a way 
as to reduce his balance to less than Hi percheo. 

Mr. SO OTT : That should be made clearer. 

The PHKl\!IIlU't said, if the hon. member 
tried to do it without using too many words, he 
would find some difficulty. It was provided for 
in oubsection 5 of the next clause:-

·when the l:md <~mnprisecl in the instrument is the 
whole of the land comprised in-

(a) A deed of grant, or 
{b) A certi1icnte of title registered before the pa~s­

ing of this Act, or 
(c) A certi1icate of title registered after the passing 

or this Act in one of the cases hereinbelorG in 
this section mentioned. 

It W1cs a subsequent subsection which dealt 
with the conveyance of a piece of land to a 
neighbour. 

Clause put and passed. 

The PHEMIElt moved the following new 
cbuse to follow the last new cbuse as pas,;ed :-

After the passir .. 1-!; of this Act it shall not be lawful 
to register any int"trnmeut ctc•"tling with any allotment 
or portion of suburban or country land which is of a 
le~s area than sixteen perches, unless in one of the 
ca.~k-S following, that i:-5 to say-

(l '1 When the in:-;trument b a clcecl of grant from Her 
~faje.:-;ty; 

(21 Wllcu the instrnmeut is cxeeuted in pnr:-;mtllcc 
of an agTPomcnt in writing made before the 
JlH:::iSing of t.his ALt, an<l~'>nt~h agreement is l!ro­
dneed to t1H· Rcg·istrar of Titles at the tunc 
of rvgistration. and tltc date of making the 
agreement is proved to his satishv:tion 

13) \\"hen the land is not liPid under the provisions 
of the Real .Proverty .tet of 1861, and. is the 
whole of a portion of land which has been con­
VC'yed to the porsen by whom the instrmncut 
is executed, or hi~ predecessors in title, by an 
i1lHtrn1nent executed bef<lre the pa.,sing ot' this 
Act. or in pursuance of an agreement in writing 
made before the passing of this Aet and 
rcgi.stcred in conformity 'vith its lH'OYbions; 

\ t) 'V hen the instrument is an avplication to bring 
snt~h a portion of land a~ lastly clescribed under 
the provisions of the !teal Property .:\.et of 
1861; 

(,)) \\:-hen the lnnd comprised in the instrument is 
tlH' whole of the land comprbecl in-
1 a) A deed of grant., or 
(lJ) ~t c0rtlticate of title registered before the 

passing of this Act, or 
(c) A eertificate of title registered after the 

pas:~ing nf thh Act in one of the ea~es 
hercinbdor{: in this section ment,ioncd; 

1ti1 When the int:Jtrnment is a conveyance, mort­
gage, transfer, or lease of land t.o the owner 
of laud aclioining the land dealt with by the 
instrument; 

1}1 When the iustrmnent i~ a conveyance or tra~I~­
fer of land to or bv the couneil of a, mun1c1~ 
pality 01' the lx;ard uof a, divit:\ion; 

,8) \Yhen the instrument is a lea.se or a~signment 
of a lea~e for a term of it''""' than t\YO years. 

The provisions of this section do not apply to iu~tru­
l.ncnts dealing· 'vith casements only. 

1\Ir. BLACK said he would like to have <t 

little informa,tion upon one point. "\stitnning 
that it \Vas neceHsary to re:-;1une a portion of a 
!JO-perch allotment for public purposes, would 
the Government be compelled to take the lot? 
If for instance, the Government wi,;hed to re­
sn;ne a snmll portion out of a piece of say 20 
perche~ for raihYay or other puq)()ses, leaving 
the owner with ]~ss than l(i perches, could the 
o\vner cmupel the Goverrnneut to resnrne either 
the whole of it or none? \Vbat would be the 
po,;ition of the owner? He might be left with a 
piece of land which he nmot either sell to the 
adjoining owner or not at all. It might be a 
very valuable piece of land. 

The l'lU"MII~R said the matter referred to 
by the hon. member was an omission which 
\Vonld be supplied by inserting the following 
words after subsection 5 :--

lYhen the instrument i~ a eonvcyanee or transfer 
of land to I-I er 3Iajesty, or to any lJOr::-:on on behalf of 
Her 1Iajesty or on account of the Public Service. 

He moved that the clause be amended in 
that way. He intended to insert a general 
proviso covering the balance in all tlw;.je ca.ses. 
· "\.mendment put and passed. 

'rhe PHEMIEH proposed the addition of the 
following words after subsection fi :-

,,~hen the land comprised in the instrument b the 
whole re~iduc of the land comprised iu any sueh instrn­
ment as heroinbefore in this ~cction mentioned, after 
the registration of any such conveyance or transth· of 
portion therP-of as is by tlns scctlon permitted. 

That would allow a man who had held 20 perches 
and sold 10 of them to sell the remainder. 

Amendment agreed to. 
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Mr. l<'ERGUSON said the Premier had not 
explained the provision about leases for less than 
ten years. 

The PREMIER said that had been inserted 
because it was thought lea"es for less than ten 
years would not be building leases. 

Mr. l<'ERGUSON said that, according to the 
present law, corporn..tinm; conld nut lea.se for a 
longer term than seven years. \V ere holders of 
land lectsed by corporations nut to be allowed to 
build? 

The PREMIER said he proposed to add to 
the 7th subsection the words "and not con­
taining any agreement for renewal." That would 
meet the case of leases for less than ten years 
containing a provision for renewal. 

Amendment agreed to. 

Mr. :FERGUSON said there was nn clause 
in the Bill J>rohibiting the subdivision and 
sale of land that was known to be liable to 
flood. While they were proviclin:; for the 
lw.,•lth of the people they ought also to pro­
\"ide for the saving nf people's lives. There 
had not been a flootl in queensland for ten 
years, and thonsancls of people had come to the 
colony since who had no idea what the floods 
were like. He knew that hundreds had bought 
land in situations where in flood-time there would 
be 10 feet of water with a current of 6 or K 
knots. There ought to be something to prohibit 
people from dividing and selling land which they 
knew to be liable to be flooded. 

The P:REMIER said it would be difficult 
to define flooded land according to an Act of 
Parli"ment. Almost the whole of :Rockhamp­
ton was liable to floods. \Vas it the inten­
tion of the hon. member t0 prohibit the sub­
division of land in all Rockhampton? He 
knew places in New South \Vales where in flood­
time most of the land on which the houses were 
built was from 8 feet to 10 feet under water. So 
it was in many parts of Ipswich. He did not 
think they eould deal with that matter. 

l\ ew clause, as amended, pnt and passed. 

On the motion of the PREMIER, the follow­
ing new clause was introduced :-

It shall not be la-.;,v-ful to execute anv instrument 
which by this Act is fol'hiddcn to be regist"ercd. 

On clause 8, as follows:-
" 'rho (;overnor, at the request of the council of a 

municipality, may, by Order in Coundl. and subject to 
:such conditions as may be iluposed by the Order in 
Council, sm;pend the operation of the Aet or a,ny part 
thereof with re~pect to any part of sneh municipality 
which is Ubed principally for business purposes and not 
for puf}Jose,;;;, of residence." 

The PllEMIJ~]{ moved that after the word 
"municipality," in the 2nd line, the words "or 
board of a division" be inserted, and that a con­
sequential amendment be made in the 43rd line. 

Mr. P ALl\IKR said he did not see any neces­
,,ity for the clause. If it was necessary to have 
the streets (l() feet wide in certttin parts of a 
uity or town, it "as j1mt as necessary that they 
should be that width in the business quarters. 
Business streets were of just as much importance 
a:; any others. 

The PltEMIER said cases in which it might 
be desirable to open narrow streets for business 
purpo~es 1night arise. A river or a reek tnight 
stand in the way and curtnil the width of a 
thoroughfare, and in cases of that kind, when the 
council of a 1nunicipa.lity and the Governor in 
Council agreed that a street might be a little 
narrower, the power of suspending the operation 
of the Act might be safely entrusted to them. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said the 8th clause was, in 
his opinion, the only good one in the Bill, for it 
limited the exercise of the power of doing great 
damage to private colonists. 

Amendments agreed to ; anrl clause put and 
pa,sed. 

The PRKMIER moved that the following 
new cbuse be inserted after clause 8 :-

Any person ·who offends against, or evade..;, or 
attempts to evade. any of the provil'lion~ of thi8 Act 
shall be liable to a pcnlll ty not exceeding one hundred 
pounds. 

New clause passed. 
Clauses 9 'me! 10 passed :ts printed. 
The PREMIER moved that the following be 

aclded to clnuse 1 (interpretation) :-
•· Suburban or Country Land"~Any land ·which, if 

it wrre Crown laud. would be suburban or 
country land \vithin the meaning of the Crmvu 
r,ands ctct of 1884 ; 

"Instrmncnt''-..Any deed or other instrument 
whPrcb;· any land is conveyed, leased, re-lea~cd, 
transferred, or otherwise d.calt with. 

Amendment put and passed. 
Preamble-
" \Vhcreas it is de~irnble that provision should be 

maclc for regulating the width of t'trcets and lanes, and 
f0r preventing the undue subdivision of land''-
put and p:tssed. 

On the motion of the PREMIER, the CH-ul\­
i\JAN left the chair, and reported the Bill to the 
House with amendments. 

The report was adopted, and the thirdre:tding 
of the Bill made an Order of the Day for 
to-morrow. 

MESSAGE FHOJ\1 LEGISIJATIVE 
COUl\CIL. 

The SPEAKER informed the House that he 
had received a, Ines:-;age frorn the Legislative 
Council returning the Elections Bill, with amend­
Inent~. 

On the motion of the PRE:HIElc, the message 
was ordered to be taken into considera,tion in 
cmnrnittee to-n1orrow. 

PRIKTING COJVIlVII'l'TEE'S REPORT. 
::\Ir. FRASJ<;R, on behalf of the Speaker a:; 

chairman, brought up the sixth report of the 
Printing Committee, and moved that it be 
printed. 

Question put and pa"secl. 

:·'lUPPLY-IU~SUMP'TIOl\ m' COM­
MITTEE. 

On the motion of the COLONIAL TltKA­
SURER (Hon. J. R. Dickson), the House went 
into Committee of Supply. 

The ATTORN1£Y- GENEHAL (Hon. A. 
Rutledge) moved that £0,41.5 be granted for Law 
Officers of the Crown. The vote showed an in­
crease of £17:3 on that granted last year. That 
amount was represented by the amount found 
necessary to be placed on the l~stimates for 
thi:.::; year for feef-5 to justices, surgeon~' 
fees, bnrial fees, and incidental expenses 
clmr;;ed under the Inquests of Death Act of 
1 ·HiU. The additional sum required for those 
purposes amounted to £200. That was balanced 
to a certain extent by a reduction which ap­
)Jeared in the clerks in the Crown Law Office. 
There was a clerk last year who was receiving a 
sctlary of £200, who had since been transferred, 
and his successor had been appointed at a salary 
of £150. A small increase had been given to a 
clerk who h"'d been several years in the depart­
ment ; his salary had been increased from £100 
tu £12fi. That made the net increase of the vote, 
as he had before stated, £175. 
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Mr. CHUBB asked what had become of the 
officer who used to figure in the estimates for 
the department as "chief clerk and accountant," 
but who seemed to have disappeared? 

The ATTORNJ~Y-GENERAL"aid the officer 
in question wu,s formerly called an accountant, 
but he was never gazetted as snch. His present 
title was chief clerk to the Crown Solicitor, 
criminal branch. Formerly the secretary to the 
Crown law officers was supposed to employ a 
considerable part of his time in assisting the 
Crown Solicitor in matters connected with the 
criminal department. That work was actually 
done by the offic8r who held the office of clerk 
and accountant, and it was clone exclusively by 
him during the time the previous secretary to 
the Crown law officers was in a state of ill-health 
and unable to perform his duties. Since the 
appointment of the present secretary it had been 
thought proper that his duties should be confined 
to the work of the Crown law officers exclu­
sively, and that the work supposed to be done 
formerly by that officer should now be clone 
actually by the officer who formerly did it, but 
who did not get the credit for doing it. He 
hnd never been gazetted as an acc•mntant, and 
was not on these estimates called an accountant, 
although, as a matter of fact, he discharged the 
duties of accountant. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said that might possibly 
be the right time to raise the question as to the 
position of the Attorney-Uenerttl in dmwing a 
salary of £1,000 tt year, and also extracting 
from the pockets of the ratepayers of the 
colony large fees in nddition. He was the 
only 1finister of the Crown who did so; 
nnd it was, he thought, the duty of the Com­
mittee to cnme to some definite conclusion as 
to the propriety or otherwise of the Attorney­
General taking up such a position. They had 
had notoriously before them a large number of 
actions which had been brought with regard 
to the recent railway accidents on the Srmthern 
and vV estern line; and they lu>d also in their 
possession a statement of the fees which the 
present Attorney-Ueneral got for his u,ction 
in connection with that matter. So fnr as 
he could see-u,nd he believed the feeling was 
general amongst persons outside-the Attorney­
General extracted large sums of money from 
the State for having given very bad advice 
-that appeared palpably-or else for having 
utterly misconducted the cases which he sug-­
gested or advised should be hrought. Ther0 was 
no other outcome of it for the Attorney-General. 
J;;ither he gave bad advice to the 1Iinister for 
Works, when he was consulted as to what sums 
of money should be paid into court in payment 
of the claims made, or else he failed utterly as 
an advocate. Be that as it might, howe,·er-, the 
bon. gentleman succeeded in one thing-he 
succeeded in putting a good many hundred 
pounds into hi., own pocket. That state of 
affairs was a disgrace to the colony, and the 
sooner it ceased to exist the better. He could 
conceive the possibility of an Attorney-General 
having brains ; he could conceive a man who had 
brains being fluent with his tongue ; u,nd he could 
conceive in the case of the present Attorney­
General that he was fluent with his tongue, and 
it was a dangerous thing when they had as 
Attorney-General, so far as they could judge, 
a man who gave bad advice and then utterly 
failed in advocating the ad vice he had given. 
He did not think it would be found in the 
history of any of the colonies that such an 
extraordinary loss had fallen upon the State as 
that which had occurred here, not only in tho~e 
railway cases, but in other cases which occurred 
during last year, and of which hon. members of 
that Committee must be well aware-where 

again the Attorney-General as a result-whether 
by accident or design he knew not, but where 
as a result the Attorney-General benefited to a 
very large extent pecnniarily. A stop should be 
put to that. The Attorney -General should be 
paid such a salary as would secure his services 
wholly and solely to the State. A similar 
matter was settled in that way as regarded 
the Crown Solicitor some time ago. If it was 
necessary that the Attorney-General's salary 
should be fixed on a higher scale let it be so 
fixed, but let it be clearly understood that he 
was to devote the whole of his time and energy 
to the duties of his office. An Attorney-General 
should have as little to do outside his own office 
as a judge. It might be wise to provide that 
an Attorney-Geneml should have to pay himself 
for loHseH incurred through his ha,ving given bad 
ad vice. If such a law as that were passed it 
might lead to their breeding a better class of 
Attorney-General than they had hitherto had. 

The A'l'TORNEY-GE::'{J;~RAL said the hon. 
gentleman was not justified in saying that he 
had given bad a~vice in connection with the 
unfortunate accident which took place at Darm, 
and which resulted in a number of claim:;:; being 
made for eo m pensatiou. The ad vice he had 
given the l'.linister for Works was to settle 
all cbims, if pos;ible, by the tender of what 
he thought a reasonable sum after perusing the 
medicu,l reports in eu,ch case. The papers supplied 
to hon. members showed some sums tendered 
which were not authorised by him: because, u,s 
a matter of fact, he waB in Rockhampton when 
some of those actions came on, and the amounts 
paid into court in those cases were not paid into 
court upon his advice; he waR, therefore, not res­
ponsible in those cases. In the other cases he lmd 
aclvisecl the :Minister for ~Works--and he believed 
the hon. gentleman acted upon that advke-to 
try to settle those actions by tendering reason­
able amounts. He should luwe been very foolish 
indeed, with the medical reports he had before 
him, had he suggested tu the Minister for 
vVorks the payment of an exorbitant sum of 
n1oney for the injuries received in each ca:se. 
The Minister for vVorks had copies of the 
medical reports also, but some of them he might 
say were not as ample upon which to base 
an opinion as some reports subsequently 
obtained. Some of the reports were only 
obtained fully after the actions were actually 
commenced ; though that was not the fault 
either of the JYiinister for \Vorks or of him­
self. As to the Attorney-General's receiving 
fees for performing duties on behalf of the 
Crown, there was nothing singular that he 
should receive fees in that way. That had been 
done since the inauguration of the colony. 
He thought it would be very difficult indeed 
to find an attorney-general who would be dis­
posed to give the whole of his time and 
u,ttention to the performance of the duties 
of his office and be debarred from receiving 
some share of the emoluments which ought 
to fall to the right of an advocate. It might 
be an open <Juestion whether or not the Attorney­
General should be required to give his whole 
time to the performance of the duties of his 
office ,;nd receive an adequate salary; but he 
did not think any attorney-general could be 
fount! in the colony who would give his whole 
time in that way were he to be precluded from 
private pmctice. No attorney-general would 
consent to the indignity of permitting actions on 
behalf of the Government being taken out of hi" 
own hands. He was very certain he for one 
would not hold office and submit to such an 
indignity as that. As to whether those actions 
were successfully conducted or not, so far as 
his part in them was concerned he had the 
testimony of those whose u,bility to judge stood 
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perhap~ upon a higher level thtw even that of 
the hon. member for Balonne, and of gentlemen 
who had an opportunity-as the hon. member 
had not-of knowing how they were rettlly 
conducted; and as long as he had given satis­
faction to his coll<>aguc-' in the matter, he was 
perfectly satisfied, and thought the Committee 
had no reason to complain of the way in which 
those cases were conducted. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said there was not the 
slightest doubt that the hon. gentleman was per­
fectly well satisfied with himself, and no doubt 
he thought that some hon. gentlemen on his 
own side were also perfectly well ,,atisfied with 
him. He (Mr. Morehead), however, stood in the 
position of being able to say that he was not 
satisfied, and he had a perfect right to his pl'ivate 
judgment and opinion as well as the hon. 
gentleman or any of those who thought so highly 
of him. He was verv much struck with one 
remark that the hon. gentleman made, and that 
was when he got upon his high horse and asked 
if any memlJer of the Cornn1ittee imagined for 
a moment that he (the Attorney-General) would 
suffer the indignity of so-and-so? The hon. 
rentleman hnd ~mtfered the indignity of hu.ving 
nad every legal Bill taken out of his hands by 
the Premier ! They all knew the only thing in 
the way of legislation that the hon. gentleman 
had brought into the House; and even in that he 
believed that if the Premier had been consulted 
a portion of it would have been omitted. The 
hon. gentlernan wanted to produce a. rneasure 
that had, at any rate, two clauses, and it 
was the opinion of many legal gentlemen that 
the second one ought to have been omitted. 
The hon. gentleman, in justifying himself, had 
made two statements, and one was that all his 
colleagues were perfectly satisfied as to the way 
in which he had conducted those cases. Let that 
be as it may, h0 did not think the hon. g·entle­
man had satisfied any member of that Committee 
the advice he gave upon which those actions were 
brought was good; and that he conducted them 
well when they went into court he (Mr. More­
head) very much doubted. The h<m. gentleman 
had not satisfied the outside public on that 
point. He had also trier! to justify himself for 
the abstraction of fees out of the public chest on 
the ground that other attornevs-general had 
done it. He (Mr. MorehE,ad) 'di;l not know 
what they were there for if not to remedy 
abuses, and he held that it was a gross 
abuse of the position of Attorney -General 
thttt he should advise actiom at how by which 
he pecnniarily benefited, no matter which way 
they went-whichever side won or lost was 
nothing to him - he received his fees, and 
very large fees indeed. Returns with regard to 
other attorneys-general would show what thuse 
fees were. The hon. the Premier, when Attorney­
General, drew some thousands of pounds fees in 
connection with ttctions the decision of which 
was ttppealed against and defeated in the House 
of Lords. There was no justification in the 
reason given by the Attorney-General that be­
cause other attorneys-general had drawn fees he 
should do so. He would point out another thing, 
that all the attorneys-general before the hon. 
gentleman were men who really held very 
prominent positions in the bttr, with only on'e 
exception. 'rhe bulk of them had had laro·e 
practice, and he defied the hon. gentleman to 
say that he suffered any pecuniary loss in revenue 
through becoming Attorney-General, even if he 
only received £1,000. 

The ATTORNEY-GENEHAL: I will show 
you my fee-book, if yon like. 

Mr. MOHEHEAD sairl he did not want to 
see the hon. gentleman's fee-book; he might nut 
believe it if he did. He maintttinecl that the 

hon. gentleman had been in no way deprived of 
his right to private practice, which would be 
very much increased. l~veryone must admit 
that the bet of a man's being Attorney-General 
increased his private business by quite as much, 
if not more, th'm his official salary. It was to•J 
bad, if, in addition to that increased income which 
he derived from the fact of his being Attorney­
General, he should still further tax the people of 
the colony by extorting money, in alnw,t every 
case with which the present Attorney-General had 
been connected, by losing cases at the expense of 
the State. That wtts his argument in favour of 
paying the Attorney-General tt sum of money 
fixed at what might be considered a fair ernolu­
n1ent, and not allow hin1 to receive, so far a.s 
action:' connected with the State were concerned, 
any further fee or emolument. His outside 
practice wa~ another thing altogether, and, 1:io 
long as it did not interfere with his duty 
towards the country, he, for one, should not 
object to it. Any action in which the State 
was concerned should be paid for by a sum 
placed upon the Estimates, and not by those 
adventitious mettns which lay within the power 
of the Attorney-General to obtain for himself 
by giving either good or bttd advice. He would 
like to ask the Attorney-General what fee was 
paid him with regard to the last failures in the 
way of legal action, ,md from which fund? 

The MINISTI<~R ]'OR WOHKS said he di<l 
not SUlJpo,;e--

liir. ?dOJtKHEAD : I want an an,wer from 
the Attorney-General. 

The MINISTEH FOE WOltKS said perhap,; 
the hnn. gentleman would allow him to explain. 
He did not suppose for one moment that any 
member of the Committee would be surprised at 
the personal attack which had been rna,de upon 
the hon. Atte>rney-General by the hon. member 
for Balonne. All he could say was that the 
actions of the present Attorney-General would 
compare very favourably with those of some 
attorneys - general who had been connected 
with the Government of which the hon. 
gentle1nan at one tin1e was a rne1nber. He 
was satisfied that few attorneys-general had 
taken more trouble in compiling L>y-laws for 
municipalities and divisional boards thttn his 
hon. friend. He might say that the pre­
decessor of the hon. member for Bowen never 
attended to his duty at all. Coming back 
to matters in connection with the rail way 
accidents, he could only assure the Committee 
that he was guided entirely by the representa­
tions of the medical gentlemen who were 
appointed by the Government to examine the 
individuals who had met with a,ccidents; and 
not only that, but the Crown law officers, 
besides the Attorney-General-the Crown Soli­
citor-urged him in every way ll<Jssible to endea­
vour to cmne to sorr1e equitable conclusion. 
But the denmmb were monstrous·-beyond all 
reason; and he did not feel justified in 
taking the responsibility of lmnding over the 
public money upon the reports of the medical 
gentlemen who attended the persons who had 
met with the accidents. Some of those people 
were bad at the, time the jury awarded the verdict ; 
they went about with crutches and sticks, but 
afterwards toll that di,;appeared. Apart from 
all that, if the individuals had never met with any 
accidents at all, the torture they received at the 
hands of the medical men-not those appointed 
by the Government, but tho•e who had been 
called in to examine them, and who appeared as 
witnesses in the Supreme Court-would htwe 
been sufficient. He was surprised at the girl w hn 
was exa1nined surviving under the circu1nstances; 
and he did not choose to take the responsibility 
upon his shoulders, notwithstanding that thB 
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hon. Attomey-General and the Crown Solicitor 
came to him, time after time, asking him to endea­
vo Lll' to co1n promise the rnatter by giving a 
large sum of money. He felt that they were 
1naking an exorbitant claim, and was prepared 
to leave it to a jury. There was one case where 
the jury had accorded a large sum of money 
as compensation for an injury, and actually 
ignored the ruling of the judge. A compro 
mise was tried to be made between the 
parties, whether the case was a just one or not. 
He thought the solicitor in that case was first 
offered £2ii0, then a larger sum, anrl then a 
larger ; but it was not accepted, and under those 
circumstances he preferred that the case should 
be settled in the same way as the others. How­
ever, he was perfectly satisfied of this : that no 
blame was attached to the Crown law officers, 
either to the Attorney-Geneml or Crown Solici­
torfor trying to force those ~ases into the Supreme 
Court. Perhaps he might be wrong iu not taking 
the advice of the Attorney-General, but he felt 
that the amount of compensation asked for was 
beyond all reason, and he did not care to take 
the responsibility of settling the matters on his 
shoulders, but left them to '"jury to decide. 

Mr. STEVEKSON said he did not know what 
all that had to do with the point miser{ by the 
hon. men1 ber for Balonne. The JHinister for 
\Vorks had characterised the remarks made by 
the hon. member for Balonne as a personal 
attack on the Attorney-General. He (l\ir. 
Htevenson) did not see where the attack came in. 
He thought the point brought forward by the 
hon. member for Balonne was an important one. 
It was to the effect that the Attorney-General 
ought not tu he allowed to accept fees from the 
taxp>Oyers of the colony in Crown cases which 
he advised should be brought into court. The 
_Attorney-Generallnet that argtnnent by saying 
th>tt he did not see why he should be deprived of 
private practice; but the quc<tion had nothing 
to do with vrivate practice. He (:VIr. Stevenson) 
did not see why the Attorney-General, after 
having been asked bv the J\!Iini~ter for \V orb, 
or Minister of Lands, or any other Jlilinister, for 
hifl opinion as to whethEr a,ny 1natter in connec­
tion with their departments should be brought 
into court, ,;hould receive fees for his ,;ervices; he 
should act as Attorney-General for the Crown 
without charging- any fees at >tll. If the emolu­
ment< provided for in the schec!ule--£1,000-were 
not sufficient, let the snbry be incre>tsed; but 
the Attorney-General should not be placed in 
the position of chnrging fees for cases \vhich h.e 
hac! ad vi sed should be brought into court. It 
wets not fair to himself, and it was not bir 
to the public, that he should be placed in that 
JHlsition. That was the point raised by the hon. 
member for Balonne, not the ]Jarticular case,; 
referred to by the :Minister for Works, and 
which the hon. member for Balonne said were 
misconducted by the Attorney-GeneraL That 
mig-ht or not be the case, but that was not the 
que~tion. There was an ilnportant principle at 
Ht::tke-nttinely, \Vhether the Attorney~Genera1 
should a<lvise whether " case should be allowed 
to be taken into court, aud then conduct the 
ease and receive fee::; for hi~ services; and that 
point had not been answered in any '"'Y by the 
Attorney-General. It was no argument t,; s>Oy 
tlmt he ought not to be ilepri ved of private 
pmctice. The question had nothing to do with 
pri vcote practice; and it was to be hoped that the 
me~tter would receive the full consideration of 
the Committee. 

'JheATTOHNEY-GEXERAL said it surely 
could not be fairly contended that he lmd any­
thing to do with bringing on the actions which 
were instituted agnin:-;t the Governn1ent in con~ 
nection with the Darra railway accident? 

Mr. STEVENSON : You advised the depart­
ment in the matter. 

The ATTOR::-.fEY- GENEHAL said the 
Minister for \Vorks had been good enough to 
inform the Committee that he advised him in 
every way to settle the claims-to effect a com­
promise if pos,;ible-and pay even more than was 
fair under ordinary circumstances to settle the 
actions, knowing as he (the Attorney-General) 
did that in actions of that kind the Govern­
ment generally got the worst ':f it. The 
Governn1ent were considered fmr ganw by 
most people, and therefore the adYice given 
by him was to settle-even to pay more than 
was a fair thing to settle the actions. As he had 
previously s:.icl, the amounts paid into court were 
not the amounts he advised the Minister for 
\Vorks to pay in order to settle the cases. But 
the parties would not listen to reason, and the 
Minister for Works decided to let the matters 
go into court, and it was expected than in some 
cases the amount paid into court would be 
sufficient to meet the awards for damages. In 
some cases his (the Attorney-Geneml's) advice 
was acted upon successfully, and the parties 
were induced to accept the sums offered to them, 
and the ca,;es were not brought into court at alL 
\Vith reference to the question asked by the hon. 
member for Balonne as to what fund the fees to 
counsel were paid from-they were paid by the 
Railway Department, and not from any fund 
under the control of the Attorney-General's 
Department. 

Mr. FOXTON said that, as one who knew 
somethinu of the transactions in question, it WtLK 

clue to the \ttomey-General for him to state 
that he could bear out a great deal of what the 
hem. o-entleman had said. He knew, from 
havingbeen connected, on the part of the pbintiff, 
with several of those actions, that in many 
instances- in four that he could name- the 
Crown. law officers - whether it was the 
Attorney-General r;r not wa:s not for him to say, 
because he did not know the internal working 
of the department-advised a settlement by the 
payment of larger sums than were actu_ally paid 
into court. He die! not know that offic1ally, bnt 
simply from conversations that. his clerks had 
had with clerks in the Attorney -Gener::tl's Office. 

Mr. MORI<~HEAD said it seemed to him that 
that was " yery extraordinary way of getting 
information which was adopted by the hon. 
member for Carnarvon. The hon. member told 
the Committee that he hnd reason to vouch for, 
at any rate, some of the statements made by the 
Attorney-General--he did not vouch for them 
all-and then gave as a reason that some clerks 
in his office had hail a conversation with some 
cle1·ks in the- Crown Solicitor's office, ::tml they 
reported that the Crown law officers had suggested 
that larger sums should be paid than were paid into 
court. He(::V1r. Morehead)wonld VeJ.'ymuch like tu 
know frmn the hon. men1ber, who was a lawyer, 
whether such evidence would be received in '~ 
court of justice as at all conclusive of the conten­
tion which he set up. The Committee found 
from the statements of the hon. member for 
Carnarvon, the ~1ini,;ter for vVorks, and the 
Attorney-General, tlmt they were landed in this 
position: that the Minister for \Vorks was assisted 
in every way by the advice of the Attomey­
Genel·al-lmt the Mini,;ter for \Vorks did not 
take that advice. It was distinctly stated 
by three different hon. members that the 
Minister did not take that advice. Then the 
hmL gentleman must either have considered that 
advice worthless, or he must have arrived at his 
condu~-;ion in :-;ou1e other \Vay. It seen1ed an 
extr·aordimwy thing- that they were actually toll! 
by the Minister for \Vorks that he g-ot the 
assistance of the Attorney-Geneml, and, after 
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exhausting his ndvice, did not tnke it. But, 
apart from all that, thc. fact remained that the 
Attorney-General had received a very large sum 
for those cases from the State. And the hon. 
gentleman had not answered the qm~,tion that 
had been raised ; nor had it been answered by 
any hon. m<;mber on the othe1· side of the 
Committee. The question was whether it was 
right, or fitting, or proper, that the Attorney­
General of this colony should be placed in the 
position that by the acceptance or, as in this 
ca-e, the rejection of his advice he should 
receive large 8Um~ of rnoney for his services in 
conducting Crown ca~"e;,s~ when he was paid a 
salary by the State. He (:VIr. Morehead) was 
not dealing with the question of private prac­
tice. If the emoluments attached to the 
office of Attorney-General were not sufficient, 
let the salary be increased to £2,000 if they liked, 
but let them not place the Attorney-General 
in a position wherf', if he were a corrupt per­
son - he did not 'ay for a moment that the 
pre,ent Attorney-General or any other was 
corrupt-he could get an enormous addition to 
his income Ly fees from the State. He thought 
they onght to have smne expresi::iion of opinior;1 
from the Premier on that subject, :ts the ollice of 
Attorney-General was of so very much importance; 
though he admitted not of so very much impor­
tance to the present JYiinistry, as the present 
Premier had done all the work of the Attorney­
General, so far as Bilb were concerned. That 
a certain state of affairs had existed in the past 
was no reason why they should not try to remedy 
it now. ' 

The PREMIER said he w"s very much re­
Ininded of what used to go on ::;onlE. ten yeari::i ago 
when he was Attorney-General and some actions 
were in progress in 'ivhich the (}ovennnent 'ivere 
mncernecl. The hon. member for Balonne, then 
member for ::Yiitchell, used the same arguments 
then, and on ever:;- occasion when the party 
et present in power occupied the Treasury 
benches and the Attorney-General had any 
civil work to do for the Government. \Vhen 
the other party wtts in power exactly the 
son1e thing \Vent ('ll, and al \vays ha.d gone on, 
hut no objection was ever made except when it 
happened that the Liberal party was in power. 
All the speeches he had just heard were quite 
familiar to him; they used to be dinned into his 
e:u-s when he was AttorneY-General for three or 
four year,; runnin~. The quebtion was----\Vhat 
were the conditions on which the "\tturney­
General held office? F p to the present time the 
conditions had been that the salarv covered the 
department>~! and criminal worl,:; but not the 
civil work. In :England the conditions were 
different. 

Mr. MOREHJ<;AD : Hetu, hear ! 
The l'HEMIER: The hem. ,;entleman did 

not know how they differed. Up till 
a few ymtrs ag·o the Attorney - General in 
l~ngland was paid no salary, but received fee~ 
for everything; he die! absolutely nothing for the 
Crown for which he was not paid by fees, and he 
received fees for many things he never did. His 
fees used to amount to from £1.~,000 to £20,000 
a year, while the Lord Chancellor received 
£10,000, and the First Lord of the Treasury, 
£5,000. Smue years ago a change was rnade, ::;o 
that the Attorney-General received £8,000 a year 
for what mi~ht be called departmenta,l work, ancl 
full fees for all court work he did. The Solicitor­
General receiv'ed £7,000 a year and full fees. In 
none of the colonies was it understood that the 
Attorney-General's official salary covered ci vi] 
work. There were many reasons for it. The 
civil work in which the Governrnent was con­
cerned was of an exceedingly fluctuating charac­
ter, while the departmental work and the crimiaal 

work were, to a great extent, a fixed qtmntity, 
not varying extraordinarily from one yettr to 
ttnother. As for civil work, for several years 
there might Le absolutely none ; another year 
there might be a great deal. :iVIany reasons 
could be given why a salary fixed on the esti­
lnated average amount of work should not be 
taken to cover work of an unusual chantrcter, 
which seldom arose, and which, when it did 
ttrise, should be paid for speci»lly. He did 
not think it was desimble to increa.se the 
salary of the Attorney-General beyond that 
of other Ministers; at tbe same time he die! 
not think he was well paid-he knew be was 
not. As to the suggestion that a dishonest or 
corrupt attorney-general could put fees in his 
O\Vll pocket, the Harne a,rgument could be used 
with respect to any other lawyer, who, if be 
adv·ised his client not to submit to an extor­
tionate dmnand, ruight be accused of giving 
adYice in his own interest. 

Mr. MOREHJ~AD said that, with regard to 
the comparison between other hwyers and the 
Attorney-General, he had been advised that if a 
solicitor gave a rnu,n ad vice vvhich w'DS bad in 
law he h'ad a remedy at law against him. He 
thou~ht that if tlmt were to apply to the present 
.. A_ttorney-Genernl, instead of having anything 
coming to him, he would have to pay a gTeat deal 
to the State. 

Mr. P.\.L:\iER said he supposed he might 
tha .. nk goodness he was not a lawyer. 

~\.n HoNOURAnu; .!\h;;vrm;n : Other people may. 

Mr. PALMER: Referring to the return 
placed before the House on the motion of the 
hon. member for Port Curtis, he noticed that in 
connection with the Darra and )dbion accidents 
"lone a sum of £2,022 10s. ""''" paid as fees for 
counsel. The costs allowed against the Govern­
ment w<>re only £1,971; but the fees prcid to the 
Attorney-General were £5u7 4s. 15d.; fees paid to 
1\lr. Real, £4fJ.) 13s. ; fees paid to counsel for the 
Crown, £1,02:,l17s. (id. ; fees paid in connection 
with ~etch ease, J:5G liis. He supposed the 
Attorney-General woulcl enlighten them why all 
thu::-:e tJums were necessary for carryjng on tvvo 
sill1}Jle ca::;e::;? 

The ATTORi\EY-GEK:EHAL said the hon. 
member had read the several items and their 
total as sep«mte sumc. 

}\lr, ARCHER said he woulcllike to ask the 
Attorney-General whether fees were never paid 
to the ,\ttorney-lieneral in criminal cases? 

The A'rTOit:"<J~Y-GE::\'EUAL: Never. He 
had done work for the Government in rJuasi­
criminal cases, ttnd had he been desirou.s of 
charging fees he could have found precedent 
for it; bnt he had never, as Attorney-l:eneral, 
received fees for anything but the conduct of 
civil business. 

Mr. lVIOHEHJ,AD said then it appeared the 
country might have been mulcted for a little 
more. He supposed the Attorney - Genentl 
thanked God for his moderation when he looked 
back at the chances he lmd lmd. He fanciecl 
they must have been very small fees that the 
Attomey-General did not take into his net. 
He thought the hon. gentleman had not, and 
\vould not, and could not answer the arglnnents 
brought against the feeo he had obtained. 

l\Ir. ARCHER said they knew now the reason 
why criminal caces were very often referred to 
other lawyers. However, that hac! httppened 
befme the present ~.\.ttorney-General came into 
power. He ~:Jaw an iteJu '' ~""~ees to justiceH, etc., 
under Inquests of Death Act ot 18GG-£:1,000."' 
He would like to know if the money was all paid 
in connection with that Act? 
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The ATTORKEY-GENER~~L ~aid it was. 
He might tell the hon. gentleman that, as far as 
he was personally concerned, he had prosecuted 
a.t every criminal sitting, of the Supreme Court 
smce he had been Attorney-General-always in 
Brisbane, an~! a_lways on circuit except when the 
House was s1ttmg. He had never delegated it 
to anyone else. It was hardly fair to suggest 
that he had done all the ci vi! work and appointed 
other people to do the criminal work. 

Mr. ARClfEH said he did not mean that 
the hon. gentleman was the only Attorney­
~eneral who had done it; every Attorncy­
lreneml had done the same. He had no wish to 
make any imputation against the hon. gentleman. 

Mr. STEV:ENSON said the Attorney­
General hac! invited them to look into his fee­
book. \Vould the hon. gentleman tell them 
how much he had received in fees since he 
became Attorney-General? 

The ATTORNEY-GEKERAL said he had 
made that remark in answer to an hon. gentle­
lnan who suggested that it was a pecuniary 
advantage to be Attorney-General-that he got 
leSB fees before he became Attorney-General 
than afterwards. 

:'dr. P ALJ\IER sttid that in the first item in 
the Attorney-General's estimates he noticed 
that burial charges followed fee., to snro·eons 
and incidental expenses under the Inque~ts of 
De,'lth Act. He considered it 'ery ominous that 
the burial charges should foliow ,.urgeon:-:;' 
fees, but that was not what he wanted ]Jar­
ticularly to call the <Htorney-General's atten­
tion ~o. An injustice-a very great injustice­
was mflicted by the present judicial system upon 
professional witnesses. The case he referred 
to was one where a medical witness was called 
from Cloncuny to Townsville as a witness for 
the Crown. It was scarcely fair, hon. o·entle­
men would admit, that gentlemen of the n~ediral 
profession-or any other for that matter-should 
b~ at a very great loss through attending as 
Witnesses for the Crown ; and he would read a 
few short extracts from a letter which he had 
received from thi~ gentleman-Dr. Van Someren 
-a young me<lical man of excellent reputation, 
who was desirous of forming a practice for him­
self in Cloncurry. He had been called as a 
witne>S for the Crown to Townsville in a poison 
caile, and-briefly stated-his grievances were as 
follows ; he would read them because no doubt 
they referred tn many other medical witnesses as 
well:-

.\Ye arc liable to a sulJpoo.:1a at. any moment, and on 
any case whieh involves a journey to a distance of UUO 
miles or 1110rc. 

·• Going-, a~ you have to 110, your remuneration not 
only fails to recoup yon in any loss of professional 
practiee, and l'Ol1~Ctll1Cllt loss of fees, but absolutely 
fails to meeL your expenses in obeying the s1numous. 
l<'or example, Uobb an<l Company's coach to Betts 
Creek, from here and lm<~k again, will cost £1~ 10s. each 
way. or£~.) in all; antl beside:-; that there is the nnlwny 
fare to 'l'ownsvillc and back. 'l'hen there is the expen~e 
of living in 'l'mvnsvillo, besides-fully I Os. Gd. pm· diem. 
S~wh a stat.e of affairs i::> simply sc:mtla..lnu~, and a 
disgrace to the country in whieh it or.cnrs. and an 
insult to the profession 'vhich is so ca..valierly treated .. , 

Treatment of that kind towards a gentleman 
who was anxiously endeavouring to establish a 
practice in a country district was not fair. In 
fact, it was sufficient to break all his connection>;. 
Could not a dispensation be allowed in such a 
case? He (Mr. Palm er) waited on the Attorney­
General about a month ago on the subject, and 
was courteously told that the granting of a cli.'l­
pensation was impossible. The gentleman re­
ferred to did not want to attend the trial, as his 
attendance v.yat-3 bound to involve a breaking up 
of his practice. In addition, he complained tktt 
the remunemtion he received for his service:; a:; 

a witness was rJuite inaderjuate to cover the 
expenses incurred. The case was one in which 
something should be done. Of course, witnesses 
who only earned 5s. a day were just as well 
entitled to have their expenses recouped as a 
medical man. 

The "'>cTTORNEY-GEKI~HAL said it was 
unavoidable that medical men residing in the 
interior were considerable losers by being obliged 
to attenrl as witnesses at criminal trials. Most 
medical men had patients in the localities in 
which they rr·,ided, and they were obliged to be 
away from their patients during the time they 
\Vere attending trials. They, in consequence, 
lost the fees which they would have earned 
hac! they remained at home. There was, how­
ever, no provision in the law by which the 
evidence of medical men taken at a preli­
minary examination could be received as evi­
dence at the trial when the medical man was 
himself in the colony and procurable. It was 
absolutely essential that the evidence of medical 
witnes,es should always he given by themselves 
in the case of a criminal trial. In many parts of 
the colony there were medical gentlemen who 
complained that their absence from home to give 
evidence at a trial involved considemble pecu­
niary loss. It was not, however, often that their 
attendance at court in vol vecl any pecuniary loss 
as far cu; their n1ere travelling expenses were con­
cerned. In the case just brought under notice the 
medical gentleman's expenses had, no doubt, been 
very considerable owing to his having travelled 80 

hr, bnt he received the usual allowance. vVhilst 
it was to be regretted that in some cases medical 
witnesseR, like other witnesRes, \Vere losers to a 
certain extent, yet they could hardly make an 
exception in favour of medical men. Every 1nan 
who gave evidence at a trial, and who had to 
travel a long way to do so, must neglect his em­
ployment, whatever it might be, and in that 
respect all were losers to some extent ; and 
if the Government recouped all professional 
witnesses for the fees they lost during their 
attendance at a trial, the whole of the money 
in the Treasury would not prove more than 
adequate to meet the expenses which would be 
involved. 

Mr. BAILEY asked whether members of the 
legal pmfession attending trials were treated in 
the same w<ty as members of the medical pro­
fe,sRion 't 

The ATTORNEY-GEKI~RAL said no dis­
tinction was made with regard',to them when 
they attended as witnesses ; they were paid 
exactly the same as the doctors. 

The HoN. J. l\I. MACHOSSAK said it must 
be remembered that legal gentlemen in attending 
trials were in most instances attending the scene 
of their cnvn \Vork, and did not have to go away 
from it as was the case with medical witnesses. 
Conserjuently, members of the two professions, 
although perhaps on the same footing as regarded 
expen8eK, were not on the ::mn1e footing aH regarded 
their position. Indeed, a legal gentleman in 
attending a trial 1night be a gainer instead 
of a loser. But what he rose to say wa:; 
something on the r1uestion raised by the hon. 
member for Balonne. That hon. member, 
without n1eaning anything personal, spoke of 
the principle of allowing the "\.ttorney-General 
to be the only l\1inister who should get fees or 
money outside his official salary. He (Hon. 
J. ::YI. lVIacrossan) thought that was a very 
impmtant question. It had been debated 
several times in the House, but they had never 
come to a crmclusion on the subject. It was 
time they came to some conclusion on the matter, 
and so have it no longer said that it was 
only when a certain party was in office that 
those complaints an"e. ::\" o matter wlutt party 
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was in office, those complaints should be met 
when they were made. At present they 
received more prominence than for years back, 
owing to the unfortunate rail way accident at 
Darra and the great number of claims which 
resulted therefrom. The matter was now be­
coming almost a public scandal. The present 
officers were no more to blame than their 
predecessors; hut the time had now arrived 
when they should vote the Attorney-General a 
sufficient sum to cover the loss he might incur 
through not being allowed to receive fees in 
civil cases. That might even make the 
position better for the AttorneY-General; 
hut in any case they should no longer 
delay in removing the scandal of a Minister 
of the Crown receiving fees in his own depart­
ment. No other Minister had a like privilege, 
and no ::VIinister should have such a privilege. 
He, for one, would be willing to vote a much 
larger snm than any other Minister received, for 
the Attorney-General, to recoup him for Ios< of 
fees. The amount receiYed in the accident cases 
by the Attorney-General was £567, and the 
amount received by the other counsel who 
assisted did not come within £100 of that figure. 
There was certainly not £100 difference in the 
merits of the two gentlemen as lawyers; but 
perhaps the Attorney-General g-ot the iargcr sum 
because he was leader. Now, instead of the 
Attorney-Geneml receiving· that £5G7 it would 
have been much better if he had been paid 
£1,200 or £1,300 a year as his official salary, 
and receiYed nothing from the Crown in 
ci vi! cases any more than in criminal cases. 
The matter was one that could be easily settled 
if the Premier would set his mind to work on the 
subject. 

:Mr. AI~A~D said that if the hon. member 
for Balonue had brought forward the question in 
the same manner as the hem. member for Towns­
ville the Attorney-General would have had no 
cause to say that it was brought forward in a 
personal way. The C[uestion, however, was a 
perfectly fair one. The practice of giving fees 
to the Attorney-General, beyond salary, was not 
a 5atisfactory one, and laid the Attorney-General 
open to unkind remarks. It was even said, in 
the country, at the time when the Government 
were prosecuting in the dummying· cases, that 
they were prosecuted for the express pur­
pose of puttiug money into the Attorney­
General's pocket, A system about which 
such unkind things could be said was certainly 
open to alteration. His suggestion was, that 
instead of attaching a larger salary to the office 
of the Attorney-General than to any other 
Minister of the Crown, provision might be made 
in the Estimates for a sum of £:300, £400, or 
£500 in lieu of the fees which the Attorney­
General might receive. ·with regard to the 
present Attorney-General, as far as criminal 
cases were concerned, he had certainly done his 
duty in, he might say, even a more exemplary 
manner than any of his predecessors. It was 
formerly a matter of common comment that the 
Attorney-General, instead of conducting the 
criminal cases in the circuit court,;, remained in 
Brisbane, while other members of the profession 
were sent to prosecute on behalf of the Crown. 
That system had been entirely altered since the 
present Attorney-General took office. 

Mr. L UMLEY HILL said he had been 
greatly edified with the virtuous indignation 
displayed by the hon. members for Balonne and 
Townsville. They had, no doubt, pointed out 
an exceedingly improper stat~ of things, but one 
which they themselves submitted to when they 
were in a position to make the alteration. But 
every Attorney-General did it, and it had been 
done for the last twenty years. Not only the 

Attorney-General, but every lawyer in the 
Assembly, had been making pecuniary profit out 
of their parliamentary position. \Vhen he first 
entered the Assemhl)', some eight years ago, 
there were eleven lawyer members out of a 
House of fifty-five, and they profited to a great 
extent from their position as legislators. 
Shortly afterwards a motion was made by the 
Hon. John Douglas to deprive them of their 
right to parliarnentary work, but it was in 
the first instance negatived, every lawyer in the 
House voting against it. The late Government 
were then in power, and as they had to abide 
by the decision of the House they g·ave all the 
parliamentary work and pay they could to the 
two very worst lawyers in the House-to the two 
men whose votes they had got to huy, and who 
were the two worst lawyers in the Assembly. 
That had such an effect on the House that when 
the san1e motion vnu; br·ought forward again it 
was carried by a Yery large majority, and the 
only lawyers who voted against it were the two 
who got the jobs. Perhaps that accounted for 
the fact that there were so few lawyers in 
the House ll(JW-there was no rnore plnnder 
or pickings to be got. .A_nyho\v, the change 
was so marked that he conld account for it in 
no other way. The only way out of the present 
difficulty would be to make theAttorney-Geneml 
a non-political appointment. l~ach MiniRtry 
•hould, of course, have the appointment of its 
own Attorney-General, but let them choose the 
best man in the profession, either inside or 
outside of the House. His remarks had no 
reference to the present Attorney-General ; he 
entirely dismissed that hon. gentleman's indivi­
duality in discussing the question. There were 
plenty of lawyers who might not care to enter 
the arena of active politics, but who would be 
very valuable to the State if their serdces could 
be secured. If a Bill were brought in to that 
effect-even if it wMe a private Bill, brought in 
by the hon. member for TownsYille-he would 
undertake to give it his support. He had long 
thought that the Attorney-General should he a 
non-political appointment, and that he should be 
selected by the Ministry of the dDy from the best 
man in the profession. 

The PREMIER said the same suggestion had 
often been made, and it had been put in practice 
in many places, but experience had only shown its 
utter impracticability. It was tried in Kew Zealand 
for a great many years. The present ChiefJ ustice 
of that colony was Attorney-General for a very 
long time, and was never a member of the GoYern­
ment. Since then the idea had been abandoned. 
It had been tried in New South \Vales on 
several occasions and abandoned. It had been 
tried in a sort of way in Queensland and 
had been abandoned, and in Victoria it 
had been tried and :found a failure. Any 
hon. gentleman who had ever had any ex­
perience of office knew that it wa.s absolutely 
necessary that the Attorney-General should be 
a member of the Government. He had to advise 
and conduct the legal business of the GoYern 
ment, and it was often very difficult to separate 
matters of law from m>ttters of policy. It was 
not worth while to discuss the question at 
]Jresent ; it was not a new one, but had been 
debated often, and tried in many countries with 
an unsatisfactory re~ult. 

Mr. MIDGLEY said the suggestion made by 
the hem. member for Cook might he one way out 
of the difficulty ; but there was another much 
more simple and direct way than that. It was 
for the Attorney-General of Queensland, whoever 
he mig-ht be, as representative of law, to keep 
to law, and have, at least, as much regard for 
the constitutional law of the country as any 
other member of the House or community. 
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If that regard had been manifested in 
the past by different attorneys-general there 
would not have been the frequent cases of 
reproach and complaint that had been directed 
against the different gentlemen holding that 
position. The Premier stated that the question 
was a very old one. It was not only an old one, 
but a very important one, and he felt convinced 
that if they had been spe"king of a man in any 
other profe,.,ion in life they would not have 
approached the wbject in so deferential m· 
nvologising a way aH they did when dealing- with 
a member of the legal profe"ion. He thought 
tlwt the Committee and the country were 
under an obligation to the hon. member fOl' 
Balonne, who had brought the m"tter up, and it 
ought to receive from the Committee careful and 
earnest attention, and Rome emphatic avowal or 
decision with regard to it. The Premier had 
stated that the rule was that whenever the prebent 
party was in power members of the Opposi­
tion rair;cd that old and stale objection and com­
plaint, and that when the reverse wa.s the case 
nothing more was he,~rd. He dbtinctly remem­
bered the impression which he obtained when 
listening to the debates in that Committee as 
''" a visitor. He remembered the frequent 
and smnetin1es very angry debates which 
arose from the Liberal side of the Committee, then 
the Opposition side, with regard to the invidious 
and unsatisfactory position occupied by the then 
hon. memberfor Cook, JY[r. Cooper. Tlmtgentle­
Inan had done smnething in connection with hi~ 
legal profession - revising the statutes of the 
colony- a.nd it was a rnatter of very gre:1t corn­
phtint and debate that he should have obtained 
emolument for such work done while a member 
of the House. Therefore, the statement that 
those complaints only mune from the now Op­
position side was not verified by the records 
of the House. He was not going to make 
any attack upon the present Attorney-General. 
He believed that in integrity that gentlenmn 
was superior to, and in ability equal to, any 
Attorney-Geneml that the country had had for 
many years past; but as a member of the Com­
mittee he maintained that the present was a 
fitting opportunity, 'eeing that the <]uestion 
had been raised, to discuRs it generally, and it 
ought to be discussed thoroughly and faithfully. 
It was plain to his mind that the spirit and 
letter of the Constitution Act were violated in 
taking fees and payments for work of that kind. 
The Constitution Act provided for certain 
services which were rendered to the Government 
and the State. It was perfectly competent for 
the hon. Attorney-General to give advice to the 
Government with regard to the Darra railway 
accident and the prosecutions which were 
impending. vVhere the mistake was made was 
that the Attorney General should have taken 
the position of a paid counsel in the service of 
the Governme'"t in defending those actions. The 
Constitution Act provided :-

"Any person who shall directl,r or indirectly himself, 
or by any person wl·latsoover in trust for him or for his 
use or benefit or on his account undertake, execute 
hold or enjoy in the whole or in part an.v contract or 
agreement fm· or on account of the public service shall 
be incapable of being summoned or elected or of sitting 
or voting as a member of the Legislative Council or 
J.egislative Assembly.'' 

If he did any of those things he should be 
inc11pacitated and liable to a certain punishment. 
The Government had a claim upon the Attorney­
General, and a right to expect his best advice 
with regard to those matters; and if it were 
necessary that counsel should be employoo to 
defend those actions on the part of the Govern­
ment, they might have employed memberil of 
the legal profes;;ion outside the House, of whom 
there were abundance. The Attorney-General 
really entered into a contract with Mr. Real, 

who was the other party to it, to defend those 
cases, and for doing that he received payment.s 
which, if the spirit and letter of the Consti­
tution were maintained, incapacitated him from 
continuing a member of that House. vVhat other 
kind of service could a legal gentlernan render'! 
The State did not anticipate th><t hP WEmld t•cnder 
for railway works, or anything of that kind. 
The que'ltion as to whether he should be entitled 
to private practice wail not one th>tt the Com­
mittee neerl discuss. That right had not been 
interfered with and no one desired to do 
so. No one supposed that £1,000 a year 
was •mfficient payment for the Att•n·ney­
General if he wa;; deprived of private practice. 
But the suggestion of the hrm. member for 
Townsvi!le that he should be paid a larger 
::.alary was outrageous. ::B'a,ncy the Attor* 
ney-General of that or any other Government 
receiving rnore than the present Colonial Secre­
tary, or Niiuister for \Vorks, or JYiinister for 
Lands, or the Treasmer! There were other 
things to he taken into consideration. \Vhen a 
person took office he was supposed to have a 
proper idea of the honour of the .;ituation-to be 
a rnan of AOJne independence of rneans, who \Vas 
prepared to offer his services to his party and 
the country, He would point out the different 
treatment that was mete<! out to men in other 
po-;itions in life. There wa.s a gentleman "rho 
occupied an office of emolument under the Gov­
ernment in the Upper House, Dr. Hobbs, who 
represented scienC'J, he supposed ; but he was not 
permitted to rest in that l""ition, and was 
hunted from it, anrl very properly on, because 
the office that he held had a stated salary. Mr. 
Thornton was another member of the Upper 
House who occupied a ~ituation under the 
GoYernment-Collector of Customs-and he also 
was hunted from that position, and vc;ry pwperly 
so, But there was a gentleman in the Upper HonRe 
now who occupied the position of railway arbi­
trator, and was a member of the !eg>tl profession. 
Of the other two men one represented the 
medical vrofession and the other represented 
Cf,nnnerce or cuRtoms; but tlutt wa,s a 1nan taken 
fro1n the legal profession \Vho occupied a pn!::ii­
tion of emolument with a stated salary under the 
Govt?rninent, and that gentlmnan rernained in his 
position, and there was no hue and cry r<Lised to 
drive him from the Council. He contended 
that the Committee ought to maintain jealously 
the Constitution by which they were supposed to 
be governed, and that no member of the House 
should take any position of reward or emolument 
under the Government while he remained a 
member of the House. It would be idle for 
hon. members on that side of the Committee-it 
would be useless-it would be inconsistent in 
them when a few years had passed away and 
they or some of them found thernsel ves on the 
other side, to raise their voices in protest against 
those kinds of abuses, if they allowed or counten­
anced them now when done by the Government 
or rnem bers of the pa.rty they supported. 

The HoN. J. JYI. MACROSSAN said he would 
like to say a word or two in reference to one 
statement made by the hon. member for Fassi­
fern. The hon. member said it would be out­
rageous to increase the Attorney-General's salary 
above the salary at present enjoyed by the 
Premier, or the :Minister for vVorks or Minister 
for Lands. But the Attorney-General's emolu­
ments now were much higher than were received 
by the Premier. \Vi thin the past twelve months 
the Attorney-General had rereived nearly £1,600. 
The Premier, according to schedule, got £1,000 
as Colonial Secretary, and as V ice-President of 
the J~xecutive Council be received £300; so 
that the Attorney-General received nearly £300 
more than the Premier received as Colonial 
Secretary and Vice-President of the Executive 
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Council. Now, that was must outrageous, and 
he thought they should increase the salary of the 
Attorney-General to £1,200 or £1,300. As to 
the appointment being a non-political one, he 
quite agreed with the Premier that it had been 
tried, and had failed wherever it lmd been tried. 

J\!Ir. NORTOX SC~icl there were one or two 
items in that vote to which he wished to call 
attention. \Vith regard to the position of the 
Attorney-General he did not intend to enter fully 
into the discussion of that subject, but he could 
see no reason why the Attorney-General should 
be pai<l any more th'"n any other member of the 
Govel'lnnent. He was not referring to the 
present Attoruey-General but to the office ; and 
he did not see why, whatever work he did on 
behalf of the Government, the Attornev­
Ueneral should be entitled to receive increasecl 
pay any more than any other member of the 
Minh;try. \Vhat was there in the aJJpointment 
of Attorney-Ueneral which necPssitated higher 
pay than was received by any other member of 
the Government'! Other members of the 
Governn1ent were supposed, if the occasion 
to do so arose, to give up their private 
business in order to carry out their public 
duties ; and if half-a-dozen members were 
expected to do that, he could not see why the 
Attorney-General should be considered abo1·e 
them, or why he should expect, or claim, or 
receive pay for extra work which they would not 
be entitled to under similar circumstances. But 
there was one question he wished to ask in 
regard to the fees for ci vi! cases : \V ere they 
fixed by the Attorney-General ? 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: No. 

Mr. ~ORTON: By the Crown Solicitor? 
The ATTOHNEY-GENERAL: Yes. 

J\Ir: NORTON said that was just what he 
wished to come at. It appeared to him tn 
amount to the same thing whether the fees were 
fixed by the Cmwn Solicitor or the Attorney­
General, as the Crown Solicitor would not care 
about cutting down the fees when by so doing 
he might incur the ill-will or displeasure of his 
chief. He would further a,sk the )>.ttorney­
General who was the gentleman who had been 
appointed Crown Solicitor? \V as he an expe­
rienced man, and was it from the fact of his having 
had experience that he was chosen as adviser to 
the Government in matters pertaining to law 
officers? 

The ATTORI\EY-GENERAL said the name 
of the gentleman who occupied the position of 
Crown Solicitor was Mr. J. H. Gill. He was 
not an old man in the profession, but he pos­
sessed as much ability as they would find in any 
average member of the profession of his standing, 
and displayed a very great amount of assiduity, 
zeal, and intelligence in the discharge of his duties. 
Mr. Gill's ap1Jointment was one upon which 
the Government might congratulate themselves. 
As far as he (the Attorney-General) IHtd had 
an opportunity of judging of the way in which 
he performed his duties, he was entitled to the 
highest commendation. 

Mr. NORTON said he under,stood the hon. 
gentleman to say that Mr. Gill was a gentleman 
of average ability in his profession. vV ell, they 
expected something more than average alJility in 
a member of the legal profession specially 
selected as adviser to the Crown. The ~en tie­
man who had previously held that position was 
considered one of the highest legal advisers in 
the colony. He would like to know whether­
as he had heard-Mr. Gill had only been a few 
years in the profession 'I 

'l'he ATTORNEY-GENEHAL: .About five 
years. 

Mr. NOHTON said the hon. gentleman really 
meant to tell the Committee that a gentleman 
who had only been five years in practice was the 
.sort of mnn to select before all other ~(Jlicitol's for 
that appointment. If thttt was the hon. gentle­
man's opinion there were very few m8lnben; of 
the Committee who would agree with hiH1. The 
public had a right to be satisfied that the 
gentleman who occupied the position of Crown 
Solicitor was one who had had a great deal of 
experience. They could not put old heads on 
young shoulclers. He did not think that anyone 
\Vith ordinary reasoning po\vers wonld be 
satisfied to entrust an oflice of that kind to a 
young man who had only been five years in 
practice. He must ,,ay that when he hettrrl 
of the appointment he was in very great doubt 
as to the accuracy of the statement. It 
seen1ed to he an unr8asona1Jle thing that a young 
rnan who ha,d not long entered the profeHRion 
should be appointee! Crown Solicitor in preference 
to others of many years' experience. \Vtts the 
appointn1ent offered to anyone else before it wa!-3 
offered to \Ir. Gill ? 

The ATTORXEY-Gl~XEHAL said the hem. 
member had misapprehended the use of the word 
":,t,verage" by hitn. He did not \Vis:h to exaggerate 
Mr. Gill's qualifications. There n1ight probably be 
found in _._L\._u:-:;tralir.L smne 1nen who were 1nore 
eminent than he was as lawyers-there certainly 
could be found many in Am<tralia who were his in­
feriors. The hon. gentlen1an 1nn.de a great n1i~take 
if he thought that a po,>ition of £1,000 a year waR 
regarded as a prize that mninent lnwyers would 
strive for. The appointment was offered to two 
gentlemen who would probably come np to the 
hon. g'mtleman's ideas, but they declined it. 
No lawyer of very long standing would accept 
an appointment with that salary. A gentle­
man like :Mr. Gill, who hrcd served fi ,-e 
years under article' to a firm of solicitors 
having- a larg-e practice in the city, must have 
a considerable opportunity of gaining a know­
ledge of hih profession before he began to practise 
on his own account. It was not the time a man 
had been in the profession or the fact of his 
being a young man that should militate against 
the suitability of his fi!'['Ointment. Some young 
men could crowd into a comparatively few 
years an amount of work which endowed 
them with qtmlifications superior to those of 
older men who had been idler men. Mr. Gill 
sacrificed something pecunhtrily in accepting the 
position. He was in receipt of a larger incorue 
than that provided in the Estimates before he 
was appointed, and if he had been an older man 
he probably would not have accepted the posi­
tion. 

Mr. I\ OR TON said it was quite possible that 
one or two gentlemen who were older and had 
had more experience refused the appointment ; 
but he could not for one moment believe that 
after Mr. Little had held the position for some 
years no other man would take it as his successor. 
He did not me<U1 to say that a man in full prac­
tice would give it up to take £1,000 a year, but 
surely there were men in the country who had 
been in practice for many years and were now in 
a position to take things more easily. That was 
the kind of man the position sh(Ju]d have been 
offered to-~a man who, like :VIr, Little, hac! 
received sufficient money by his practice to enable 
him to retire if he wished. but who would be 
willing to take work of tl;at kind to give him 
some occupation. He did not think anyone 
would be prepared to defend the appointment of 
u, young 1nan, whatever hi<:; ability 1night be, who 
h>td only been five years in practice. No matter 
what knowledge he might have gained before he 
entered into practice, that did not count ns 
experience. 
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The ATTORNEY-G.ENERAL: It is part of 
his education. 

l'IIr. NORTON : A man's experience was only 
counted from the time he had passed his exarni­
n_ations and entered int'? practice; up tu that 
tnne he was only learnmg the lessons he had 
afterwards to put in practice. It was only 
putting a'ide the real fjuestion at issue to 
sp_eak of what ttnyone occupying such tt position 
might have lettrnt before his ttctual practice 
b:gan. He was not merely making that protest 
himself ; he hml hc•wd dozens of remarks on the 
hnpropriety of appointing so young a n1an when 
there was reason to suppose that other n-entle­
men, with rnany years of experience, \Ve~e pre­
par~d to take t~e appointme':t, ttnd give up a 
prnfitable practice. He believed there were 
several such gentlemen in the town, and, at any 
mte, the Government, instead of ofierinn- the 
position to Mr. Gill after its being refus:d by 
two gu_ntlmnen, 111ight have offered it to nutny~ 
others m preference to a young man who could 
not ue said to )lave had any experience, and in 
whom the pubhc generally could not have con-
fidence. · 

The ATTORNEY- GENERAL said there 
wa" no comparison between the cases of l\lr. 
Little and Mr. Gill. Mr. Little onlv accepted 
the office at a fixed salary a Yery few years ago­
in 1880 or 1881 ; pre viuus to that he had the 
right of private practice. He was sure that Mr. 
Little, in his palmy days, would have scoffed 
at the idea of accepting it. It was undesirable 
th>tt any gentleman occupying the position of 
Crow!' Solicitor should have the right of private 
practwe; and he supposed that, in the circmn­
stances of the colony, £1,000 a year was as much 
as they could afford to give to the occupant of 
the position. 

Mr. NORTON said he did not expect that 
anyone like Mr. Little would give up a full 
practice in order to accept £1,000 a year; but he 
repeated that there were gentlemen in the town 
who had been pra9tising for many years, wh,; 
would be glad to retire from the active work they 
had been carrying on so long, and undertake th'e 
duties of ad vis er to the Government. 

Mr. ALAND said he did not think the office 
?f Crov:n Sol~c~tor sl;ould be a. sort. of asylum 
mto wh1ch solicitors tired of the1r prrvate prac­
tice should be allowed to enter. He had heard 
objections to the appointment of l\Ir. Gill but 
they had come from disappointed aspirant.~ for 
the office. He did not think that because a man 
was young he was unfitted to hold the position 
of ad vis er to the Government. Had not the 
foremost lawyers in Queensland been young 
men? vVould anyone despise the late Attorney­
General because he was a comparatively yomi.g 
man when he entered upon the duties of 
Attorney-General? The present Premier was a 
very young man when he took office as Attorney­
~eneral, and that position was not less respon­
sible than the position of Crown Solicitor. He 
knew Mr. Gill personally, and had known him 
ever since he was a very little fellow. He was a 
credit to those who brought him up ; he was a 
credit to those under whom he served at the 
grammar school ; he was a credit to those who 
coached him as a solicitor ; and no doubt he 
would be a credit to the colony as Crown 
Solicitor. 

Mr. FERGUSON said there was another 
class of fees he wished to call attention to. A 
certain friendly society passed a set of bv-laws 
or rules, which they sent in the usual way'to the 
Attorney-Genera,] to be approved of, with fees 
n,mounting to about £5 li5s. Through some mis­
take they had to be sent back for a slight 
alteration. They were then returned to the 
Attorney-General again for approval, but nothing 

could be done until a second fee was paid. The 
agent of the society accordingly paid a second fee. 
He (Mr. Ferguson} did not know if that was 
a proper thing or 'not, but when he avplied on 
behalf of the society, of which he was a member, 
to have the second fee refunded, the Attorney­
General declined. The reason given by the 
Attorney-General for declinin~ to hand the 
money back was that between the payment of 
the first and second fees a change of Ministry 
had taken place. But surely a change of Ministry 
should not affect a question of that kind ! If the 
society was not entitled to pay a double fee to 
one Attorney-General it could not be entitled to 
pay one fee to one Attorney-General and another 
to his succesoor for the approval of one set of by­
laws. The present Attorney-General al'll said 
that the case referred to was not the only one in 
which a douule fee had been charged-that the 
same thing was done l1y his predecessors, and 
therefore he had a right to do it. 

Mr. SMYTH said he would like to know what 
became of those fees? He thought they should 
go into the Goven11nent coffers. He also wanted 
to know why a society w hi eh cli<l a grellt deal of 
good in the community was ch[l,rged a registration 
fee of £5 5s., and then, became it wished to 
amend one claw;e of its rules, had to pay £3 3s. 
more? It was a case somewhat similar to tlw 
one the hon. member for Rockhampton had 
spoken of, except that the snciety in this in­
stance managed to get one of the fees returned. 
It was quite time that the Attorney-General 
had a fixed salury. vVhen Mr. King was gold 
commissioner and collected fees from the miners 
of Gym pie, the Government decided that he had 
no right to those fees, and that led to his resign­
ing the situation. 'rhe Attorney-Geneml's posi­
tion was somewhat simila.r. vVhat right had he 
to fees any 1nore than a gold co1n1nis,;;ioner? 

Mr. DONALDSON said he was astonished by 
some of the statements made with regard to the 
fees and emoluments paid to the .Attoruey­
General. \Vhilst other members and Ministers 
were prevented from earning money through their 
positions, that Minister was allowed to collect 
fees which amounted to a great deal more than 
his salary. He (l'!Ir. Donaidson) saw no reason 
why an exception of that kind should be macle in 
favour of lawyers. It was an exception that was 
perhaps to be accounted for by the fact that 
lawyer> had the framing of most of the laws, and 
had kept an eye open for their own profession. 
Why should a Minister get five-guinea fees from 
friendly S<Jcieties simply because he happened to be 
Attorney-General? vVas the Attorney-General 
not paid as other members who sat on the 
Treasury bench? He (Mr. Donaldson) ventured 
to say that many of the other Ministers had to 
do a great deal more work than the Attorney­
General. It would be interesting to know what 
was being done in the way of drafting the Bills 
which were brought before the House. He (Mr. 
Donaldson) believed most of them were framed 
by the Premier. Did, then, the Premier charge 
any fees? 

The ATTORN.EY-GENERAL: No. 
Mr. DONALDSON said the Premier was 

quite as entitled as the Attorney-General to 
charge fees, but it appeared that there was a 
great deal of useful work done by him for which 
he charged nothing. With regard to the pay­
ment of J\finisters generally, the amounts thev 
were paid were a great deal too small. Their 
salaries should be increased, but their duties 
should, at the same time, be so defined that they 
would be prevented from using their office to 
increase their emoluments. Regarding the 
fees allowed tn the Attorney-General, they 
were fixed by his subordinate officer, the 
Solicitor - General. \V as not the Solicitor-
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General, then, placed in a very awkwn,rd 
position? A time might come when an 
unprincipled attorney- general might ue in 
office, and he 1night bring pre,.,sure to b6ar on 
his subordinate to increase the fees. He (:\Ir. 
Donaldson) would like to have the whole of the 
question r:>ised in connection with the position 
and duties of the Attorney-General discussed 
more fully at wrne future time, ctnd to see the 
principle.'< of the Cnustitutiou Act applied to 
bwyers as well cts to other members of the 
House. 

Mr. MACEARLAJ'\E said the hon. member 
who lmd just resumed his seat had referred to 
the drafting of Bills. He (Mr. 2\.Iacf>trlane) had 
been under the impression that ;-arious indi­
viduals were paid for doing that work ; but it 
geemed that it was done by the Premier himself, 
who received for it no remuneration. If the 
Premier receh-ed nothing for the work, whu 
did? 

The PREMIER said that since he harl been 
in office he hac! thought it his duty to se~ that 
the Bills brought before the House satisfied him­
self as well as his colleagues. The work of 
drafting Bills was hea V)', and some ofthe details 
of it might be done without the necessit)' of the 
person directing it doing it himself. ·It was 
necessary that there should be a fund available 
for getting that work done. Several Bills had 
been entrusted, at certain stage.;.~, to profef.l­
sional gentlemen in whom the Government had 
confidence, and they were paid out of the fund 
set apart fur the purpose. As to receiving fees 
himself, of course he need not deny that. Never 
since he had been a member of the Honse had 
he received a farthing for parliamentary work, 
although he had drawn Bills for the Government 
when in opposition as well as in office. 

Mr. STEVENSON n,sked if the Attorney­
General could give the Committee an idea as 
to the amount <Jf,fees he had received from the 
Government since he became Attorney-General'? 

The ATTORNEY-GJ~NERAL said the in­
formation would be found in the return which 
would be laid on the table, no doubt, to-morrow. 

Mr. BLACK said he endorsed the retjuest of 
the hon. member, and would call attention to the 
fact that the schedule issued with the :Estimates­
n-Chief, showing the total remuneration received 

during the year by all public oflicers, did not 
contain the name of the Attorney-General. \V as 
not the Attorney-General a puulic officer? 

'l'he ATTORNEY-G-ENERAL: Not in that 
sense. 

Mr. BLACK said the object of the House for 
the last two years had been to ascertain the 
exact emoluments that every officer in the Public 
SerVIce really received, and there was no reason 
why the Attorney-General's fees should not be 
shown in the schedule. He wished to know, 
also, whether, in addition to the fees received in 
the Darra and Albion railway accident cases, 
amounting to £567 4s. 6d., the Attorney-General 
had in any other civil cases received fees from 
the Government. It was only what bwyers, he 
believed, called the "fat " cases that appeared 
to have been defended by the Crown. The 
smaller cases, where the fees might not be ex­
pected to have been so heavy, were settled out of 
court. It was a great pity that the same course 
was not adopter! in some of the large c<1ses; it 
would have saved the country from being saddled 
with a heavy amount of expenses. 

The A'rTORI'IEY -GENERAL said he 
scarcely knew what the hon. gentleman me,mt 
about the "fat" cases b.jug the only ones 
brought before the court. On looking at the list 
of the claims, the hun. gentleman would see that 
in those instances where the fees had been 

1885-3 T 

charged the clahns were not "fat." In those 
casek clailnants were mnenable to rea.:-:on. But 
smne penmns, not content with n1aking large 
cla.iin-3, increa.se(l theu1. In one insta,nce, where 
the plaintiff issued a writ for £2,000, and after­
wards, on getting the reports of 1nedical witnesse.s, 
asked the Crown law officers to consent tn an 
amenderl writ increasing the amount to £.:>,000. 
That Wlts resistArl by the Crown, but allowed by 
the judge in chamber;, before whom the question 
was argued. It was nob the fault of the Crown 
that only the "fat" cast-' came before the conrt. 
In every case where the people were reasonable 
their clairn:-3 were 1net \vithout going into 
court. 

]\fr. STEVl~l\SON said the Committee wonlc! 
not be sati~fied with an evasive answer of that 
kind -an answer that was be,ide the question 
altoo·ether. \Yhat they wanted was information 
as to the amount o( fees actually received by 
the hon. gentleman, and they wanted the infOI'­
rnation nrnv, \Vhile the discussion was going on. 
The Attonwv-General ought to have come pre­
pared to give" all the information that !Pight be 
asked from him, and as far '"he (Mr. Steven,on) 
was concerned he should not let the J£stimates 
pass uritil he got it. 

The ATTORNEY-GEJ\EUAL said he pre­
sumed the hon. member's question was relative 
to items appearing on the Estimates, for of 
conr.se he wn,s not justified in extending his 
researches to anvtbing not contained in them. 
All other sums \vould be contained in the return 
to be laid on the table in clue course. As far as 
the Estimates were concerned, he had received 
fees for civil busine,;s amounting to £20 lGs. Gd., 
and that was a case in which the Crown wns 
successful 'tnd the other party had to pay the 
costs. 

2\.Ir. STEVENSON said he did not under­
stand the hon. Attorney-General. \Vas there 
anything that he was aslmmed to te!l th!' Com­
mittee? They were on that gentleman sestunates, 
and wanted to get all the information they could, 
and it was no use his fencing the question. It 
was no good saying he was not going to gi ,-e any 
information except what was on the Estimates. 
The estimate covered everything, and he wanted 
to know what the hon. gentleman had received 
since he had been in office. The hon. gentleman 
knew well what was wanted. 

Mr. SALKELD said that what the hon. 
member wanted to know was, what fees the 
Attorney-General had received in consequence 
of his office, and not in re.;arcl to his private 
practice. It was evident from the discussions 
which had taken place during a previous session, 
and ao·ain that night, that the whole question of 
fees ~antecl thoroughly overhauling. It was 
quite plain that public officers had been receiv­
ing a large amount of fees, anrl neither the 
Committee, nor the Ministers, nor the public 
knew what they were. It had been a com­
plete subterranean affair altogether, and it 
was quite time it was stopped. If it were 
not too late in the session he should like 
to move for a select committee to find out the 
amount of fees received in every office, and he 
believed that would h:we to be done yet. At 
the present time there was no control over them 
at all. J\1en were appointed to offices and 
received the fees, and nobody was any the wiser 
except the persons who paid them. He had not 
very much to say upon the present vote, but he 
should have further on. He trusted that the 
Government would afford every fac1lity to hon. 
gentlemen to let them see the true s:ate of affairs, 
and give them all the information they could. 
He had been informed, eutside, that in some 
offices there was a system of mild terrorism 
carried on with respect to fees; and that kind of 
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hing ought to be thoroughly and completely 
exposed. A man should not use his public office 
to gather in fees. If he had sufficient work to do 
he ought to be paid a sufficient salary, and all 
fees ought to go into the public revenue. 

The PRKi\HER said the Government would 
be delighted to give the Committee any informa­
tion that might be aoked in connection with the 
:Estimates and in respect to fees if hem. g·entle­
men would give an hour or two's notice. 
Questions were being askecl which hon. gentlemen 
knew could not be answered on the spur of the 
moment, and, by doing so, they simply showed a 
desire to protract business. The Govemment were 
prepared to give the very fullest information on 
every item down to the last farthing, if any 
useful purpose could be served; but it would 
involve an immense amount of clerical work, and 
perhaps no advantage might be gained from it. 
The hon. gentleman was quite welcome to 
every information, and the Attorney-General 
would give it at the very earliest possible 
moment. To ask the Attorney-General to say 
from memory the total of all the fees received 
by him uncle" o. practice that had been in force for 
the last twenty-five years, wa.s to ask a question 
that could not be answered. He might be able 
to give the information approximately, but not 
exactly. All the information could be given to­
morrow, and he hoped no hem. member would 
insist upon asking 'ruestions that could not be 
an~wered. 

Mr. STEVENSOI\ said that in that cnse, if a 
Minister ~11me up unprepared to give information 
on his estimates, he should move that the 
estimates be postponed until he could. They 
were not going- to be put in a hole in that way. 
The Premier was prepared with every informa­
tion on his own estimates, and why should not 
the Attcrney-GPneral be in the same position? 
If the hon. gentleman thought they would pass 
the estimates without the information they de­
sired he was very much mistaken. He insisted 
upon the hon. gentleman giving that information 
now. Of course, he only wanted it approxi­
mately ; and the hon. gentleman must know 
perfectly well that he could give that information 
if he liked. He seemed as if he wished to with­
hold it until some time when they could not 
discuss it. His estimates were before the 
Committee now, and that was the time that 
hon. members should have a chance of saying 
anything they liked. If there was anything 
wrong the present was the time to discuss it, and 
not after the estimates were passed. He would 
have that information or the estimates would 
not pass. 

Mr. HAMILTON said he was glad to hear 
the statement of the Government that they 
would be delig-hted to give all the information 
they could in respect to what had been asked, 
and he hoped they would give effect to that 
sentiment by doing so. It had been stated that 
the hon. the Attorney-General could not give 
the whole of the details to the last farthing; but 
it had been said by the hon, gentleman who had 
asked for the information, that he did not want 
the details. He simply wanted an approximate 
idea. The Attorney-General had been able to 
give all other inform>ttion in connection with his 
department, but he could not give that which 
most pen;onally affected himself. He gave them 
a lot of detailed information about certain 
"fat" cases, while the Committee wanted infor­
mation about the "fattest" case of the lot. 
There could be only two reasons why the hon. 
gentleman refused to give the information. It 
might be from a delicate consideration for the 
feelings of the hon. g-entleman who had asked 
for it-he might be afraid of shocking him; or it 
might be that he wished to prevent discussion on 

the subject. That was the proper time for dis­
C1Ission ; if they waited until to-morrow tlw vote 
would be passed and the information would be of 
no use. If th•:y had it now they could express 
their opinions at once in regard tu it. 

Mr. KELLETT said he did not wish to obstruct 
the bu,;iness in any way, but he thought the 
Attorney-General was not quite so innocent as 
he looked. " Still w1tters ran deep." The hon. 
gentleman understood the questions that were 
asked, and he was perfectly satisfied he could gc 
very near answering thmn without any more 
considen1tiun, and he thought it would be ad vis· 
able, in his own interest, that that information 
should be given. They did not want the amount 
to the last ninepence ; something approxi­
mate wrmld be sufficient, just to show about 
what amount he had received more than his salary 
of £1,000. He agTeed that the rtue~tion should 
be carefully g-one into, as it was most objection­
able that the Attorney-General should receive 
fees from the Crown v;hen a salary was paid to 
him. He thought the salary attached to the 
office was quite sufficient for all the Attorney­
General had to do. It was v~ry advisitble 
that they should know at once what fees the 
hon. gentlen1nn received. He was beginning to 
think he was afraid to tell them- that was the only 
conclusion he could come to. It seemed to him that 
they must have beP\l outrageous when he did 
not like to let the Committee know, and to­
lllOlTOW they would have no chance of discus~ing 
the 'subject. There was no attorney-general 
who had got off so easily ; nobody had touched 
him at all this session ; he did net know why, 
but supposed the hon. gentleman thought it best 
to keep quiet himself ; but now was the time 
when they had a chance to get something out of him 
and see what he was made of. He had been very 
retentive, and they must jog his memory a little. 
If his memory was really so defective, he was 
not qualified for the offic,, of Attorney-General. 
If he had got such a bad memory that he did 
not remember his fees, he (Mr. Kellett) did not 
think the hon. gentleman was fit for his office. 
He was certainly of opinion that the better plan 
would be for the Attorney-General to give them 
the information asked for as nearly as he could. 
Let him lump it out in one sum at once, if it were 
a very big one and he could not give the par­
ticulars. 

The ATTORNEY.GEI\ERAL said that hon. 
members must not suppose that he wished to 
conceal anything. He h<td nothing to con­
ceal. As to the Roval commission or select 
committee sugge<ted by the hon. member tor 
Ipswich, he would be delighted with anything 
of the kind, which would result in such recom­
mendations being made to the committee as 
would place the office of Attorney-General upon 
a recognised footing. He must say that, as 
it had been a recognised practice from the 
very commencement for the Attorney-General 
to receive fees, he would be reflecting upon 
his predecessors in office if he abstained 
from taking those fees. It would be a sugges­
tion that they had been acting dishonourably ; 
and he would not do anything of the kind unless 
there was a rule laid down for all concerned. 
He had nothing more to say on the point. 
As to the amount of fees received by him, 
he had brought down accurate information 
in connection with matters referred to in that 
vote, and the information now asked for he could 
only supply from memory. He ass!sted to 
conduct the prosecution for the Imperml Gov­
ernment in connection with the" Forest King," 
and for that he received something like SO 
guineas or thereabouts. 'The case was a very 
important one, and lasted a very long time. 
There was also the case in which he appeared to 
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move the court for a mandamus against the 
municipal council of Brisbane. In that ho suc­
ceeded, and received fee2< to the amount of 
between £20 and £30; and then there was a pro­
hibition C'::tse, the fee~ frv1n whic.;h arnountecl to 
£20 1Gs. Gel. In the latter ca'e costs were giYen 
against the respondent, so that the Government 
were really not out of pocket. Those were all 
the fees he could recollect h:wing received in 
addition to the fees mentioned in the return. 

Mr. DONALDSON: \Vhat about fees from 
friendly societies? 

The A'rTORNEY-GENERAL said the fees 
received from friendly societies were five 
guineas for certifying rnles, mul three guineas 
for certifying arnendrnent.t;; of rules. rrhat vvas 
not a mere formal matter, but one that involved 
a good deal of work. Probably he had received 
altogether from that sonrce between £:10 and £•10. 

Mr. BLACK aslted what was the prohibition 
case referre,] to by the hon. gentleman? 

The ATTOR:\"EY-G-E:c\ERAL: The ca'e of 
\Villiams tersus magistrates of Cooktown-a 
branding case. 

}Ir. STEVENSON sairl he was perfectly 
satisfied with the infornuttion given so frLr as it 
went; and he only wanted to ask another ques­
tion-namely, whether the amounts the hon. 
gentleman had given the Committee covered the 
whole of the time he had been in office as 
Attorney-General? 

The ATTORNEY-GEXEUAL: Ye8; as far 
as I can renH'Inber. 

Question put and passed. 

The ATTORNEY-G:B;:"mRAL moved that 
there be granted the sum of £7,173 for the 
Supreme Conrt, and said that hrm. gentlemen 
wonl<l see that there was an increase on last 
year's vote of £~):30. That wns made partly by 
an addition to the travelling expense> of their 
honours the judges to the amount of £130, and 
partly by an increase of £SOO in the allowances 
to witnesse.s attending the circuit courts. The 
previous vote•·' for allowances to witnes,es had 
been found wholly insufficient, and the increase 
wtts a very moderate one considering that there 
would probably be a very large draft upon the 
vote. 

Mr. KELLBTT asked whether the amounts 
for travelling expenses of their honours the 
judges had been overdrawn dnring the past 
twelve months anything like they had been 
during previous years? 

The ATTORNEY-GENER.AL: Oflate there 
has been a very considerable reduction. 

Mr. KELLBTT said the question he asked 
the hon. gentleman was whether the amounts 
placed on the Estimates had been exceeded by 
their honours the judges? 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL said they had 
been exceeded. If they had not been largely 
exceeded that increased amount would not have 
been asked for. But, as he had said before, 
there had been a considerable diminution of late, 
but even with that diminution the amount pre­
viously voted would not be sufficient. 

Mr. KELLETT said it was very hard to get a 
straight answer from the Attorney-General. He 
believed, now, that the hon. gentleman was more 
rogue than fool. He (Mr. Kellett) wanted to 
know some more particulars. \Vhat were the 
expenses incurred by the different judges when 
on circuit last year? 

TheATTORN:B;Y-G:ENER.AL said that from 
and including the 31st of July, 1884, to the 13th 
of April, 188:), the amount paid to the Chief 
Justice for travelling expenses was £312 16s. 3d. 

The dates given were not the dates on which the 
expenses were incurTecl, but on which the cheques 
were paid. From the 13th of October, 1884, to 
the 30th of ,Tune, 1885, the sums paid to Mr. 
.T nstic'~ Cooper, repre.-:;enting the expenditure 
for the year, amounted to £742 9s. 1d. 
'l'he last three cheqne.s that were paid showed 
a very considerable reduction on the first three 
cheque~; paid by the Government. The amount 
paid for the travelling expenses of Mr .• rustice 
Hardin?' was £89 r:-;,, Gel. ; making a total of 
£1,14:') Os. lOci-an excess over the vote of .£49:) 
Os. lOd. 

In reply to Mr. AncHim, 

The ATTORNEY-GENBRAL said the 
amount for tho vouchers sent in for expenses of 
judges travelling in the Southern districts never 
represented anything like the ammmt of the 
vouchers sent in by the Northern judges. He 
assumed the cost of travelling was very much 
greater in the :\'orth. 

Mr. ARCHER said the question he asked was 
whether the travelling done to Rockhampton and 
back was at all equal to the amount of travelling 
clone on the ]\," orthern circuit? 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL said the 
judges travelled in the South to Ipswich, Too­
woomba, anrl Roma, and went by steamer to 
Maryborough and Rockhampton; so that in the 
Southern district they held courts in five places 
outside Bri~bane. 'l'he Northern Judg-e sat at 
Bowen, and travelled twice a year to .Mackay on 
the south, and Townsville, Charters Towers, and 
Cooktown on the north-four places outside 
Bowen. 

Mr. ALAND said it had been suggested thac 
a commis, ion should sit to inquire into the fees 
of the Attorney-General, but he thonght it 
would be just as profitable if a commission s>tt 
to inquire into the expenses of the judges. It 
struck him the judges' expenses were out of 
chicracter altogether, especially those of the 
Northern .Tudge. He saw on the estimates£1,800 
for thetr:tvelling expenses of the Northern Judge 
and Crown Prosecutor ; they must travel about 
like princes. 

The PREMIER said that was for the three 
district court judges. 

:'vir. ALAND :mid the district court judges 
then were more reasonable than the Northern 
judge'. He supposed they were not suppo~;ed to 
deal in such aristocratic winrs and live so 
highly as the judges of the S~rprerne Court. He 
thoug-ht the country was paymg a great deal too 
much in order that the judges of the Supreme 
Court might give entertainments to their friends 
when they were sent to different towns of the 
colony. 

The PRE:\HER said that after the discussion 
which took place on the subject last year he 
communicated with the Northern Judge, calling 
his attention to the debate, and inviting an 
explanation of the very large amount of travelling 
expenses. He did not remember what answer 
he received, but he observed that while the 
expenses for the first six months of the financial 
year were about 500 guineas, for the ]a;;t six 
months they were only about 200 guineas. 

}fr. HAMILTON: For the same amount of 
travelling? 

The PREMIER : Exactly the same amount. 
Mr. ARCHER asked what correspondence 

had taken place ? 
The PREMIER said he had communicated 

with the learned judge, but he was not quite sure 
of the terms of the reply. He did not obtain 
much information, but he obseryed that the 
correspondence was followed by certain results, 
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Mr. ARCHEH said the correspondence might 
be laid before them. 

The PREMIER said he had no objection, if 
he had the letters. 

Mr. ARCHER said he was sure the corre3-
pondence would be interesting to the Committee. 
He thought the Northern circuit must be much 
more expensive than the Southern. 

Mr. SMYTH asked if the jud2:es sent in the 
amount in a lump sum ? •o 

The PREMIER : Yes. 
Mr. SMYTH : Why could not the judges 

send in a bill of items and have them checked? 
It was reported that one jndge ordered a good 
stock cf a special brand of champagne before 
starting on circuit. He thought it would be a 
good thing if the judges had to give a statement 
how the money was c1isbursed. They might 
spend it in playing loo. 

Mr. KELLETT said he could not see the 
wonderful difference between the judge· of the 
Supreme Court and of the district court. It 
seemed that the district court judges were 
allowed regular fees-so much a day-and why 
could not the Supreme Court judges be tre::tted 
in the same way? He hope<l the Attorney­
General would consider the matter. and have a 
scale of expenses fixed for the judges. It was 
disgraceful to have these matters brought up in 
the Committee year after year; it was detrimental 
in every way to the interests of justice and the 
interests of the colony that the names of such 
high officials should be called in question in that 
way. vVhy could not the fees be fixed the same 
as the sala~ies? He did not see why a judge 
should be gwen a cheque-book and allowed to 
draw for an unlimited amount, any more than 
any other man in the Ci vi! Service. 

Mr. SALKELD said there was one item­
" Registrar of Supreme Court, £700 "-with re­
spect to which he desired an explanation. That 
officer's salary was raised last year £200 on the 
understanding that he would perform the duties 
of registrar of friendly societies. From remarks 
recently made in the House he (Mr. Sr~lkeld) had 
gathered that the Friendly Societies Act was 
still a dead-letter. That being so, it was evident 
that the terms under which the increase of salary 
had been granted had not been complied with. 
The Minister who was responsible ought to have 
seen that the work was done, and it was his duty 
now tc explain why he had allowed an officer to 
leave part of his work undone. Another question 
he would ask wa,;-what fees did the Registrar 
of the Supreme Court receive besides his salary ? 

The ATTORNEY- GENERAL said the 
Registrar of the Supreme Court did not receive 
any fees with the exception, up till lately, of 
fees payable to him as a commissioner for 
taking affidavits, when he took any out of office­
hours. 

Mr. NOR TON: No others? 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL said the officer 
referred to received no other fees as Registrar of 
the Supreme Court. There were some small fees 
he received in connection with the Vice­
Admiralty Court, of which he was an officer. 
Those fees were fixed by an Imperial statute 
and the Queensland Government had nothing to 
do with them. As to the taking of affidavits he 
received nothing now, no matter whether he took 
any in or out of office hours. He was also in 
the habit until lately of receiving a commission 
for the sale of stamps kept in his office for the 
convenience of the persons who might require to 
stamp documents when in the precincts of the 
Supreme Court. 

Mr. NOR TON asked how the officer in ques­
tion came to receive a commission on the sale of 
stamps? 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL said it was 
the practice to give all vendors of stamps a 
commission. The Registrar h»d been under the 
necessity of making a considerable outlay in con 
nection with the sale of stmnps, so that it was 
not all profit. 

Mr. NORTO~ asked by whom the Jlegistrar 
of the Supreme Court had been appointed as a 
vendor of stamps ? 

'l'he ATTORNJ;~Y-GEXERAL said he was 
commissioned by the Treasury, but his commis­
sion was now stopped. 

Mr. NOR TON said he was glad to hear thr~t, 
as it was placing the Registrar of the Supreme 
Court in an invidisus position to make him a 
vendor of stamps. Did he now receive any fees 
beyond his salary? 

The ATTORKEY-GENERAL: None. 
Mr. SALKELD asked how long it was since 

the Registmr of the Supreme Court had been 
disallowed commission on the sale of stamps ? 

The ATTORNEY-GEKER.\L said that it 
was quite recently-since the matter had come 
under the notic'' of the Government. 

Mr. BI~A'l'TIE said the hon. member for 
Ipswich, Mr. Salkeld, ' as a little wrong in the 
information he gave with reference to the 
increase mctde last year in the salary of the 
Registrar of the Supreme Court. The hon. 
n1ember said the increase \Vas 1nade in con­
sequence of the Registrar undertaking the work 
in connection with the ]''riendly Societies Act. 
In that statement he was altogether ·wrong. 
The information given to the Committee which 
voted the increase was that the work of the 
Registrar of the Supreme Court had increased 
greatly, ,wd that for years it had been all clone 
by Mr. Bell when a junior officer. The Com­
mittee took these facts into consideration, and 
gave Mr. Bell what he was fairly entitled to. 
There had always been a difficulty with the 
:Friendly Societies Act, and they had never been 
able to get any Supreme Cuurt Registrar to do 
the work. 

Mr. SALKELD said the senior member for 
Fortitude Valley might have voted for the 
increase of the Registrar's salary for the reasons 
he had stated, but he (Mr. Salkeld) knew that a 
number of members would have disputed the 
increase had it not been pointed out that the 
officer in question would perform the duties of 
registrar of friendly societies. He wanted to 
know why the Friendly Societies Act had been 
permitted to remain a dead-letter? 

The "\TTORNEY-GENERAL said it was 
not the fault of the Registrar of the Supreme 
Court that that Act had been allowed to remain 
a dead-letter. It had been a dead-letter from 
the beginning, for the simple reason which he 
pointed out the other day, that the Registrar had 
not the appliances for fulfilling all the require­
ments of the Act. In Victoria the work was 
thrown upon the Government statist. He held 
in his hand the annual report of the Government 
statist in connection with friendly societies in 
Victoria; it was a document of over 130 
pages, most of it tabulated matter. It was 
no disparagement of the Registrar to say 
that he was totally incapable of dealing with 
it. It was impossible that he could do it. 
The law said he should, but it was found 
impracticable. It was not a question of having 
one clerk more or less. The staff of clerks in the 
department was no larger now than it was in 
1876, although the increase in the work had been 
enormous. If there were half-a-dozen additional 
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ordinary clerks it wou]i] be impns.<ible for the 
Hegistrar to grapple with a question of thnt kind. 
The work could be clone in connection with the 
Registmr-General's Department, where there 
were fncilities for it. To nsk the Registmr of the 
Supreme Court to do it wns like asking the hon. 
member to perfcrm the duties of Attorney­
General, or nnything of that kind-it did not fit 
in with the nntuml order of things. 

Mr. NOI'vTON said he was glad to hear the 
.\.ttoruey-General defend theRegistrarin the wny 
hn hnd done, but he ,,eemed to have forgotten 
what he snid last year to induce the Committee to 
increase the Registrar's salary by £200 a year. 
They were then told by the hon. gentlenmn 
that previous registrars had not carried out the 
provisions of the Friendly Societies .~et, but that 
that regi~;trar should; and on that ground the 
increase was voted. Having got the increase, 
the Attorney-(ieneral now found all .sorts of 
excuses for the Hegistmr following in the footsteps 
of former registrars whom he condemned so much 
last year. In bet, they were in exactly the same 
position as they ha,d ever been, excepting that the 
Jtegistmr received £200 a year more thnn previous 
registrar8 received. 1'he work \Vas undone now, 
as it was then, notwithstanding the additional 
surn voted on the distinct stipulation that the 
Registrar should do it. 

The ATTOR:'IIEY-GENERAL said the hon. 
member for Port Curtis was not strictly accuntte 
in his stntement as to n stipulntion having been 
mnde thnt if the Registrar got the increase he 
should do the work of the Friendly Societies 
Act. Nothing that he said on that occasion 
could be construed into anything of the kind. 
He stated whnt the duties of the Registrar 
were, and whnt the chtirns of the Registmr were 
ns a professional man, quite apart from the 
Friendly Societies Act altogether. What he 
said about that wns, that regarding the question 
raised by the hon. member for Toowoomba 
(11r. Groom), he wns collecting infornmtion in 
the neighbouring colonies, and that a;:; soon as 
he obtained that information he was going 
thoroughly into the r1uestion to see what could 
be done. That information had been obtained; 
he had carefully studied it, and the conclusion 
forced upon him WCLS that neither this Hegistrar, 
nor any other registmr, could pos~;ibly do the work. 
He could say confidently that he never made 
any such bargain as the hon. gentleman seemed 
to i1nagine. 

Mr. :B'OXTON snid th::tt, whether the state­
ment was made or not, he was convinced that it 
would take fifty attorneys-general to make the 
Registrnr clo the work of the Friendly Societitc' 
Act in addition to his own. Hon. members who 
talked about the Hegi.~tmr putting that Act into 
upemtion did not know what they were talkin:; 
about. Taking an interest in the question, he 
moved lately for a return, which had been laid on 
the table that evening. That return gave some 
idea of the stnff and the expense necessary to put 
the Act into operation. The junior member for 
~outh Brisbane (Mr. Jordan), who wns then the 
Registrnr-General, wrote on the 21st May, 11)83, 
that his estimate of the cost of working the Act in 
Queensland was £1,773, which W<"S based on the 
cost of working the same Ad in Victoria. The 
officials employed in working the Act in that 
colony were ten iD number. Two were engaged 
in prep::tring the annual statistics, at a cost of 
£312 ; there was one actunry with a salary of 
£411 13s. 4d.; an assistant to the nctuary nt 
£113 6s. Sd. ; and six s11 vernnmeraries, costing 
£()36 ; or a total of £1,773. Until tho><e officers 
were appointed by the Go;-ernrnent, and certain 
other step>< w hi eh were necessary, were taken, it 
was quite impossible for any man to work the Act. 

:Mr. Jordan, in the same letter, which was ad. 
dressed to the then Colonial Secret>uy, t\ir T 
Mcllwraith, said :- · 

'· We are, even now, straitened for room in this 
department; but if it is determined to transfer the bu~i~ 
nes~ to this otliee I would respectfully submit that it 
should be deferred nn til the new building is erected." 
He took it thnt that was a reference to the new 
Government office~, the foundations of which 
wene not yet laid. The remark made by the 
hon. 1nen1ber for Mulgrave was-

" Defer this matter until new offices are erected." 
That wns a Ministerial note upon the letter ; so 
th<"t if anyone were responsible for the delay 
which had occurred, since the 21st of May, 1883, 
it was the hon. member for JYiulgrave. It was 
perfectly correct to delay the matter until there 
was some tnngible means of carrying the Act 
into operation. His (:Yir. Foxton's) only object 
was to take reproach from a public officer, who 
wtts not in a position to defend himself. If hon. 
gentlemen would take the trouble to read the 
30th, 31st, 32ml, and 33rd sections of the Act, they 
would see the things that were necessary to be 
clone, in addition to the appointments of those 
(ifficers, and having offices for them, before the 
Act could be cttrriecl out:-

" 'flhe Governor in Conneil maY from time to time 
appoint public auditor,, and valuel·s for the purposes of 
this ~let, a.nd may determine from time to time the rates 
of remunerntion ~to be paid by soeieties for the service}~! 
of such auditors nntl valuers, but the employment of 
such auditors and valuers is not compulsory on any 
societv. 

"Tlie Colonial Tr(·~tsurer shall, out of money to be 
proYidcd by Parliament, llaY sueh sums of money for 
defraying the expenses of salaries of assistants, clerks, 
and servants, remuneration for actuaries, aceountants, 
and in~pcctors, computation of tables, publica,tion of 
documnnts, diffusion of information, expenses of 
pro ... ecutions, travelling expenses, and other allow­
ances of the registrar, and other expenses which 
Imty be incurred t'or carrying out the vnrposes of this 
Act, and may also 1;ay to rtny public auditors or valuers 
to be appointed under this Act such remuneration, if 
any, as the Governor in Council shall from time to time 
allow. 

'· 'rhe Governor in Oonncil may, from time to time, 
determine a scale of fees to be I>aicl for matters to be 
transacted or for thP. insvection of documents under 
thi:5 Act, but no fees other than those hcreinbefore 
prescribed sllall be payable for the registration of any 
society under this Act or for the amendment ot' any 
rules thereof. 

"'rhe Governor in Council umy, from time to time, 
make regulations ret>pecting registry an(J procedure 
under this Act, and the seal and i'ornu; to be used for 
snch registry, and the duties and functions of the 
registrar and the inspection of documents kept by the 
registrar under this Act, and generally for carrying this 
Act into effect." 
He was not aware that regulations had ever 
been framed by nny Government under that 
Act, and it wns scnrcely fair to attack an officer 
in the way that the Registrar of the Supreme Court 
had been nttacked for not carrying out the_ \et, 
when it was clearly shown that the responsibility 
was ministerial. He wished to show what wns 
necessary to be done by the Government before 
the Act could be brought into operntion. Clause 8 
was as followed :-

" "\Yitll respect to the regh:;try office, the following 
provisi<JH.s shall have effect-

l. The ltegistrar of the Supreme Court of Queens­
land, at Brisbane, shall be registrar of friendly 
societies.'' 

That had been altered by the amending Act. 
"2. The reg'istrar shall, with the approval of the 

Governor in Council, from time to time-
( a) Prepare and cause to be circulated for the use 

of societies, model forms of accounts, balance 
sheets, and vaJuations; 

(~) Collect frnm the returns unrler this Act and from 
other sources, and publish and circulate either 
generally or in any particular district or other­
wise make known such information on the 
subject of the statistics of life and sickness 
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and the application thereof to the busines~ of 
t'1·jendlJ societies, and from time to time publish 
generally or in particular districts .:;ueh parti­
culars of their returns and valuations and. such 
other information u:~efnl to the members of or to 
persons interested in friendly or other socictic""' 
registered or which might be regis~ered un_der 
this Act a11 the registrar shall from tnne to tune 
think tit; 

(c) Cause to be constructed and published tables 
for the ]m~·menL of sums of money on tlrHth, in 
sickness, or old age, oronttny otheruontingeuey 
forming the subject of an assnrrLliCD authorised 
uruler this Act which may appear to l.Je cal­
culable. Provided nevertheless that the adop­
tion of such t~Lbles by any society shall bP 
optional.'' 

He thought he had shown sufficiently clearly 
that the onus of the Act not being bronght 
into operation, did not rest with the present 
Rerristrar of the Supreme Court, as, so br back 
as l880 the then Hegistrar brought the matter 
under t'he notice of the then Attorney-General; 
and they all knew with what re.mlt. 

Mr. BAILEY said there were many other 
members besides himself last year who voted for 
the increase to the salary of the llegistrar of the 
Snpremc Court on the understanding that it was 
for performing certain new duties in connection 
with friendly societies. Yet he found that the 
Attorney-General was right when he said just 
now that he did not give any distinct promise to 
the Committee that those duties should be per· 
formed. It turnecl out in this way : The hon. 
member, :Mr. Groom, towards the end of hi,; 
speech, said :-

'·He should like to have an assuranee th:1.t if they 
increased this proposed salary from £550 to £700, the 
hon. gentleman woulU in the future see that the ~\._et 
\Yas thorouo-llly administered, a.nd that the House 
woulcl be sul)plied with information as to the position 
in which these societies stood." 

The Attorney-General did not make any distinct 
promise in the speech following. He (Mr. Bailey) 
was satisfied that the Committee unclerstoorr it 
in one way, when the hon. gentlernan rnea,ntthem 
to uncler.<tand it in another. They voted the extra 
salary, and were rather tricked. 

'rhe PREMIEH said that in the first session 
of last year a great deal was said about the 
Hegistrar doing the work of the Friendly 
Societies Act, and the increase of salary was 
based a great deal upon that. But the increase 
was not carried on that occasion, and that was 
a matter that hon. gentlemen should beap in 
mind. During last session very little was said 
about the Friendly Societies Act. He sup­
ported the increase on the ground that the 
duties of Registrar had never been properly 
performed until then, and that £700 a year was 
not too much. ·with respect to the Friendly 
Societies Act he had come to th<'l conchmion that 
there was a great amount of statbtical work that 
could not be clone by the Hegistrar of the 
Snpreme Court. The work to be clone was not 
one man's work for a whole year; but it was 
work for several men, distributed over fragments 
of a year. It must be done under competent 
supervision, and was almost entirely statistical 
and calculating work. One clerk could not do it 
during the whole year. He would be idle for 
one half of the year, and during the other half 
he wonlcl have more to do than he could manage. 
In the Registrar-General's Office there was a 
staff of men, more or less qualified to do the 
work, and there wonlcl always be some super­
numerary officers, one, or a,t the most two, of 
whom would be quite sufficient to do all that 
was required. That would be the most econo­
mical way of doing it, and the most efficient, 
because the officers doing the work would be 
under the supervision of other officers who had had 
long experience in that direction. Those were the 
reasons which induced the Government to bring 

in the Bill they had, and he was surry that 
he did not explain it more fully at the time. 
The real difficulty was a purely phy:;ical 
difficulty- an accidental difficulty- that the 
1\egistrar-G-eneral's Office was a sn1all building. 
Really that had come to be almost the onl,v 
objection. As to the adva.ntage to the pubhc 
of the transfer, he was sure there could be no 
doubt about that. 

The Hox. ,J. M. MACBOSSAJ'\ said the hon. 
member for \Vide Bay might not be quite 
acnurate in what he stated, but he ''as 
not quite inaccurate. He (Hrm. J. J\I. J\lac­
rossan) was r1uite certain that the majority of 
the members of that Committee voted for the 
increase in the Registrar's salary on the under­
standing thn,t the work in connection with 
the :Friendly Societies Act would be performed 
by that officer. It did not matter what t~e 
Premier had found out now, he had not founcl1t 
out then. It was a. belief, if it was not expressed, 
tlmt the work should be done by the Registrar 
of the Supreme Court. The correspondence 
which the hon. member for Carnarvon had read 
cnnta3ned a sirnilar proruise, rnade son1e yea.rs 
ago, that if an aclditiomtl clerk was appointed 
to the llegistrar of the Supreme Com;t. the 
work would then be done. An adc!Itwnal 
clerk was appointed, but the work was not 
done ; so that, practically, there had been in­
creases in that branch of the Supreme Court 
obtained upon what mi~·ht be called false pre­
tences. He (Hon . • T. J\1. 1Iacrossan) had read 
the correspondence that morning, and he found 
from that that the work was not fjuite so easy as 
the Premier pnt it. He thought that the hon. 
member for 8outh Brisbane (J\Ir. Jorrlan) was 
quite correct when he stated that it could 
not be clone bv the lleg-istntr-General­
that it rerruired a barrister to do the work. 
lu Victoria >t barriRter was required to do a 
certain portion of the work, ttml he believed it 
ret1uired a barrister to do a certain portio!' of 
the work in this colony. There were ten officers 
in Victoria, and the correspondence showed the 
number of societies in Queensland was nenrly as 
"Teat"" the numuer in Victoria; so that really 
he thought lHr .. Jordan was ,correct in his con­
clusion, not only as to the officers, but also a,; to 
the expense probably being £1,700 a year. If 
the Prmnier \Vas sincere in nutking the state~ 
ment that the work could be clone with one 
additionnl clerk the hrm. gentleman was much 
mistaken. They would not get the work clone 
by the Hegistrar-General by the tcppointnwnt of 
one or two additional clerks. 

Mr. NOR TOX said that on a previons occnsion 
when that vote was before the Committee it was 
stated that the necessary information in connec­
tion with the administration of the u'rienclly 
Societies Act wonlcl he fnrnishetl to the Com­
mittee. As the Premier had saicl, the increase 
to the Renistrar of the Supreme Court was 
recommencl~cl last year on the score of J\lr. Bell 
having been a long time a public servant, a_nd '!f 
the increased work that had taken place m lns 
office· but the hon. member for Toowoomba 
broud1t np that matter of the fr~endly ~ocieties, 
and complained that the informatwn whwh ought 
to be furnished to the Committee had not been 
o·iven and concluded his remarks by expressing 
~hop~ that an assurance would be given that the 
work would be carried out provided that increase 
was granted; ttnd the Attorney;\~eneral replied, 
as wonlcl be found on page lo6o, vol. xhv. of 
H"nscud, that-

" ''rh en the hon. gentleman mentioned the ma ttcr 
last se"'~sion lie hall Communieated with the Registrar, 
who, it was hi~ duty to statr, had been collecting all 
the neccs.sarY information to enable the Government to 
rleal with tllC qnestion in a way it deserved. It \vas a 
very large llncstion, and the Registrar had placed certain 
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information before him, but it hnd been impmr.,ib1e 
for him to go into the matter during the latp short 
rccel:is. The Registrar had, hmvcver, placed before him 
all the necessary materials for gci.ng into the {lUe~tion 
in a way that would be ,qatisfactor.r to the hon. gentle­
man and to Lhe members of the House. The uutttcr 
was not lo:o:.t sight of, and would not be lost sight of, 
and the Registrar hacl been particularly industrious 
with referen11e to it." 

No other conclusion could be anived at from 
that statement than that the materials were 
there and that the information would be fur­
nished the next time the matter came up for 
consideration. He was not conde1nning the 
Registrar of the Supreme Court for not doing 
the work, for he did nut know what was the 
work of that officer-whether it wa>< sufficient to 
fill up his time or not; but he maintain<>d that 
last year hon. m em hers were led to understand 
that the work would be clone. U ne! er those 
circumstance~~ it would have been n, fitting thing 
for the Attorney-General to have explained that 
it had been found since that time that the work 
could not be properly clone by the Registrar of 
the Supreme Court. 

:\Ir. SALKELD said that the discussion that 
had taken place ,;bowed that he was substantially 
correct in the statement he had made with regard 
to the understanding on tlmt Cjuestion. He 
stated that it was either hest session or the 
previous one that the increase was asked for on 
the understanding that the work wa,; to be clone 
by the Registrar of the Supreme Court, and the 
Premier h"d s'1id it was the previous session. 
He would now ask the Attorney-General how 
much the Regi,;trar of the Supreme Court had 
received as fees for commission on the sale of 
stan1ps '? 

The ATTORNI~Y-GENlutAL said the 
amount received by the Hegistrar for commission 
on the sale of stamps was ootnewhere about £G7. 

Mr. SALKELD said the hon. member for 
Carnarvon seemed to know more about the 
Registrar's office than the Attorney-General, 
and had told the Committee that the Regis­
trar was very hard worked. The Attorney­
Geneml had informed them that no Govern­
ment officer was allowed to take fees for 
affidavits after office-hours. If that was the 
case, the rule had come into use 'luite recently. 
He was informed that immediately after office­
hours the Registrar of the Supreme Court, 
however busy he might be, had a great many 
affidavits to administer; he understoocl that 
people found it was to their ad vantage to wait 
till aJter office-hours. The fees then went into 
the ltegistrar's pocket and not into the con­
solidated revenue. 

The ATTOR~EY - GENlutAL eaid the 
amount received for swearing affidavits was 
received as the re,;ult of a commission issued by 
the Chief ,Justice of the colony, to various 
gentlemen- some in the Civil Service,, and 
some not in the service. \Vith the excep­
tion of the Registrar, the receipt of fees by 
those gentlemenj was not interfered with. The 
Registrar, though standing on vrecisely the san1e 
footing as other commissioners for afficlavits­
anumber of whom were in the same building-was 
prohibited from receiving fees in office-hours. 
However, some documents had been brought to 
him after office-hours; pos,;ibly those who 
brought them clicl not like the in.-iclious 
distinction clra wn between the Registrar and 
other commissioners for affidavits. The Registrar 
wa,; a hard-worked officer, who was obliged to 
remain in his office for a lorg Lime after office­
hour,; to pull up arrears of mnk Documents had 
in ~on1e caHeH been swon1 before hin1 after office­
hours, but he had di,;continued the practice. The 
Registrar would be the last to give any person a 
pretext for founding a misconception on the 

practice, and as a matter of fact no affidavits 
were now sworn in the Registrar's office after 
office-hours. 

Mr. FOXTON said the statement made 
by the Attorney-General was satisfactory : 
but he thought the same justice should be meted 
out to the Registrar of the Supreme Court as 
had been meted out to other officers in the 
Public Service who were deprived of fees. In 
the case of registrars of small debts court and 
clerks of petty sessions, a proportionate increase 
was made in their salaries, and th~ same justice 
ought to be dealt out to the Hegistrar of the 
Supreme Court. He had been deprived of a 
large proportion of the remuneration which he 
and other registrars before him had been in the 
habit of receiving. 

Mr. SALKELD said that was 'luite a different 
affair. Clerks of petty sessions received certain 
salaries with the idea that they would be sup­
plemented with fees, ancl the business increased 
to such an extent that they received far more 
fees than was contemplated by Parliament ; but 
in making the alJpointment of Hegistrar of the 
Supreme Court it was never understood that 
the salary of £700 was not the full remuneration. 

Mr. l<'OXTON said the hon. gentleman was 
f]Uite rni.staken. It w~ts always known~at least 
by the intelligent members of the House-that 
the Registrar of the Supreme Court was a 
commissioner for affidavits and received fees. 
As far as fees were concerned, he was in exactly 
the same position as clerks of petty sessions. 
They found that some clerks of petty sessions 
received, with their fees, more than the salary of 
the police magistrate, who was their superior 
otficer; and this same thing appeared very 
likely to occur in the case of the Hegistrar of 
the Supreme Court. He was limited to ,£700 a 
year, and some of his subo:clinat~s were at 
liberty to take fees for affidavits whwh he was 
prevented from swearing. Practically, in many 
instances, it was taking the fees out of the 
pocket of the Registrar and putting them into 
the pocket of somebody else. 

Mr. SALIO~LD said the legal members of 
the House might have known all that ; but he 
did not think every intelligent member of the 
House knew it. He did not know it, and he 
supposed he had a share of intelligence, i~ the 
hon. member for Carnarvon would allow hm1 to 
appropriate it. In the case of clerks of petty 
sessions, the fees were looked upon as part of 
their remunemtion ; many clerks of petty ses­
sions only got £100 or £150 a year, it being under­
stood they were to get fees. 

Question put and passed. 
The ATTORI'\EY-GEI'\1UtAL moved tha 

there be granted a sum of £3,430 for Sheriff. 
There was an incrmtse of £800. Several changes 
had been made with regard to bailiffs in different 
districts. The allowance for jurors attending 
the Supreme and Circuit Courts had been in­
creased from £1,200 to £2,000. It had been 
absolutely necessary to supplement that item 
during the year, owing to the great increase of 
busineso. There was also a small incn•ase of 
£2'i on the item "Premiums on fidelity policies 
of bailiffs appointed under the Sheriffs Act of 
1875." It was established by statute; the money 
had to be paid. 

Question put and passed. 
The A'I'TORNEY-GEI'\ERAL moved that 

£10,92.3 be granted for the District Courts. 
During the year district courts were established 
at Charleville, Cunnamulla, and 1'1 ormanton, 
<end three new registrars and bailiffs had been 
appointed. The travelling expenoes of the judges 
>tnd the Crown prooecutors, conse'luent upon the 
addition>tl territory travelled over, were increar;ed 
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by £400. The only other increase of importance 
wa~ one of £1,500 for allowances to witne,ses and 
jurors, necessitated by the establishment of new 
court8. 

Mr. DONALDSOJ'\ said that htst year the 
Attorney-General promised to make provision 
for a district court at Thargomindah. \Vhen 
did he intend to do so ? 

The ATTORN.EY-GENERAL said the state 
of the country out west had been such as to 
render it exceedingly difficnlt to send a district 
court judge as far as Thargmnindah. It waf; in 
contemplation to establish a gaol at Cunnamulla 
to give facilities for the administr:ttion of 
justice further west; and as soon as favonrable 
seasons returned there would be no delay in the 
establishment of a district court. 

Mr. SMYTH said that the Crown prosecutors 
got £400 each, and the sum of £1,800 was allowed 
for the tmvelling expenses of judges and Crown 
prosecutors. He believed that the Crown pro­
Hecutors were Brisbane rnen, so that Brisbane 
got the whole of the benefit from the money 
voted for them. It was a general complaint that 
the business in thotle courts was got throup;h too 
hastily - because the Crown prosecutor was 
anxious to get home. The last court held in Mary­
borough sat from 10 o'clock in the morning tillll 
o'clock at night; and it was impossible to do that 
without becoming weary and feeling induced to 
rush through the business. The Crown prose­
cutors should be compelled to reside in the dis­
tricts where they were employed-the one for the 
:Northern district at Townsville, and the one for 
the Central district at Rockharnpton. If they 
got a salary of £600 a year, with the right of 
private practice, they would not require travel­
ling expenses. 

Mr. P AL.i\1ER asked whether it was not 
possible to hold the district court at J'\ormanton 
three timeci a year instead of twice? In the 
interests of economy a district court might aho 
be established at Cloncurry. 

The ATTORNEY-GE:;s"EltAL said it was at 
present impo,;sihle to work the Northern district 
with one judge and have additional sittin~s of 
the court at N ormanton, beside,; establishing a 
court at Cloncurry. The voyage to Normanton 
and back made a considerable gap in the time 
of the judge, who had always to be at the several 
places within certain intervals; and an additional 
judge would have to be appointed in order to 
carry out the proposal of the hon. member. 

Mr. S,'\.LKELD said it was understood that 
the Attorney-General performed the functions of 
the grand jury to save expense to the State, but 
he believed the system had its disadvantag-es. 
He believed that, as a rule, persons committed for 
trial did not know, till the arrival of the judge 
and the Crown prosecutor in the place to which 
they were committed, whether a true bill had 
been found or not. That was a matter which 
shonld be made known as soon as possible to the 
persons concerned. 

The ATTORNRY-GE~ERAL said he made 
it a rule to investigate every case as soon as pos­
sible after he received the depositions relating to 
committals to the Supreme Court ; but it should 
be remembered that committals took place 
almost up to the eve of the day of trial. 'With 
regard to the district courts, it not unfreC(uently 
happened that the depositions were only placed 
in the hands of Crown prosecutors on the day 
they arrived in the town where the court WC\S 

held. They made it a point to examine the de­
positions as soon as they received them, so that 
persons against whom no true bill was found 
were detained for the shortest possible time. 
No true bill was endorsed on the depositions, and 
the order was sent for the liberation of the 

prisoner. Tn all cases where no true bill:; had 
been found, instructions were wired to the police 
mag-istrate in order that h~ might inform the 
witnesses tlHtt their attendance would not be 
required. That the public did not know when 
no true bills were found was a matter he was 
not responsible for. 

Mr. SALKELD said he had nut alluded to 
any recent case, but he knew there was a great 
delay at one time, am! he was glad matters had 
~ince ilnproved. 

::\h-. P ALMER said he would like t:> call the 
attention of the Attorney-General to a matter 
that had been discussed very much up north­
namely, the extraordinary decisions which had 
been come to in certain criminal cases. There 
was an impression abroad tlmt if a man had g-ot 
money he could do just as he liked, if he wa,, will­
ing to employ c"'unsel and pay well for his defence. 
If n poor rnan stole a horse he won1d get seven 
years without fail ; but if a rich man stole 
1,000 head of cattle, as had been done recently, 
by expending 500 or (500 guineas in fees he 
seemed able to get off. There was a case, the 
other day, in which a man took the law into his 
own hands and deliberately shot another man. 
The occurrence took place at Burketown, and 
the man's name was Black burn. He deliberately 
,-;hot another n1an ; but his case was dismi:-)Red, 
n1uch to the disgu~t of everyone who knew any­
thing about it. He could mention half-a-dozen 
cases within the last twehe or fifteen months 
in which people had got off scot-free. Those 
failure:S of justice were becorning notorious, and 
the law was getting into disrepute. \Vhen 
the Colonial Secretary's esthnates were going 
through he referred to the subject of the Towns­
ville prisoners, but he forgot to mention that he 
had been through the gaol, and the gentleman 
in charge had told him that he had to maintain 
150 prisoners where he had only room for 70. 
Putting three prisoners into a cell intended for 
one was not a matter that reflected very great 
credit on the Department of Justice. He had no 
doubt the Attorney-General knew of the cases he 
had referred to, which occurred at Hughenden 
and Cooktown. He believed the hon. g-entle­
man would be able to put his finger on the weak 
spot. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL said he had 
had those matters under his notice- cases in 
which certain juries had given very extraordinary 
verdicts-but he had had to depend upon such 
information as he had got in coming to a decision 
on the matter. It had seemed to him that there 
had been several miscarriages of justice, especially 
in Cooktown, where, in a case of deliberate murder, 
a man was acquitted. He had an impression 
where the weak spot \Vas in some of the instances 
referred to, and it was his intention, with the 
concurrence of his colleague8, to lay hi::; finger 
upon one or two weak spots. 

Mr. ARCHER said that the only remedy for 
the evil complained of was a thorough amend­
ment of the l~nglish criminal law. 

Mr. :MELLOR 'aid the delay which took 
place in holding the district court sittings was 
another cause of complaint. It was very seld~>m 
that the court was held upon the day on winch 
it "as announced to be held, and the juries and 
witnesses were put to a great dc·al of incon­
venience. He did n<)t know whether the judges 
were to blame, but he thought something- should 
be done to remedy the evil. 

The ATTORNEY- GENERAL said that 
matter had been brought under his attention 
shortly after he took office, and he might say he 
h>td endeavoured to pursue the course adopted by 
the hon. member for Bowen, when Attorney­
Geneml-going perhaps farther than he did 
-by making a careful revision of the draft 
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calend,us issued by the judges, and seeing that 
they rnade reasonrtble provision for carryi11g on 
their courts at the different important times in 
the colony. There had beon an extraordinary 
rush of business at Gym pie lately, he believed, 
but he did not know exactly what was the cause 
of it. The rushing through of the business did 
not occur as a geneml rule. 

Question put and passed. 
The ATTOHNEY-GENERAL moved that 

the sum of £1,452 be granted for Insolvency. 
There wn,s an increase of £25 in the salary of one 
of the clerks, who had been in thedep,;rtrnent for 
ten years. 

Question put and passed. 
The A'.I'TORNJ<~Y-GENEHAL moved that 

.£1,102 be granted for Intestacy. As hon. mem­
bers would observe, there were two new appoint­
ments-one of an >tccountant at £250, and one of 
a junior clerk and messenger at £32, whilst the 
itern for contingencies was increased frmn £25 to 
£il0. The appointment of an accountant was 
indispensable for the proper distribution of the 
assets in intestate estates. The present Curator 
had been working very diligently during the year, 
and so had the other officers, but it was absolutely 
impossible for them to do anyt.hing like what was 
necessary for the mtrly settlement of the acconnts, 
and the di"tribution of the money ::unongst the 
persons who were lawfully entitled to receive it; 
and additional assistance had been found neces· 
sary to prevent the work from getting seriously 
in arrear. 

(lueotion put :tnd passed. 
On the motion of the COLONIAL THEA­

SUREll, the Houoe resumed ; the CHAIIUrAN 
reported progress, and obtained leave tu sit again 
to-morrow. 

_l..DJOURNMEJ'\T. 
The PREMIER said: ~ir. Speaker,-I move 

that the House do now adjourn. \Ve propo~e to 
take to-morrow the third reading of the Undue 
Subdi vioion of Land Prevention Bill; to deal with 
the Council's amendments in the Elections Eill; to 
take the Friendly Societies Act Amendment Bill 
in committee ; and to then go into Committee of 
Supply. 

The House adjourned at four minutes past 10 
o'clock. 
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