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Questions. [31 OcTOBER.] JJfining Act Amendment Bill. 1583 

THUI\SDA Y, 31 OCTOBER, 1901. 

The SPEAKEI\ (Hou. Arthur 1\Iorgan, Warwick) 
took the chair at half-past 3 o'clock. 

PAPERS. 

The following paper, laid on the table of the 
HouBe, was ordered to be printed :-Return 
to an order, relative to retrenchment among 
lengthsmen on railways, m:tde by the House, on 
motion of Yir. Browne, on the 23rd instant. 

The following paper was laid on the table:­
Return to an order, relative to deaths by falling 
into asphits on Charters Towers, made by the 
House, on motion of :\Ir. Dunsford, on the 17th 
instant. 

qUESTIOl'\S. 
SPECIAL Tl\AINS >'OR 0HIE,. MECHANICAL 

ENGINEER. 

Mr. J ACKSON (Kennedy) asked the Secretary 
for Railways-

1. How many times has. the Chief :\lr~hanical Engineer 
visiterl the railway workshops at Ipswich since the 
cancellation of his special train P 

2. How many men and boys are employed in the rail­
way workslwps at Ipswich:: 

~. 1Vhat would be the total cost of each special train 
u.::;ed by the Chief )ff'chanical Engineer between Bris­
bane and Ipswich, if calculated at per train mile 
according- to table 1\o. H:i and Return E accompanying 
the last Report of the Rnihvay Cor1.missioner ~ 

4. "\Yhat is the usual charge made by the Railway 
Department for a special train between Brisbane and 
Ipswich? 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS 
(Hon. J. Leahy, Bulloo) replierl-

1. Six. 
2. Fvur hundred and fifty-five men and ninety boys. 
3. £4 16s. !Od. 
4. £9, exclusive of the fares of passenger;.;. 

\VonK}IEN's CmrPEXSATION BILL 

Mr. RYLAND (Gympie), without notice, 
asked the Attorney-Geueral-

"\'rhen will the \Vorkmen's Compensation Bill be in­
troducedi-

The ATTOTl:::-JEY-GEXERAL (Hon. A. Rut­
ledge, Jlfaranon) rep1iecl-

I run hard at it now. and hope to have it ready very 
shortly. 

i\lE}JBERS of the Opposition : Hear, hear ! 

INSPECTION or- ExPLOSIVEs. 

Mr. CAMEROl'\ (Bri•bane No,-th) ..<sked the 
Secrdary for Agriculture, for the :Secretary for 
Mines-
., 1. Is he aware that within the last t1.Yo years the 
1nspection nnder tlle Hritbh Explosives .. Act of con­
tinental explotiiYes intemled. for use in British colonie~ 
has been discontinued? 

2. Is he aware that exp]o;o;ives made in Great Britain 
are manu.facL·Il'Cd under the British Explosives Act of 
1875 and Orders in Council; that Government superYi­
sion is exercised over liJe selcetion of raw material used 
in their manufacture; that Government inspectors tf'st 
them during manufacture. and afterwards when packed 
and. rca.dy for shipment? 

3. Is he aware tllaL no A~t similar to the British Ex­
plosiYes .-iet, nor an:; modification of it. is in force on 
the eontinent of Europe for t.he regulation of the manu­
facture of explosives intended fOr use 111 the British 
colonies, and that no GoYernment inspection is exer­
cisc(i as to the selection or raw nw.lerial on the Con­
tinent ~-That no Government examination of the 
finished exph~sive compounds is ma-de under any Act 
similar to ~ritish Government suvervision, nor any 
eorrespondmg test ~ 

4. \rill he instruct the Queensland Government l\iin­
ing Inspector at Charters Tower,,, and elsewhere, to 
report 1.vith reference to the effect of CX!JlOsives manu­
factured on the Continent on the health and safety of 
the men employed in deep levels F 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE 
(Hon. D. H. Dalrymple, iliackay) replied­

In{luirics are being made, and I ."!hall be able to hand 
the reply to the hon. member to-morrow. 

FRAUDCLEN1' INTRODt:CTIOX OF UHIXESE 
hiMIGRAX'rS. 

Mr. LESINA ( C/e,.mont) asked the Treasurer­
!. Has he received any communication through the 

Home Secretary's Departmene referring to frauds 
perpetrated by certain Chinese merchants in Brisbane 
in bringing into Queensland " ne\V chum" Chinese, 
male and female, on "return permits" of other 
Chinese? 

2. Is 1t his intention to take action in the matter 
complained of; ann, if the facts 1.varrant it, cause the 
guilty persons to be prosecuted~ 

The TREASURER (Hon. T. B. Cribb, 
Ipswich) replied-

1. A letter from a Chinct:e miRsionary was sent to r,he 
Home tiecretary containing certain charge"' against a 
Chinese merchant. I wrote to the missionary asking 
him to call and furnish further vromised vart.iculars, 
but he has not yet done so. 

2. If the particulars l'l'vealed bear what I consider 
reasonable evidence, the matter will at once be referred 
to the Crown Law Office for such action as may be 
necessary. 

PARLIAMENTAHY DEBATES. 
PlLLEGED IXACCCRACY--INTERPOLATION OF 

\VoRDS. 
REPOI\T 0<' SELECT CQ}IMIT~'EE. 

Mr. BELL (Dalby) presented the report of the 
select committee appointed to inquire into the 
alleged inaccuracy in Hansard, and moved that 
the paper be printed. 

QLiestion put and passed. 

l\Ill'\IXG ACT Al\IENDl\IENT BILL. 
SECOND READIXG. 

Mr. JENKINSOK (Wide Ba11): It was my 
intention to have mOI'ed the second reading of 
this Bill this afternoon, but I doubt the wisdom 
of following such a course after the notice which 
has been gi\'en by the Secretary for Agriculture, 
who is acting on behalf of the Secretary for 
Mines. 

l\Ir. LRSINA: The ~arne method as was t~tken 
with the \Vorkmen's Compenoation Bill-to 
she! ve both. 

The ATTOI\XRY-GEXEI\AL: You have no right 
to say any such thing. 

Mr. JE::-.fKlKSON : It is with a certain 
degree of satisfaction that I realise that I have 
prodded the Government at last to take action in 
tbi,; most impurtatJt matter. The importance of 
it is apptuent to all those wh'' have taken all 
active intert:st in the rr1ining indw.;try, and I atn 
very glad that at b"t the Government have seen 
their way to turn their attention frotH syndicates 
and others and pay a little rtttention to this most 
important industry. 'What their Bill will be of 
course we do not know. I hope, at all events, 
that it will be a comprehensive measure such 
as we who repre::::ent 1nining corn:nunities 
and constitnfmcie, have a right to expect. 
Promises bave been made by the Government 
at variouM tin1es to introduce such a measure. 
Although queensland ha> w far "ccupied rather 
an invidions position with regard to this par­
ticular subject, yet "it is never too late to 
mend," never too late to start in the right direc­
tion, and we shall all await with interest the 
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Bill of which the i::\ecretary for Agriculture has 
given notice. ·with regard to the interjection 
mane by the hnn. member for Clermont, I do 
not know that I can altogAther endorse it. I am 
only too pleased to congratulate the Government 
that at last they ha,·e seen the advisableness and 
wisdom of bringing down such a Bill as they 
propose to introduce. 

Mr. BROWN1B: FM the S•econd time. 
Mr. JENKINSON: For the third time. 
The SECRET.~RY FOR AGRICl:LTURE: \Vhere 

does the prnddinEr process come in? 
JI.Ir. .TENKINSON: I will tell the hon. 

gentleman. It will be within the recollection , 
of hon. members that inlSDS a mining commis­
sion was appointed, and that one of their 1 

strongest recommendations was that at an early i 
date a Mining on Primte Propnty Bill should 
be introduced. They gave very co;;ent reasons 
why this action should be taken, and I had 
intended to refer to those reasons. but it is no 
use iiPtaining the House by doing so now, Then 
in 1899, in thP Governor's Speteeh, the Govern­
ment promised, among other measures, a Bill to 
provide for mining on private property. On the 
16th August, li'US, Hcmsard, pa,e 20!l, the 
Secretary for 1\1 ines stftted, in reply to 1 

the hon. member for Kennedy, that it was the ; 
intention of the Government to introduce such 
a Bill. On the lOth of October, lDOO, Haus"rd, 
page 1247, the Minister sairl, in reply to a query 
of mine, that the Government intenderl to bring 
forward suc-h a measme that session. ]\'one of 
those promises has eve~ bPen complied with; 1 

consequently when I saw that the Government ' 
did not intend to take any action, T w1ve notice 
of my intention to introcluce thP Bill I have in 
my l1and this afternoon. The Government. have 
made three promise", and the~· have not fulfilled 
any of them. Therefore it was within the privi­
leg-e of any hon. member to enden;vour to do some~ 
thing to get a meaonre of this >;art placed on the 
sbtute-book of the colony, particularly as this 
is the onlv State on the mainland of Aus­
tralia which has no such Act embodied in 
its statutes. Victoria passed a JI.Iining on 
Private Prntwrty Act on the 23th of N overn ber, 
11<84; N" ew ?:enland on the 18th of August, 
188(); South Au,tra lia on the 8th of Decerr.ber, 
18~8; New South \Vales on the 11th of .Tune, 
18D4; aJ'd \Vestern Australia r,n the 28th 
Or-tober, 1808. Sn that the mining people of 
(,lueenslanrl, and all those who take an interest 
in the great mining industry, have a perfect 
right t.o expect some consideration from the 
Giwernment in thi;; matter. I have previously 
so.id from my place in the House, "nd also in 
other places, that it does not matter to me from 
where a, measure corneR that I consider 'vill 
be beneficial to the State. Consequently, now 
thttt the Government have given notice of their 
intention to introduce a Bill to provide for mining 
on private lands, I shall be only too h:>ppy to 
;ssist them in passing that measure, and in 
making it as workable as possible. Under the 
circumsta~ces I do not think it is advisable to 
detain the House any further on this matter 
at present, and I ask permission to withdraw 
the Bill. : 

The SPEAKER : As the Order of the Day is ! 
for the second reading of the Bill, the proper 
course for the hon. member would be to move 
that the Bill be now read a second time. 

Mr. JENKINSO~: A I understand that the , 
proper cunroe is to move that the Bill be read 
,. secm1d time, and let it be negatived, I now 
fnrmallv move the second reading of the Bill. 

The SECRETARY :FOR AGRICULTURE 
(Hon. D. H. Dalrymple, Mackay): I agree with 
the hon. member that in view of the introduc­
tion by the Government of a Bill dealing with 
mining on private property be is acting wisely 

in asking the House not to proceecl' with his' 
Bill ; and I think that when the Government 
Bill is brought forward it will be found to be on 
the whole likely to be more beneficial to the 
mining industry than the one introduced by the 
hon. membc·r. I don't know that I should have 
been disposed to say much on the matter- I am 
not disposed to say much as it is-except in 
reference to the statement the hrm. member 
thought fit to make that the introduction of the 
Government measure was owing in some way to 
prods which the hon. member had found it 
necessary t~ make. Though the hon. member 
is leader of a party in this House, and is always 
ready to take credit to himself whenever he 
can,· I venture to say it is notorious tha~ his 
prods have been comparatively insignificant, 
and I entirely join issne with him when he 
says that the Government Bill is being intro· 
duced in consequence of anything the hon. mem­
ber may have done. A gcod many portents 
have been observed in the world at various 
times, and persons who happen to be born at 
those particular times, according to Shakes­
peare, sometimes have taken credit to them­
selves and c'msider that the discolouration of 
the sky, for instance, w:1~ owing to their being 
born just then-c1uite an iliusion on their part. 
If the hem. member had uot been in existence at 
all the creation an cl introduction of the Govern­
ment Bill would have taken place all the same. 
The hem. membH's Bill is a copy of the Bin 
which has been in possession of the Governn1Pnt 
a very long time, and which it is proposed to 
introduce, and under the circnrnstances it is very 
singular that the hon. member takes credit for 
having got the Government to introduce at last 
a Bill when he seems himself to hrtve taken 
p 1ssession of legislation predously in po8session 
of the Government. 

}Ir. ;fENKINSON: Failing you moving in the 
matter. 

The SECRETARYFORAGRTCULTl~RE: 
It seems to me that his memory is not sufficient 
with regard tn past events. It is certain that if 
a very great dPal of talking goes on as occurred 
Ja.st se"ion or the year before-if the most open 
deliberate stonewalling- goes on-it is not right 
to charge the Government with crny delay in 
bringing forward legislation which is delayed 
in consequence of the abo<orption of time by 
hon. nwrnbers. If delay has ocourred it has 
been unavoidable as far as the Go,·ernment are 
concernf-d, 

Mr. JENKTNSON: There is plenty of time for 
syndicnte railways. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
In connection with the imputation that the Go· 
vernment have delayed the Bill unnecessarily or 
that the introduction now of the promised 
legislation is due to any action on the part of 
the hon. member for \Vide Bay, I say that the 
hon. mernber'-s: statements are not correct and not 
justifiable. 

:\fr. BROWNE (Croydon): After all I think 
the hon. member for \Vide Bay has been prod­
ding the Government in this matter. It i' now 
three years since the Government first intro­
duced this measure. It was initiated in com­
mittee on the 18th October, 1808, by the Hon. 
R. Philp, and anyone lookipg at Hac1'Sard will 
see that most solemn promises were made by the 
Minister for Mines, Hon. R. Philp, by the then 
Premier, Hon. J. R. Dickson, bv other Ministers 
of the Crown, and by the Government. whip 
that there was real business in it, and that 
they were ~oing on with the Bill. Before the 
second reading took place there was another 
Bill on the paper rlealing with mining, and I 
and other members, including the hon. mem­
ber for Wide Bay, hon. member for Kennedy, 
and the members for Charters Towers, wanted 
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the Government to embody this in the Mining 
Act, bnt they would not do that. So far as 
it goes I think it is almost word for word 
the same as the Bill introduced by the bon. 
member for Wide Bay; and the gist of it was 
embodied by the hon. member in an amend­
ment proposed by him when the Mining Act 
was going through in 1898. \V e were solemnly 
assured by Ministers of the Crown that that 
was going to go through that session. We had 
it initiated in committee, and it remained there 
ever since, until thP hon. member for Wide Bay 
managed to resurrect the old affair ugain. Every 
session mining members have referred to this 
matter, and I hope that when we do see the Bill 
it will be a real Mining on Private Property 
Bill, and that there will be business in it. This 
Bill introduced in 1898-a Bill to provide for 
mining on private property-is "neither fish, 
flesh, nor good red herring." I have copies of 
the Mining on Private Property Acts in the 
different colonies, and I find that they are very 
simple. I have a! ways thought the suggestion 
made by the Hon. John Macrossan-tbe best 
mining member who ever ;,at in this House, and 
an able man, too-l think hi• suggestion was 
the simplest way out of the difficulty. That 
was to have one clause making all the provisions 
of the Mining Act applicable to alienated land 
the same as to land on goldfields, and then have 
two or three clauses providing for compensation 
for damages. I hope something like that will be 
in the Government measure dealing with the 
matter, and I think the hon. member for \Vide 
Bay is acting very sel!sibly in the course he is 
taking. 

Question-That the Bill be now read a second 
time-put and negatived. 

CAMBOOYA F.LECTION. 
PROPOSED REFERENCE TO ELECTIONS TRIBUNAL. 

RESD~IPTION OF DEBATE. 

On the Order of the Day being called for the 
resumption of the debate on l'ilr. Burrows's 
motion-

That, owing to fresh facts and disclosures contained 
in the report of the select committee appointed to 
inquire into the alleged improper registration of certain 
name-.; on the Cambooya electoral roll, and the disap­
pearance of certain documents connected therewith, 
the matter of the late CambooYa election should be 
referred to th(' Elections Tribunal in accord::tnce with 
the petition of the electors of the Cam booy a electorate-
which stood adjourned at 7 o'clock p.m. on 
l<'riday, 11th October-

The HOME SECRETARY (Hon. J. F. G. 
Fox ton, Carnarvon) said : 'I am somewhat handi­

capped, inasmuch as that at the 
[4 p.m.] present time I have not been able 

to obtain sufficient time to say all 
that I desire to say upon this case, and naturally 
the thread of one's argument is considerably 
interfered with and interrupted by an interval 
of a week or a fortnight. I have not had time 
to cast my eyes more than casually over what I 
have actually said upon this case, but I shall 
endeavour to make my remarks as short as 
possible. I have endeavoured-and I believe in 
the minds of unprejudiced persons, successfully 
endeavoured- to show that the imputation 
cast upon myself, that I knew nothing at 
all about the theft of those stolen claims 
at Pittsworth, is absolutely without founda­
tion. What motive could I ha Ye? If I had 
known that they were the same claims that 
three gentlemen, Mr. Turley, Mr. Dawson, and 
Mr. Daniels, desired to see, what more natural 
than that I should have told them, as I did 
afterwards, "I am sorry that you cannot see 
them," but I told them, "You 'can see them," 
provided the Attorney-General has no objection 
from a legal point of view. The matter was 
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then referred to him, and he had an objection, 
and afterwards, when a further application was 
made for them, it became known to me that 
they were the same claims as had been stolen, 
and I said, " You cannot see them, for the 
simple reason that they have been stolen." I 
sho<lld certainly have given that information. 
There wa9 no object in doing so if I had 
known ltnything at all about them, but really 
I do not know that it is necessary, except 
to a few ignorant and prejudiced persons out­
side, "who think I would lend myself to such 
a proceeding, to dwell further upon that point. 
I notice, or at any rate I am informed, that 
Mr. Daniels is persisting outside this Chamber 
in public meetings at the c.orners of streets and 
elsewhere, in saying that the Home Secretary 
is more or less implicated in the case, not in­
dividually-apparently he qualifies it in that 
way - but as Home Secretary and officially, 
I am implicated, because some officers in the 
department are implicated. \Veil, I have yet to 
learn that any officer in the department, whether 
in the police or in any other branch of the 
depari:ment, is in any way implicated in regard 
to the theft of these claims. 1'hat the claims 
were stolen is undoubted, and I may say that 
at first suspicion restPd upon Mr. Daniels him­
self, or some of his friends. I have here docu­
mentary evidence which tends to show that 
that suspicion was not altogether ill-founded. 
I do not for a moment accuse l'iir. Daniels 
of having done it, nor do I believe that he 
did it; but I say, having regard to certain in­
formation which is now in my possession, and 
always supposing that Mr. Daniels has all 
through the piece conducted himself in such a 
way in regard to placing people on the roll for 
Cambooya-always supposing that, and l think 
we presume he bus not changed in that respect­
that there was some justification at all events. 
for people suspecting him of having had some­
thing to do with the theft of those claims. Mr. 
Danie ls does not hesitate at all to accuse the 
me m b 3r for Cam booya of being implicated ; he also 
accuses me, though I of course do not take much 
notice of that. 

Mr. KERR: I do not think he does that. 
The HOME SECRETARY: Yes, he does; 

and the hon. gentleman who introduced this 
motion fathered it. 

The SECRETARY lWil HAIL WAYS: He said it in 
the streets outside. 

The HOME SECRETARY: Yes, I have 
seen it reported in the PrAss. I have seen 
reports in the Press of .Mr. Daniels's meetings, 
in which he says that I am implicated; but 
"people living in glass houses should not throw 
stones," even if they only throw stones at people­
who live in iron honses, and I am going to show 
presently the glass house in which Mr. Daniels 
lives. Mr. Daniels has stated, and the hon. 
member for Charters Towers, who introduced 
this motion, stated, that every possible obstacle 
had been placed in the way of Mr. Daniels in 
carrying on these prosecutions. Now, I have 
with me an official report, which will show that 
Mr. Daniels was aided and assisted in an excep­
tional manner by the police in regard to these· 
prosecutions. The Acting Commissioner of 
Police on 12th March, 1901, wrote to the Under· 
Secretary of the Home Department to this. 
effect-

! have the honour to submit a pricis of the services. 
rendered to Mr. Daniels by the Police Department, in. 
his various prosecutions against voters and others iru 
connection with the late Cambooya election. 

I think there should be a limi.t to these services), 
which take up a great deal of police time, besides. 
entailing considerable expense to the department. Mr~ 
Daniels has failed up to the present in securing a 
conviction in any of the cases that have been tried, and 
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in rnanr others, where he has. through the de}Jartment, 
\Jbtained an opinion from the Crown Solicitor, Ruch 
opinions haYe been ag-ainst him. I therefore request 
yonr permission to inform :Jir. Daniel"', if he should 
again seek police assistance in matters connected with 
the late Cambooya election, to inform him he mnst in 
future obtain legal advice himself and proceed on hi"­
uwn initiative. 
~ow this is a precis of what the police have been 
rloing for ::VIr. Daniels. I find that, "On the 
5th October-

)Ir. Daniels wrote f01·warding list of persons whose 
names were on Cambooya clectora,l roll who were not 
qna1itied to Yote, and requesting that they be prose­
cuted ac\~Ording to law. 

I~~·~ ni)W l"Miillna frnrn t.hP: n1•P.m', whir.h wa~ en­
closed in the letter I have just read. I may 
interpose here that I take it that that was some 
little time after :Mr. Daniels visited me in my 
office, when he produced a bundle of papers and 
laid them on my tabie, in the Home Secretary's 
Oflice, and when he asked me to institute pro­
secutions in these cases. He w~'s apparenth­
then in entire ignorance that it was not the 
duty of the Home Secretary to take a lot of , 
papers from a casual informer, or others, and ' 
prosecute in such cases. The police office was 
the proper place for him to go to. I remember 
Mr. Daniels once saying that JI.:Iinister!<l had 
nothing to do, that the country was run by 
the Under Secretaries, that any fool could do 
what the Ministers had to do. That may be 
Mr. Daniels's idea of what Ministers have to 
do, and it occurred to me that Mr. Daniels 
imagined that I have nothing els< to do but 
to look through lengthy statements dealing with 
proposed prosecutions against people, and to 
put papers together and draw out the infor­
mation" and otherwi"e interest myself on his 
behalf. That is not my dutY. Instead of Mr. 
Daniels coming into my office, he should have 
gone to the police office-that was the proper 
place for him to go to. The next entry on 6th 
October rectds-

Orown Solicitor instructed to draw up informations so 
that le·cality of same should be assured, afterwards 
police employed filling in infonnation. 

Then on the 9th-
On application, Mr. Daniels granted railway pass to 

P1tt.sworth. 

That was not for the purpose of his attending 
the court, but to enable him to investigate and 
assist him in the prosecutions. It was altogether 
an unusual prnceeding and one which I have 
been bbmed for by the persons ngainst whom 
the proceedings were directed. Then on 11th 
Dctober this occurs in the }J?"icis-

Pittsworth -police instructed that all sworn informa­
tions laid by }1r. Daniels were to be issued free. 

ca~es 0::'8t dO\\'n for hearing, 14-J 1-00. 

That was another concession to 11r. Daniels. I 
knew the man I had to deal with ; I knew the 
kind of support he would probably get in this 
House, and I knew that unless I allowed him 
every possible latitude-unless I allowed him 
the full€ "t poosible rope-that charge, would be 
made against me on his behalf, that I was deny­
ing- him justice. 

Mr. JAOKSON: You ought to give every other 
man the same privileges. 

Hon. A. S. CoWLEY : Otherwise we will all 
join the Labour party? 

Mr. JACKSO~: You ought not to select one 
man and give him these concessions. 

The HOME SECRETARY: I admit having 
done this, because iYir. Danie ls asked for these 
.concessions, and I also adrr,it that this course 
waa unusual. 

Mr. J ACKSON: And you would refuse the same 
·concessions to anyone else ? 

The HOME SECRETARY: The hon. mem­
'ber must admit that I was fully justified in 

doing what I did, because how many cases are 
there in which informations Me laid, and in which 
similar applicatiom are made political matters in 
this House? Very, ,·ery few. Although I have 
departed from the exact line usually laid down, I 
:tm glad to be able to show that this departure has 
not been in the direction of depriving 111r. Daniels 
of certain rights and privileges and facilities, 
but that it has been in the other direction. It 
was knowing or taking it for granted that this 
matter would be brought up here, and that 
certain imputations would be made, 'bat I was 
particularly careful that no such imputations 
would ha\e any justification, and that I would 
be able to show that Mr. Daniels was exception­
ally well treated. Then the prec1s goes on tosay-

20 October, HJOO.--Snb-in.;;pector ~ethercote instructed 
to proceed to Pittsworth to prosecute in cases. )fr. 
Daniels to pick out six of the strongest, Those picked 
out were-l'. J. ~!aher, Pat. Molloy. J. Scully, F. 
VVeimcrs, John Gcaney, and }.fichael Geaney. 

After several consultations :Thlr. Daniels withdrew 
charges against John and :Jlichael Gcaney, and substi­
tuted those against 1irilliam }1. Fa.rmer and Hon. F. H. 
Holherton. 

12 November, 1900.-Snb-inspector Xethercote wired 
Toowoomba and Pittsworth policr~ to have cases ad­
journed until 19th Xovember, as Clerli: of Parliament 
could not attend the conrt on any day but )'Ionday. 

14 November, 11:)00.-Bench refused to adjourn the 
cases, but dealt with them on their merits. Cases all 
dismissed. 

15 November, 1900.-}ir. Daniels was informed that 
the witnesses 'vould not be required on the 19th Kovem­
ber. 1900. 

12 December, 1900.-Cases against Alexander ~:IcPhie 
and Robert Sincla1r again came on for hearing at Pitts­
wcrth Police Court, Sub-inspector ~ethercote prosecu­
ting. All evidence }fr. Daniels could bring forward was 
given. Both cases dismissed. As the claims which 
had been stolen could not be produced, it was impos­
sible to convict detcndants. 

.As the names of defendant·,, in other cases were 
called, Sub-inspector Nbthercnte informed bench he 
had no application to make, but that 3ir. Daniels. who 
was present, might. 

Mr. Dan1els requested that they be discharged. 
At the conclusion of each ("),Se Sub-inspector 

Nethercote asked :J.Ir. Danicls, whilst in the witness 
box, if he hart. any further cvidcncP to offer, to which 
he replied'' So." He was then asked "1f it was his 
desire that the case should now be closed," and he 
replied" Yes." 

6 Xovember, 1900.-::.\Ir. Dar.iels laid four sworn 
informatimls against ::\fr. :J:Iackinto·)h-two of forgC'ry 
and two of perjury. 

27 Kovember, 1900.-Upon the case'! against ?\Ir. 
}facl<h::tosll being called, }Ir. J,illey, barrister, informed 
the bench that he appeared to ]Jro~ccute, whereupon 
Sub-inspector :Nethercote retired from the pro:::ecution. 

}lr. ~ethercoLe was cm~lloyed from the 6th October 
to the 27th Xovember, 1900, obtaining evidence and 
prosecuting fo': ~Ir. Dan-iels: Constable Jiullens was 
also employed for a cont,iderable time on tho above 
case-.. 

~8 December, 1900, 26 Jannary, 1001, 27 February, 
1901.-Letters on these dates from -:\Ir. Daniels, 
charging Acting Sergeant Kno:x and Constable Kean 
with wilfully giving fahie evidence before tbe parlia­
mentary committee last ses:;ion in rcgal'd to the stolen 
claims from Pittsworth, bnt refu:::ing- to giYe the names 
of his witne~ses. Informed that, if he did so. nnd the 
Commi;;;;sioner of Police considered a 'JHinuifoc_;e c~1se 
wa:-- made, an inquiry would be granted. 

2i February, 1901.-Ftn·ther letter from_ -:\Ir. Daniels 
're !litts'i"70rth police. 

28 l'ebrnary, 1901.-Purther complaints from ~Ir. 
Daniels against Donald 1-Iackintosh, and submitted to 
Department of Justice for an opinion. 

1. For wilfully making false statements on an elec­
toral claim. 

2. For solemnly and sincerely declaring the above 
statement., to be true. 

o Jiarch, 1901.-Rcply to 3-Ir. Duuiels re Pittsworth in 
terms of Minister's minute previous page. 

13 March, 1901.-lleply to )!r. Daniels >·e )1ackintosh 
stating Crown Solicitor did not consider prosecutions 
would succeed. 

Altogether there were eleven cases in which Mr. 
Daniels W;>s the pro"ecutor, and in which he 
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received wore than the usual amount of assist­
ance from the police which is given to persons 
laying informations in cases of this sort. I am 
not going to dwell on the aspect of the question 
which the Attorney-General dealt with-that is, 
the terms of the motion which propoiles to refer 
thi3 matter back to the Elections Tribunal, for 
the caee has already been decided by them, and, 
so far as they are concerned, they have done their 
duty, and I do not think there is any neceso;ity to 
send the matter back to them. I am not going to 
do that; but as Mr. Daniels is so free in making 
imputations against others with regard to the theft 
of these claims, I think it is a very fair thing to 
let the pnblic know the extent to which people, 
other than the people he :tccuses, have been 
guilty of roll-stuffing in the Cambooya electorate, 
and who might therefore be as much as anybody 
interested in the destruction or removal of any 
claim form. There is no evidence, as far ae I 
know, as to who witnessPd these particular 
claims that were stolen. That was one of the 
·COmplaints, that they could not find out the 
justices who witnessed them. But the proceed­
ings of Mr. Daniels himself in regard to a claim 
form concerning which I have some papers, and 
which wPre officially brought under my notice by 
the Principal Electoral Registrar, are very sug­
gestive indeed. I have here a copy of a claim 
form filled in as for J oseph vVatson, aged forty, 
residing a,t Brookstead, and described as an over­
seer, and resident for the last six months at 
Brookstead. That claim is witnessed by 1\Ir. 
lYiahoney, J.P. I caused inquiries to be made, 
and Mr. Mahoney and Mr. \Vatson when asked 
for an explanation of what was palpably an 
attempt to get a name on the roll in an improper 
manner, gave some information which shows 
that if Mr. Daniels had been in the habit of 
stuffing the Cambooya electoral roll--

Mr. KERR: Did J.Ir. Daniels sign the claim? 

The HOME SECRETARY: I will tell the 
hon. member directly. 

Mr. KERR: Give us the whole facts and not a 
garbled statement. 

The HOME S:BJCRETARY: Oh yes, I will; 
but the hon. member must not interrupt. Hon. 
members do not want to know the facts. I say 
H Mr. Daniels had been in the bbit of stuffing 
the Cambooya roll in this way-and I will sl!ow 
the extent to which he is involved in this pflr­
ticular case-he has brought himself very nearly 
within the law. In fact, if he was treated as he 
treated others, be would now be under prosecu­
tion at this moment. There is no doubt a Lout 
that. 

Mr. Bow;~rAN: \Vhy do you shuw favour? 

The HOME SECRETARY: I am not show­
ing any fa\'our. 

Mr. HARIHCHE : He has dared you to prose­
cute him, you know, 

The HOME SECRETARY: Well, I have 
papers here which I think could do it. How­
ever, that is not the point. I want to point out 
that Daniels was advised bv the Crown Solicitor 
that the evidence which ile had was not strong 
enough, but that gentleman was sn thoroughly 
satisfied th<tt he was right that he instituted 
eleven cases, which all fell through. Now, it is 
just a question \Vhether the Crown Solicitor upon 
being appealed to would have advised that this 
case was any better than the c,tses in which ::\Ir. 
Daniels pro~ecuted, and it is no use instituting a 
prosecution if we are advised that the evidence, 
however clear it may be so far as moral impli­
cation ia concerned, will not sustain a conYic~ 
tion. 

Mr. GrVE:\'S : It is very hard to get a convic­
tion if you have the whole of the Government 
against you. 

The SEORE'l'AHY FOR l1AILWAYS : Has every 
man who is convicted got the Government 
against him ? 

Mr. D!:XSFORD : Tell us a little about 
referring this to the Elections Tribunal. 

1rlr. GIVE:\'S: \Ve want a cheap legal opinion. 
The HO:\lE SECHETAHY: I will not f!ive 

any legal opinion. If I want a legal opimon, 
officially, I send the matter on to the Deportment 
of Justice. This is how the matter was Lrought 
under my notice by the Principal Electoral 
Registrar :-

1st October, 1901. 
Srn,-I ha\Te the honour to enclose a letter received 

by me from the electora..l registrar at Pittsworth. On 
the facts a" stated by him there appem,') to have been 
an intention on t.lw part of Daniels to "wilfully 
ml~lead '' the electoral regi.strar in the compilation 
of his list, and I submit tlle matter for your considera­
tion. 

I have. &c., 
A. J. BOYCE. 

The following is the letter referred to from the 
electoml registrar at Pittsworth :-

2itb September, 1901. 
8IR.-I have the honour to report that on the 15th 

lnstaut, Henry Daniels, ex-::\I.L.A. for Cambooya, handed 
me an eleetoral claim of which I enclose a copy. As I 
had reason to believe that the claimant lV"atson had 
left Brookstead, I remarked so to Daniels: he said," Oh, 
no, he has not left, but he is going to lmt\'C; ever,:r 
ma.n had a right to have hi~ name on the roll." I 
afterwarcls ascertained from tllc owner of Brookstead 
Station that ·wat::mn lcf:. thp,re on the 1~-)th Augu.s.t h·-it. 
\Yat~vn on heing intcrvimved by the police at Too­
woomba, \Yhere he is at present, and was residing when 
the claim was made ont, says Daniels informed him 
thaL lle was entitled to have his name on the roll for 
0 unbooya, and !'upplied him with an electoral form. 
lnwn filling up the form 1\ratson ~ays he told Daniel~ 
he had left Brookstead, and Daniels replie(L ,, It dot".:.; 
not matter, you are entitled to a vote for five months 
after leaYing." 
That is tb,, statement made by Knox on the 
authority of \Yatson. 

Mr. GrvENS: Give us the evidence at first 
hand. 

The HOJ.IE SECRETARY: I will give the 
hon. memi,er all the eviden< e directly. 

:\1r. D!:NSJ<'ORD : This is only a red herring. 

The HOi\H~ SECRETARY: I' it. It is a 
very sugge,tive red herring and it smells very 
b,,d. (Laughter.) He goes on to say-

The at,testing ma~istrate sa}"s D::wiels and \Yatson. 
C'tme to hi~ honse \Vith the elaim. 1\rat!'<OTI told him 
he wets six months at Rrool..-:~te Jl_ bnt dicl not tell hirr.. 
he had left there. Dani'cls s2.itl. "1 mnst get thosr-. 
fellows names on the roll~tlley are entitled to be on 
I ha,,e sent a form J notice to w·a.tson. who no doub1 
acted innocently in this matter." 

:'\fr. Bumwws: \Vhy ,,re you reading all this: 

The HOJIILE SJ;~CRETAHY: '\Yhy did the 
hon. member read all the rubbish he read? 

::\Ir. G!YENB: Because it was directly bearing 
on the que·•tion. 

The HOME SEOliETAl1Y: I have told the 
hon. member and the House that when these 
el' ctoral fonns were stolen suspicinn rested on 
Mr. Daniels and his friends, and J\.Ir. D:wiels 
was very ready to pass the snspicion on to other 
people. 

The SECHE'l'ARY FOR AGHICULl'URE: That was 
his red herring. 

The HOME SECRETARY : Yes, that was 
a red herring. I am showing now that if l\Ir. 
Daniels was in the habit of doing what it is 
perfectly certBjn hon. members must admit he 
did in this particular case, there might have 
beAn very good reason for hi& desiring that those 
claim forms should never see the light of day. 

J\fr. HARDACRE: He did his utmost to get 
those forms before the court. 
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The HOME SECRETARY: Any man could 
do that if he happened to know that they were 
not capable of being produced. 

Mr. GrVEl'IS: Tha.t is a mean insinuation. 
The H011E SECRETARY: I am only re­

plying to an insinuation from the other side. 
Are hon. members on the other side the only 
people in this country who can accuse other 
people of perjury, and robbery, and all the 
crimes mentioned in the Criminal Code ? As 
soon as anybody ventures to suggest the possi­
bility of some of their friends being implicated, 

see how they interject! The hon. 
[4·30 p.m.] member asked what am I reading 

this for? He will seA what I am 
reading this for before I finish-

As D::tniels claims to be an authority on electoral law 
and ha~ recently instituted legal 1n·oceedings against 
O\er eighty personb for alleged offences against the Act, 
beside8 making grave charge!:- agaiust myself and others, 
I respectfully submit he has rendered himself liable to 
prosecution under section 122 of the Elections Act of 
1885. I have. therefore, the honour to ask for authority 
to prosecute him and to bring -vratson up as witness. 

\Vatson had signed this claim, it must be ren:em­
bered, and :Yiahoney had witnessed it. I wanted 
to know to what extent they were implicated, 
and whether they ought not to be prosecuted too. 
However, that went throngh the usual course-to 
inquire and report. 

Mr. GrvENS : "What was the report? 
The HOME SECRETAHY: The report is 

very interesting. All the reports are exceedingly 
interesting. 

J.\.'Ir. GIVEl'IS: The question is, wlio stole the 
claims? 

The HOME SECRETARY: The people 
Daniels alludes to as having an intere>t in steal­
ing the claims were possibly not the only persons 
who were interested in the theft. That is why I 
am reading these documents. 

Mr. GrvENS: It is a pity the ones at \Varwick 
were not "tolen also. 

The HOME SECRETARY: On the 13th 
October, Acting Sergeant Knox forwards state­
ments of J. \Vatson and T. Mahoney, J.P., 
together with previous correspondence in the 
case which he-

Respectfully submits, clearly shows Daniels"s intention 
to wilfully mislead the electm·al registrar, and also that 
1Vatson acted in ignorance, and under the influence of 
Daniels. who, he had no doubt, was con~idered an 
authority on such matters. \'ratson belng prm iously 
reg.istered as an elector for Carnarvon, could legall.\ ... 
clmm to have his name placed on the Camboova roll 
after three months' residence at Brookstettd; bUt that 
he did not do so shows that he was indifferent. 

J oseph \V atson Rtates-
I am a labourer, at present residing at Gowrie road. 

nexct Heffernan's Hotel, and mn employed at Jlooper'S 
Cordial FactorY, Toowoomba. I have recently been 
employed at Brookstead Station, near Pittsworth. I 
went there last January, and left there about the 
mid<lle of last August. I do not remember the date. 
1Yhen I }Aft I came with my wife to my present resi­
dence, Gowrie road, Toowoomba. In the beginning of 
September I went to Pittsworth on business, and stayed 
at the Union Hotel. ::\Ir. Henry Daniels, who was at 
one time member for Cambooya, was also staying at th!3 
hoteL I do not remember the date. Daniels spoke to 
me, and asked me it my name was on the roll. I said, 
"No, it is not." He said, ·• You should put it on," and 
at the same time handed me an electoral form. I said, 
"I don't think I have a right to be on, as I have left 
Brookstead." He said, " Oh, ye.;;, you have. You can 
get it on for five months after leaving." I am not sure 
of the words Daniels used, but that was the impression 
what he sai1 gave me. I did not tell Daniel~ I wa.f' 
living in Toowoomba then, but he knew it. He knew I 
came from Toowoomba, as I and others were talking 
about it with him at the tearable. On the following 
morning he asked me if I filled up the form. I said, 
"No." He said something which I do not remember, 
and handed me an ink-pencil to fill up the form with. 
11r. Mahoney, J.P., was also present. I filled up the 
form and signed it, and :Mr. Mahoney witnessed it, and 
I then handed it over to Daniels. 

I was no way anxious to get my name on the roll, and' 
would not have thought of it only Daniels mentioned it. 

I did not read the form caret'ully; I just glanced at 
the questions. I did not read the declaration clause at 
all, although I signed it. I was quite sober when I 
tilled up the form. 

Before filling up the form I told Daniels distinctly 
that I had left Brookstead. 
There were two points that struck me when I 
read that. The first was as to the statement 
that Daniels "spoke to me and asked me if my 
name was on the roll. I said, ' ~ o, it is not.' " 
And also the statement, "I did not tell Daniels 
I was living in Toowoomba then, but he knew 
it. He knew [ came from Tuowoomba, as I and 
others were talking about it with him at the tea­
table.'' It struck me it was very desirable that one 
should know whether it was before or after tea. 
and also in the statement concerning the tea; 
was it before or after the conver~ation auove 
referred to; what was said at the table, who was 
present, and what did they hear? These men, 
it must be remembered, have stated that they 
are prepared to swear this in a court of law. 

Mr. GlVENS: It is only an impression. 
The HOMJ<~ SECRETARY: There is no 

impression about it. \V atson distinctly states 
that he had told Daniels that he had left Brook­
stead. 

:Mr. DUNS1'0RD : He must have answered the 
question stating he was then living at Pittsworth 
in the form. 

The HOME SECRETARY: "Residence for 
the last preceding six months at Brook stead." 
There is nothing at all about Pittsworth. 
Brookstead, I may say, is in the Cambooya 
electorate. 

Mr. GrVENS: \:Vhat does the magistrate say. 
The HOME SECRETARY: We will see 

what the magistrate who signed the paper has to 
say. Thomas Mahoney states-

I am livin~ privately at Pittsworth. I mn a justice 
of the peace for Queensland. I l\:now Henry Daniels, 
whcl was at one t1me member for Camboo,Ya. I also. 
know a man named Joseph ·lrat~on, who was recently 
employed at Bt·ookstead. I have known both of then1 
for several years. I remernber the 5th of September 
last. Bet\vecn fl and 10 o'cloek that morning I was 
standing at my front gate next the Union Hotel. 
Daniels and \Yatson came and spoke to me. 1Va.tson 
said, "I bave an electoral form to sign. \V ill you sign 
it. I want to get my name on the roll." I said, '~Js it 
pro-perly filled i-" He said, ~. Yes." Daniels also said, 
"Yes, it is, 1.'om." l>aniels said," Come inside (mean­
ing to go into the sitting-room of the Union Hotel); we 
can do it there." The three of us went in, and I looked 
over the form, and as it appeared to me to be correct, I 
attached my signature to it. \.Vatson signed it in my 
prese[ice. Daniels said, '"The more of this sort we can 
:;et done the better. I must. get all those fellows' 
names on the roll." Daniels then took the form and_ 
went down the street. 1-Vatson went into the hotel 
yard for his horses. I saw him driving them out in a 
buggy. In about half-an-hour afterwards Daniels came· 
baek to my gate; he had the form in his hand; he said 
"There is a little err0r in this; I want yon to initial it," 
I put it on the gate-post and initialled it with a pencil 
which he handed me, and he then took it away. I 
would know the form again. The one now shown me 
is the same. 

Mr. HARDACRE: But was he entitled to be on?" 
'l'he H0:\1E SECRETARY: Certainly he was 

not. 
Mr. HARDACRE : He was residing in the elec­

torate at the time. 
The HOME SECRETARY: Not at the 

timB. He had been, but he had gone to reside in. 
the electorate of Drayton and Toowoomba some 
time before. 

Mr. HARDACRE : He says that he was residing" 
there dnrir,g the last precedin~ six months. 

The HOME SECRETARY: He said that he 
told Daniels he was not entitled to be on, and 
Daniels said that he was entitled to get on for 
five months after he left. Daniels persuaded 
him to sign the claim against his own better,· 



Camboo,ya Election. [31 OcToBER.] Cambooya Election. 1589 

judgment. Men do not put their names to a 
thing like this unless they are prepared to swear 
it in the witness-box. I am giving hon. mem­
bers what these men have put their names to 
word for word, and they are prepared to swear 
it in the witness-box-

John Tyson Donele:r states: I Ul)-1 a grazier, residing 
at Brookstead. I am tllC owner and also the manager 
'Of that property. 

I kuow a man named Joseph ·watson ; he was in my 
employment at Brookstead, and resided there with his 
wife from the 19th of January to the 13th of' Au~ust 
last. 

I paid him off on the ·3rd of Augnst, and he went a\\ay 
from 2ny place: he returned again on the 12th, and 
finally left with his wife on the 18th, and has not been 
on Brookstead since. 

I fix the dates by referring to my books. 

Now, in answer to the queries that I put, and 
which seemed to me to be very material--

Mr. DuNSFO!lD: Have you a statement from 
Daniels, or any explanation from him on this 
case '1 

The HOME SECRETARY: No. 
Mr. DuNSlWRD : That is very unfair, you 

know. 
.Mr. GrvENS: You want to condemn a man 

unhertrd. 
The HOME SECRETARY: Did Daniels 

consider me much before he accused me of compli­
city in a theft? 

Mr. DUNSl!'OllD : You should set a good 
example. 

The HOME SECRETARY: There are some 
people upon whom a good examule is entirely 
thrown away. 

Mr. DUNSl!'ORD: But it is not justice to con­
demn a man unheard. 

The HOME SECRETARY : I am not con­
demning the man. I am reading official docu­
ments which have come into my hands, and 
which tend to show that, if Mr. Daniels has 
been carrying on this sort of game during his 
tenure or occupancy of the seat for Camhooya 
and since that, a very great proportion of any 
bogus chtims that there are in the Cambooya 
electorate are probably due to the fact that 
similar tactics to these were pursued. 

Mr. GIVENS: If that is a bogus case, why 
don't you prosecute Daniels? 

The HOME SECRETARY: He may be 
prosecuted yet, but that does not rest with me. 

Mr. HARDACRE : You have carefully refrained 
from doing it because you know you have no 
grounds for it. 

The HOME SECRETARY : I only knew of 
this within the last month. In my opinion 
Daniels has laid himself open-I may be quite 
wrong-to prosecution at the hands of a number 
of persons-myself included-for criminal libel. 
But I have been sufficiently long in politics to 
know that it is no use for a public man to insti­
tute either a criminal or a civil action against 
men outside the House-newsnauer men and 
otherwise-who say unjust and unfair things 
against you, and even impute crimes to you. It 
is not a bit of good for a public man to do that. 
He must accept that sort of vilification with as 
.good a grace as he can. It is a part of 
the business. He has his own consciousness 
that he is doing right, and that is quite 
-sufficient for me. \Vhen, however. a mem­
ber takes occasion in this House to fling 
charges at me, that is a different thing. 
I then challenge him to substantiate wh~t 
he says outside, and then I should be pre­
pared to deal with him in a totally different 
manner, because, for the time being at all 
events, he is a responsible membet· of Parlia­
ment and a representative of the people. But 
people outside, whether they be newspaper 
people, or whether they be Danielses, or anybody 
else, I have nothing to do with them, and do not 

. bother about them. I treat that sort of thing 
with the contempt it deserves. I am at this 
moment the subject of very severe criticism nnd 
vilification at the hands of a certain section of 
the Press. It would, perhaps, be very interest­
ing to this House that it should know-aud 
possibly it may becon;e desirable that I should 
let them know-the whole of thP facts which are 
lying behind that vilification. At present I hold 
my tongue; but it will be very intereccting when 
it does come out. 

Mr. DTJNS:Ji'ORD: '• Silence ie golden." 
The HO~IE SECRETAUY: Yes. In the 

meantime it does not concern me a bit-it does 
not hurt me at all events. In answer to the 
queries which I put, Mr. \Vatson gives his 
version, to this effect-

.roseph \'ratson, in continuation of previous state­
ment, states as follows:-

It was after tea Daniels asked me if my name was on 
the roll. He said the r.ambooy'1 roll. 'rhere was no one 
present when he asked me. 

It was while we were at tea we were speaking about 
Toowoomba. 'rhere was or ly another mau present, but 
I do not know who he was. I do not remember what 
was said; we were just talking about the crops, and 
things in general. It was also after tea I told him I 
had left Brookstead. 

Daniels ha:5 known me for seYeral years. He an cl hi., 
fat.ber and mother lived near my parents' place twenty 
or thirty years ago on the Gmuie road. .J.ly father and 
mother live there still, and I live with them, and have 
since I left Brookstead. Tllat is in the electoral district 
of D1·avton and Toowoomba. 

w-hen speaking to Daniels about Toowoomba I told 
him I was living with my father and mother. 

In my previous statem:~mt I said I did not tell Danieis 
I was living in 1'oowoomba, but on thinking over the 
matter since I remember I did tell him. I arn now 
certain I did tell him. It ,yas at the te~tablP. 

JOSEPH WATSON. 

11r. DUNSFO!lD: He has got a very convenient 
memory. 

The HOME SECRETARY: 
That was the first place I met him at Pittsworth on 

that occasion. The man at the teatable must have 
heard me tell him. """,.. e spoke in ordinary tones. 

Mr. GrvENS: The net result of the readimr 
of these papers is that you and your officers have 
tried very hard to get at Daniels, and you have 
failed. 

The HOME SECRETARY: I am not sure 
that we ha"a failed. I have done nothing except 
to ask for an inquiry, exactly in the way that 
Daniels made demand that inquiry should be 
made on his behalf. 

Mr. BuRROWS: There is nothing thereto charge 
Daniels with, anyway. 

The HOME SECRETARY: That is only 
from the obfuscated point of view which the hon. 
member apparently take" of everything con­
nected with this matter. 

Mr. BuRROWS: What charge has been levelled 
against him? 

The SPEAKER: Order ! 
The HOJYH~ SECRETARY: The hon. mem­

ber must surely have been listening when I read 
out the charge to which he has probably rendered 
himself liable. 

Mr. HARDACRE : It is only impre~sion and 
belief. 

The SPEAKER : Order ! 
The HOME SECRETARY: No, it is not. 

It is as clearasnoonda.ythat knowing that \Vatson 
wa' no longer resident in the Cnmbooya elec­
torate----it iil perfectly clear that Daniels knew 
that he had left-he yet asked him to sign 
an electoral claim form. \Vhen \Vatson ob­
jected and said, "But I am not residing there. 
I am residing in Toowoomba with rny parents," 
Daniels said, "You are entitled for five months 
after you have left to go on to the Cambooya 
electoral roll." And then, when he takes that 
form to the electoral registrar, knowing all 
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that-having persuaded the man against his 
desire to sign that form, the man believing him­
self-and properly believing-that he was not 
entitled to sign it, or to be on the Oambooya 
elecooral roll, Daniels eaic'l--

Mr. DuNSFORD : That is what the man says 
Daniels said. 

The HOME SECRETARY: \Vel!, he is pre­
pared to say it in the witness-box. 

11r. DUNSFORD: A man who breaks the law. 
The HOME SECRETARY: Who breaks the 

law? 
Mr. DuNSJ<'ORD: The man who signed that 

claim. 
The HO}IE SECRETARY: Yes, at Daniels's 

request. \Vhy did Daniels take possession of 
the claim? 

Mr. \V. THORN: \Vatson is an honest man, 
too. 

'l'he HOME S:ECRJ~TARY: Watson is an 
honest n1an ; he i;-; a well·known n1a..n ; and I an1 
perfe~tly c-atisfied,~hat ~e is speaking the truth 
1n th1s matter. .1h1s IS the result of doing as 
son1e hon. 1ne1nh.:rs have done~and have botc,.;t.ed 
that _they intend to do-I do not say all of them 
-going round the countr:-;: carrying electoral 
claim forms in tbeir pockets, and inducing ]Jeople 
-whether rightly or wrongly-to put their 
narnes on the electoral rolh:;. 

::}lr. BO\nHN: That is a very strona assertion 
-that members are goingroun'd with ~lailnfornu 
in their pockets, putting names on rightly or 
wrongly. 

The HOHE SECRETARY: I was referring· 
then to Daniels.; but one hem. member has­
well, I think I may leave the Gladstnne cases to 
speak for themselves. I think I can safely do 
that. 

;}fr. DuNSFORD: If he is wrong you should 
prosecute. 

The HOME SECRETARY : It very often 
happens that we ~re thoroughly satisfied that 
people are guilty, but it is impossible to get the 
necessary legal evidence to prove the thing up to 
the hilt.. I hav? merely brought this forward by 
way of rllustratwn of what has been going on in 
the _Carnboo:va electorate on the part of Mr. 
Dam~ls, who h!"s had .a very good innings in 
showmg, accordmg to hrs way of doing it, what 
has been going on in that electorate at the in· 
stance of the sitting member and his friends. 
I sh~uld not have read the whole of the paper" 
had rt not been that hon. members desired that 
I should do so. It is in response to their request 
that I have read the whole of the papers, so that 
they should not be able to say that I had sup­
pressed anything. 

11r. DUNS~'ORD: You should have brought 
Daniels's statement ; the fact that you have not 
d?ne so almost amounts to a suppression of his 
srde. 

'rhe HOME. SEC~ETARY: I do not sup­
pose Mr. Damels wrll deny the facts; he will 
probably try to justify his action in the matter. 
He was the moving spirit in the matter. The 
man w~s not ~mtitl.ed t? be on the roll. \Vhy 
then drd Damels give him the form, and take it 
from him af~er it was signed, and give it to the 
electoral registrar when he knew it was not true? 

Mr. DUNSFORD : I do not think he would 
wilfully put a man on the roll if he was not 
entitled to be registered. 

The HOME SECRETARY: The hon. mem­
ber is enti.tled to his opinion, but I say that a 
man who IS so ready with aspersions and accusa­
tions against other people as Mr. Daniels 
appears to be. is always a person concerning 
whose own actiOns I for one am inclined to have 
a certain amount of cuspicion. \Vhen a man is 
constantly bringing accu~a,tions which he is 
unable to SUJ~]Jort against other people, you can 
depend upon It that that man has a crook in hiF 

nature somewhere, and anyone to whom that 
remark applies can take it to himself whether he 
is a member of this House or not. I do not 
know that I need say any more on that subject, 
except that the hon. member for Dalby, who 
was one of the members of the select com­
mittee to which this resolution refers, added a 
rider to the finding in the report to the effect 
that he had attended only two meetings of the 
committee. Apparently that was enough for 
him. The hon. member for Dalhy said-

Owing to circumstances over which I had but slight 
control, I have been able to attend only two meetings 
-the first two-of the select committee. I have, how­
ever, gone through a great denl of the evidence with 
the chairman, and have seen enough of it to warrant 
me in SR,ying it is too evident that the ·cambooya elec­
toral roll, at the time of the last conttst for the seat, 
contained a number of names whieh were upon it in 
defiance of the provisions of the Elections Acts. 

I trust that the ronUition of the roll at that time is 
not typical of the electoral lists of the eolony ; bnt if it 
is, the uecf'sstty for a drastic s~ stem of pnri1ication is 
obvious and imperative. 
I think we may admit that there is every 
probability tbat the electoral roll w ''B not in a 
satisfactory or healthy st . .J.te at the time the last 
Cambooya election took place. Efforts have 
been made to show that the un.qe.tisfactory state 
of the roll from st·"ffing or otherwi:-e was due to 
the machinations of the present hon. member for 
Cambooya, J\lr. ::\lackintosh, but the documents 
which I have read go to indicate that there 
io e~t least just as great a probability--

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICCLTURic: 1Iuch 
grrater. 

The HO::\IE SECRETARY: That Mr. 
lhniels himself has been concerned to a very 
large extent in creating a fictitious state of the 
roll. 

:Mr. HARilAC!\rJ: There are dozens of cases on 
the other side. 

The HOME SECRETARY: And every one 
of them has fallen through. 

Mr. HARD ACRE : No, they were proved before 
the select committee. 

'l'he HOME SECRETARY: It was not 
proved who signed the claims. 

Mr. HARDACRE : Yes. 
The HOME SECRETARY: Notal! of them. 
Mr. HARDAORE : I did not say all of them. 
The HO::\IE SECRETARY: Mr. Daniels 

has been very busy, and it is evident from the 
documents which I have read that he is not too 
scrupulous in the means he employs to gain his 
ends, and to get his friends, or those whom he 
believes are his friends, on the electoral roll. It 
seems to me that I am justified in bringing the 
matter up here, because if it happens that it is 
decided that there is no legal evidence for a 
prosecution, there is in those documents enough 
to convince any person of the fact that, legal 
evidence or no legal evidence, JI/Ir. Daniels was 
Joing his level hest to get a man on the roll 
who he knew had no possible right to be 
there. 

Mr. DuNSFORD : "Who he knew? 
The HOME SECRETARY: Yes; because 

he had been told the night before at tea in the 
Union Hotel by \Vatson that he was not entitled 
to be on the ro'll. \Vatson said, "I have ceased 
to reside at Brookstead ; I am not entitled to be 
on the roll ; I am residing with my parents." 
Yet after getting JI/Iahoney to sign the claim 
Domiels went boldly to the electoral registrar 
and handed it to him, telling him that Watson 
still resided at Brookste,.:i. 

Mr. DuNSFORD: You have only the man's 
statement. 

The HOME SECRETARY: Ye<, and that 
would he sufficient to convict him in a court of 
law. The information the man gave Daniels 
was that he had left Brookstead, but Daniels, 
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having been a member of Parliament, overruled 
the objection, and got the man to sign the claim 
form, and then took it to the eledoral registrar 
and told him that the man was still in the elec­
torate. 

Mr. GIVENS: That is not an offence. 

The HOME SECRETARY : It will, perhaps, 
be very fortunate for Daniels if he is able to 
convince a court of law that it is not an offence. 
:Men get convicted of murder and other things, 
and all sorts of little peccadilloes, on the asaertions 
of other men. But it so hajJpena that there are 
the ahertions of two men in this case. I shall 
not detain the House any longer on this matter. 
I hope I have ,:,~·isfied hon. members who are 
reasonable and aru not blinded by party prej u­
dice, as are son1e hon. members opposite, who 
have made this a strong· party matter, and 
martyrised Daniels in r, way that he is not 
entitled to be martyribed-I trust that tho.se 
hon. member:' who are unprejudiced will at least 
absolve n1ysr:lf and the officers of the departrnent 
over which I preeiide, and the police, from 
any desire to place obstacle> in the ,. ay of 
:Mr. Danieh going on with the prosecutions. 
I have shown that he was afforded facilitie'> 
which even mombt.~r:-:: of the Labour p:-trty have 

blamed me foe gi ring-facilities 
[5 p.m.] which "re n0t ordin.uily giren to 

other~:', though they &re soinetimes 
given. It becmne a tnatter of s01ne doubt as to 
whether Daniels was real:v entitled to those 
privileges at the hands of tl1e pnlice. However, 
he got them. I thought it best to err on the 
side of giving plenty of rope rather than giving 
too little, and even• pos,ible assistance was given. 
The services of }Ir. N ethercote, the oldest and 
most experienced detective we have. were placed 
at his ::lisposal, and he did nothing for six weeks 
but work up his C:k··3; free passes up and down 
were giv. n to him; yet vith all this a>>istance, 
the advice "iven him in the first instance by the 
Crown Solieitor that he had no case turned out 
to be perfectly correct, and the whole thing was 
abortive. The only result has been that :;\:Ir. 
Daniels has put the country to a great deal of 
expense. Even the police court proceedings he 
instituted cost the country a considerable sum 
of money, and they also have been entirely 
abortive. 

Mr. HARD ACRE ('£eichhanlt): I hoped some 
members of the select committee who took part 
in framing the report would have said something 
on their report to the House. I don't know that 
it is much use going into all the details of this 
case, because, after all, the chief matter is the 
question of the report of the select committee 
appointed by this House; at the same time, I 
wish to make a few remarks on what has 
happened between Mr. Daniels and the Home 
Secretary. I think anyone who looks back to 
the commencement of this Cambooya case, and 
Mr. Daniels's attempt to obtain justice, will 
see that Mr. Daniels has been thwarted on e\'ery 
occasion. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : Good 
gracious l 

The HO:.IIE SECRETARY: The member for Ken­
nedy blamed me for giving him too much assist­
ance. 

Mr. HARD ACRE: I am not responsible for 
the hon. member for Kennedy's opinion. I 
think it must be evident that he was thwarted in 
every possible way bv those in ch"xge of the 
administration of the Home Se~retary's Depart­
ment, the Police Dep.ntment, and some other 
departments, in hio attempt to obtain some 
redress for the injustice which he had suffered. 

The SEURET.\.RY l'OR A.GIUOCLTURE: It has not 
been proved that he suffered any yet. 

Mr. HARD ACRE: I think the select com­
mittee's report pr-oves that conclusively. In the 
first place, the election tcok place under most 
peculiar circumstances. Special trains were 
run, a number of wires were sent offering sub­
stantial advantage to the electorate if the elec­
tors would only vote against Daniels. Then one 
of the candidate . ., Davidson, retired illegally, 
and that was par 'ed over in Daniels's appeal 
against :ii!Iackintosb. Then a large nnmber of 
the ballot-;"tpers were written instead of being 
printed, and in some cases had not the signature 
of the returning officer or the presiding 
officer upon them. Then when jyir. Daniels. 
afterwards found that a number of persons 
who had voted had done so on forged 
claims, and on claims falsely sworn to, in hib 
attempt to obtain the production of those in 
court he was prevented. He was prevented in 
the first place even from being allowed to inspect 
the claims to see for himself whether certain 
persons who were upon the roll had their own 
signatures attached. I think it was a most 
reasonitble request-a reqUI st which I believe 
was never refused by anyone else, but w.1s re~ 
fused by the Home Secre\ary; and strange to· 
sv.v afterwards--

.The HmJE SECRETARY : \Vhat request wa.g 
refused~ 

::\Ir. HARD ACRE : Perhaps I had better be 
n1ore ~--x:r~~ct. He was l'efused pern1i-;sion to seG 
tin claim, uy the Home Secretary, but I remem­
ber now frorn his explanation he said he had 
asked some ad vice from the Atcorney-General. 

The HoJ\IE SECRETARY: On the contrary, I 
expre,;secl my perfect willingness that he should 
see the claims if the Attorney-General had no 
legal objection. 

Mr. HARD ACRE: The Attorney-General 
could not see his way, and so .:VIr. Daniels was 
b-... ndied about like a shuttlecock from one to 
another. 

'!.'he Ho>rE SECRF:rARY: At all events, the 
tht.n leader of the Labour p;trty was satisfied 
with the objection raised by the Attorney­
Gener.d. 

;1-:Ir. HARDAORE: ?\o. 
The HmrE SECRETAHY: Yes, he was-Mr. 

Dawson-he was thoroughly satisfied that it wacc 
a valid objection. 

Mr. HARD ACRE : This is one of those cases 
where you cannot perhaps lay your hand on any­
thing to bring home a wrong deed to any 
particular person ; it is a case of cumulative 
evidence, showing not exactly a wrong do!ng 
of which anyone can be convicted, but showmg 
personal antagonism generally on the part of 
departments--

The Hmm SECRETARY : Not at all. There is 
no justification for that statement. 

Mr. HARD~\CRE : His request to see the 
clain1s was refused. 

The Hmm 8ECI1ETARY : He could not see the 
claims because they had been stolen before that. 

Mr. HARD ACRE: They had not been stolen 
at that time. 

The HOME SECRET.\RY: Yes, they had. 
Mr. HAP.DACRE: Not when he made the 

request, but afterwards. 
The HoJ\rE SECRET AllY: Yes, they were. 
Mr. HARDACRE: 1'\ot at the particular 

time he made the request. There is evidence 
that someone had heard he wanted to see the 
claims, and was trying to see the claims, a!Jd 
that they were stolen by someone personally In­

terested. 
The Hmm SECRETARY : They were stolen be .. 

fore the application v·as made to 1ne. 
Mr. HAltDACRE: Not, in the first place. 
The HmiE SECRETARY: Y eg. 
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Mr. HARD ACRE: It was sugo-ested that 
possibly Mr. Daniels himself-- " 

The HoME SECRETARY: The hon. member is 
wrong. They had been stolen before I was ever 
asked for them. That is the complaint mada 
against me-that I misled them when I was 
asked for them, knowing they had been stolen. 

Mr. HARDACRE: No. 
The Hom: SECRETARY: Will you kindly give 

the dates ? I ask you that as a fair thing. 
Mr. HARDACRE : I admit that I cannot 

give the dates. I am speaking from memory 
when I say that, long before the time they were 
stolen, Mr. Daniels and myself went to Pitts­
worth together to see the claims. i\Ir. Daniels 
had t·een told that he could see the claims, hut 
w:hen he !jOt there a wire was sent up refusing 
him the nght to eee those claims. 

The HOME SECRETARY: A wire from whom? 
Mr. HARD ACRE: A wire from the Home 

'Secretary. 
The HOi\IE SECRETARY: Y ery well; it must 

have been after they were stolen. 
Mr. HARDACRE: How could the Home 

Secret':'ry ser:d a wir~ saying that he could not 
see claims whiCh he did not know were stolen? 

The HmiE SlWRETARY: I did not know that 
they were stolen until long after they had been 
stolen. At least I did not know that the 
claims which had been stolen were the same 
cla.ims. 

Mr. HARDACRE : The hon. the Home 
Secretary knew that they were stolen within 
twenty-one days after they were stolen. I must 
have been up with Mr. Daniels two months at 
least before they were "tolen to try to see those 
claims before they were reported to have been 
stolen in the Home Secretary's office. 

The HOME SECRETARY : I think when you make 
a st~tement of that sort you should be prepared 
to gtve the dates. 

Mr. HARD ACRE: I tell the Home Secretary 
that I am speaking from my own memory of the 
!Ilatter, and I ~now from my own memory that 
1t was a considerable time after we went up 
there that it was reported to the Home Secre­
tary's Department that they were stolen. I 
can_not lay my hand upon the exact dates, but 
I give you my own personal in1pression from my 
memory of the occurrence as it took place with 
myself and Mr. Daniels, but the Home Secre­
tary has insinuated that perhaps it was i\Ir 
Daniels who stole the claims. · 

The Ho~m SECRETARY : No. I said I did not 
think that he did. I merely gave certain facts 
which justified the suspicion that he did at the 
time. 

Mr. HARD ACRE: I. not that an insinua­
tion that he was interested in stealing the 
claims? 

The HmiE SECRETARY : No ; that someone 
thought he was-that someone was justified in 
thinking that he was. 

Mr. HARD ACRE: That is an insinuation 
that Mr. Danielr- stole these claims. 

The HmrE SECRETARY: I did not insinuate 
that he. did. I only justified those who sus­
pected htm. 

Mr. HARD ACRE: That is an insinuation 
that he. did. Mr. Danieis was the person who 
was act1_vely from the first trying to obtain the 
productwn of these claims in orf!er that he might 
sheet home certain charges. 

The SECRETARY Jo'OR AGRICULT'CRE: And win 
the election for himself. 

Mr. HAltDAORE : Quite so· hut he was not 
interested in preventing those cl~ims being pro­
duced. That bemg so, I say that that insinuation 
falls to the ground. 

The Hmm SECRETARY : I did not make the 
insinuation. 

Mr. HARDACRE : I am very glad that the 
Home Secretary withdraws or explains that he 
does not insinuate that Mr. Daniels stole these 
claims. 

The HOME SECRETARY: Mr. Speaker,­
I rise to make a personal explanation. I am 
reminded that what I said was that I did not 
believe that Mr. Daniels had anything whatever 
to do with it, and I do not think that he had. 
I merely did so for the purpo -e ,,f showing that 
there might have been some justification in the 
minds of other persons for suspecting that he 
did it without olllY imputation that he did. 

Mr. HARDACRE: But that is an insinua­
tion. You say that there are certain things 
which may make it reasonable to believe in the 
minds of some people that he did. If that is 
not an insinuation, I do not know what it is. 

The Holi!E SECRE'rARY: His manipulations of 
the rolls were of such a character as tu induce 
people to believe that he bad something to do 
with it. 

Mr. HARDACRE : Quite so. I am very 
glad to accept the Home Secretary's personal 
expression that he believes that i\Ir. Daniels had 
nothing to do with it. 

The Hmm SECRETARY : So far as I know. I 
1nakc no irnputation. 

Mr. HARDACRE: After that, Mr. Daniels 
conu11enced certain prosecutions against persons 
who he charged with being upon the roll wrong­
fully by means of false statements and false 
representations, and in those prosecutions the 
police certainly took the matter up for i\fr. 
Daniels. But what did they do? They bungled 
the matter in such a way that he was prevented 
from pressing nearly the whole of these charges. 

Mr. TOLi\!IE : He made some very serious 
charges. 

Mr. HARD ACRE: And the select com­
mittee have proved that his charges were proved 
up to the hilt. 

Mr. TourrE: Read a sentence in the report of 
the select committee which shows that he proved 
his charges up to the hilt. 

Mr. HARD ACRE : I will by and by. 
Mr. TOL1IIE : I would now if I were you. 
Mr. HARD ACRE: I do not know what sen­

tence the hon. gentleman means. If he will tell 
me what sentence I will refer to it. 

Mr. TounE: Read me a sentence in the 
report of the select committee which shows that 
Mr. Daniels JmJVed his charges up to the hilt. 

Mr. HARDACRE : Mr. Daniels made 
charges against persons of getting on the elec­
toral roll by means of false statements and mis­
representations, and I say that the report of the 
select committee prove' those charges to the 
hilt-proves that the names were on the roll 
wrongfully, for qualifications which they did not 
possess, and in some cases they were sworn 
falsely, and in many cases there were forged 
signatures. 

Mr. ToL;;nE : Does it prove that a single 
person was put on the roll~ 

Mr. 'HARD ACRE: I am not dealing with 
that now. I am dealing with the way in which 
the police bungled those prosecutions. 

The HmiE SECRETARY: Did he do any better 
when he employed his own barrister? He took 
the cases out of their hands and gave them to 
Mr. Lilley. 

Mr. HARD ACRE: He took it out of their 
hands when he found that they bungled the 
cases. 

'.rhe Hmm SECRETARY: He had no better luck 
with Mr. Lilley. 

Mr. HARD ACRE: That may be. Unfor­
tunately he has not had any luck anywhere, and 
it is not easy to get good luck when you are 
fighting the Government, and fighting a depart-
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ment, every officer in which knew that the head 
of the department is unsympathetic to the action 
Mr. Daniels was taking. 

The HOl\IE SECRETARY: Y on say that the 
police bungled it ; did Mr. Lilley bungle it, too? 

Mr. HARD ACRE: I am now dealing with 
the Police Department under the Home Secre­
tary. 

Mr. TOLliiiE: You are impugning the integrity 
of a magistrate on the bench. 

Mr. HARD ACRE: I am going to impugn 
the bench, and he ought to be impugned. Thot 
is why I say the Home Secretary did not deal 
fairly with Mr. Daniels in the administration 
of_ his departmel)t. The charges were made, 
w1tnesses were called, the cases ca111e on, and 
then it so happened-whether from want of 
knowledge, or whether from, I won't say any de­
sire, but in some way it happened that tl!e Clerk of 
this House had not been called upon to give 
evidence, and therefore, being the Clerk of this 
House, he could not be compelled without a 
subpama to attend, aml in consequence of his 
non-appearance the magistrate dismissed the 
case, or rather in some cases he dismissed the 
charge. K ow, there was a request that the 
court be adjourned in order to give time 
for the Clerk of this House to be present and 
give his evidence. \Vas not that a reasonable 
request? \Vas it not a request for adjournment 
which in any other case would have been r'cdily 
granted by any honest police magistrate in the 
colony ? I say it would have been granted in 
any case in which serious charges were male. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: You are 
charging the magistrate with being dishonest. 

Mr. HARD ACRE : I am not saying that the 
persons in charge were dishonest. \Vhat I am 
saying is Mr. Daniels made certain very grave 
and serious charges against certain persons, and 
they could not be pre,sed home simply because 
the Pr,Jice Department had neglected to give the 
Clerk of this House the necessary legal subpama 
to attend. 

Mr. TOL}!IE: One case was adjourned from the 
14th November to the 19th November, and again 
from the 19th November to the 18th December. 

Mr. DuNSJ>'ORD : \Vho is making the speech. 
Mr. ToL~IIE : I am saying something now. 
Mr. HARDACRE : Some few cases were 

adjourned, but the big majority of them were 
dismissed altogether, and they were not <>llowed 
to be gone on with-because the Clerk of this 
House was not present to give evidence. It 
would have been a most reasonable thing for 
the police magistrate to have permitted these 
cases to be adjourned, so as to enable the Clerk 
{)f the House to be examined. 

The HmiE SECRETARY: \Vhat about the unfor­
tunate defendants who would be put to a lot of 
expense, and who would lose a lot of time by 
such adjournments? 

Mr. HARD ACRE: The Police Department 
summoned the whole of those defendants. That 
department gave a general summons to everyone 
concerned. 

The HOME SECRETARY: Mr. Danie]s insisted 
on that. 

Mr. HARDACRE: Ko. 
The Hm.IE SECHETARY : Yes, he did. 
Mr. HARD ACRE : No; Mr. Daniels did 

not insist on that. J\Ir. Daniels said it was 
necessary to ~urnmon certain witnesses, and he 
n,sked the Police Department to summon them, 
so that the cases might be gone on with in the 
prescribed time ; and I say that the Police 
Department showed a lack of sympathy, and 
they were so antagonistic to the charges that 
wert' made that the prosecutions did not succeed, 
snd the department absolutely failed to censure 

the police magistrate for his action. I say that 
if it had been anyone else but Mr. Daniels, the 
proceeding would have been different. 

The ATTOR~EY-GE~ERAL: No. 
Tbe Hm!E SECRETARY : I am not a court of 

appeal. 
Mr. HARD ACRE: Police magistrates are 

under the Home Secretary, and when a police 
maidstrate does an action of this kind--

The Ho;I!E SKCRETARY : What kind? 
Mr. HARD ACHE : He refused a reasonable 

request for <>n adjournment in such a way as to 
cause a great Iniscarriage of justice. If the 
Home Secretary wants to deal fairly w1th bVery­
one in the colony, I say that it was his duty to 
censure that police magistrate for his action. 

An Ho"orRABLE :1\IE}JBER: \Ve have had 
these matters up before. 

Mr. HARD ACRE: I know that, but they 
will bear bringing up ag.cin. 

The Hmm SECHETAHY: You are all wrong. 
JIIIr. HARDACllE: No, I am not. 
The ATTORNEY-GE~EHAL : Fortunately, the 

Department of Justice is above political p<ttron­
age or influence. 

1\Ir. HARDACRE : By way of interjection I 
said that I acquitted the Attorney-General's 
Department from any blame in this matter. I 
believe that at the time of these prosecutions 
the Attorney-General g:we Mr. Daniel" all the 
assist:1nce he could. It is only fair to say that. 
But I am not RO sure that the Attorney-General's 
Office is free from blame in connection with these 
charges. A nolle prosequi was entered in some of 
these cases. I am not so,ying anything against 
the Attorney-General personally, but I am 
speaking against his derartment. Is not the 
Crown Solicitor under the department of the 
Attorney-General ? 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAI. : The Crown Prose­
cutor is not under my department. 

Mr. HARDACRE : Is he not under the 
Attorney'o-General Department? I am not say­
ing that the Attorney-General himself is respon­
sible in this matter. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: Th;' Crown Prose­
cutor is not an officer of my department, except 
in the sense that he prosecutes in the name of the 
Crown, but he is not a servant of the Govern­
ment in the same sense as the Under Secretary 
for Justice and the Crown Solicitor are . 

.'Yir. HARDACRE : I am not blaming the 
Attorney-General personally; I am speaking of 
the officers of his department. In any case, the 
Crown Prosecutor refused to proceed with the 
charges which Mr. Daniels made against certain 
persons, and yet I say that these charges which 
Mr. Daniels ha, made have bePn proved up to 
the hilt by this select committee's report beyond 
the possibility of dispute. 

The SECRETARY l<'OR RAILWAYS: Where does 
the committee say that? 

Mr. J. HAMILTON: ReJ,d it. 
Mr. HARD ACRE : I am not quite sure-­
The SECRETARY l<'OR RAILWAYS: Read where 

the committee say that. 
Mr. HARDACRE : I am not quite sure how 

far I can go under the Standing Orders in refer­
ring to the charges which have been made 
against Mr. Dcinald Mackintosh. 

The HmiE SECRETARY: No one believes the 
charges against Mr. Mackintosh. 

Mr. HARD ACRE: Mr. Daniels made charges 
of forgery against Mr. Mackintosh, and also 
charges of swearing falsely with regard to certain 
claims. These were the chargu, on which the 
Crown Prosecutor refused to proceed, on the 
ground that there was no evidence to prove them. 

The ATTORNEY-GJ<;NEHAL: The Crown Prose­
cutor will only proceed on evidence which the 
court will admit. 
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Mr. HARDAORE: Yes, and that is one of 
the many legal technicalities that there are. 

The HO}IE SECRETARY : That is where Mr. 
Daniels may get off. 

Mr. HARD ACRE : It is quite possible that 
one may be certain that he has moral proof 
against a man on a certain charge, yet he might 
not be able to legally prove the charge. I quite 
admit that. I do not know what le;al techni­
calities the Crown Solicitor urged against the 
charges made by Mr. Daniels being gone on 
with, but I say that as far as the evidence is 
concarned, these charges are borne out by the 
select committee's report. I am dealing with 
the matter generally, and I am not going into 
the matters which have occurred between the 
Home Secretary's Department and the Attorney­
General's Department and lVIr. JVIackintosh. 
But I wanted to get back to this most important 
report of this select con1rnittee. This repcrt is 
of a very grave nature im\eed. Apart from the 
merits or demerits of J'\Ir. Daniels personally, 
and in the interests of political purit:v and 
politic.tl justice and politic.>! honour, and in the 
interest of the honour of this House, I say that 
members cannot justly and fairly pass by this 
very grave report of this sE'lect comtnittee. 
What does the report say?-

The committee als.o find-
That the mtmc~ of fifty-eight persons were on 
tlw Cam boo:, a electoral roll for freehold qualifi­
cations at the date of last election, none ot 
whom owned frceholcl land n'ithin the elec­
t(n·ate so as to 'lualify them, and the grc-lt 
majority ot' \Vhom resirlell outside the elec­
torate; 

(b) 'l'hat those names were placecl on t.he roll 
means of false sbt.tcmcnts, and in some of the 
cases by forged si~lUl.tures. 

The report further on says-
After lH JTing the evidence of the two (~c mys, of ::\Ir. 

D. l\Iackiniosh, JI.J-' . ..i., and of tliree \Yell-known experts 
in handwriting, the committee arc of opinion that ::\11·. 
Mackintosh, the sitting member for Oambooya, tilled np 
those two claims, and declared that he had seen :u. 
Geany sign the claim with his own hand and John 
Gertn\- make his mark, when, as a mattel' of fact he 
had llot done so. VVhether ::\lr. :.\Iacklntosh 'vrote' the 
signature ":.\I. Gaeny'' seems le-;s certain, but two of the 
experts 'vere of opinion that he did. 

Many of thosEJ persuns were on the roll who had 
no qualifie.,tion or a fal"e qualification. "What is 
the position with regard to Mr. Daniels and the 
sitting member for Oambooya? At the present 
time, the sitting member holds his seat by virtue 
of a decision of the Elections Tribunal, which 
gave him a majority of one. 

The SECRETARY l!'OR AGRICULTURE : Every 
member is here by a majority. 

Mr. HARD ACRE: Not of one. The decision 
arrived at by the .Elections 'rribunal gave Mr. 
Donald Mackintosh a majority of one. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: Y on have had 
a man on your side for the last four months with 
a majority of one. 

Mr. HARDAORE : That may he so, and 
because it was found that some of 

[5'30 p.m.] the votes were given without the 
voters being properly qualified that 

member has lost his seat. 
The SECRETAHY l<'OR AGRICULTLIHE: No longer 

having a majority of one. 

Mr. HARDAORE: Now, I am going to 
prove from the select committee's report that 
Mr. Donald Mackintosh, the sitting member, 
has absolutely lost the majority which was given 
to him by the Elections Tribunal. and that Mr. 
Daniels has a majority instead. The decision of 
the tribunal giving :Mr. Mackintosh a majority 
of one was obtained on evidence given by .Mr. 
Mackintosh hims-elf-namely, that a person 

named John Byrnes lived in the electorate. On· 
that statement alone the judge gave Mr. Mack­
intosh his majority. 

::VIr. TOLi\liE: State the whole of the facts in 
connection with the case of John Byrnes? 

J\fr. HARD ACRE: The fact is that Mr. 
Mackintosh holds the seat, and that he swore 
that John Byrnes resided in the electorate, but 
the Yery next day he admitted in conrt that the 
statement he had made in reference to that man 
was incorrect. 

Mr. TounE : Of course he did. He admitted 
it like an hone .t man. 

Mr. HARDAORE : He swore wrongly-I 
will not say falsely-before the court, and upon 
that evidence the court gave its verdict. 

:Mr. TounE: Oh, no ; you are all wrong. 
Mr. HARD ACRE : I say he made an incor­

rect statement in court, and the judge's decision 
was obtained by Yirme of that wrong statement. 

:\Ir. ToLmE; Ko. 
Mr. HARD ACRE: Of course it was, because 

Mr. ,T ohn Byrnes's vote was allowed against 
Daniels. 

Mr .. J. HA;\l!L'fO;'ol : \\'hat have you to ny 
about Daniels's evidence? 

Mr. HARDACHE: I say the court gave a 
verdict on that incorrect evidence of J\Ir. 
Ilhckintosh and yet he continues to sit in this 
House whe~ he no longer holds a 111ajority. 

The SPEAKER : Order, order! 
J\fr. HARD ACRE: \Yell, I am not imputing 

motives against anyone. 
The SECRETARY FOH AGRIOCLTURE.: You are 

n1aking charges. 
Mr. HAHDAORE : I am stating a fact. 
1IE)IllEHS on the Government side: Ob, oh ! 
:\Ir. HAH.DAORE: Can hon. members dis-

pute the fact that the vote of ,John Byrnes was 
allowed upon a wrong statement that he lived in 
the electorate and that if that vote j, now taken 
away, as in 'justice it ought to be, from lVIr. 
J\Iackintosh, he would no longer have a 
majority? . 

'l'be SECRETARY FOR AGRICLIL1TllE : He rmght 
still have a majority. 

Mr. HARD ACRE: Yes, and so might Mr. 
Daniels. At any rate, the voting w_ould then be 
equal. Now, I will show by the ev1dence g1ven 
before the select committee that there were other 
votes recorded in favour of J\Ir. ~Iackintosh, 
which votes were obtained b,· putting in false 
claims and, therefore, should be di~allowed .. If 
they were disallowed Mr. Daniels would cer:a:nly 
have a majority. Take the case_ of \V1lhm!1 
Robinson. On page 14 you w1ll find th1s 
evidence-
:t04. By the Chaif'lJU;n: Have you any freehold land in 
the electorate of CambooyaF" No. 
405. How did your name come to get on the roll for 
Cambooya for a freehold qualification~ I do not know~ 
406. You did not sign any claim yourself~ No. 
407. Did you authorise anvone to sign it for you? No. 
408. \Vhe"n did you learn that your name "\vas on the 
Camboova roll? The 1norning of the election, I think, 
as far aS I remember. 
409. \Vho told you your name was on the roll? I think 
it was :Jir. ::\Iackintosh's son. 
410. That is the JUackintosll who is the present member 
for Cambooya? Yes. 
411. And you went and voted~ Yes. 

That proves that he did not sign the claim him­
self that he had not the freehold qualification 
whi~h he purported to have, and that, having no· 
qualification, he went and Yoted. 

Mr. DuNSl!'ORD : That vote should be scruti­
nised. 

Mr. HARDACRE: It should be disallowed. 
I am now going to prove that that vote,. ad­
mitted to have been wrongfully used, was g1ven 
in favour of Mr. :\Iackintosh. 

Mr. 'l'oLmE: Judge Ileal decided that fact. 
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Mr. HARDACRE: Yes, he decided many 
things; but the committee•, report indisputably 
proves that the decision of the judge was wrong 
on that point, and we now ask that justice 
should be done to Daniels. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS : There were 
two men in Linnett's case who said thev voted 
one way when they voted another. · 

::\fr. HARDACRE : That is not so. The 
claimant for the seat said they voted one way 
when they voted ".nother. 

The SEORE'l'ARY FOR RAILWAYS: They made a 
declaration. 

:\Ir. HARDACRE: They made a statement. 
The SECRE'l'ARY FOR RAILWAYS: No, a declara­

tion. 
Mr. HARDACRE: However, we have nothing 

to do with that case, and I am dealing now with 
this select co•nmittee's report. This witness 
admitted that he voted on a wrong claim, and 
he admitted how he voted. At question 419 he 
is asked-
419. B1; Jfl·. _Ye·' .'17: Dirl vou know vour name was 
on th8 roll for Cambooya V until the lnorning of the 
election? I c mnot say that I clifl. I nev.w looked the 
rolls up. I may have been tolcl bef'orc, but I didn't 
take very much interest in it. ~Ir. J.Iackintosh 'vas a 
very olclfriL·ncl of mine for y::: trs past, and, of course, I 
voted for him. 

There, then, we have two cases. In the first 
John Byrne<. voted wrongly, and votAd for 
Mackintosh, and it is admitted that Mr, \Villiam 
Robinsnn voted on a wrong claim for :\Iackintosh. 
AsMackintc;sh therefore only had a majority of 
one, thoee two votes being di&lllowed would 
give Daniels a majorit)' of one. Then there is 
the case of Patrick .:\Iaher. He is asked the 
following questions :-
6:23. By t'1e GlwirnwH: You live in :Fortitude Valley? 
Yes. 
621. Have you any freehold laud in the C:unbooya, elec­
torate~ ~o. 
62'5. Do you know that your narne -..va~ on the CambooYa 
roll? Yes ~ 

626. And you voted at the la~t election? Yes. 
627. How dill your name get on the roll. seeing that 
yon hall no qnaliiicatiou ~ Oh, I lived. up there. 
628. Bnt how did you1· name get on the roll for a free­
hold qua1ifif''J,tion if you had no freehold qualifica­
tion; -Did you iillup a clairn? I am not exactly sure. 
I think I filled in a claim. I have a hazy recollection 
of filling in a claim, and sending it to the electoral 
registrar at Pitt~worth. 

* 6H. Do you remember the last election for Cambooya? 
Yes. 
6·i5. You were scrutineer for ::.\ir. J1ackintosh in Bris­
bane? Yes. 
646. How long had you been living in Brisbane at that 
time. I do not think I was living in Brisbane then. I 
was going up and down. 
647. Vrhere was your home? I was staying at ramp­
belr;:,, the next selection to where I lived before. 
648. \V ere you working in Brisbane, Fortitude Valley? 
No. 

I admit that does not say exactly that he voted 
for Mackintosh, but it is reasonable to assume 
that, being his scrutineer, he did vote for him. 
It is so reasonable a presumption that I think 
it can be urged that that vote should go to 
Daniels. Michael Geany is asked-
724. Bu tlze Chairntan: Do you own any freehold land 
in the electorate of Cambooya? ='Jo; I have leasehold 
land there. 
725-6. No freehold land? X one. 
727. Did you sign a {iedaration that you owned free­
hold land in the Cambooya electorate? Ko; never. 
728. You never signed any declaration to that effect? 
No. 
729. This is an electoral claim, filled up, and showing 
tbat you hold freehold laml worth at least £100. 
[Claim handed to 1: itntss. Chri8tlan na .. te and t!lr~­
name: "Michael Gean!/." Date: '1 28th 2\lm;e,dbe;~, 
1898." Sionatnre: "JI. Gar:.ny." Signatu;·e of af!e8!-
1:<(J ttitness: "Donald J.Iru:lcinto811. J.P."J Is that your 
signature? Xo; that is not 1ny signature. 
730. 'rhis is a claim addressed to the electoral registrar 
at \Varwick for the registration of ~lichael Geany, 

forty years 0f age, who lives at Allora, and whose occu­
pation is '·farmer." The particular:, of qualification 
are : " Part-ownershiv for the last preceding six months 
of a freehold estate in possession at Canal Creek, near 
Leyburn, being portion ·tv, my part being of the clear 
vulue of not less than one hundred pounds above aU 
encumbrances." 'rhat is sworn to? Xo; the selection 
mentioned as 4v is my property, but no one has a 
partnership in it ex('ept myself. 
731. 'rhen ~.·on dill not make this declaration? Xo. 
732. Did y'ou know that sueh a declaration had been 
made on your behalf~ X ever. I -..vill give it tram the. 
start to the finish how it has come about. It was on 
the 27th :{oyember previons to the last general election 
that I met ::\Ir. :\lackintosh, in Allora, at the opening of 
the Itoman Catholic Church. Of course, there wn.s a, 
considerable amount cf electioneering f{oing on, and he 
asked me about the properties, mentioning them. I 
told him I could have been on the roll, but I \Vtl'5 not 
entllusiastic about it, and that my father and brother 
lutd been on the roll t.l1ese ten ycal,J. I said, "lt is 
rathm· late now, i::i it not~'' ~< :Kot a bit of it," he said~ 
"I will fix up that part for you." I looked upon my 
claim as a rig-ht, anclnot as a f~tvour. 'l~hat 1s all I know 
about the whole concern. 

" 
738. You haYo not spoken to }Ir. :\Iackintosh a.bout the 
matter siuce that timet Yes; lie came to my place 
about the Hth of this month-yc~terday week-and he 
said he had n pavor for me to sign. He asked would I 
admit that I a~:>ented to llim putting my name on the 
roll-would I exonerate him. I said I was bound to 
admit that I a%entcll. 
7:3u. ]!r. ::\.:.~wkintosh bronght a paper for you to sign? 
Yes. 
7.3:3. B) the Clwinnan: I asked you the same quesii.oTt 
he fore, ancl I ask again, is thRt your signature on 
this claim. siuned " ... li. Gaent!'' a!tOin handed 
to 1, ~tne_ ,l deny any knowledge of it. lt is a 
forgery, in my estimation. I know nothing about it. 
Two experts in handwriting swore before the 
select committee that the signature of "l\IL 
Gaeny " was forged, aud it must have been 
forged by Donald Mackintosh. 

The SPl~AKER : Order ! 
Mr. HARDACRE : I admit that that is a, 

grave charge, and I do not wish to unnece,"sarily 
make it. 'l'hen we have the evidence of Michael 
Cronin-
212. By tlle Cha:~·raun: Do you mvn any freehold 
prolJertyin the Cambooya electorate? Xotto my know­
led~:e. But I want to know who put. me on the roll for 
that. I v.;ould like to know that. 
213. So wonld ·we;- I gave no authority to anybody to 
put me on the roll. 
~14. Ton did not send in any claim_ to have your name 
put on the roll for Cambooya? No. 
~15. :Oid yon giYe an.vone authority to fill up a claim for 
you? )J"o. And I was induced to vote, thinking Oam­
booya and Drayton came in together. 
216. \Vho came to you on election day and asked you to 
Yotc? Jiackinto~h's son. 
217. He told you your name wa·) on the roll? Tes. lie 
shmved me uiy name on the roll. \Yho put it on is a 
mystery to me. 

* * * * * * 
231. You have no idea who signed the paper for you? 
I may be able to tell you in the afternoon, because I 
am going to wire up. 
232. \Vhy do you say you think you can tell ~s il~ the 
afternoon? I will tell you the truth. It 1s mther 
.Mackintosh or John Scully, of the Union Hotel, who 
put me on. It is either of them. 

There is a case where a man was informed that 
his name was on the roll by lYiackintosh's son, 
and he swears his name was put on the roll 
either by 1Iackintosh or John Scully. Of cour~e 
there is no absolute proof that l\Iichael Oronm 
voted for :Mackintosh, but the whole surround­
ings of the case go to show that that was _almost 
certain. That is a strong reason why Ins vote 
also should be referred to the Elections Tribunal; 
and if those two votes are rejected, instead of 
::\Iackintosh having a majority of one, Daniels 
would have a majority of one. But there were 
a number of other names got put on falsely, and 
many of those persons were induced to vote .bY 
Mackintosh or his son. On all grounds of JUStlCe 
and political morality those should be scrutinised 
by the Elections Tribunal. The charge is one of 
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the most serious that has ever cCJme hefore the 
House, and it is necessary that justice should he 
done as between Mackintosh and Daniels, not 
only in their own interests, but in the interests 
of the electors of Camboova who have already 
petitioned the House to refer the matter to the 
tribunal-a petition which no hone,t-rninded 
member ought to refuse. 

An HoNOURABLE 11En!BE!t : You are assuming 
a lot. 

Mr. HAHDACRE : I am acsurning nothing. 
I am stating facts, and I challenge any hon. 
member to dispute them. 

The SECRETARY l<'OR AGRIC\:LTURE: I dispute 
them at once. 

Mr. HARD ACRE: When the Attorney­
General spoke on this subject he said it would be a 
monstrous thing in law, after a man had once 
been tried, to try him again for the same offence. 
I interjected that according to that argument the 
hon. gentleman would have refused to send back 
the Dreyfus case for retrial when fr0sh evidence 
was forthcoming. 

The ATTORXEY-GEXERAL : Kot at all. I 
answered thf1t. Suppose a man is charged with 
murder and acquitted, and that afterwards the 
Crown have a lot of fre-;h evidence, would you 
put him on his trial again to get that in? 

Mr. HARDACRE: Snppose a man is tried 
for murder and found guilty, and that after­
wards a select committee appointed in a judicial 
way declare on sworn evidence that he was 
wrongly found guilty, the Attorney-General 
would say that having been tried once he could 
not be tried again, no matter how unjust the 
verdict mav have been, and that he should be 
hanged. This is the position. The select com­
mittee has indubitably proved that the decision 
of the Elections Tribunal was given on false 
evidence-was given mistakenly with regard to 
some persons who had no right to \ote-that in 
justice the seat belongs to Daniels and not to 
Mackintosh ; yet, according to the Attorney­
General's argument, no matter how unjust the 
decision was, we cannot have the case reopened. 
Section 11 of the J~lections Tribunal Act applies 
to the matter. 

The A'l'TORNEY-GENERAI,: The Dreyfus case 
was a very different case to this. 

The Ho}IE SECRETARY : The court was im­
peached there. 

Mr. HARDACRE: Yes; on account of 
fresh evidence. There were certain confessions 
made. 

The HOME SECRETARY: Confessions by mem­
bers uf the court. 

Mr. HARD ACRE: Confessions which were 
largely instrumental in rousing public opinion to 
such a pitch that it compelled a fresh hearing of 
the case. 

The HoilfE SECRETARY : There was a con­
spiracy in which the members of the court took 
part, 

Mr. HARDACRE: Section 11 of the Elec­
tions Tribunal Act provides-

Election petit.ionFl shall be heard and determined bv 
an Elections Tribunal. which shall consist ot' a jndge Ot 
the Supreme Court and six assessors, being memhers of 
the Assembly, and who shall be chosen as hereinafter 
provided. 

Such tribunal shall have powu· to inqnire into and 
determine all questions which may be referred to it by 
the Assembly respecting the validity of any elcrtion or 
Teturn of any member to serve in the As~embly, 
whether the q_nestion relating to snch election or return 
arises out of an error in the return of the returning 
officer, or out of his "ailnre to make a return. or out of 
an allegation of bribery or corruption a·,r,ainst any 
person concerned in the election, or out of any othc·r 
allegation-

This;,, the point-
or out of any other nlleg~~tion calculated to affect the 
validit.y of such election or return, ancl also upon all 

questions concerning the qualification Ol' disqualifica­
tion of any pci'SOn who ha,'! been returned as a member 
of the Assembly, 

As far as my reacling goes, that gives this House 
the power to refer the matter to the Elections 
Tribunal, and it givPs the :Elections Trih,mal 
power to reconsider the matter. Last sessiun, 
on the grouncl of the report of the select com­
mittee, we asked in this Hcmse, and also by a 
deputation to the Premier, that the matter be 
referred back to the Elections Tribunal ; and 
what was the reason then given for not cloing 
so? The answer was not that it should not 
be referred to the tribunal, Lut that, as 
certain matters associated witb Daniels's 
case were su{; judice, it would not be fair 
to the sitting member to send the matter to the 
:Elections Tribunal until those charges had been 
heard. All the charges have now been heard, 
so that all objection on that score has passed 
away; and what are we told now? \Ye are now 
simply met with a blank refusal on the ground 
of antagonism to Daniels, vYhether it is 
personal or political I am not concerned to say 
one way or the other ; but I do express my 
opinion that, if it had been a member on this 
side of the House who held the seat on the same 
slender ground" as the member \vho at present 
holds the seat for Cambooya, he would have been 
fired out quick and liYely. 

The HoME SECRETARY: You have no right to 
say that. \Vhat wrt of an imputation is that ? 

Mr. HARD ACRE: All the machinery of the 
departments and all the Government influence 
would have been used in order to have the case 
re heard. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: I think it has 
been the other way, if anything. 

The HOJ\lE SECilETARY : vVas not this side 
strong enough to have prevented the appoint­
ment of the select committee, if it chose ? 

Mr. HARDACHE: Well, it had to be fought 
for by members on this side. 

The SEC!lETA!tY POR AGRICL'LTURE: Fought? 
Mr, HARD ACRE: Yes; it had to be fought 

for by this side. 
The HoME SECRE1'ARY : The Premier agreed 

that the select committee should be granted. 
Mr. HARDACRE : Yes, after urging all 

kinds of objections, and because the request was 
of such a nature that he couid not possibly 
refuse. 

The HoME SECRETARY: You have just told us 
that under similar circumstances it would he 
refused-that this side of the House would act 
dishonestly and dishonourably. 

Mr. HARD ACRE : I do not want to be com­
pelled to give the reasons that the Premier gave 
me for granting the select committee. 

The Hoii!E SECRETARY : You can please your­
self about that. 

Mr. HARD ACRE : At any mte, it was not 
with the intention--

The SEcltETARY FOR RAILWAYS: It is much 
better to give the reasons than to make slanderous 
innuendoes of that kind. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : If you 
have got a charge. make it. 

The SPEAKER : Order ! 
Mr. HARDACRE : I do not think that I 

made any slanderous insinuations. But I say 
this-I am not giving the Premier's statement at 
all. I am giving,my own statement. I say that 
the select committee was given with no intention 
of anything further being clone on the commit­
tee's report, 

Mr. STEPHENSON : How do you know? 
Mr. J. HAMILTON: It is the House that 

decides that. 
Mr. HARDACHE : I know, and I make the 

statement that I know; but hon. members need 
not take my word if they do not like it. 
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Mr. STEPHEXSON : I say it is an absolutely 
erroneous statement. 

'rhe SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE ; And a 
slander. 

The SPEAKER : Order ! 
Mr. HARD ACRE: I make the statement that 

I know. 
The SECRETARY FOR AGRJClJLTlJRE : Under 

privilege. 
The ATTORNEY-GENERAL : \Vas I not consulted 

at the same time a-. the Premier? 
l\Ir. DVNSFORD : The fact remains that you are 

doing nothing on the report. · 
Mr. HARDACRE: The select committee was 

appointed, and brought up a report. \Vhat 
action has the House taken with regard to that 
report? Should the action of the House, or of 
the leader of the Government, be to take no 
notice of the report at all-simply to act as if 
no select committee had been appo'intecl? ·Is the 
leader of the Government not going to take HOme 
action? Not necessarily the action embodied in 
this motion. He might have an objection to 
that particular line of act.ion; but surely, in the 
interests of political justice in this colony, and 
in the interests of the honour of this House, it is 
his duty and his obligation to take Rome action 
with regard to the grave report that ha' been 
made by a committee appointed by this House, 
and laid upon the table of the House. 

Mr. J. HA1JILTON: 'I' he House has not adopted 
it. 

The SECRETARY l<'OR RAILWAYS; Did you ever 
move that the House slwnld adopt it ? 

Mr. HARDACRE: If anybody should move 
the adoption of the report it should be the leader 
of the Government. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Could you 
not have done it? 

Mr. HARD ACRE: And if the Government 
had intended to do anything at all in the matter, 
that would have been the first thing they would 
have done. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: The chair· 
man of the select committee should have moved 
its adoption. 

Mr. HARD ACRE: When a charge of such a 
gross character was madP, affecting the hononr 
of the House, the leader of the House should 
have moved that the report be adopted, or that 
the report be not adopted-one of the two. As 
it is, a ,_1tigrna rests upon the honour of this 
House, and upon the honour of membere of this 
House, and so long as no action is taken, that 
stigma will continue to rest upon us, and a dark 
and black scandal will rest on the political 
morality of this House. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: You are re­
fraining specially from moving the adoption of 
the report. 

Mr. J. HAiVIILTON: "Why don't you try to take 
the stigma ,ff yourself? 

The SPEAKER: Order! 
Mr. HARD ACRE: I am quite willing to move 

that. 
The HoME 8ECRETARY : The chairman of the 

select committee should have moved the adoption 
of the report. 

Mr. HARDACRE: You know he is sick. 
Mr. JENKINSON (Wide Buy): I m0ve that 

the debate be now adjourned. 
Question put and passed. 
Mr. BURROvVS: I move that the resump· 

tion of the debate stand an Order of the Day for 
Friday, 6th December. 

The HmiE SECRETARY: You wanted a divi­
sion three weeks ago. 

Mr. HARDACRE: \V e know we would not get 
a division. 

'l'he SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: You talked 
the motion out yourself. 

Mr. G!VENS: Your side did. 
The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: I have not 

spoken at all, but I am going to. 
Question put and passed. 

At 7 o'clock the House, in accordunce witk 
Sessionctl 01·dcr, proceedecl with Governm-ent 
business. 

PASTORAL HOLDINGS NEW LEASES 
BILL. 

RESU}l!PTIO:<r OF COMMITTEE. 

Mr. HARDACRE (Leichhctrdt), in moving 
that the following new clause be inserted after­
clause 4, namely:-

Tlle court may recommend to the l\1inisterthe advisa­
bUitv of appointing special commissioners for the pur­
-pos0~ of the classification or of assisting in the classifi­
eation of holdings under this Act, and the Governor In 
Council may thereupon appoint such special commis­
sioners not exceeding three in number. 

Each of such commissioners shall, for the purpose of 
the classification of holdings, have all the powers anfi. 
authorities and be subject to all the disabilities al1d 
duties of rnembcr4 ' of the court; and the rceommenda­
tion of anY such commissioner as to the classification. 
of any ho(ding shall, in the same manner as the recom­
mendation of a member of the court, be deemed to be 
a recommendation of the court. 

All or any nf such commissioners may be snspended 
or removed from office in the same manner as members: 
of the cmnt may he sns pended or removed from offi'"e~ 
Unless so suspt:nded or removed, they shall hold office­
until the classi:tlcation of holdings under this Act is 
.completed, whereui:JOU they shall cease to hold omce-

said his object was to give the Land Court power­
to recommend to the MitJister the advisabiliLy of 
anpointing special commtssioners to ass1st them 
i,: the classification of holdings. The clause pro­
vided that if the Land Court so recommended. 
the Governor in Council might appoint such 
special commissioners, not exceeding three it1 
number. \Vhen special commissioners were ap­
pointed they would ha.ve the same powers for 
the purposes of classification as the individual 
members of the court, ar:d the classification>< 
thev made would be deemed to be classifications 
of the Land Court. It was further provided 
that the commissioners might be suspended or 
removed from office in the same way as members 
of the Land Court could be suspended or 
removed and that unless so suspended or 
removed' they should continue in office until the 
classifications of holdings was completed. 
when they would cease to hold office. \Vhile 
there might be some objection to making a clasai­
fication now of some holdmgs, partwularly hold­
ings where the leases had from thirteen to twenty 
vears to run he would point out that there were 
a large nu~ber of holdings the leases of which 
would fall in within the next seven years, and 
as fully 90 per cent. of those were cattle runs, 
which would not be very likely to be required 
for settlement, there would be no danger ill 
cla<sifying them now, and it would be a great 
advantage to the lessee to have them classified as 
soon as possible. But it would be very difficult 
for the Land Court to classify the whole of those 
holdings within a fairly reasonable time, and it 
seemed to him that if the court found that they 
could not do the work in the time, they should 
have power to recommend the appointment of 
the special commissioners, but nnder the clause 
which he was proposing they need not do that 
unless they deemed it desirable. 1'he proposi­
tion was a reasonable one, anrl he hoped It would 
be favourably considered. He might here S"ay 
that anything he had to say he would endeavour 
to put as briefly as possible. In the report of the 
Lands Department would be found a list showing 
the dates on whieh the lease8 of runs would 
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expire. From that he found that the le~ses of 
six holdings would fall in in December, 1900, 
:five in June, 1001, eleven in December, 1H01, 
ten in June, Hl0'2, thirteen in December, 1H02, 
thirteen in June, 1()03, ten in December, 1!J03, 
eleven in ,June, 1904, two in December, Hl04, 
thirteen in June, 1905, thirteen in December, 100), 
eleven in June, 190G, one in December, 190(i, and 
one in ,June, 1()07. The same list showed that 
of the twenty-one years' leases, no le's than forty­
three woulrl expire in Decen;ber, 1\JOG, seventy­
three in June, 1907, forty-nine in December, 
1907, seventy in June, 190R, and fifty-six in 
December, 1908. It was evident from those 
:figures that it would be most difficult for the 
Land Court to do the work of classifying the 
rnns in addition to their other work. 

Mr .. JACKSOX: \Vhy cannot the dividing com­
missioners do it? 

Mr. HARDACRE: The dividing commis­
sioners could do none of the work under this 
Bill. The Bill said the work of classification 
must be done by the Land Court. The persons 
who had acted as dividing commissioners in the 
:past would be available as special commissioners 
1.1nder this clause, but thev could not be called 
1.1pon to do the work without a provision like 
this ,;iving them the necessary status. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: Cannot the court 
get the benefit of their knowledge? 

Mr. HARD ACRE : Provision has been made 
that all classifications mu;;t be made in open 
court. If they had to he made in the Land Office 
they could get the knowledge of the dividing 
commissioners to assist them. The fact that the 
classifications had to be made in open court 
entailed on the members of the court the neces­
sity of going to the different districts ; md this 
new clause would enable ~he work to be done 
€Xpeditiously. Those who were in favour nf the 
classification being made as soon as possible 
would be in favour of the new clause. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LA:::\DS 
.(Hon. \V. B. H. O'Connell, 1lhwgrau): He 
thought the hon. member overlooked the posi­
tion m which Parliament had put the members 
of the Land Court, the members of which were 
appointed for life and could not be removed 
.except by both Houses of Parliament. The 
4Jflicers whom the hon. member wished to 
s.ppoint under this clause would hold office only 
temporarily, and he thought it would be very 
unwise to put the responsible duties to be p<;r­
Iormed by members of the Land Court upon the 
shoulders of men who would be appointed tem­
porarily for 1 he purpose of making classifications 
1111der the Bill. On that ground alone he would 
:a;k the bon. member not to press the amend­
ment, which was one he could not accept. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: "What salary 
would they get? 

The SECRETARY ]'OR PUBLIC LAXDS 
presumed they would get the ,,ame salary as the 
present members of the Land Court-£1,000 a 
year. 

:Mr. HARDACRE : H does not seN that. 
The SECRETARY:B'ORPUBLIO LAKDS: 

Even supposing everything wa' in order, he 
maintained that the work to be put on the 
shoulders of the Land Court was so important 
that nobody unless he was appointed for life 
should be empowered to do that work. Although 
the new clause would no doubt enable a press of 
work to be got throngh, there was the objection 
that nobody should be entrusted with the work 
to be clone by the L:cnd Court unless he occupied 
a guaranteed position. Even with all the but­
tresses with which the Land Court was sur­
TOnnderl, some people might say they were not 
doing their duty fairly. 

Jlilr. \V. HAMILTON : Do you think the present 
;eonrt is adequate to meet all requirements? 

The Sl~CRETARY FOR PUBLIC LAKDS: 
He thought so, as far as he could see. Of course 
it was impossible to forecast what might occur, 
but he knew there would be no shirking of work 
on the part of the membere of the Land Court, 
and he thot:f;ht it would be quite time enough 
hereafter, if it was found that the work really 
could not be done by the conrt as at present 
constituted, for Parliament to authorise an 
increase of members of the court. If men were 
to be tru;;ted with this work, they must be put 
into an unassailable position so that they would 
have small temptation, if any at all, not to do 
their duty; but under the proposal of the hon. 
member-thongh he gave him credit for attempt­
ing- to obviate a difficulty that might arise-the 
officers appointed would not be in the unassailable 
position occupied by the pn,,ent members of the 
Land Court. For the reasons he had given he 
thought it would be unwise to pass the new 
clause. 

Mr. HARDACRE: The Minister said that 
he had overlooked the fact that these commis­
sioners must be in an unassailable position. He 
had not done that. He had put them in as un­
assailable a position as they could possibly be 
put in. The work of the Land Court in making 
the classifications mig-ht not be completed within 
twenty years, and they could not be removed 
from office except in the same way as the present 
members of the Land Court. They were prac­
tically members of the Land Court, but only for 
this particular purpose, and they held all the 
responsibilities of the position and the security 
of office for fully twenty years. If the Minister 
thought that that was not sufficient he could 
make the position more secure. He did not 
think that it was possible for the Land Court to 
do the work. 

1\fr. W. HAMILTO::\' ( Gregor11): The object of 
the hon. member for Leichhardt was to make pro­
vision if it should prove that the present staff of 
the Land Court were not adequate to meet all the 
demands upon them on account of the increased 
work entailed by the classifications required to 
be made under this Bill. The classification of 
runs might extend over a long period of years, 
and they wanted to secure that the work should 
not be slummed. They did not want the classifi­
cationo made in the same way as was done last 
year when they divided the country into 
schedules. He had been out into the country 
this year where mistakes were made in the 
manner of classifying the runs, and there were 
some holdings put in the Ss. schedule which 
ought to have been in the 10s. schedule, and there 
were other holdings in the 10s. schedule which 
ou,sht to have beton in the Ss. schedule. They 
could not classify the run.s by taking the areas; 
they would have to take every holding- imli­
vidually. They knew that this classiticati0n 
would require expert men to do it, lJut he 
doubted whether thPre were any great number 
of experts in the colony. It was not very long ago 
that they bad to go to X ew South \Vah_o; to get 
an expert, in the person of i\Ir. \Voodbine, now a 
member of the Land Court. They might have 
excellent officer,, in the department, but when 
tt~f":Y cmne to ulas~if~r holdings, they wanted men 
with expert knowledge of the grazing- capacity of 
the country, and of many other things. This 
amendment would enable the Government to in­
crease their staff if they found it nece,,sary. Of 
course, if the Minist<or found that his staff was 
inadequate he could bring in an Act to increase 
it, but this amendment would make sufi:cient 
provision for that at the present tinw. 

Mr. CAMEROK (Brisbane North): He could 
not support the hon. member for Leichhardt in 
this amendment. All the data necessary for the 
classifications under this Bill were now in the Lands 
Orlice. The whole of the runs that were dealt with 
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bad been reported on, he thought twice, and he 
could not see what further information could 
be obtained by a further examination of these 
holdings. He would sooner leave the m:1tter in 
the hands of the Land Court--a body which had 
been oroved to be not only extremely capable, 
but of well-kno\•'n ir:tegrity. He was satisfied 
to leave himself in their hands. If it was found 
that the tribunal was not able to deal with the 
work in a sufficiently short time, it would be 
open to the Minister to appoint other persons to 
assist them; but until that was proved, he 
would prefer t0 h tve things to the Land Court. 

Mr. W. HAli!ILTOX : You say the classifica­
tions can be made in the office? 

Mr. CAMERON : Yes, he said that. 
Mr .. FOX (No1'rnanby): Having listened Yery 

attentively to the arguments on both sides with 
regard to this question, he was inclinecl to support 
the hon. member for Leichhardt, because it did 
not compel the Minister for Lands to appoint any­
body1 but gave the Executive power to make the 
appomtments. If the matter went to the vote 
he would support the an,endment. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Hon. A. 
Rutledge, i1Iamnoa) : He entirely agreed with 
the Minister of Lands. There had been an 
outct:Y against the multiplication of high-salaried 
appomtments, and they had only recently done 
away with three, because it was believed that 
the work of the officers holding those appoint­
ments coul? be done by other people. Here they 
were startmg a new era. To begin with they 
could not afford it, and in the next place, although 
the hon. member said thaL the amendment was 
open to improvement, it contained nothing about 
the salaries, nothing about the tennre of office of 
these officers, or anything of that kin cl. The hon. 
memb~r for Gregory had spoken of the nece,sity 
of havmg experts. \Vel!, e'Cperts were got before, 
<tncl, as the hon. member mentioned JYir. \Vood­
bine was appointed. He was an expert, and his 
serv~ces we:e availed of by the Land Court prior 
to b1s appomtment to lns present position. He 
was not the only expert whose know ledge and ser­
vices could be availed of by the Land Court. He 
dicl not agree with the hon. member for North 
Brisbane when he s.1id that this work could 
be done Inside the Brisbane office. The inquiries 
would be held in open court, and what was to 
prevent the Land Court from asking the Minis­
ter to procure for them thA assistance of experts 
like Mr. ·woodbine? That gentleman was sent 
·out to do certain work, and acquire certain 
knowledge, and he came into conrt as the other 
witnesse:, did, with the information that he had 
about each particular case. His evidence wus 
given in op~': '?ourt, and it was open to every­
body to cntwtse, obJect, or refute it as the case 
might be, and the court ucted upon the evidence. 
The court consisted of persons who had a larae 
amount of experience and general knowledge ~f 
the country in different parts of the State ; a 
general knowledge ubout. the reliability of the 
evidence that was put before them, and were ac­
.customed to sifting evidence on various questions. 

The members of the Land Court would 
[7'30 p.m.] have the benefit of such evidence given 

. in open court, as migh·c and ought 
to he furm&hed before they a-rrived ut a decision 
with regard to the classification of each particular 
run. The court, having chat before them, did not 
want to have a sort of assiste,nt tribunal which 
would be at once a Land Court and not a 
Land Court. A8 had been pointed out by his 
hon. colleague, ther~ were many objections to 
'uch a tribunal. He thought it would be an un­
desirable innovation to make considerin" the 
system of things prevailing here. 'l'her~ was 
not?ing analogous to this pro)Josal in this State 
-or m any other State. As the Minister for 

Public Lands had said, they had got an inde­
pendent Land Conrt., and there was no reason to 
fear that they would do otherwise than their 
duty fearlessly and independently. And yet it 
was now proposed to establish a sort of nonde­
script tribunal, in connection with which there 
was nothing certain beyoncl the fact that the mem­
bers of this tribunal would get an unfixed salary 
extending oyer an indefinite nnmber of years. 

The SECRETAHY FOR RAILWAYS: That is not 
even certain. 

'rhe ATTORNEY- GENERAL : No; he 
thought it most dangerous to ba ve these powers 
conferred upon individuals unless they were in 
an absolutely independent position. Thio might 
be a sort of attempt to put them in an inde­
pendent position, bnt the members of this pro­
posed tribunal would only be independent for a 
year or two, or until such time as the :Minister 
wanted to get rid of them. 

Mr. HARDACRE: Oh, no. They can only be 
removed by Parliament. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: The Minister 
ooulcl come down and inform the House that the 
services of the'e mPn were no longer wanted, or 
he could cut down their salaries, or make it worth 
their while to resign. There were many ways of 
getting rid of these officials without putting them 
out of their offices directly. In the very natnre 
of things he thought that such a tribunal was 
undesirable. And another thing, it would have 
t.his effect, to make the members of the Land 
Court say, "Oh, well, we need not bother about 
this matter ; let the other tribunal deal with it, 
and we can employ our time in doing something 
else." If the propoml was accepted it would 
tnean offering an inducement to n1en who 
worked very hard to keep up to their duties 
not to work so hard, and it would be offering 
an inducement to the members of this assistant 
tribunal to prolong their labours as long as they 
could so that they could receive their salaries for 
as long a time as po~sible. No donot the hon. 
member was sincere in his clesire to have this 
prm·ision incorporated in the Bill, but it bore 
condemnation on the face of it. This was 
not a proper time to crf,ate such a tribunal 
which wonld mean the incurring of fresh 
expenditure on a larg> scale, for at the present 
time they were anxious to avoid extravagant 
expenditure in any direction. There was 
another objection. If they were going to create 
a tribunal which would require certain sums of 
money to be appropri: .. tec! for its purpoO'es, t)"le 
Governor would have to authonRe the appropria­
tion before thej could deal with it. The 
suggestion of the hon. member for Gregory 
might be all right, for if they found that the 
present members of the Land Board were physi­
cally unable to oYertake the amonnt of work 
which was placed in their hands by this Bill 
then it would be time enough for the Minister t~ 
come clown and ask for an increase in the number 
of the members of this ctmrt from so many to so 
many. The proposition of the hon. mem'ber for 
Leichhardt, if .tccepted, would have the effect of 
damaging the efficiency of the administration of 
the land Jaws of the colony, and this sort of 
thing was unknown in any other State depart­
nlent that he was aware of. 

Mr. IV. HAMILTON: \Vas not aware that 
this amendment proposed that these appointments 
should be made immediately: they might be made 
years hence. These a pp ,intments would only 
be made when the stres'> of work was too much 
for the present staff. The hon. member for 
Xorth Brisbane, l'\fr. Cameron, wanted these 
divisions c1nd classifications to be made in the 
office in Brisbane. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: The Minister does 
not want that. 
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Mr. W. HAMILTON: Was very glad to hear 
that. Subsection 3 of clause 5 of this Bill 
read--

For the purposes of making the division the Commis­
sioner, or some other fit and proper person appointed by 
the Governor in Council, s.hall be required to inspect the 
holding and report as to the best mode of makiug a fair 
division thereof. 

That rendered it imperative that an inspection 
should be made of holdings before they were 
divided and classified. He strongly objected to 
the suggestion of the hon. member for North 
Brisbane, that thrs should be done in the Bris­
bane office, for the hon. member for Balonne 
might come along and give one of his characteris­
tic descriptions of th~ country out \V est, but that 
would be v0ry poor information to go upon. He 
thought the Minister recognised that the pro­
posal of the hon. member for North Brisbane 
was not a good one. 

l\lr. STORY (Bahnne) thought there would be 
a danger in havin;: too many experts. Lands 
were divided in 1884, or shortly after that; two 
reappraisements had been made by the same 
board, and the country was just the eame except 
that it had deteriomted in some cases. There 
might have been afterwards convencences in the 
way of rai.lway communication which did not 
exist when these lands were divided. He could 
not oee that any good would be clone by having 
experts to revalue and reinspeco lands. The hon. 
member had read out part of clause 5oft hi.< Bill, 
but he must know that before the Land Court 
divided or valued runs the lessees would give 
evidence as to the carrying ea pa city of the land, and 
the land commie.,ioners would also give eridence. 
\Vith regard to expert evidence, the danger was 
-particularly in the \V est-that men mrght be 
sent out there who would not havE· the necessary 
local knowledge. Thev knew perfectly well that 
men were sent OLlt as Crown ranger.< who had no 
local knowledge. In his own district a man had 
been sent from Gedrgetown to theBalonne district, 
and immediately commenced to value the lands 
there. The smartest man in the worl<l, without 
local knowledge, was not fit to value lands or to 
judge of their carrying capacity. He would 
rather trust men who had dwelt for years in the 
diotrict to make reports with regard to hnds in 
any district with regard to rainfall and the carry­
ing capacity, and so forth. If men without local 
knowledge did this it might had to a lot of 
litigation. He agreed with the hon. member for 
Gregory that a dividing commissioner, who had 
been a dividing commissioner for a number of 
years in a certain district, should divide lands so 
that the resumptions would be as good as the 
leaseholds. 

Mr. C.Al\IERON explained that he did not 
wish it to be understood that he ad vacated the 
division of the runs in the Lands Office in 
Brisbane. 

Mr. HARDACRE thought the represmta· 
tives of the pastoral lessees would have jumped 
at the new clause, for it was certainly desirable 
that the work of classification should be done as 
quickly as possible so that pastoral lessees might 
know exactly where they stood. Alt.ogether, 
there were no less than 418 pastoral holdings 
falling in within the next seven years, and that 
would involve a great amount of extra work. As 
the classification had to be done within five years, 
how was it possible that the present Land Court, 
consisting of three members, could do the work 
as expeditiously as it was desirable that it should 
be done. 

Mr. CAMERON : They have all the information 
in the office. 

Mr. HARDACRE : But the hon. gentleman 
forgot that the Committee had already adopted 
an amendment which made it compulsory to 
classify in open court, and the classification 

would be accomplished in exactly the same way· 
as the determination of rents. The work could 
not be done simply on the data existing in the 
Lands Office, and it would be necessary for 
the court to move abont from place to place. 

Mr. CA}fERON : They will follow the same 
procedure as hitherto. 

Mr. HARDACRE : They would not be able 
to do that and stay in Brisbane. His amend­
ment contemplated the appointment of men to 
the same responsible and judicial positions as 
members of the Land Court. 

Mr. STORY: But you cannot give them 
experience. 

Mr. HARD ACRE: The hon. member ought 
to know that there are a great number of 
experienced dividing commissioners who, at the 
present time, had very little work to do. The 
dividing of the rnns under the Act of 1884 was 
about completed, and those men would be avail­
able for this work. He did not see how they 
could find more experienced men, and he did not 
see any objection to their appointment as far 
as the re"ponsibility of the fJOsition was con­
cerned. It had been suggested that when a 
rnsh of work came, the Government could 
bring down an amending Act for the purpose 
of appointing additional members to the Land 
Court. He thought it would be very objec­
tionable indeed to aprroint additional mem­
bers to the court for genera! work, and that 
the numbers should not be permanently in­
creased; but in that case they had specific work 
to be performed which was authorised by the· 
Bill they had under consideration, and the new 
clause simply gave power to the court to recom­
mend the appointment of new officers when they 
thought neceqsary. He bad only suggested the 
clause because be thought it would be an im­
provement on the Bill, but if the pastoral lessees' 
representatives did not want to facilitate the 
classification of holdings, and the l\linister ob­
jected to the clause, he had no desire to strenu­
ously press it. He made what it must be evi­
dent to any reasonable minded mctn was a sug­
gestion for improving the Bill, but if the 
Minister did not care to accept it then he would 
Jet it go. 

New clause {l1f1·. Harrlacre) put and nega­
tived. 

On clause 5-'' Division of holdings."-
11:r. KENT (Bu1·nett) said he had an amend­

ment to propose on line 41, after the word 
"holding," where he proposed to insert the 
words "and shall also adjoin the boundary of 
the portion previously resumed under the pro­
visions of the Crown Lands Act of 1884, or any 
amendment of that Act." He did not think it 
was advisable to resume at one end of a run on 
one occasion and at another end on another 
occasion, because such a system not only split. 
up tbe existing lease, but it also divided the 
various selections. It wa;; far better that the 
selections should be adjoining one another as 
far as possible, and that selectors should not be 
camped all over the run. As the clause at 
present stood, the leases would be absolutely spoilt. 
by the resumptions which would be made. If 
the amendment were adopted, it woulrl save a 
great deal of expense in classifying the land, 
because both the public and the lessee would 
know where the next resumption would take 
place. In one or two resumptions that he knew 
of there had been a difference of opinion amongst 
the residents of the district as to where the land 
should be taken from; and in the case of a run 
lately divided, no less tban three deputations. 
came down to Brisbane, and wanted three 
different portions of the lease resumed. When 
the re•umption was made, one section of the 
inhabitants were not satisfied, but if it. was a. 
rule that a certain portion of the run would be 
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set aside and made available, people would know 
exactly where to go, and would nut be scattered 
broadcast over different portions of the run. 

The SECR:B~TARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS 
said he could not acceDt the amendment because 
it would tie the hands of the Government too 
much. Subsections 4 and 5 of the clause were 
specially fr<>med in the interests of the lessee; 
tl1ey protected his interests right through. 
Paragraph(") of subsection 4 provided that-

The whole resumed part shall be in one block, and 
when practicable shall be sepa.rated from the remainder 
of the holdin~ by one straight line, and at least one­
fourth of the external boundaries sh<Lll eoincide with 
the original boundaries of the holcling. 

But this rule may, with the consent of tlJe lessee or 
former lessee, be departed from if it appears to the court 
to the public interest so to do. 

The hon. member was asking too much when he 
sought to further tie the hands of the Govern· 
ment with regard to how they should take the 
resumAd areas, because it might not .snit at all 
to take up areas adjoining the resumptions under 
the 1884 Act. That might force them to take 
l:tnd they did not want. He was prepared to let 
the court deal with the m::ttter in a fair way, 
both for the Crown and for the lessee, and the 
lessee should be equally prPpared to do so. 

Mr. \V. HAMILTON: I know some stations 
where, at the request of the lessees, the resump· 
tions ha,'e been made at different enr1s of their 
runs. 

The SEORETARYFOR PUBLIC LAXD~: 
Quite so ; and it would be unwi-e to make the 
direction to the court too rigid. A certain 
amount of discretion should be ,;llowed them. 
BoLh t!H lessee and the Crown would be able to 
be heard, and both would have the rie;ht of 
appeal. He would ask the hon. member not to 
press his ::trnendment, as he could uot accept it. 

Amendment, (ll[r. Kent) put and m~atived. 
Mr. W. HAMILTON: The clause provided 

that-
The }Iinister shall, if t11e report so states, cause the 

holding tf) be divicletl into t\YO parts, one of ·which, 
hereinafter called '' tlw, reo;:;nmed part," shall from and 
after the expiration of the exi:..ting pastoral lease be 
deemed to be C:o-O\Yll land, subject to the l'ight of de pas~ 
turing there on as pro\ided by sections 65, 66, and 67 of 
the princival .i.ct. 

The principal Act was the Act of 18\17 as far as 
that Bill was concerned. Did the 1897 Act allow 
the assessors to assess the rent just as high on the 
grazing area ::ts on the l<:a><ehold? 

The SEOHETAHY 1''01\ PuBLIC L 'Nns : There 
is no limit at all. There was in the 1884 Act.. 

Mr. \V. HA:YHLTON: That was the informa-
tion he wanted. 

Clause i5 put and passed. 
Clauses G and 7 put and passed. 
On clausp, 8, as follows:-
In ever~· lease gra.ntecl under the provisions of this 

Act the follo\ving covenant !'hall be implied on the part 
of the lessee, tllat is to ::;ay :~That the lessee will not 
at any time during the cnrrency of the lease nmse or 
pennlt prickly pear to incrL<.~SP in i.!rowtl1 or extent upon 
any part of the land comprised in the lease. 

J r it is proved to the satisfaction of the commissioner 
that the les:"ee has at an r time fail eel to observe the 
cm enant herein set out, ·the ~finister may, subject to 
the proyisions in respect of forfeiture contained in 
P~-trt IY. of the principal Act, declare the lea!'l.e ahso­
lntf'lY forfeited and vacated, and 1 hereupon the holding 
shall revert to His .!\lajesty. 

:Vfr. CAMERON: This provision would oper· 
ate very injurinnoly to holders of certain lea"es. 
Its operation would be extremely unequal. There 
were tl,our,ands of square miles in the Central 
and We,tern portions of the colony on which 
there was no prickly pear, and po>sibly would 
not Le fur the next fifty years, while on other 
holdings in the South the land was infested with 
it, and it would be difficult to prevent it from 
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spreading. He would prefer to see the clause 
withdrawn, and the matter dealt with in a 
separate Bill. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: 
He had previously mentioned the case of one of 
the Crown tenants who had kept his holding 
clear, not only of prickly pear, but of ell kinds 
of undergrowth-not becauoe he was a philan­
thropist or a patriot, but because it paid him to 
do so. He believed the clause would pay the 
pastoral lessee-to keep his land in reasonable 
condition. If he did not, it would deteriorate 
his holding, while he would still haYe the same 
rent to pay, ,md the Crown would every year 
have a worse property. \Vith regard to one 
remark of the hun. member, he intended, if pos­
sible, before the session was over, to bring in a 
Bill dealing with prickly pear, providing corn· 
pensation to some extent for the expenditure 
incurred. If the clause went through it would 
be a good thing for the country and for the lessee. 
If the lessee, instead of waiting for the pear to in­
crease, attacked it on the borders, and got a certifi· 
cate from the comrnh.oionerthat he h"d expended 
so much money, for which compensation would 
be P"id him at the end of his lease, it would h0 
to his benefit, and to the colony's henefit. 
It was usual, he believed, in pri\ate agreernents 
that a man should keep-allowing- for fair wear 

and tear-his tenernent in decent 
[8 p.m.] condition, and that was all that was 

asked hy the clause. He admitted 
that it was very difficult to say whether the pear 
was at a certain point when the lease was granted 
or whether it was 2 miles away, unless it survPy 
mark wrts put in ; but it was a move in the right 
direction, and he hoped that the Oommitt ;e· 
would accept the chuse. 

Mr. KENT asked what the hon. gentlem:m. 
would do in the O<e in which the pear was 
brought down on to n, rnan's holding by 
floorh? If the hon. gentleman had any prac· 
tical knowledge of the country outside, he would 
know that it took an army of men after every 
flood to keep the prickly pe:>.r down. If be 
knew the country between the Burnett and 
Chinchilla, he would lmov; that a few years ago 
there was h'rdly any pear; but, o1•·ing to thp 
floods coming down th•' Auburn and the Boyne, 
and the Burnett, too, the pear was spread all 
over the country, and now it was to be found 
stretching for miles aud miles. It was almost 
impos,~ible fdr tl!\3 les..::ee to keep it down where 
it was to be found to any extent. It was more 
than the fee-simple, let :>.l"n:' the rental value, of 
the land wae worth to keep It down. 

The 8ECRETAR Y FOR PUBLIC LANDS : 
The hon. member had struck ,; note that was 
rather unfortuna.te. HR supposed thPre was no 
run thn.t w:" more subject to flood< thn.n \V ell­
town. It was continually being flooded, and yet 
the present lessee had told him distinctly in his 
office that he had kept his run clear of prickly 
pear and evPry other cnrse, because it was 
pounds, shillinge, and pence in his pocket. If it 
paid to do that at \Velltown, then it would pay 
on any other run in Queensland. 

Mr. STORY: The Minieter compared the 
keeping of a run clear of prickly pear "ith the 
agreement of the holder of a tenement to keep 
his place in order, fair wear and tear excepted. 
Well, if the lancl that le"sees had to take were 
clean, that would be a fair illustration· hut 
under the Bill the lessees had to take re;umed 
areas that had not been occupied for years on 
which there were miles and miles of pri~kly 
pear "o dense that rt was impo&sible to ride a 
horse through it, or to get '"tock tbrou~h it or to. 
u<e it in any way. It was absolutAly lmp~"sible 
for a lessee to prevent the pe•t increasing when 
it bad got s~10h a hold of the country as that, 
more especially as the oeeds were carried by 
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birds, floods, otock, and in every conceivable measurements would not be made with mathe· 
way, all over the country. The hon. member for i matical accuracy, but all that would be 1 equired 
Dalby had introduced a Bill that went through the would be evidence that the lessee had made 'ome 
Huuse almost with ucclamtttinn, offering 'peciai effort to prevent the spread of prickl.v pear on 
inducements to felectors to clear off the pear. his holding. The :i\Iinister bad made an allusion 
Although the prickly pear was becoming rme of to a diotrict which they should hear S'lmething 
the cur~eR of the \Vest, and iegis1ation was Inore about. when the hon. gentle1nan introduced 
necessary to prevent its spn:lding, it was not the Bili which he had referred to and which they 
fair to ask 1nen to pay three, or four, or five might or rnight not see thiB ses~ion, and talked 
times the rent they were now paying for the about doing something with the fringes of prickly 
land on purpose to prevent the spread of the pear land. If the hon. gentleman imagined that 
pes!, when, through no fault of theics, the . jJrickly pear grew like a scrub or a fc,re't in 
prickly pear was to be found on the land that 1 Africa, and t11at it terminated in a definite 
was to be included in their holdings. The hem. manner as the sea terminated on the shore, he 
member for Burnett had spoken a,bout floods was under a misapprehension. The prickly pear 
bringing the pear down. That was so at Well- had no definite line of limitation at all, but grew 
town and anywhere down the '\V eir. In the in bunches and was scattered about like rain-
great floods of 1890 and 1893 the Balonne and drops falling in " storm. Under this clause all 
~Ioonie met, and there was a stretch of 40 or that could be done, and he thought it should be 
45 miles of water, with the result that the pear done, was to see that the lessee gave some evi-
was spread over an immense area of country. dence that he was not allowing the prickly pear 
As the :Minister said, it would be very hard to increase in ([uantity, that whether he tackled 
for a land commissioner to say whetber the the pear in th8 centre or on the boundaries of his 
pear had spread or not. He did not believe run, he should gh·e some earnest that the 
that any lessee could possibly undertake such property of the State was not deteriorating. 
<t business. J'.io one was more anxious than He could understand the hon. member for 
he to prevent its 8pread, aud provision should Balonnenot viewingtheclausewithanyapproval; 
'be made in the Bill by which the le>see hut hon. members represented the landlord of the 
in prickly pear country who prevented the country, and on the whole he thought the 
Bpread of the pest wonld be put on an equality ::\1inister was deserving of credit for introrlucing 
with men, say, on the \Varrego, or at Hughen- this clause. 
·den or \Yinton, where there was no prickly pear Mr. HARD ACRE thought the Minister was 
.at all. \Vhere prickly pear was plentiful the acting from a prai,eworthy motive in endeavour-
largest item in the cost of management would be ing to do something to prevent the spread of 
cthe prevention of the spread of prickly pear, prickly pear on holdings for which extended 
while it would be simply imposEible to eraclicate leases were to be given, and that now that the 
it, because the value of the land would not be lessees were going to get longer leases they 
anything like commensurate with the amount of should do something in that d1rection. When 
money it would take to eradicate it. The they gave a lease to a selector they required him 
·Committee would see how unfairly it woulci pres~ to fence the land and perf,mn the condition of 
on diff<,rent lessees. It w«uld be exactly the rbidence either personally or by bailiff, :md it 
.same if the Bill provided that selectors were to was not unreasonable to ask that, tbe lessee 
.prevent the S]Jread of the pear. No selector should be required to perform some condition. 
would take land with prickly pear, because he He would even go so far as to ask the lessee to 
~new what an everlasting work it was, and how perform the condition of improving hi' hold-
very costly, and yet they were asking the men to ing. In his district there were places, which 
include land in their holdings which no selector many years ago were sheep runs, covered with 
would take up. brigalow scrub. 

Mr. BRLL (Dalby) quite understood any land- Mr. S1'01\Y : You might just as well insert a 
lord desiring to have a provision of that kind in provision for the prevention of the spread of 
an agreement with hi» tenant, and, on the whole, brigalow scrub. 
he was disposecl to think the Ministet· had done Mr. HAHDACRE: Exactly. But what he 
well to introduce the clau8e, inasmuch as he wishPd to point out was that this provision 
Dccupied the position of landlord; but be had no would be all right in the ca'e of hoidings on 
hesitation in saying that, on the whole, the which there was no prickly pear at the present 
clause would probably be more honoured in time, but he ,c:ucely thought it ohould be applic· 
the breach than in the observance, because able to the boldi<1gs where there were miles and 
unles' they were going to have a much more miles of prickly pear, and it was beyond the 
minute inspection on the part of Crown land pow8r of the lessee to prevmt the plant from 
rangers th'm they had ever had in the past, they spreading. \Vith a provision of this kind in the 
would not have anything like a scientific lease, which abs,,lutely threatened the forfeiture 
account of whether the pear .on the various runs of the lease if certain conditions were not cam-
had 1Jeen allowed to increase or not. If the plied with, if the lessee went to a financial 
clause would induce lessees to make soue institution for an advance he wonld probably he 
attempt to combat the growth of the pear, it told that it was a d'wgerons lease, and might 
would do more good than harm, and if it wen;, find difnculty in getting 1 he money req·"ired. 
to a division he felt disposed to vote for it. 
If the clause were going to be carried out in a , Mr. STORY: I say some inducement nhould be 
rigorous way to the very letter-which he did 1 gi:en to ]F ... sees to prevent thr spread of the 
not think for one moment wclllld be the case-he ' pnckly pear. 
should .. be perhaps less disposed to support, the Mr. HARD ACRE: He thought. some induce­
clause than he was, but he ventured to say that 1 ment should be given in that direction, as well 
as long as the lessee made some attempt to fight as with regard to ring\;arking ''"d the clearing of 
the prickly pear, th~e ::VIinister of the day would scrubs. He wonld suggest that the clause should 
not be disposed to find fault with him. \Vhile he amended by imerting after tbe worcls "failed 
he recognised the position of the lessee, he cer- to,. the words "make reasonable efforts to." 
tainly did not forget the duty the Minister owed Mr. BELL: What are reasnnable Efforts? Do 
to the country to make some attempt to prevent yon mean to Esy that under the clatwe as it 

·the deterioration of our public lands by the stanrls, if the lessee made rea,onable effqrts he 
·spread of prickly pear. All that this clauoe would forfeit his leace? 
proposed was to endeavour to prevent the prickly Mr. HARDACRH:: He did not say he would, 
;pear increasing in quantity. Prolmbly the bnt he did say that a financial institution would 
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express the opinion that the lease was a danger­
-ous one, seeing that it might be forfeited at any 
time fJr non-compliance with this condition. 

IYir. BELL: You are not usually so solicitous 
about financial institutions. 

:!VIr. HAHDACRE: He thought he was just 
a' solicitous about them as the hon. member for 
Dalby. On every Land Bill he had taken the 
stand that they should do absolute justice to 
t;1e les,ee, and to everybody concerned, aud 
whenever he had fought agrdn;;t anything~ it 
was because he thought i·bat someone was trying 
to get an ad,·nntage at the expense of other 
people. He was t•ying to do what he thought 
was a fair thing now. He admitted that he 
might go too far in looking after their in­
terests, becauee if they were given an inch 
they took an ell. He moved the insertion 
after the word " to," in line 32, of the words 
"make re:<sonable efforts to." Tloe que<tion 
as to what were reasonable efforts would be 
one of fact. If it was proved that the lessees 
trierl to do something in compliance with the 
clause they would not be under the liability of 
having the lease forfeited. 

Mr. :FOX: He was willing to support a 
drastic measure to keep the prickly pear off 
runs where it did nnt exist at present, but to 
force pastoralists to take over resumed por­
tions and compel them to remove prickly pear, 
or to make an effort. to rerno,·e it, would be 
ruinous to them, and he believed it would be 
unfair nll round. He did not seH what good it 
would do, because unless somebody was watch­
ing the lessee he could easily say the pe,•r was 
there before be took the land over ; and with 
regard to the amendment, he believed no two 
men would be found to agree as to what were 
reasonable efforts. He was glad to find that the 
:Minister was encouraging the eradication of the 
pear by allowing it to rank as an improvement 
in the same way as ringbarking. He thought it 
should be optional with the ksH'es to take over 
prickly pear country or nut, or else they shoulJ. 
get some inducement to deal with the peet. 

Mr. S:YII'r H (Bowen) thought it w>ts very 
desirable thnt sornethimc should be done in 
regarrl to the prickly pea,: pe;;r, and if the chnse 
would assist in th<>t. directi<>n he thought it wt•ulrl 
be a very good thing. \Vhore the runs were 
perf,,ctly clear, it should be incumbent upnn the 
IessePs to k0ep them clear, but it w~mld be \'ery 
unrE>aBnnabJe t.o expect rr. lm-'-::>e to go to great 
expense in eradicating- prickly r)ear that \Vas 
ihere before he took the lease.· However, if he 
·did make exertionR towards erarlicl,tirig thP vest, 
compen8ation shoulri be given in t-:Unl_' shupP or 
form. He thought ; he rent of prickly pe~tr 
cnuntrv shonld be rr1 ,de a~ rea:wr:a/8le as 
pol<;;ibie l1y the Land Court, so thot the lesoee 
would get some compensation in thac way. If 
th~ pa!-;toral tenants \Vere nnt encouraged in 
some way to keep the pest down it would oe 
found in some ir,stances that at the end of the 
I"ease the country would not be worth taking Fp 
at all, because thPre was a tPnder.cy on the part 
of tPnant,~ tow,.rds the end of the lease. to allow 
the C-lUntry to run wild. Jf the tenant got ;;ome 
reduction in rent with re>;ard to !W'1r-infested 
cl)untry and some compensation, as .:'nggested by 
the iviinister, he wou!-i be only ton glad to eradi­
cate tbR p~ar or keep it from extend in g. 

Mr. KEHR (Banoo) thought the Minister for 
Lands had made an attempt in this clauoe to deal 
with a very important matter. It seemed that 
the .<cntlemen intere,;ted were not satisfied with 
getting an extension of lease, but wanted to be 
paid for leasing conntry from the Crown. It 
was well known tha\ if all the leases on which 
prickly pt. -ll' existed were to be exempt, there 
would be a very large portion of Queensland 
exempt. At the present time there were a large 

number of sheep stations on which the pear 
had made it; appearance, and he knew 
there were some sheep stations in the Mit­
chell district that had }>rickly pear and no 
attempt had been made to eradicate the pest. 
It came out in evidence a short time ago, when 

the Bulloo Downs cnse was being 
[8'30 p.m.] tried, that tbe le,sees never made 

any attempt to kill the rabbits ,ff 
when they fir.,t appeared on the run. If an 
attempt had been made on many nf the run,, to 
keep down the rabbits when they first appf•1reu, 
they would not have had the pe;;t in such an 
alarming state as it wa·, to-de"y-and it was the 
same with the prickly pear. In classifying the 
runt> of infested country, that matter should be 
considered, a-t.d it would depend upon the classi­
fication that they were placed under. Some of 
those runs that were heavily infested with 
prickly pear might be placed in Class III. or 
Class IV., which would be a great advantage to 
the lessees of those runs; but they must reruem­
ber that within their own know ledge many 
pastoral lessees had allowed Bathurst burr to 
overrun portions of their runs, and they had 
been compelled to fence off large portions of 
the runs tn keep sheep from getting on to them. 

Mr. STORY: Bathmst burr will grow itself out 
in time, but prickly pear will not. 

M.r. KI~Rn: Batburst burr would die out if 
it was fenced off, but that showed that through 
neglect the public estate had been brought into 
a bad state, and the s"me thing was goin¥ to 
take place with regard to prickly P' ar. The 
:Minister was attempting manfully to battle 
with )Jests that they bad allowed too long to 
overrun the country, and no one hr,d been able 
to contradict the statement of the Minister that 
one pastoral lessee tbat he had named bad 
proved conclusively that for a very small expen­
diture h··- had been able to keep his country not 
only clE-ar oi prickly pear but of other pests. 
H one pasroral les,ee could do it, and said 
it was to his ad vantage, why could not other 
pa,toral les<ers do it, and show that they were 
taking some int0rest- in the public estate? Then 
the very sh·,mg "Pt•osition that was rai,ed by a 
large Flection of the people of the colony aga,inst 
the rastora] lessees having (•Xtent']OIJ~ of their 
lea.;;e. would not he r:<ised; bnt the neglec,ful 
""Y the !•ubl1c estate of tbe colony had been 
tre>tted by the lessee< in the past in allowing 
pests to ill crease had raised a good d~cctl of feeling 
ngainst the exten~ion of lease~. He certainly 
thought the l\1 ini:->ter had n1arle an at;tempt to 
deal with these pes's, nnd h would ;;up port the 
clanse as it wa< In the Bill. 

:VIr. STORY: The hon. gentleman "l' ke as if 
the prickly pear grev-' of itself in ;;tny man's 
holding, and might he kept down or rdlowed to 
inc1 ease as he thonght fit. It was p8rfectly well 
known that in part of the eastern portion of 
Sou' bern Queensland prickly pear had been 
brought down by the waters of the Conrlamine, 
so t-hat the man who worked harrl and spent 
money to keep prickly pear down might have it 
spread by every tlood that c~me down. He could 
quott~ one in~tance whPre the own.Pr of a station 
had told him that be had spent £7,000 in fighting 
prickly pear, and he had got a supply coming 
rlrnvn \vith every ftocd frmn rnen who were not 
obliged to do a'-ythingtowards its extermination. 

Mr. KEim: Tbie clanee deals with that. 
l\Ir. STORY: This clause said that the man 

who had got prickly pfar that war; sent down 
probably from his neighbour by the streams up 
above had to eradicate it without any compensa­
tion at all; whereas a man who was fortunately 
situated a few miles further west where those 
waters did not come down, and who had no 
prickly pear, g0t his run at the same rent per­
haps, and he bad no obligations and not half 
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the expense. That meant that they would be 
loading a certain section of the lessees with an 
expenditure which would not press on others. 
He would direct the hon. gentleman's attention 
to this: There was no doubt the scrubs were 
spreading very fa•t, and in the vVest had a 
grectt deal to do with the deterioration of 
the country. If a man ringbarked 20,000 
acres of his run he was allowed by the Crown 
to do so, a,nd if they were going to make a 
crusade against the prickly pear, the men who 
started to dn it should not do it at their own 
Ios,, as compared with other men who had not 
the same obligations. The prickly pear pest was 
a mnst difficult one to deal with. It rtquired 
neither soil nor water. All it required was air 
to enable it to grow, and the only way to deal 
with it was either to sink it under water, bury 
it, or to burn it. It was the moot expensive 
thing to deal with in the way of a noxious wee,d. 
There might be owners whose runs were being 
overrnn with brigalow, a pest which was spread­
illg frightfully in his own district, and was 
actually ruining large areos of country. It 
would be just as fair to insist that the lessees 
should prevent that from spreading, and thus 
place thorn in a different position to other lessees, 
as it was to require lessees tn deal with the 
prickly pear in the way which had been sug­
gested. lf a crusade was intended against the 
prickly pear, by all me:tns let, it be followed up ; 
but it should be done under fair conditiol18. The 
Government were going to introduce a Bill for 
the extermination of the prickly pear, and they 
shon:d do somettring to help to get rid of it. 

Mr. W. HAiYIILTO~ thought the Minister 
was cluing the proper thing io saying to the 
lessees, tt.at rf they were going to give them a 
further extension uf leat:>e, they 'iVttnted s01ne 
guarantee that they wouU give back the land at 
the end of the lea,,e as clear from pests as when 
it wa" leased to them. That wa,; pr0tty well 
what this clause said. He tbred say that 
prickly pear bad gruwn 011 many of these runs 
during the tenancy of these lesseh, and if they 
had taken action in t,he l>ast thev could have 
kept it down. Out IV est the past<>ralists had 
gai.1g.s ()f n1en contlnua1ly mnployed in keeping 
down the BathuJ st burr, and that w:" quite as 
great a pest, and it would do 1110re dam>cge to 
the wool than the prickly pe,;r. All these pests 
sprea•l through neglect in the fir>t instance. 
Tho 'line thing occurred in Kew South vVales 
in connectinn with the pine 1-:.'Crnhs which spread 
in the Lwhbn dtstrict. The Government bad 
to go into the ct•untry and chu it, because the 
pa~toralle~:"see8 h-:;.d n1ade ll(>efftlrt to keep it down. 
Then there 'nts the Bnlloo Downs case, in which 
it was sho.vn that the lessees never made any 
atttmpt to keep down the rabbits. He thought 
it wa<" very good thing that the Mini9ter 'hould 
come down and try and make it imperative on 
the lessees to ende,;vour to keep these pests 
down. He din not take it that, because a lessee 
did not eradicate every pest, his run would 
be forfeited. He thought it was quite safe to 
leave the power of saying whether a lessee was 
trying to keep these pest< down in the hands of 
the Land Court or the commissioners. 

'Ihe SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: This 
cl:n:se makes it permissive on the part of the 

,Minister. 
Mr. W. HAMILTON : The hon. member for 

Balonne referred to one man keeping his land 
clean and that, owing to his neighbour above 
him not keeping his land clean, the first man 
suffered through getting his neighbour's prickly 
pear on his land; but this clause made a lessee's 
neighbour keep his land clean. It was just as 
imperative on the one as on the other. If there 
was prickly pear on ;,noccupied land the respon-

sibility of keeping that unoccupied land clean 
devolved on the Government. He thought this 
wa:; "step in the right direction, and he did not 
think the provision would pre .s harshly on the 
lessees. Ko donbt it cost a goon deal of money 
to keep down prickly pear, but if the lessees got 
a long tenurf!, aud their runs were put into a 
certain class, it would pay them to keep down 
the pear. 

The CHAIRMAN: It is my duty to remind 
hem. members that this discu<Sinn has been on 
the whole clause; bnt there is an amendment 
before the Committee, and hon. members rnnst 
confine their remarks to that. 

The SECl{ETARY :FOR PUBLIC LANDS 
said he had no objection to the insertion of the,e 
words, as they would make tbe cla,se le:;s dmstic 
than it was at present. He did not think it was 
at all likely that any :Minister would forfeit a 
run jn a cabe of this sort, unless it was proved 
that the lessee, after being cal:ed upon to do some­
thing be was bound to do, persist.'d in refusing 
to carry out this portion of tl1e contract. He 
did not think any Minister would wilfully forfeit 
oth,-rwi~e. 

::VIr. KERR was in favour of the amendment. 
He thought the i\Imister would remember a case 
where a lease wa-; granted as ~tn occupation 
liceuse in the BlJ,ckall district, and the same 
provision wa..:; put in thut lease i:t~ the hon. rnetn­
ber for Leichhardt wished to put into this c!anse 
-that was, that tbe leseee should nmke reason· 
able effort" to keep his land free from the pLar. 
H~ thought the Lands Department harl treated 
occupation license· s in a very fair rnanuer, n.nd 
he could not ~ee why the :\Iinis'er should go out 
of his way to haraso pastoral le!Sees any more 
than occupation licensees. It was only reason­
able to have thi' amendment in the Bill. 

Atllendment (,>Jr. Hanlacre) agreed to. 
Clause S, as amended, put and passed. 
On clause 9-" Application of the Land Act 

of 1RD7''-
:Mr. HARDACREs,;,i<J hewi<hed to move some 

anlt>tJdrw~nts iu this clRn~e. \Vhe:n the J3jll was 
introduced before the Committee be had referred 
to the matter of compensation for improvements, 
and he had sh'•Wn then that nnder the exi,.;ting 
Acto-un ;,., the 1884 Act and its amen<b1ents, 
and under the 1897 Act, and by a decision ,,f the 
Sn};Jl't>llle C Jurt on one mntter-Cilmpensat.ion for 
improvements W< re onl:· to he paid when the 
lessee had actual!) been depriv<>d of the use of 
his improvements~ or of the land on which the 
imvrovement.s \Vere. He would likP tn ha.Ye 
some such provision in this Bill, but h~e did not 
intend to rnuve any arnendrr1ent now. He waR 
just drawing attention to this matter of compen­
sation. 

Mr. STORY : vVhat is the law on the matter? 
Mr. HARDACRE: If hon. members desired, 

he would explain what the law on the matter 
was. 

Mr. STORY : There is considerable doubt on 
the matter. 

Mr. HARDACRE : Perhaps it would be just 
as well for him, in the intere8ts of lessees and 
evervone else, to read what the Act said. Section 
107 of the 1884 Ace, read-

'rhe amount awardf'd to any p:1storal tenant or­
le~sec for eompcn'!ation under thu provisions of th1s 
Act shall not, except in the case of the resumption of 
an entire holding, be payable to him until he is 
actually deprived f,f the u~e of the land or of the 
improvemeuts in respect of which the compensation is 
awarded. 

This applied to leaeerl land, and in the 1884 
Act there was no proviRion for compensation 
with regard to the reRumed areoe, but under the 
1886 Act improvements might he made on the 
re.:;unh.d areaH, and after the resmned areas were' 
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taken away, then compensatiun could be paid 
for Improvements in the same way. Part of 
section 9 of the 188() Act read-

When the land upon which nny snch improvement is 
made is selected or otherwise tlisposcrl of, the lessee 
shall he entitled to receive as compensation in respect 
Df the improvement sneh sum as would fairly repr -'":ient 
its value to an incoming selector, but not exceeding the 
amount specified in the license. 

Clause 104 of the 1888 Act read-
\Yherc there is upon a rnn or holding an 'i.mprovemeut, 

the pastoral tenant or h. "-see shall be entitled, subject to 
the provisions of this Act, on the resumption under the 
proYisions ot' thi~ Act of the P<Lrt of the run or holding 
,on which the imin·o,·ements are, or on the detcr­
:11ination of the lease otherwise than by forfeiture, 
t.o re~eive as t ompensation in respect of the improve~ 
ment snch snm as would fairly represent the value of 
the iml1rovement to an in<"'oming tenant or purchaser of 
the whole run or holding. 

Those sections were very clear. \Vhen the re­
sumption took place the lessee WPS entitled to 
compenbation ; but he did not g-et paid the com­
pensation until, under clause 107, he was actually 
derrived of the use of the land or of the im­
provements standing on the land. Clause 8 of 
the Act of 1802 made the provision that when 
the lessee had, with the approval of the board, 
made improv~ments on the land comprised in the 
lek.e or license, he should in the event of the 
improvements being selected, be entitled to com­
pensation in such sum as fairly represented the 
value of the improvements to the incoming 
tenant. It was only in the case where the im. 
provements were absolutely select• d that corn­
pen· ation was given. In the 1897 Act there 
was exactly the same provision nnder claus~ 213, 
which said that the amount awarded to any 
pastoral tenant should not, except in the case of 
the resumption of the entire holding, be payable 
until he was actually deprived of the improve­
ments in respect of which the compensation was 
awarded. All that he had read out was em­
bodied in a decision of the Supreme Court in the 
case of a resumed area, the decision bPing that 
while the lessees were entitled to compensaLion, 
they were not entitled to it until Lhey were 
actually deprived of the nse of the improve­
ments. Nothing c mld possibly be clearer than 
section 213 of the 1897 Act, or section 207 of the 
1884 Act. In looking over previous debates he 
found that the enormous danger that would 
accrue to the Crown if it was called upon to pay 
for improvements at the expiration of the lease 
was anticipated. The amendment which he had 
to move read as follows, and came in after line 
44 of clause !l :-

Provided that in respect of compensation for improve­
ments on any holding under this Act there shall be 
added to the prm'isions for compensation in the princi­
pal Act the following subsection :-

No compensation shRll be payable at the expiration 
of the lease of any holding under this Aet for any 
improvements on such holding until the part of the 
holding on which the improvements are is selected or 
in the ocenpatinn of another tenant, or is otherwise 
disposed of by the Crown. 

That was exactly the law as it stood now. 
Mr. CAMERO~: It is your interpretation of the 

law. 
Mr. HARD ACRE: It was the definite deter­

mination of the Supreme Court as far as resumed 
areas were concerned. Another question was 
whether compens:.tt,ion should be paid for the 
value of the improvements on the whole holding 
estimated at tbeir value to the incomiw: tenant, 
or merely on the value to the incoming tenant on 
that part of the holding on which the impmve­
ments were situated. vVhRn the Crown resumed 
part of a holding it had no right to be called upon 
to pay the le "'ee for the depreciated value of the 
improvements on account of portion only of the 
holding having been taken. That would very likely 
entail costly Supreme Court actions in order 

to determine what the depreciated value of the 
improvements was. It was mentioned to him 
!as\ week that a case had occurred in which tbe 
Crown had resumed the whole of a holding 
excepting about a square mile round an ar~esian 
well. He did not think that was a justrfiahle 
proceeding, and it might he advisable to provide 
that assurning th:tt the Crov;n re:--:urrwd more 
than three-fourths of a hold in[.", the leseee should 
be entitled to take the res•lmJ•tion "f tlutt 
amount as resumption of the whole holding. 

::Ylr. STORY: If vihat the hon. member for 
Leichhardt stated was the law, it must be evi­

dent to hon. members that it was a 
[9 p.m.] most fbgrant injustice. Ca,.es of re-

sumptinns and of leaseholds were 
necessarily verv different. When country was 
resumd the lessee enjoyed all the benefits of his 
improvements until the select<lr took them up, 
and in the case of a fence which became a joint 
boundary the lessee etill held the half of it. It 
was therefore only fair and reasonable that until 
the impr<>vements were selected by somebody 
else he was not paid for them, the lessee in the 
meantime having the enjoyment of them. Bun 
to sav that the improvements on a leasehold 
shouid not be paid. for on the determination 
of the lease seemed to him an unheard-of pro­
position. \Vhen a lessee knew he was not 
to have any extension of lease be made such 
arran,;ements that at the end of his lease he 
would ha,·e no stock whatever on his place. Did 
the hon. member mean that the lesseA should 
live on then, month after month, with neither 
stock nor anything else on his property, and that 
the Government should deprive him of his 
improvements before he was paid? As soon as 
his lease was up he would be prepared to ha:e 
and would expect the improvements to be pa1d 
for. But the hon. member said the law was that 
he would stop there until the Government 
deprived him of his improvements by getting 
some selector to take them. The improvements 
on a head station, such as Condobolin, for 
instance, would neYee be taken by a selector. 
He could not suppose that was ever the way the 
law was meant to be interpreted. If it were so, 
and the htnd was not thrown open for selection, 
the Crown could have the les,ee as a sort of 
modern Rip van \Vinkle, sitting th.ere year after 
year, waiting to be d~prived of Improvements 
which were no longer hrs, and whiCh he bad no 
longer any use for. 

Mr. \V. HAMILTON: He would get six or 
twelve months' notice. 

Mr. STORY: He would get six months' 
notice, but he would not get :>ny extension of 
lease, but after a certain day the country was no 
longer his. The hon. member for Leicbhardt 
said that when that was terminated he would 
not oet paid for his improvements until the 
Gove"rnment actually deprived him. Would 
not the notice he a deprivation? He thought it 
would. The ca~e at Hodd's Bay was a case of 
payment for improvements on a resumption, 
which was quite a matter of course. For cert,ain 
improvements the lessee never got paid ; that 
was part of his agreement, coming nnder the 
Act of 1884, he having- the use of the cmmtr}' 
and the improvements all the time. That argued 
the country being stocked, and the improvements 
bein" put to a protitR.ble use. But, when a man 
was "deprived of his lease altogether, to say that 
he should remain there for an unknown time 
before he could get paid for his improvements 
was neither law, jnstice, nor reason. That was 
what was in hi"' mind when he was urging the 
Committee to leave sufficient country to tbe 
lessee to allow him to stav there and keep his 
improvements, ancl not ask the Government to 
pay for them. With 20,000 or 40,000 acres, in 
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better timH it might suit a lessee to carry on the 
remainder of the station left him. But that 
would not be so if the area left was reduced 
beyond the possibility of paying expenses. 
Acc.1rding to the hon. member, the Govern­
ment could ;ay to a lessee that they would not 
pay him for his irr,provements until they had 
deprived him of then.. That meant that he 
mnst wait on a piece of country which he could 
not possibly work with his expensive im­
provements until somebody more foolish than 
himself took them- which was a practical 
impo'·.;ibility. In his opinion, at the deter­
mination of the lease the amount due for 
improvements was payable then and there. The 
matter w ''3 one of great in1purtance, because, 
according to the statement of the hon. member, 
onr: rnight imagine at some time scores of lessAes 
living in their homesteads without stock, with­
out country, and without any claim to the land, 
waiting- for the Governm<mt t" deprive them of 
their impr.1vements. \Vhat occnrred in the 
South AlBtralian c tse was tlutt the Government 
took over the improveinent:;, and, finding thn,t 
they could not get anybody t,, take them, hc.d to 
make special al'ra.ngements in the shape of a 
lea- e for f~)rty-tv.ru ye,..,rs ~Lntl forr:y-t'T' o yetrs in 
which t0 p11y for the impn.vements. Never 
mind how long they extended the time, th -re 
was a date at which the le 'lSe n1ust terrninate, 
an cl that w:1s ~,he d11,1 e when the Govern1nent 
hari r;o pay the les.s~e fnr hi-. i.rnprovements. 

:\Ir. '1V. HA~VIILTON: Ti1e question that the 
hon. member fo>· Leic!thardt and the bon. me-m­
ber for Ba.lonne were.rlL:cuc':::;ing was very largely 
a legal une, and reqmred a lec;al mind to dissect 
it. 1'he hon. member for lhlunne had given one 
of his characteristic descriptions of the lessees 
remaining on their runs after their leases had 
expired, and going on year after year without 
any lease; but he would remind the hon. mem­
ber that under the 1869 Act they had only an 
annual tenancy, just in the same way as if they 
held the land under an occupation license .. They 
had no fixity of tenure until they came under the 
1884 Act. If a lease expired, the Government 
would give a reasonable time to allow the lessee 
to remove his stock. The section in the 1897 
Act read very clearly on the point, It stated 
that a man would not get compensation for 
improvements on his resumed country until he 
was actually clepri ved of the me of the land. 
When his lease expired by effiuxion of time, the 
Crown might either give him a further lease 
or allow him to hold it under an occupatio~ 
license. 

:JYir. STORY: But they have already taken 
three-fourths of his countrv. 

Mr. J!'II'ZGERALD (11Iitchell) understood the 
hon. member for Leichhardt had mentioned the 
R•Jcld's Bay case. He would like the ban. 
member to explain more fully what he meant 
by his amendment. He had taken a great deal 
of interest in the question, as it was a legal 
point. The statement had been made the pre­
vious night that when the le,1ses terminated the 
Government would be able to take over all the 
country without having to pay for the wool­
sheds and all the other improvements. He 
would like to know whether that was what 
the hon. member for Leichhardt meant. In the 
Rodd's Bay case the ]Joint was this: Under the 
188fl Act compensation was allowed for improve­
ments so long fts the lessee obtained permission 
from the Crown to erect th0se improvements. 
'When the lease of Rodd's Bay expired ~he lessees 
claimed compensation, nnt only for improvements 
on the resumed arPa, but also for those on the 
le.tse:10ld, and ,Judge Re 'I expres,ed doubt as to 
whether the Act wonld n]!ow the whole of the 
improvements to be paid for at once. He (1Yir. 
l!'itzgerald) contended that under the 188± to 

1880 Land Acts the lessee could ask the Minister 
to pay for all improvements when his lease 
expired, and he would sit down at the door of 
the Treasury until he was paid. He really 
thought that that was a t(OOd law. Last night 
they had agreed to give extensions of tenure 
ranging from ten years to twenty-eight years, 
and the point he understood the hon. member 
for Leichhardt wanted tn make was that 
at the termination of those extensions all the­
improvements would just simply fall due to the 
Crown until a man came along and selected the 
country, and then of course he would have to 
pay for the improvements. If he owned a 
station, and the Land Court gave him permis­
~ion to erect certain itnprovexnents on his 
resumed area, when tl1e resumed country was 
selected he would demand payment for his 
irHproven1ents and get it, but he would not get 
it trom the Crowu, but from tbe selector ; but 
when the leasehold portion became due bis con­
tention \vas-and he \va~ speaking as a lawyer­
thnt as soon a.s the re,,umed portion becarne due 
the ~t~-ttit>n H a.n could corne t\]t:ng and de1nand 
from Lhe Government payment for his wool­
shed aud for all other improvemen!.s on the 
place. Take for instance the station of the 
hon. n1t'mber for BritJba,ne North-Ken:-:ington 
Downs. They would pr.c;ume that the hon. 
member had a Leantiful wootshecl, that he ha,d 
g<Jt " homestead, and that his lease expired. As 
.;oon as the le3se expired the hon. member 
con1d come 1long and say to the Goverrnnent, 
"I want payment for th<tt woolshed, for that 
homestead, and for every fence and every stick 
I have put on the placA 11

; and the hon. n1ernber 
would be entitled to such payment if his run 
were rE mmed. l'vh. Justice Real expressed a 
doubt a-- to whether the Gm·ernment must pay 
the momy, but he (l'vlr. Fitzgerald) contended 
that il they threw a ]e,.see out of his property 
they rom;;t pay him for all his improvemedo if 
he held his run under the Act of 1884 or 1886. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: He will make 
yon if you don't. 

Mr. :FITZGJ~RALD: He believed the lessee 
would make them pay him, and he gave that 
opinion as a lawyer; but N[r. Justice Real 
expressed a doubt on the subject, and it was 
their duty as members of Parliament to decide 
the question now. 

1'he SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: \Vas it in the 
Rodd's Bay case that His Honour gave that 
opinion 1 

::VIr. l!'ITZGERALD: Yes. When the second 
reading of the Bill wa' before the House he made 
a big point of this question, and he held that if 
a lessee was given a further extenoion of his 
lease he should agree that a' a quid pro quo 
the woolsheds and the head station should 
not be a charge on the Government when the 
extended lease expired. He wished to know 
whether that was what the ban. member for 
Leichhardt meant by his amendment. In the 
Rudd's Bay case the Crown actually paid for 
the improvements on the leasehold when they 
resumed the land, and the only question that 
was then raised was whether, after they had 
given leave to make certain improvements on 
the resumption, they were bound to pay for 
those improvements out of their own pockets 
until the country was selected, The report of 
Mr. Justice Real's judgment appeared on page 
207 of the Queensland L"w Jmtrnal, and it would 
be seen lrom that that His Honour would 
not offer any opinion as to whether the Crown 
would have to pay for the improvement at the 
end of the lease, and they all knew that Mr. 
Justice Real was one of the best lawyers they had 
ever seen in Queensland. This point had arisen 
years after the Act bad been passed, and as 
they were now going to grant a certain number 
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of concessions to the squatter,, he wished to know 
whether the squatters wouid, in return for those 
concessions, have this question properly settled. 
If they came under Class IV. tlult meant 

that they would have twenty-eight 
[9'30 p.m.] years at the end of the present 

leases, which would not expire till 
1919. The question was what the country was 
going to get in return for these extensions. \V hen 
the time came to make the resumptions, could 
the land be taken away without paying the 
lessees for expensive woolsheds which the 
Gove.rnment would not be able to get off their 
hand<? He thought there should be a clause in 
the Bill, juct like there was in a building lease, 
providing that if the tenant was to get an exten­
sion for ten, or twenty-one, or twenty-eight 
years, the Crown should get a quid pro qno. He 
would like to hear the Attorney-General's view 
of the rna.ttE:r. 

The AT'l'ORN}~Y-GE::-JERAL said he h~d 
two objections to the amendment proposed by 
the hon. member for Leichhardt. One """ 
arising out of tht. consideration that the Lnv as 
bid down in the I,aud Act of 1897 was either 
clear on the subject 'H' it \vas not. 

:'.lr. I-LunuoRE: Perfectly clear. 
The ATTOR::'\EY.GEXERAL: If it was 

clear, then it ought to be allowed to remain as it 
was without ca,sting doubt 111-JOH it by the in~er­
tion of a clau:::e of thi~ sort, vvhich wat:l only td 
pro\Tide again::t the FXi.;tenee of a doubt. They 
had <'tt the prr· -ent time a L:tw 1.•ich regard to 
leases that were Lsned nnder the 181'14 Act mHI 
the 1ND7 Act, and when this Bill became law 
leJses WOL1ld be issned under it-ler,ses having all 
the :.;anw incidents as belonged to le vse~ iRsued 
nnder the 18S4 Act; and one of the incidPnts of 
those leases, which was re]Jeated in the 1897 Act, 
was that-

~Phe amonut awarded to any pn.storal tenant or lPs~ee 
for LOmpem,ation und0r t,he provisions o~ tllis J._ct shall 
not, exc: pt, in the case of the resumption of an entire 
holding;, be payable to him nntll he if:. actually deprived 
of the use of the land or of theimproYc1ments in respect 
of wh:i.ch the compensation is awa.nled. 

That either meant that until the lessee, even 
after the expiration of his l"ase, was turned out 
he is entitled to compensation or it did not me,m 
tha'. That was a question they need nut now 
di.;;cu-;.-,; but putting in a provision of this Rort 
was equivalent to saying that tbe legislature was 
in doubt as to whether it meant that in tbe Acts 
of 1884 and 18D7, and it wanted to sav that at all 
events it should mean that in this ne1v Bill. The 
second objection he hac! was that the 2nd para­
graph of this amendment could be used for purposes 
of spoliation. They wereo not now dealing with 
regumed arf·J,s at all; they were dealing with 
the right of a tenant under the Bill at the expira­
tion of his lease, and this clause would mean 
that when a tenant had ceased to use or occupy 
his holding, did not want to occupy it any longer, 
and it was cut up for selection, everybody might 
give "wide berth to the selection on which the 
improvements were. and select all the other 
part·> of the run on which there were no improve­
ments, and the result would be t.hat the unfortu­
nate lessee wonld not get a farthing. 

:\Ir. HARDACRE: They could not select uniess 
the Crown threw it open for s<J!ection, 

1'he A'I'TORJ'\EY-GEXERAL: It was open 
to that objection, in his mind. Hi,; readirw of 
the law was that if a man was chucked out'::_to 
use an expression which had been employed-he 
would be compensated. If at any time during 
the currency of the leCtse the land was taken 
away from the holder, he dearly had a remedy 
under that Act, bnt he could not be com­
pensated until he was actually deprived of the 
land. The only point on which there had been any 
difference of opinion, so far as he knew, was 

whether a man could be said to be deprived of 
the land or the uso of the land after the expira­
tion o! the les,e, wh,,n the Crown did not ejeat 
him from the land, but permitted him to go on, a& 
often happened in the c se of landlord and tenant. 
Suppose a Inan gavt:: a lease of his houee in 
Queen S 1Jreet. for ten years at t-t certain rent, and 
at the end of that period neither the landlord 
nor the tenant •·,aiel anything. The tenant lived 
on and the landlord said nothing but accepted 
rent aH USUU.l. rrbp,y then had a tenancy from 
year to yea,r created by operation of htw on the­
terms of the former lease. 

:Mr. STORY: Snppoee the tenant )eaves. 
The A'rTOli.N'1~Y-GEXJ<~RAL: If he left he 

was not depri vecl. 
J'vir. FITZGERALD: Are you going to repudiate? 
The ATTORKEY-GK:'\EgAL: It was time 

enough to c1eal \vlth ditficulL::->s \~hen they arose; 
or, as a fnrn1er very worthy rrienlbt r of thiN House 
uf::ed to say, it was tin1e enough to bid ::_t certain ol9. 
gentlPinnn good morning ·vvhen yon me .. him. It. 
was tin1e enou::{h to deal 'vith the difuuulties thEtt 
v; :re supposed tu exi--<t hi."' hl)n. fric~nd the 
n1en1i1er for lVIitchell they aru_;e. rrhe 
in~erti• m of a clause like thi~ would declare 
]JOoitively that a the ,,.,cl uf the lease, if the 
land ''ere not taken up by auybody, tbe ltssee 
\VoulJ get nothing for hi irnpro\'81Dent:::;-tho,t 
nlight under certain circtun-;tances be a great 
injustice. By atternpting to make the law clear 
in thi' Bill, they would make obscure the Act 
of 1R97. 

:Mr. fL-'cRDACRE: He con idered tbe lnw· 
was r;erfcctly clear, and he h'd only moved thiA 
arneudnH:mt hec:tu~,e at the comlnenceinenr. uf th1s 
c.U6cu~siorj 1 ~ had been a'i8erted that unles:-, they 
gave a certain Pxtent~ion of ]ea~P, the les•;ees 
v ... ~ould clairn con1}Jensation for the improvement~­
That was stated in the public Press, and in order 
to tTle r-. that threat, so to Rpeak, be introduced 
the cHiletlcltnentto make it sure thctt tlwycould not 
do so, though at the same time he said the Act 
was so clear that there v. H·• LO danger nf that 
kinr1. He maintained that the law was really as 
clear as it possibly cr•uld be made, and the matter 
having now bc.en clh,cussed he was quite pre­
pared to withdraw his amendment. 

Mr. STORY: The Attorney-General had made 
the important admi,.,ion trmt though a contract 
had been made with the pastoral lessees that at 
the termination of their leases they sl10nld be 
compensated for their improvements, the 
(i-uvernrnent were not going to deprive tbe1n of 
their land, beca,use they did not want to pay for' 
those improvements. It was just as well that 
the pastoralist, should know that. There was 
another cas8 in which they had been similarly 
treated. \Vhen the Act of 18\.12 was passed and 
they were allowed to get au extension of lease for 
rabbit netting, they understood that they would 
get an extension of le '"e for seven years for the 
whole of their holdings. They neglected to take 
counsel's opinion on the question, and they fonnd 
that they had to give up one-fourth of their land 
and one· fourth of their rabbit fencing. If they had 
known that they would not have put up rabbit 
fencing, and the whole of the country would have 
been covered with rabbits. Although it was not 
imminent that the les•1ees would want to be p~id 
for th~ir improvements at the present time, it 
was jnet as weil that they shonld know that on 
the highest authority they had in the House­
the Att.orney-Geneml-they could not chtim to 
he P<1id fur them until theY were clepn ved of 
their land by the Crown, ~nd the Crown wao 
not goinC( to deprive them of it, because it did 
not want to pay for those in1provP1nents. 

J\Ir. FITZGERALD said he would take v-ery 
good care that he would not allow ::-;uch a.n im .. 
tJortant matter as this to pass without expressing 
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his opinion. E'·en presuming that the Attorney­
General':-; opinion was right - prAsutning that 
the st ttion leaRPS expired at a certain time, 
and the lessee was not entitled to payment 
for improvements under the pre~ent law-sup­
posmg that a station lessee greed with the 
Government of Qaeensland to do cPrtain things 
-aft~r t•.enty-eight or thirty years he might 
•.ay h1s tnne was up, and he dirl not want the 
country any tnore. He 1night say. ''Give n1e 
back the money I have spent on ~r;y woolshed, 
and on my hmncstead, and on my f'enc ".-:;, '' and 
the Governtnent would say, "Ko, we will do 
no thin;; of th.e kind." Tbe matter was very 
obscnre, 8nd he would like the whole thing 
settled before the Bill passed. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAII.\VAYs: You cannot 
settle it now. 

Mr. 1HTZGEHALD: It was all very fine for 
the Attorney-General to say that legal:y the 
squatter muot wt>lk out and wt>it for his money 
until a selcdor came along t>tHl selected his 
itnprovements. 

't'b.• SECRETARY JWH RAILWAYS: He did not 
say that, 

The SECHETAI\Y FOR PcBLIC LANDS : We 
cannot decide this quP-stion here to-niO'ht. 

Mr. FITZGERALD said he had 
0

raised this 
question long ag-o. 

The A•rTORXEY·GEXERAL : Suppr•sing your 
view of the law is correct, how can you alter 
existing leases? 

Mr. FITZGERALD: Supposing his view of 
the law was \Vrong altogether, and supposing 
that nne of these leases fell due and the le·,,ee of 
th><t run came along and told the Government 
that he would not take advantage of thi3 Bill­
that he did not want any extension of the lease 
-that he wanted tn get away to Ireland, Scot­
land, or France, or Germany, and then he would 
say to t~e Government, '"Ptty me the money 
you promised me under the 1884 Act." 

'l'he ATTORNEY-GENERAL: They will get new 
leases under this BilL We are not discussing the 
conditions of current leases, 

Mr. FI'TZG:B~RALD: This was a very serious 
matter, and be did not think that the Attorney­
General should try to pooh-pooh it. Even 
admitting that the hon. gentleman's version of 
the law was right, did anyone mean t6 sav that 
any Miniht.er could take the whole of a 'man's 
country back :1nd say t'O him, "Get out, we 
won't pay YOU for ymir woolshed, or your home­
steo.d until someone Hllects it"? He believed 
that in this connection the Government would 
have to raise millions of pounds to meet claims 
that would arise, They should not repudiate. 
He was totally agaimt repudiation, but he did 
not want to see some people boss the 'xhole 
country. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : Any 
amount of rliscuseion to-night will not affect th'e 
position. These matters will have to be settled 
by the court. 

J\lr. FITZGJ<:R.\LD: That was all very fine, 
but he did not care a. button about the court. 
Hon. memb~rs were the bosses of the colony ; 
th· y made the laws for the whole colony; and 
unless something was done in regard to this 
m"tter, he was sure that it would lead to great 
trouble in the future. 

The CHAIR.\[AN: I must s<ty that l think 
the hon. member for JY1itchell is tediously 

repeatinl' himself, as we have heard 
[10 p.m,J the• same arguments from him over 

and over again. I do not think 
there is any nece>·,ity for this repetition, and I 
hope the hon, member will hear that in mind. 

:;'\lr. J.'ITZGERALD: Tlds was the second 
time the Chairman had called him to orcler for 
repetition. He did the same thing yesterday. 
He had simply heen answering the Minister, 

and, with due respect to the Chairman, hR did 
not think he was repeating him8e!f in doing that. 
If the Minister would Hhow him how he had 
repeated his argument he would be prepared to 
sit duwn. 

The CHAIRMAN: It is not the Minister, 
but tbe Chairman, who i~ the judge of whether 
a n1mnber is repeating· hinwelf. 

Mr. :FnzGERALD: '\V ell, I have very poor 
respect fur your opinion. 

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The hon. mem­
ber must not use language of that description 
when addre3sing the Chair. There is no doubt 
that the hem, member was tedwusly repeating 
his argu1nent. 

J'.Ir. FrTZGERALD : I have very poor respect for 
your statement. 

Mr. HARDACRE: The hrm, member for 
Mitchell had raised the que,tion as to whether 
the provisinno of the Bill would in any way affect 
the power of the Crown to reomne a quarter of 
the area under the provision of the 18Sfi Act. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDR 
said th ,t, as far as he understood, :my pre­
liminary act that might be taken by the present 
le·<sees toward« taking advantag·e of the Bill 
would not deprive the Crown of rights which 
they at present posse.'''ed. If the Crown had the 
right to resume a qnarler of the are:' at the 
expiration of fifteen years, it would still retarn 
that right. That had never been disputed, and 
he did not see how the Bill could possibly affect 
an agreement that already existed. It was an 
agnement that did not come into effect until 
after the ''Cpiration of the present holdings. He 
moved the insertinn of the words "in the aggre­
gate" after the word "exceeding," on line 1, page 
iS. Those words were in the 1890Act, and would 
merely have the effect of making the clause 
clearer. 

Amendment agreed to. 
On the motion of the SECRETARY I<'OR 

PUBLIC LANDS, similar amendments were 
made in line" 23 and 26. 

Mr. HARD ACRE moved the insertion of the 
following words nfter the word "holding " on 
line 51:-

During- the first fourteen years of the term, and at 
any time <'luring the last eleven years of the term, may 
resume, on the recommendation of the court, a further 
one·third of such area for ptll'poses of settlemen1,, 

The object of his amendment was to enable the 
Governor in Council to resume an additional 
one-third of the lease during the last eleven years 
of the lease. Although the long tenure of 
twenty-eight years would only be given to hold­
ings of an inferior description, still it was a very 
long term indeed, and it might happen, owing to 
the deYelopment of our railway system and the 
general increase of population, that some of the 
land in Class IV. would be required for settle­
ment. Gold discoveries might be made, and 
larae centres of population arise. It was neces­
sary, therefore, to give a larg.er power of re­
sumption than was already provided. 

The SECRE'TARY I<' OR PUBLIC LANDS: 
He had no particular objection tc1 the amend­
ment bnt the lands under Class IV. were those 
whicl; were of such a nature ag to be difficult to 
get people to keep. He referred particularly, to 
the South-western part of the colony, whr.ch 
was liable to se\'ere droughts and was heav1ly 
infested with rabbits. I<'or such holdings it was 
desirable to give an exceptional tenure. He 
was inclined to think that land there wonld 
never be required for resumption; and the 
lessees there had no doubt had a very bad time. 
He would ask the hon. member to withdraw his 
amendment, •tlthough he had no strong opinion 
with regard to it one w;.ty or the other. 
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Mr. HARDACRE: He admitted that there 
·could not be much necessity f0r re.~umption in 
the South·west•rn portion of the colony, but he 
had in his mind more particularly the South 
Kennedy pastoral district. Between Clermont 
and Charters Tower" there was a lot of country 
liable to be flooded, and much infested with 
brigalow. A go0d deal of that country might be 
placed in CbFs IV. It was quite possible that a 
railway might be construc•ed between those two 
places, where there was a good de·.%! of mineral 
land, and much ,,f the counrry might be required 
·for set.tlement. It wae, therefore, dc.·irable to 
have the ri,;ht to resume, if necHsary. 

The :SECRETARY l''OR PUBLIC LANDS: 
The clam~e ga.ve very big powers of re~Jumption 
under Class IV. for all public purposes except 
closer settlement, powers which they should not 
take with regard to the other clasecs. 

Mr. \V. RA~IILTON: Is that the only class for 
which special powers are provided? 

The SRCI-tETAH.Y :B'OEPUBLICLAKDS: 
All the others were provided for under the 
principal Act. 

Mr. W. HAMILTON understood that the 
power was going to be given in regard to each of 
those cla~ses. \V hen he interviewed the Minister 
last ye,ar before he introduced the I,and Bill, the 
hon. gentleman informed him that he thought 
that power should be pnt in every Land Act, 
~nd that it would be put in every Bill which he 
mtrodnced. Under the 1884 Act, the Govern­
ment had no power to resume bnds from the 
leaseholds without the lessees being at libertv 
to consider it as a rc.sumption of the whole 
of their holdings, and claiming compensation. 
The Government were therefore precluded from 
proclaiming reserves for travelling stock and 
carriers on leaseholds. There were several appli­
cations made h1st year by all classes of people 
in his district for reserves to be proclaimed 
on the main road from Kynuna to \Vinton, 
but the Government had no power to pro­
claim them until the leases terminated. Of 
.course they h" cl power to proclaim reserves on 
the resumed areas, but they could not do it on 
the leasehold". In the Act passed last year, 
however, power had been reserved to resume 
land from any part of a leasehold for the pur­
poee of proclaiming public reserves withont com­
pensation, except for the actual improvements on 
the land so reserved. It was necessary that that. 
provisiOn shonln apply to all classes, and not 
only to Class IV. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: Look at 
clause 14. 

Mr. W. HAMILTON: That only gave the 
Minister power to make a reservation at the 
termination of the existing leases, but it gave 
bim no power to proclaim a reserve during the 
Bxtended lease. If such power was given there 
would be this safeguard-that the Government 
were not likely to proclaim reserves unneces­
sarily, because they would thereby deprive 
themselves of revenue. 

The SECRETARY ~'OR PlJBLIC LANDS : You can 
raise the point on clause 14. \V e might make 
that clause apply more fnl.ty than it does at 
present. If the hon. member wishes he can 
move an amendment on that clause. 

Mr. \Y. HAMILTON : The power was more 
necessary in connection with Class I., because 
that was where clnse s<ettlement took place. In 
many places sufficient provision had not been 
made for roads and reserv.-s. They had to open 
another stock road now into Hughenden. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: You have the 
resumed area available for all that. 

Mr. vV. HAMILTON : The resumed areas on 
many runs were not on the roads. The road 
from Kynuna to \Vinton traversed theleasehnlds, 
and the Government could not proclaim a 

reserve, and, unless therP was a reserve, the 
carriers were shifted off. The lessees would not 
allow them to get a drink of water during the 
last dry season, and fenced off the waterholes. 
There were several places along the road where 
there was natural water, and all classes of people 
wanted reserves proclairned there. 

The ATTORKKY-G1G\ERAL said that it 
was unlikely that there would be any necessity 
for those' nsumplions in regard to lands under 
Clas8 IV. One effect of having such resumptions 
would be to lower the value of the security, and 
there would not be n1uch rrmrgin, as it was the 
very worst lands that would be put in Class IV. 
If there was a c~rtainty of tenure with regard to 
thcs<o lanc1s, financial institutions would look with 
more hvonr upon them. He thought it would 
be better to let the clause stand as it was. 

Mr. HARD ACRE did not think the Minister 
was correct when he s:tid that it was only 
proposed to make the resurnptions equal to the 
resumptions that could previously be made. At 
present it was possible to resume one-third every 
seven years, whereos it "as now proposed to 
allow re.<umptions of one-third of the holdings 
every fourteen years-just double the time. 
They had heard :1bouc the discretionary powers 
that should he given to the Land Court. They 
were giving them power to give leases, but they 
were not giving tlwrn power to 1nake resumptions, 
and he thought they uught to keep that power 
in their own hands, especially as it could only bP. 
exercised at the discretion of that very trnst­
worthy Land Court that the Minister mnrle so 
much of. If the Minister would accept it, he 
would suggest one-fourth instead of one-third. 

The SECHE'l'AHY }'OR Pt::nLic I~A~ms : l think 
you had better leave it out altogether. 

Mr. \V. H<'I.MILTON thought the Ji![inister 
should see that he had ample powers of resump­

tion under clause 14, because for 
[10'30 p.m.] Class IV. they were legislating for 

possibly forty-eight years ahead . 
The S"~OHE'l'AHY FOR Pt:BLIC LANDS : \V e 

have power to resume half of the holdings when 
they come under this Bill. 

Question-That the words proposed to be in­
serted (lrir. Hardac1·c's amendment) be so inserted 
-put and negatived. 

The House resumed; the CHAIRMAN reported 
progress, and the Committee obtained leave to 
sit again to-morrow. 

The House adjourned at twenty-seven minutes 
ic' 11 o'clock. 




