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Questions.

THURSDAY, 31 OcToBER, 1901,

The SpeAxER (Hou. Arthur Morgan, Warwick)
ook the chair at half-past 3 o’clock.

PAPERS.

The following paper, laid on the table of the
House, was ordered to be printed:—Retarn
to an order, relative to retrenchment among
lengthsmen on railways, made by the House, on
motion of Mr. Browne, on the 23rd instans.

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 Mr. Dunsford, on the 17th
instant.

QUESTIONS.
SpEcIAL TRAINS ¥OR CHIEF MECHANICAL
HENGINEER.

Mr. JACKSON (Kennedy) asked the Secretary
for Railways—

1. How many times has the Chief Mechanical Ingineer
visited the railway workshops at Ipswich since the
cancellation of his speecial train ?

2. How many men and boys are employed in the rail-
way workshops at Ipswich &

3. What would be the total cost of each special train
used by the Chief Mechanical Engineer between Bris-
bane and Ipswich, if caleulated at per lrain mile
according to table No. 16 and Return E accompanying
the last Report of the Railway Commissioner ¢

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

The SECRETARY TFOR RAILWAYS
{Hon. J. Leahy, Bulloo) replied—

1. six.

2. Four hundred and fifty-five men and ninety boys.

3. £4 16s. 10d.

4. £9, exclusive of the fares of passengers.

WorrMEN'S COMPENSATION BILL.

Mr. RYLAND (Gympie),
asked the Attorney-General —

When will the Workmen’s Compensation Bill he in-
troduced ¥

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Hon. A. Rut-
ledge, Maranoa) replied—

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

MEVMBERS of the Opposition : Hear, hear!

without notice,

INSPECTION OF EXPLOSIVES.

Mr. CAMERON (Brisbane North) asked the
Secretary for Agriculture, for the Secretary for
Mines—

1. Is he aware that within the last two years the
inspection under the RBritish Explosives Act of con-
tinental explosives intended for use in British colonies
has been discontinued?

2. Is he aware that explosives made in Great Britain
are manulact.red under the British Tixplosives Act of
1875 and Orders in Counecil; that Government supervi-
sion is exercised over ithe selection of raw material nsed
in their manufacture; that Goverament inspectors test
them during manutacture, and afterwards when packed
and ready for shipment?

3. Is he aware that no Act similar to the British Fx-
plosives dct, nor any modification of it, is in force on
the coniinent of Europe for the regulation of the mani-
facture of explosives intended for use 1n the British
colonjes, and that no Governinent inspeection is exer-
cised as to the selection of ruw aterial on the Con-
tinent *—That no Government examination of the
finished explosive compounds is made under any Act
similar to British Government supervision, nor any
corresponding test £
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4. Will he instruct the Queensland Government Min-
ing Inspector at Charters Towers, and elsewhere, to
report with reference to the effect of explosives manu-
factured on the Continent on the health and safety ot
the men employed in deep levels ¥

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

Inquiries are being made, and I shall be able to hand
the reply to the hon. member to-morrow.

FRAUDULENT INTRODUCTION OF CHINESE
IMMIGRANTS.

Mr. LESINA (Clermont)asked the Treasurer—

1. Ilas he received any communication through the
Home Secretary’s Department referring to frauds
perpetrated by certain Chinese merchants in Brishane
in bringing into Queensland ‘‘ new chum’ Chinese,
male and female, on ‘“return permits” of other
Chinese ¢

2. Is it his intention to take action in the matter
complained of; and, if the facts warrant it, cause the
guilty persons to be prosecuted *

The TREASURER (Hon.
Ipswich) replied—

1. A letter from & Chinese missionary was sent to the
Home Secretary contaming certain charges against a
Chinese merchant. I wrote to the missionary asking
iim to call and furnish further promised particulars,
but hehas not yet done so.

2. If the particulars revealed 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.

T. B. Cribb,

PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES.
ALLEGED INACCURACY—INTERPOLATION OF
WoRDS.

REPORT OF SELECT COMMITTEE.

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.

Question put and passed.

MINING ACT AMENDMENT BILIL.
SecoND READING,

Mr. JENKINSON (Wide Baw): It was my
intention to have moved the second reading of
this Bill this afternoon, bus I doubt the wisdom
of following such a course after the notice which
has been given by the Secretary for Agriculture,
who is acting on behalf of the Secretary for
Mines.

Mr. Lesiva: The same method as was taken
with the Workmen’s Compensation Bill—to
shelve both.

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: You have no right
to say any such thing.,

Mr. JENKINSON : It is with a certain
degree of satisfaction that I realise that I have
prodded the Government at last to take action in
this most important matter, The importance of
it is apparent to all those who have taken an
active interest in the mining industry, and I am
very glad that at last the Government have seen
their way to turn their attention from syndicates
and others and pay a little attention 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 represent mining communities
and constituencies have a right to expect.
Promises have been made by the Government
at various times to imtroduce such a measure.
Although Queensland has so far vccupied rather
an invidious 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 Secretary for Agriculture has
given notice. With regard to the interjection
made by the hon. member for Clermont, I do
not know that I can ultogether endorse it, I am
only too pleased to congratulate the Government
that at last they have seen the advisableness and
wisdom of bringing down such a Bill as they
propose to introduce.

Mr. BROWNE : For the sscond time.

Mr. JENKINSON : For the third time.

The SECKETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Where
does the prodding process come in?

Mr. JE"\KI’\YSO\T I will tell the hon.
gentleman. It will be within the recollection
of hon. members ;ha.t in 1898 a mining commis-
sion was appointed, and that one of their
strongest recommendations was that at an early
date a Mining on Private Property Bill should
be introduced. They gave very cogent reasons
why this action should be taken, and I had
intended to refer to those reasons, but it is no
use detaining the House by doing so now, Then
in 1899, in the Governor’s Speech, the Govern-
ment plomlsed among other measures, s Bill to
provide for mining on private property. On the
16th August, 1898, Hansard, paze 209, the
Secretary for Mines smted, in reply to
the hon. member for Kennedy, that it was the
intention of the Government to introduce such
a Bill. On the 10th of Oectober, 1900, Hansard,
page 1247, the Minister said, in reply to a query
of mine, that the Government intended to bring
forward such a measure that session. None of
those promises has ever been complied with,
consequently when T saw that the Government
did not intend to take any action, 1 gave nnmce
of my intention to introduce the Bill I have in
my hand this afternoon. The Government have
made three promises, and they have not fulfilled
any of them. Therefore it was within the privi-
lege of any hon. member to endeavour to do some-
thing to get a measure of this sort placed on the
statute-book of the colony, particularly as this
is the only State on the mainland of Aus-
tralia which has no such Act embodied in
its statutes. Victoria passed a DMining on
Private Property Act on the 25th of November,
1884; New Zealand on the 18th of August,
188(3 South Australia on the 8th of Decen’ ber,
1888 ; New South Wales on the 11th of June,
18{)4; and Western Anstralia on the 2Sth
October, 1808. So that the mining people of
Queensland, and all those who take an interest
in the great mining industry, have a perfect
right fo expect some CLmSIdera.hon fromr the
Government iu this matter. I have previously
said from my place in the House, and also in
other places, that it does not matter to me from
where a measure comes that I consider will
be beneficial to the State. Consequently, now
that the Government have given notice of their
intention to introduce a Bill to provide for mining
on private lands, I shall be only too happy to
assist them in passing that measure, and in
making it as workable as possible. Under the
circumstances I do not think it is advisable to
detain the House any further on this matter
at p1 eeen’c and I ask permission to withdraw
the B

The QPEAKER 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 b= now read a second time.

Mr. JENKINSON: A T understand that the
proper course is to move that the Bill be read
i second time, and let it be negatived, I now
formally 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 he is acting wisely
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in asking the House not to proceed 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. member. 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 hon. 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 to 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 that his
prods have been comparatively insignificant,
and I entirely join issue with him when he
says that the Government Bill is being intro-
duced in conseqnence of anything the hon., mem-
her 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, sometimues have taken credit to them-
selves and eonsider that the discolouration of
the sky, for instance, was owing to their being
born just then—quite an illusion on their part.
If the hon. member had not been in existence at
all the creation and introduction of the Govern-
ment Bill would have taken place all the same,
The hon. member’s Bill is a copy of the Bill
which has been in possession of the Government
a very long time, and which it is proposed to
introduce, and under the circumstances 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 have taken
possession of legislation previously in possession
of the Government.

Mr., JENKINSON :
matter.

The SECRETARY FORAGRICULTURE -
1t seems to me that his memory is not sufficient,
with regard tn past events. It is certain that if
a very great deal of talking goes on as occurred
last session or the year before—if the most open
deliberate stonewalling goes on—it is not right
to charge the Government with any delay in
bringing forward legislation which is delayed
in consequence of the absorption of time by
hon. members. If delay has oceurred it has
been unavoidable as far as the Government are
congerned.

Mr. JENKINSON :
syndicate 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 Wide Bay, I say that the
hon. member’s statements are not correct and not
justifiable.

Mr. BROWNE (Croydon): After all T think
the hon. member for Wide Bay has been prod-
ding the Government in this matter. It is now
three years since the Goversment first intro-
duced this measure. It was initiated in com-
mittee on the 18th October, 1898, by the Hon.
R. Philp, and anyone lookipg at Hawnsard will
see that most solemn promises were made by the
Minister for Mines, Hon. R. Philp, by the then
Premier, Hon. J. R. Dickson, by other Ministers
of the Crown, and by the Government whip
that there was real business in it, and that
they were going on with the Bill. Before the
second reading took place there was another
Bill on the paper dealing 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

Failing you moving in the

There is plenty of time for
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the Government to embody this in the Mining
Act, but 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 hon.
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. We 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 the hon. member for Wide Bay
managed to resurrect the old affair again. Every
session mining members have referred to this
matter, and I hops 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 always thought the suggestion
made by the Hon. John Macrossan—the best
mining member who ever sat in this House, and
an able man, too—1I think his 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 Wide
Bay is acting very sensibly in the course he is
taking.

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

CAMBOOYA FLECTION.
ProroSED REFERENCE TO ELECTIONS TRIBUNAL.
RESUMPTION OF DEBATE.

On the Order of the Day being called for the
resumption of the debate on Mr. 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
names 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 the Elections Tribunal in accordahee with
the petition of theelectors of the Cambooya electorate—
which stond adjourned at 7 o'clock p.m. on
Friday, 11th October—

The HOME SECRETARY (Hon. J. F. G.
Foxton, 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 have? 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

1901—5E
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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
shoald certainly have given that information.
There was no object in doing so if I had
known anything 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 corners 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. Well, I have yet to
learn that any officer in the department, whether
in the police or in any other branch of the
depariment, is in any way implicated in regard
to the theft of these claims. That the claims
were stolen is undoubted, and I may say that
at first suspicion rested 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 Mr. 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 alt
through the piece conducted himself in such a
way in regard to placing people on the roll for
Cambooya—always supposing that, and 1 think
we presume he has 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.
Daniels does not hesitate at all to accuse the
membar for Cambooyaof beingimplicated ; 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 FOR RAILWAYS : He said it in
the streets outside.

The HOME SECRETARY : Yes, I have
seen it reported in the Press. 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 houses, 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—

I have the honour to submit a précis of the services:
rendered to Mr. Daniels by the Police Department, in
his various prosecutious against voters and others im
connection with the late Cambooya election,

I think there should he a limit 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 many others, where he has. through the department,
©Obtained an opinion from the Crown Solicitor, such
opinions have been against him. I therefore request
your permission to inform 3r. Daniels, if he should
again seek police assistance in matters connected with
‘the late Cambooya election, to inform him he mustin
future obtain legal advice himself and proceed on his
own initiative.

Now this is a précis of what the police have been
doing for Mr. Daniels. I find that, ‘“On the
5th October—

Mr. Daniels wrote forwarding list of persons whose

names were on Cambooya clectoral roll who were not
gualiied to vote, and requesting that they be prose-
cuted acqording to law,
I am now veading from the réedi which was 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 table, in the Home Secretary’s
Oflice, and when he asked me to institute pro-
secutions in these cases. He was apparently
then in entire ignovance 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 Ministers 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 else to do but
to look through lengthy statements dealing with
proposed prosecutions against people, and to
put papers together and draw out the infor-
mations and otherwise 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 nexst entry on 6th
October reads—

Crown Solicitor instructed to draw up informations so
that legality of same should be assured, afterwards
police employed filling in information.

Then on the 9th—

On application, Mr. Daniels granted railway pass to

Pittsworth.
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 proceeding and one which I have
been blamed for by the persons against whom
the proceedings were directed. Then on l1th
Oetober this occurs in the privis—

Pittsworth police instructed that all sworn informa-
tions laid by Mr. Daniels were to he issued free.

Cases st down for hearing, 14-11-00.

That was another concession to Mr. Daniels. I
knew the man I had to deal with; I knew the
kind of support he would probably get in this
House, and T knew that unless I allowed him
every possible latitude—unless I allowed him
the fullest possible rope-—that charges would be
made against me on his behalf, that I was deny-
ing him justice.

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

Hon. A. 8. CowrLgy: Otherwise we will all
join the Labour party?

Mr. Jacxsox: You ought not to select one
an and give him these concessions.

The HOME SECRETARY : T admit having
done this, because Mry. Daniels asked for these
concessions, and I also admit that this course
was unusual.

Mr. Jackson: 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
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doing what I did, because how many cases are
there in which informations are laid, and in which
similar applications are made political matters in
this House? Very, very few. Although I have
departed from the exacs line usually laid down, T
am glad to be able toshow that this departure has
not been in the direction of depriving Mr. 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, that I was
particularly careful that no such imputations
would have any justification, and that I would
be able to show that Mr. Daniels was exception-
ally well treated. "Lhen the préeis goes on tosay—

20 October, 1900.-—Sub-inspector Nethercote instructed
to proceed to Pittsworth to prosecute in cases. IMr.
Daniels to piek out six of the strongest, Those picked
out were—P. J. Maher, Pat. Molloy, J. Seully, F.
Weimers, John Geaney, and Michael Geaney.

After several consultations Mr. Daniels withdrew
charges agaiust John and Michael Geaney, and substi-
tuted those against William M. Farmer and Hon. I'. H.
Holberton.

12 November, 1900.—Sub-inspector Nethercote wired
Toowoomba and Pittsworth police to have cases ad-
journed until 19th November, as Clerk of Parliament
could not attend the court on any day but Monday.

14 November, 1900.—Bench refused to adjourn the
cases, but dealt with them on their merits. Cases all
dismissed.

156 November, 1900.—Mr. Daniels was informed that
the witnesses would not be required onthe 19th Novem-
ber, 1900,

12 December, 1900.—Cases against Alexander McPhie
and Robert Sinclair again came on for hearing at Pitts-
worth Police Court, Sub-inspector Nethercote prosecu-
ting. Allevidenee Mr. 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 couviet detendants.

As the names of defendants in other cases were
called, Sub-inspector Nethercote informed beunch he
had no application to make, but that Mr. Daniels, who
was present, might,

My, Daniels requested that they be discharged.

At the conclusion of each «use Sub-inspector
Nethercote asked Mr. Daniels, whilst in the witness
box, if he had any further evidence to offer, to which
he replied *“No.”” He was then asked ' if it was his
desire that the case should now be closed,”” and he
replied ““ Yes.”

6 November, 1900.—Mr. Daniels laid four sworn
informations against Mr. Mackintosh—two of forgery
and two of perjury.

27 November, 1900.—Upon the cases against Mr.
Mackintosh being ealled, Mr. Lilley, barrister, informed
the benech that he appeared to prosecute, whereupon
Sub-inspector Nethercote retired from the prozecution.

Mr. Nethercote was emyployed from the 6th October
to the 27th November, 1900, obtaining evidence and
prosecuting for 1Mr. Daniels; Constable Mullens was
also employed for s considerable time on the above
cases.

28 December, 1900, 26 January, 1901, 27 February,
1901.—XLetters on these dates from Mr. Daniels,
charging Acting Sergeant Knox and Constable Kean
with wilfully giving false evidence before the parlia-
mentary committee last session in regard to the stolen
claims from Pittsworth, but refusing to give the names
of his witnesses. Informed that if he did so. and the
Commissioner of Police considered a wiimd facie case
wax made, an inguiry would be granted.

27 Tebruary, 1901.—TFurther letter from Mr, Daniels
re Pittsworth pelice.

28 Yebruary, 1901.—Turther complaints from 3Mr.
Daniels against Donald Mackintosh, and submitted to
Department of Justice for an opinion.

1. Tor wilfully making false statements on an elec-
toral elaim.

2. Tor solemnly and sincerely declaring the above
statements to be true.

5 Mareh, 1901.—Reply to Mr. Daniels re Pittsworth in
terms of Minister’s minute previouns page.

13 March, 1901.—Reply to Mr. Daniels re Mackintosh
stating Crown Solicitor did not consider prosecutions
would succeed.

Altogether there were eleven cases in which Mr.
Daniels was the prosecutor, and in which he
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received more 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 proposes to refer
this matter back to the Hlections Tribunal, for
the case 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 necessity to
send the matter back to them. 1 am not going to
do that ; but as Mr. Daniels is so free in making
imputations against others with regard tothe theft
of these claims, I think it is a very fair thing to
let the public know the extent to which people,
other than the people he accuses, 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 as I
know, as to who witnessed 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 were officially brought under my notice by
the Principal Hlectoral Registrar, are very sug-
gestive indeed. I have here a copy of a claim
form filled in as for Joseph Watson, aged forty,
residing at Brookstead, and described as an over-
seer, and resident for the last six months at
Brookstead. That claim is witnessed by Mr.
Mahoney, J.P. T caused inquiries to be made,
and Mr. Mahoney and Mr. Watson when asked
for an explanation of what was palpably an
attempt to get a name on the roll in an inproper
manner, gave some information which shows
that if Mr. Daniels had been in the habit of
stuffing the Cambooya electoral roll——

Mr. Kerr: Did Mr. Daniels sign the claim?
The HOME SECRETARY : I will tell the

hon. member directly.
Mr. XErr: Give us the whole facts and not a
garbled statement.

The HOME SECRETARY : Oh yes, I will;
but the hon. member must not interrupt. Hon.
members do not want to know the facts. I say
if Mr. Daniels had been in the habit of stuffing
the Cambooya roll in this way—and I will show
the extent to which he is involved in this par-
ticular case—he has brought himself very nearly
within the law. In fact, if he was treated as he
treated others, he would now be under prosecu-
tLon at this moment. There is no doubt about
that, .

Mr. Bowyan : Why do you show favour ?

The HOME SECRETARY : I am not show-
ing any favour.

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

The HOME SECRETARY : Well, T have
papers here which I think could doit. How-
ever, that is not the point. I want to point out
that Daniels was advised by the Crown Solicitor
that the evidence which he had was not strong
enough, but that gentleman was so thoroughly
satisfied that he was right that he instituted
eleven cases, which all fell through. Now, it is
just a question whether the Crown Solicitor upon
being appealed to would have advised that this
case was any better than the cases in which Mr.,
Daniels prosecuted, and it is no use institubing a
prosecution if we are advised that the evidence,
however clear it may be so far as moral impli-
cation is concerned, will not sustain a convie-
tiomn.

Mr., GIvexs : It is very hard to get a convic-
tion if you have the whole of the Government
against you.
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The SECRETARY ¥OR RaATLwAYS : Has every
man who is convicted got the Government
against him ?

Mr. Duxsrorp: Tell us a little about
referring this to the Elections Tribunal.

Myr. Givexs: We want a cheap legal opinion.

The HOME SECRETARY : I will not give
any legal opinion. If T want a legal opinion,
officially, I send the matter on to the Department
of Justice. This is how the matter was brought
under my notice by the Principal Hlectoral
Registrar :—

i 1st October, 1901,

SIr,—I have the honour to enclose a letter received
by me from the electoral registrar at Pittsworth. On
the facts as stated by him there appears to have been
an intention on the part of Daniels to °* wiifully
mislead” the electoral registrar in the compilation
of his list, and I submit the matter for your considera-
tion.

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

The following is the letter referred to from the
electoral registrar at Pittsworth :—
27th September, 1901,

S81rR,—1I have the honour to report that on the 15th
instant, Henry Daniels, ex-M.L.A. for Cambooya, handed
me an electoral claim of which [ enclose a copy. As I
had reason to believe that the claimant Watson had
left Brookstead, I remarked so to Daniels; he said, * Oh,
1o, he has not left, but he is going to leave; every
man had a right to have his name on the roll.”’ I
afterwards ascertained from the owner of Brookstead
Station that Watson left there on the 13th August lust.
Watson on heing interviewed by the police at Too-
woomba, where he is at present, and was residing when
the claim was made out, says Daniels informed him
thai he was entitled to have his name on the roli for
Cambooya, and supplied him with an electoral form.
When filling up the form Watson says he told Daniels
he had left Brookstead, and Daniels replied. ‘* It dows
not matter, you are entitled to a vote for five months
after leaving.”
That is the statement made by Knox on the
authority of Watson.

Mr. GIVENS: Give us the evidence at first

and.

The HOME SECRETARY : I will give the
hon. member all the evidence directly.

Mr. Duxnsyrorp : This is only a red herring.

The HOME SECRETARY : Is it. It is a

very suggestive red herring and it smells very
bad. (Laughter.) Te goes on to say—

The attesting magistrate says Daniels and Watson
came to his house with the claim. Watson told him
he was six months at Brookstesd. but did not tell him
he had left there. Daniels said. 1 must get those
fellows names on the roll—they are entitled to be on,
I have sent a form J notice to Watson, who no doubt
acted innoecently in this matter.”’

Mr. Burrows: Why are you reading all this?

The HOME SECRETARY: Why did the
hon. member read all the rubbish he read ?

Mr. Givens: Because it was directly bearing
on the question.

The HOME SECRETARY : I have told the
hon. member and the House that when these
electoral forms were stolen suspicion rested on
My, Daniels and his friends, and Mr. Daniels
was very ready to pass the suspicion on to other
people.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
his red herring.

The HOME SECRETARY : Yes, that was
a ved herring. I am showing now that if Mr.
Daniels was in the habit of doing what it is
perfectly certain hon. members must admit he
did in this particular case, there might have
been very good reason for his desiring that those
claim forms should never see the light of day.

Mr. Harpacre: He did his utmost to get
those forms before the court.

That was
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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. GI1veNs: That is a mean insinuation.

The HOME 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 see what I am

reading this for before I finish—

As Daniels claims to be an authority on electoral law
and has receutly instituted legal proceedings against
over eighty persons for alleged offences against the Act,
besides making grave charges against myself and others,
I respectiully submit he has rendered hirnself 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 Watson up as witness.

‘Watson had signed this claim, it must be rerrem-
bered, and Maboney 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 through the usual course—to
inquire and report.

Mr. Givexs : What was the report?

The HOME SECRETARY : The report is
very interesting. All the reports are exceedingly
interesting.

Mr. Givexs: The question is, who stole the
claims ?

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

Mr. GIVENS: It 1s a pity the ones at Warwick
were not stolen also,

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

Respectfully submits, clearly shows Daniels'sintention
to wilfully mistead the electoral registrar, and also that
‘Watson acted in ignorance, and under the influence of
Daniels. who, he had no doubt, was considered an
authority on such matters. Watson being previously
registered as an eleetor for Carnarvon, could legally
claim to have his name placed on the Cambooya roll
after three months’ residence at Brookstead; but that
he did not do so shows that he was indifferent.

Joseph Watson states—

I am a labourer, at present residing at Gowrie road,
next Heffernan’s Hotel, and am employed at Ilooper’s
Cordial Tactory, Toowoomba. I have recently been
employed at Brookstead Station, near Pittsworth. I
went there last January, and left there about the
middle of last August. I do not remember the date.
When I left 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. Mr. Henry Daniels, who was at
one time member for Cambooya, was also staying at the
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,
¥ don’t think I have a right to be on, as I have left
Brookstead.” He said, ‘* Oh, yes, 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 said gave me. I did@ not tell Daniels I was
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 teatable. 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,
Mr. 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.
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I was no way anxious to0 get my name on the reoll, and
wouldnot have thought of it only Daniels mentioned it.

I did not read the form caretully; 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
filled 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, ¢ No, 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 Toowoomba, as I and
others were talking about it with him at the tea-
table.” Itstruck meitwasvery desirable that one
should know whether it was before or after tea,
ancd also in the statement concerning the tea,
was it before or after the conversation above
referred to; what was said at the table, who was
present, and what did they hear? These men,
1t must be remembered, have stated that they
are prepared to swear this in a court of law,

Mr. G1veENs : It is only an impression.

The HOME SECRETARY : There is no
impression about it. Watson distinctly states
that he had told Daniels that he had lefv Brook-
stead.

Mr. Duxsrorp : 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 Brookstead.”
There is nothing at all about Pittsworth.
Brookstead, I may say, is in the Cambooya
electorate.

Mr. GiveENs : What 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 living privately at Pittsworth. I am a justice
of the peace for Queensland, I know Henry Daniels,
who was at one time member for Cambooya. I also.
know a man named Joseph Watson, who was recently
employed at Brookstead. I have kuown both of them
for several years. I remember the 5th of September
last. Between 9 and 10 o’clock that morning I was.
standing at my front gate next the Union Hotel.

Daniels and Watson came and spoke to me. Watson
satd, ““I bave an electoral form to sign. Will you zign
it. I wanttoget my name on the roll.”” Isaid, “Is it

properly filled:” He said, ** Yes.” Daniels also said,
“Yes, it is, Tom.” Daniels said, “Come inside (mean-
ing to go into the sitting-rooni 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. Watson signed it in my
presence. Daniels said, “The more of this sort we can
get done the better. I must get all those fellows’
names on the roll.” Daniels then took the form and.
went down the street. Watson went into the hotel
yard for his horses. I saw him driving them outin a
buggy. In about half-an-hour afterwards Daniels came:
back to my gate; he had the form in his hand ; he said
“There is a little error in this; I want you to initial it,””
I put it on the gate-post and initialled it with a peneil
which he handed wme, and he then took itaway., I
would know the form again. The one now shown me:
is the same.

Mr. HARDACRE : But was he entitled to be on?-

The HOME SECRETARY : Certainly he was
not.

Mr. HarDacCRE : He was residing in the elec-
torate at the time.

The HOME SECRETARY: Not at the:
time. He had been, but he had gone to reside in.
the electorate of Drayton and Toowoomba some-
time before.

Mr. HarpacrE : He says that he was residing -
there during the last preceding 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:
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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 Doneley states: T am g grazier, residing
at Brookstead. I am the owner and also the manager
‘of that property.

I know a man named Joseph Watson : he was in my
employment at Brookstead, and resided there with his
}wifte from the 19th of January to the 13th of August

ast.

I paid him off on the 3rd of August, and he went aw ay
from my place: he returned again on the 12th, and
finally left with his wife on the 13th, 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. DunsrorDn: Have you a statement from
Da,m?els, or any explanation from him on this
case

The HOME SECRETARY : No.

Mr. Duxsrorp: That is very unfair, you
know,

Mr. Grvens: You want to condemn a man
unheard.

The HOME SECRETARY : Did Daniels
consider me much before he accused me of compli-
city in a theft?

Mr. DuxsrorD: You should
example.

The HOME S8ECRETARY : Thers are some
people upon whom a good example is entirely
thrown away.

Mr. DuNsFORD : But it is not justice o 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 Cambooya
and since that, a very great proportion of any
bogus claims 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 : T 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—newspaper 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. When, 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 what
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 member 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

set a good
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I treat that sort of thing
with the contempt it deserves. I am at this
moment the subject of very severe criticism and
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—and
possibly it may become desirable that I should
let them know—the whole of the facts which are
lying behind that vilification. At present I hold
my tongue ; bub it will be very interesting when
it does come out.

Mr. Duxsrorn: ‘‘Silence i golden.”

The HOME SECRETARY : 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. Watson gives his
version, to this effect—

Joseph Watson, in continnation of previous state-
ment, states as follows:—

It was after tea Daniels asked me if my name was on
the roll. Iesaidthe Cambooys roll. There was no one
present when he asked me.

It was while we were at tea we were speaking about
Toowoomba. There was orly 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 has known me [or several years. He and his
father and mother lived near my parents’ place twenty
or thirty years ago on the Gowrie road, My father and
mother live there stili, and I live with them, and have
since I left Brookstead. That isin the electoral district
of Drayton and Toowoomba.

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

In my previous statement Isaid I did not tell Daniels
I was living in Toowoomba, but on thinking over the
matter since I remember I did tell him. I am now
certain I did tell him. It was at the teatable.

JOSEPH WATSON.

Mr. DuNsFoRD : 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. We spoke in ordinary tones.

Mr, Givens: The net result of the reading
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 have 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 takes of everything con-
nected with this matter.

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

The SPEAKER : Order!

The HOME SECRETARY : The hon. mem-
ber must surely have been listening when I read
out the charge to which he has probably rendered
himsel{ liable.

Mr. HarDACRE: It is only impression and
belief.

The SPEAKER : Order!

The HOME SECRETARY : No, it is not.
It isas clearasnoonday that knowing that Watson
was no longer resident in the Cambooya elec-
torate--it is perfectly clear that Daniels knew
that he had left—he yet asked him to sign
an electoral claim form. When Watson ob-
jected and said, “But I am not residing there.
I am residing in Toowoomba with my 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 i, or to be on the Cambooya
electoral roll, Daniels said——

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

The HOME SECRETARY : Well, he is pre-
pared o say it in the witness-box.

My, DUNSFORD : A man who breaks the law.
. TI;e HOME SECRETARY : Who breaks the

aw ?

Mr. DuxsrorD: The man who signed that
claim,

The HOME SECRETARY : Yes, at Daniels’s
request. Why did Daniels take possession of
the claim ?

. Mr, W, THORN: Watson is an honest man,
00.

The HOME SECRETARY : Watson is an
honest man ; he is a well-known man ; and T am
perfectly satisfied that he is speaking the truth
in this matter. This is the result of doing as
some hon. members have done—and have bowsted
that they intend to do—1I do not say all of them
—going round the country carrying electoral
claim forms in their pockets, and inducing people
—whether rightly or wrongly—to put their
names on the electoral rolls,

Mr. Bowyman: That is a very strong assertion
—that members are going round with claim forms
in their pockets, putting names on rightly or
wrongly.

The HOME SECRETARY : T was referring
then to Daniels: but one hon. member has—
well, I think I may leave the Gladstone cases to
igeik for themselves. I think I can safely do

at.

Mr. Duxsrorp: If he is wrong you should
prosecute.

The HOME SECRETARY : It very often
happens that we are 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 have merely brought this forward by
way of illustration of what has been going on in
the Cambooya electorate on the part of Mr.
Daniels, who has had a very good innings in
showing, according to his way of doing it, what
has been going on in that electorate at the in-
stance of the sitting member and his friends.
I should not have read the whole of the papers
had it not been that hon. members desired that
I should do so. It isin 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.

Mr. Duwsrorp: You should have brought
Daniels’s statement ; the fact that you have not
df)&le so almost amounts to a suppression of his
side,

‘The HOME' SECRETARY : I do mnot sup-
pose Mr. Daniels will deny the facts; he will
probably try to justify his action in the matter.
He was the moving spirit in the matter. The
man was not entitled to be on theroll. Why
then did Daniels give him the form, and take it
from him after it was signed, and give it to the
electoral registrar when he knew it was not true?

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

The HOME SECRETARY : The hon. mem-
ber is entitled to his opinion, but I say that a
man who is so ready with aspersions and aceusa-
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 suspicion. When a man is
constantly bringing accusations which he is
unable to support against other people, you can
depend upon it that that man has a crook in his
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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, whe
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 Dalby said—

Owing to circumstances over wlich 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 deal of the evidence with
the chairman, and have seen enough of it to warrant
me in saying it is too evident that the Cambooya elec-
toral roll, at the time of the lust contest for the seat,
contained a number of names which were upon it in
deflance of the provisions of the Elections Acts.

1 trust that the conditicn of the roll at that time is
not typical of the electoral lists of the colony ; but if it
is, the necessity for a drastie sistem of purification is
obvious and imperative.

I think we may admit that there is every
probability that the electoral roll was not ina
satisfactory or healthy state at the time the last
Cambooya election took place. Efforts have
beeun made to show that the unsatisfactory state
of the roll from stuffing or otherwire was due to
the machinations of the present hon. member for
Cambooya, Mr. Mackintosh, but the documents
which I have read go to indicate that there
is at least just as great a probability

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE:
greater,

The HOME SECRETARY: That M,
Daniels himself has been concerned to a very
large extent in creating a fictitious state of the
roll.

Mr. HARDACRE : There are dozens of cases on
the other side,

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

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

The HOME SECRETARY:
proved who signed the claims.

Mr. HARDACRE: Yes.

The HOME SECRETARY : Not all of them.
Mr. HarpacrE : I did not say all of them.

The HOME 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, Mr. Daniels was
doing his level best to get a man on the roll
who he knew had no possible right %o be
there.

Mr. DuxsFoRD: Who he knew ?

The HOME SECRETARY : Yes; because
he had been told the night before at tea in the
Union Hotel by Watson that he was not entitled
to be on the roll. Watson 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 Mahoney to sign the claim
Daniels went boldly to the electoral registrar
and handed it to him, telling him that Watson
still resided at Brookstead.

Mr. DunsrorD: You have only the man’s
statement.

The HOME SECRETARY : Yes, and that
would be sufficient to conviet him in a court of
law. The information the man gave Daniels
was that he had left Brookstead, but Daniels,

Much

It was not
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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 electoral 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 allsorts of little peccadilloes, on the assertions
of other men. But it so happens that there are
the assertions of two men in this case. I shall
not detain the House any longer on this matter.
I hope I have satisfied hon. members who are
reasonable and are not blinded by party preju-
dice, as are some hon. members opposite, who
have made this a strong party matter, and
martyrised Daniels in & way that he is not
entitled to be martyrised—I trust that those
hon. members who are unvrejudiced will at least
absolve myself and the officers of the department
over which I preside, aad the police, from
any desire to place obstacles in the way of
Mr. Daniels going on with the prosecutions.
I have shown that he was afforded facilities
which even members of the Labour party have

blamed me for giving—facilities

[® p.m.] which are not ordinarily given to

others, though they are sometimes
given. It became a matter of some doubt as to
whether Daniels wus really entitled to those
privileges at the hands of the police. However,
he got them. T thought it best to err on the
side of giving plenty of rope rather than giving
too little, and every possible assistance was given,
The services of Mr., Nethercote, the vldest and
most experienced detective we have, were placed
at his disposal, and he did nothing for six weeks
but work up his cass; free passes up and down
were given to him ; yet with all this assistance,
the advice given him in the first instance by the
Crown Solicitor that he had no case turned out
to be perfectly correct, and the whole thing was
abortive. The only result has been that Mr.
Daniels has put the country to a great deal of
expense. Hven the police court proceedings he
instituted cost the country a considerable sum
of money, and they also have been entirely
abortive.

Mr. HARDACRE (ZLeichhardt): 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
bhappened 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 every
occasion.

The SECRETARY FOR
gracious !

The HomME SEORETARY : The member for Xen-
nedy blamed me for giving him too much assist-
ance.

Mr. HARDACRE: 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 by those in charge of the
administration of the Home Secretary’s Depart-
ment, the Police Department, and some other
departments, in his attempt to obtain some
redress for the injustice which he had suffered.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: It has not
been proved that he suffered any yet.

AGRICULTURE : Good
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Mr., HARDACRE : I think the select com-
mittee’s report proves 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 candidates, Davidson, retired illegally,
and that was passed over in Daniels’s appeal
against Mackintosh. Then a large number of
the ballot-papers 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 Mr. Daniels
afterwards found that a number of persons
who had voted had done so on forged
claims, and on claims falsely sworn to, in his
attempt to obtain the production of those in
court he was prevented, e was prevented in
the first place even from being allowed %o 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
reasonable request—a request which I believe
was never refused by anyone else, but was re-
fused by the Home Secrstary; and strange to
say afterwards

The Homz SECRETARY :
refused ?

My, HARDACRE : Perhaps I had better be
more exact, He was refused permission to see
&3 claims by the Home Secretary, but I remem-
ber now from his explanation he said he had
asked some advice from the Attorney-General,

The HoMe SrcrETARY: On the contrary, I
expressed my perfect willingness that he should
see the claims if the Attorney-General had nc
legal objection.

Mr. HARDACRE: The Attorney-General
could not see his way, and so Mr. Daniels was
bandied about like a shuttlecock from one to
another.

The Howr SECRETARY : At all events, the
then leader of the Labour party was satisfied
with the objection raised hy the Attorney-
General.

Mr, HARDACRE: No.

The HoME SECRETARY: Yes, he was—Mr.
Dawson—he was thoroughly satisfied that it was
a valid objection.

Mr. HARDACRT : 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 doing
of which anyone can be convicted, but showing
personal antagonism generally on the part of
departments A

The Home SrcrETARY : Not at all. There is
no justification for that statement.

Mr. HARDACRE : His request to see the
claims was refused.

The HoME SECRETARY : He could not see the
claims because they had been stolen before that.

Mr. HARDACRE : They had not been stolen
at that time.

The HoME SEcRETARY : Yes, they had.

Mr. HARDACRE: Not when he made the
request, but afterwards.

The HowE SECRETARY : Yes, they were.

Mr. HARDACRE: Not 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, and
that they were stolen by someone personally in-
terested.

The Houe SECRETARY : They were stolen be-
fore the application was made to me.

Mr. HARDACRE : Not in the first place.

The HoME SECRETARY: Yes,

‘What request was
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Mr. HARDACRE: It was suggested that
possibly Mr. Daniels himself——

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

Mr. HARDACRE : No.

The HoME_SECRETARY : Will you kindly give
the dates? T ask vou 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. Mr. Daniels
had keen told that he could see the claims, hut
when he got there a wire was sent up refusing
him the right to see those claims.

The HoME SECRETARY : A wire from whom ?

Mr. HARDACRE : A wire from the Home
Secretary.

The HoME SECRETARY: Very well; it must
have been after they were stolen.

Mr. HARDACRE : How could the Home
Secretary send a wire saying that he could not
see claims which he did not know were stolen ¢

The HoMe_ SECRETARY: 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
claims.

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 stolen 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 statement of that sort you should be prepared
to give the dates.

Mr. HARDACRE: I tell the Home Secretary
that I am speaking from my own memory of the
matter, and I know from my own memory that
it 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
cannot lay my hand upon the exact dates, but
I give you my own personal impression 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 Mr.
Daniels who stole the claims.

The HoyE SECRETARY : No, I said T did not
think that he did. I merely gave certain facts
:Yhmh justified the suspicion that he did at the

ime,

 Mr. HARDACRE: Is not that an insinua-
tion that he was interested in stealing the
claims?

The HoME SECRETARY: No; that someone
thought he was-—that someone was justified in
thinking that he was,

Mr. HARDACRE: That is an insinuation
that Mr, Daniels stole these claims.

The HoMe SrcrETARY: I did not insinuate
that he did. I only justified those who sus-
pected him.

Mr. HARDACRE: That is an insinuation
that he did. Mr. Danieis was the person who
was actively from the first trying to obtain the
production of these claims in order that he might
sheet home certain charges.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: And win
the election for himself.

. Mr. HARDACRE : Quite so; but he wasnot
interested in preventing those claims being pro-
duced. That being o, I say thatthat insinuation
falls to the ground.

. The HoME SECRETARY : I did not make the
inginuation.
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Mr. HARDACRE : I am very glad that the
Home Secretary withdraws or explaing that he
does not insinuate that Mr. Daniels stole these
claims.

The HOMIE SECRETARY : Mr. Speaker,—
Irise 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 purpose of showing that
there might have been some justification in the
minds of other persons for suspecting that he
did it without any 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 Home SecrETARY : His manipulations of
the rolls were of such a character as to induce
people to believe that he had 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 Mr. Daniels had
nothing to do with it.

The HoME SECRETARY : So far as T know. T
make no imputation.

Mr. HARDACRE : After that, Mr. Daniels
commenced 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 Mr,
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. Toimie: He made some very serious
charges.

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

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

Mr. HARDACRE : I will by and by.

Mr. Tormig : T would now if T were you.

Mr. HARDACRE: I do aot know what sen-
tence the hon. gentleman means. If he will tell
me what sentence I will refer to it.

Mr. Tormie: Read me a sentence in the
report of the select committee which shows that
Mr. Daniels proved 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 proves 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. Towywie: Does it prove that a single
person was put on the roll?

Mr. HARDACRE : I am not dealing with
that now. T am dealing with the way in which
the police bungled those prosecutions.

The HowE 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. HARDACRE: He took it out of their
hands when he found that they bungled the
casges.

The HoMr SeEcRETARY : He had no better luck
with Mr. Lilley.

Mr. HARDACRE: 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
Mzr. Daniels was taking.

The HomE SEoRETARY: Vou say that the
police bungled it ; did Mr. Lilley bungle it, too ?

Mr. HARDACRE: I am now dealing with
the Police Department under the Home Secre-
tary.

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

Mr. HARDACRE: T am going to impugn
the bench, and he ought to be impugned. That
is why I say the Home Secretary did not deal
fairly with Mr. Daniels in the administration
of his department. The charges were made,
witnesses were called, the cases came 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 the 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
subpena to attend, and in consequence of his
non-appearance the magistrate dismissed the
case, or rather in some cases he dismissed the
charge. Now, 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. Was not that a reasonable
request? Was it not a request for adjournment
which in any other case would have been readily
granted by any honest police magistrate in the
colony ? 1 say it would have been granted in
any case in which serious charges were made.

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

Mr. HARDACRE : I am not saying that the
persons in charge were dishonest, What I am
saying is Mr. Daniels made certain very grave
and serious charges against certain persons, and
they could not be pressed home simply because
the Police Department had neglected to give the
Clerk of this House the necessary legal subpeena,
to attend.

Mr, Toryig: One case wasadjourned from the
14th November to the 19th November, and again
from the 19th November to the 18th December.

Mr. DunsrorD : Who is making the speech.
Mr. Towmig : 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 allowed
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
of the House to be examined.

The Howr SECRETARY: What 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. HARDACRE: The Police Department
summoned the whole of those defendants. That
department gave a general summons to everyone
concerned.

The Houmr Secrgrary: Mr. Daniels insisted
on that.

Mr. HARDACRE : No.

The HoMr SECRETARY: Yes, he did.

Mr. HARDACRE : No; Mr. Daniels did
not insist on that. Mr. Daniels said it was
necessary to summon certain witnesses, and he
asked 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 |

were made that the prosecutions did not succeed,
and the department absolutely failed to censure
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the police magistrate for his action. T say that
if it had been anyone else but Mr. Daniels, the
proceeding would have been different.

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL : No.

The Houk SEoRETARY : I am not a court of
appeal.

Mr. HARDACRE: Police magistrates are
under the Home Secretary, and when a polics
magistrate does an action of this kind——

The HoME SECRETARY : What kind ?

Mr. HARDACRZE : He refused a reasonable
request for an adjournment in such a way as to
cause a great miscarriage of justice. If the
Home Secretary wants to deal fairly with every-
one in the colony, I say that it was his duty to
censure that police magistrate for his action.

An Hoxovrasre MEMBER: We have had
these matters up before,

Mr. HARDACRE: I know that, but they
will bear bringing up again,

The HoME SECRETARY: You are all wrong.

Mr. HARDACRE ; No, I am not.

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: Fortunately, the
Department of Justice is above political patron-
age or influence.

Mr. HARDACRE : By way of interjection T
said that I acquitted the Attorney-Generals
Department from any blame in this matter. I
believe that at the time of these prosecutions
the Attorney-General gave Mr. Daniels all the
assistance he could. It is only fair to say that.
But Tam not so 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 saying anything against
the Attorney-General personally, but I am
speaking against his department. Is not the
Crown Solicitor under the department of the
Attorney-General ?

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

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

The ArToRNEY-GENERAL: The Crown Prose-
cutor is not an officer of my department, exceps
in the sense that he prosecutesin 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. .

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

The SECRETARY FOR RAIrLways: Where does
the committee say that?

Mr. J. Hamiuron : Read it.

Mr. HARDACRE : I am not quite sure—-

The SECRETARY FOR 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, Donald Mackintosh.

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

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

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

The HoumE SECRETARY : That is where Mr,
Daniels may get off,

Mr. HARDACRE : Itis 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 legal 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
concerned, these charges are borne out by the
select committee’s report. I am dealing with
the matter generally, and T am not going into
the matters which have oceurred between the
Home Secretary’s Department and the Attorney-
General’s Department and Mr., Mackintosh.
But I wanted to get back to this most important
report of this select committee. This report is
of a very grave nature indeed. Apart from the
merits or demerits of Mr. Daniels personally,
and in the interests of political purity and
political justice and political honour, and in the
terest of the honour of this House, I say that
members cannot justly and fairly pass by this
very grave report of this select commitiee.
‘What does the report say ?¥—

The eommittee also find—

«+; That the names of fitty-eight persons were on
the Cambooy a electoral roll for frechold gualifi-
cations at the date of last election, none ot
whom owned freehold land within the elec-
torate so as to qualify them, and the great
majority of whom resided outside the elec-
torate ;

That those numes were placed on the roll
means of false statements, and in some of the
cases by forged signatures.

The report further on says—

After hearing the evidence of the two Geanys, of Mr.
D. Mackintosh, M.L.A., and of three well-known experts
in handwriting, the committee are of opinion that 3r.
Mackintosh, the sitting member for Cambooya, filled up
those two claims, and declared that he had seen M.
Gesny sign the claim with his own hand and John
Geany make his mark, when, as a matter of fact, he
had not done so. Whether Mr. Mackintosh wrote the
signature “ 3. Gaeny” seems less certain, but two of the
experts were of opinion that he did.

Many of those persons were on the roll who had
no qualificition or a false qualification. What is
the position with regard to Mr. Daniels and the
sitting member for Cambooya? At the present
time, the sitting member holds his seat by virtue
of a decision of the Blections Tribunal, which
gave him a majority of one.

®

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Wvery
member is here by a majority.
Mr. HARDACRE : Notofone. The decision

arrived at by the Hlections Tribunal gave DMz,
Donald Mackintosh a majority of one.
The SECRETARY FOR RAILwaYs: You have had
a man on your side for the last four months with
a majority of one.
Mr. HARDACRE : That may be 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 SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: No longer
having a majority of one.

Mr. HARDACRE: Now, I am going to
prove from the select commistee’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 majoricy instead. The decision of
the tribunal giving Mr. Mackintosh a majority
of one was obtained on evidence given by Mr,
Mackintosh himself—namely, that a person
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named John Byrnes lived in the electorate. On
that statement alone the judge gave Mr. Mack-
intosh his majority.

Mr. TorMIE: State the whole of the facts in
connection with the case of John Byrnes?

Mr. HARDACRE: The fact is that Mr,
Mackintosh holds the seat, and that he swore
that John Byrnes resided in the electorate, but
the very next day he admitted in conrt that the
statement he had made in reference to that man
WAaS 1nCorrect.

Mr. Toryie: Of course he did. He admitted
it like an honest man.

Mr. HARDACRE: He swore wrongly—I
will not say falsely—before the court, and upon
that evidence the court gave its verdiet.

Mr. Tormik: Oh, no; you are all wrong.

Mr. HARDACRE : I say he made an incor-
rect statement in court, and the judge’s decision
was obtained by virtue of that wrong statement.

Mr., Tormie: No.

Mr. HARDACRE : Of course it was, because
Mr. John Byrnes’s vote was allowed against
Daniels.

Mr. J. HamirroN : What have you to say
about Daniels’s evidence ?

Mr. HARDACRE : I say the court gave a
verdict on that incorrect evidence of Mr.
Mackintosh, and yet he continues to sit in this
House when he no longer holds a majority.

The SPEAKER : Order, order !

Mr. HARDACRE : Well, I am not imputing
motives against anyone,

The SECRETARY ¥OR AGRICULTURE: You are
making charges.

Mr. HARDACRE : T am stating a fact.

MEMBERS on the Government side: Oh, oh !

Mr. HARDACRE : 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 is now taken
away, as in justice it ought to be, from M.
Mackintosh, he would no Ionger have a
majority ? .

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : He might
still have a majority.

Mr. HARDACRE : Yes, and so might Mr.
Daniels. At any rate, the voting would then be
equal. Now, I will show by the evidence given
before the select committee that there were other
votes recorded in favour of Mr. Mackintosh,
which votes were obtained by putting in false
claims and, therefore, should be disallowed. If
they were disallowed Mr. Daniels would certainly
have a majority, Take the case of William
Robinson. On page 14 you will find this
evidence—

104, By the Chairmon : Have you any freehold land in
the electorate of Cambooya? No,

405. How @id 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 anyone to sign it for you? No.
408, When @id you learn that your name was on the
Cambooya rolt? The morning of the election, I think,
as far as { remember.

409, Who told you your name was on the roli? I think
it was Mr. Mackintosh’s son.

410. That is the Mackintosh 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
which he purported to have, and that, having no
qualification, he went and voted. .

Mr. DunsrorD : 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 given
in favour of Mr, Mackintosh.

Mr. ToLmig: Judge Real decided that fact.
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Mr. HARDACRY : Yes, he decided many
things ; but the committee’s 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 RaILwavys: There wers
two men in Linnett’s case who said they voted
one way when they voted another.

Mr. HARDACRE: That is not so. The
claimant for the seat said they voted one way
when they voted another.

The SECRETARY ¥OR Ratnways: They made a
declaration.

Mr. HARDACRE : They made a statement.
o The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS : No, a declara-
ion.

Mr. HARDACRE: However, we have nothing
to do with that case, and I am dealing now with
this select committee’s report. This witness
admitted that he voted on a wrong claim, and
he admitted how he voted. At question 419 he
1s asked—

419. By 3r. Newell: Did you know your name was
on the roll for Camnbooyax until the morning of the
clection ¥ T cannot say that I did. I never looked the
rolls up. I may have heen told before, but I didn’t
take very much interest in it. Mv., Mackintosh was a
very old friend of mine for yzars past, and, of course, I
voted for him.
There, then, we have two cases. In the first
John Byrnes voted wrongly, and voted for
Mackintosh, and it is admitted that Mr, William
Robinson voted on a wrong claim for Mackintosh.
As Mackintosh therefore only had a majority of
one, those two votes being dizallowed would
give Daniels a majority of one. 'Then there is
the case of Patrick Maher. He is asked the
following questions :—
in:lS. By the Chairman: You live in Tortitude Valley ?
es.
62%. Have you any freehold land in the Cambooy elec-
torate® XNo.
625. Do you know that your name was on the Camhooya
roll? Yes )
626. And you voted at thelast election ® Yes,
627. How did your name get on the roll, seeing that
you had no qualification: Oh, I lived up there.
628. But how did your name get on the roll for a free-
hold qualifieation if you had no freehold qualifica-
tion #—Did you fill up 4 claim? 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 Pittsworth.
® * * * * E3 x
%i& Do you remember the last election for Cambooya ?
es.
645. You were scrutineer for Mr. Mackintosh in Bris-
bane ?  Yes.
646. How long had you been living in Brisbane at that
time. I do notthink I was living in Brisbane then. I
‘was going up and down.
647. Where was your home? I was staying at Camp-
bell’s, the next selection to where I lived before.
?\38. Were you working in Brisbane, Fortitude Valley ?
0.
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
1t can be urged that that vote should go to
Daniels. Michael Geany is asked—
724. By the Chairman: Do you own any freehold land
in the electorate of Cambooya? No; I have leasehold
land there.
725-6. No freeholdland? None.
727. Did you sign a deslaration that you owned free-
hold land in the Cambooya electorate > Noj; never.
'{IZB. You never signed any declaration to that effect?
No.
729. This is an electoral claim, filled up, and showing
that you hold freehold land worth at least £100.

[Claim handed to witness. Christign nawe and Siur-
name: “Michael Geany.” Date: *28h Noveiber,
1208 Signature: ¢ 3. Gaeny> Signature of allest-

wig witness: < Donald MHackintosh, J.P.’]

signature? No; that is not my signature.
730. This is & claim addressed to the electoral registrar
at Warwick for the registration of Michael Geany,

Is that your
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forty years of age, who lives at Allora, and whose occu~
pation is “farmer.”’ The particulars of qualification
are : * Part-ownership for the last preceding six months
of a freehold estate in possession at Canal Creek, near
Leyhurn, being portion -kv, my part being of the clear
value of not less than one hundred pounds above ali
encumbrances.” That is sworn to? No; the selection
mentioned as 4v is my property, but no one has 2
partnership in it except myself.

731. Then rou did not make this declaration? No.

732. Did you know that such a declaration had been
made on your behalf: Never. I will give it from the
start to the finish how it has come about. It wason
the 27th November previous to the last general election
that I met Mr. Mackintosh, in Allora, at the opening of
the Roman Catholic Church. Of course, there was &
consiferable amount cf clectioneering going on, and he
asked me about the properties, mentioning them. [
told him I could have been on the roll, but I was not
enthusiastic about it, and that my father and brother
had been on the roll these ten years. I said, “It is
rather late now, is it not**> “ Not a bit of it,” he said,
“1 will fix up that part for you.” I looked npon mmy
claim as a right, and not as a favonr. Thatisall I know
about the whole concern.

» «« .

* £ k3 *

738. You have not spoken to Mr. Mackintosh about Ghe
matter since that time? Yes; he came to my place
about the 6th of this month—yesterday week—and he
said he had a paper for me to sign. He asked would I
admit that [ assented to him putting my name on the
roll—wounld I exonerate him. I said I was bound te
admire that I assented.

739. 3Ir. Mackintoshh brought a paper for you to sign?
Yes.

753. By the Chairiman: I asked you the same question
before, and 1 ask you again, is that your signature on
this elaim. [Clalin signed 3, Gaeny” ayain honded
to ifpess]® 1 deny any knowledge of it. It is z
forgery, in my estimation. I know nothing about it.
Two experts in handwriting swore before the
select committee that the signature of “M.
Gaeny 7 was forged, and it must have been
forged by Donald Mackintosh.

The SPEAKER : Order!

Mr. HARDACRE : I admit that that is &
grave charge, and I do not wish to unnecessarily
make it. 'Then we have the evidence of Michasl
Cronin

212. By the Chairman: Do you own any Ireehold

property in the Cambooya electorate? Notto my know-

ledge. But I want to know who put me on the roll for

that. I would like to know that.

213. So would wer I gave no authority to anybody Lo

put me on the roll.

214, You did not send in any claim to have your name

put on the roll for Cambooya? No.

215, Did yon give anyone anthority to fill up a claim for

you? No. And I wasinduced to vote, thinking Cam-

booya and Drayton came in together.

216. Who came to you on election day and asked you to

vote? 3lackintosh’s son.

217. He told you your name was on the roll? Yes. He

showed me my name on the roll, Who putitonisa

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
am going to wire up.

232, Why do you say you think you can tell us in the
afternoon? I will tell you the truth. It is either
Mackintosh or John Scully, of the Union Hotel, who
put me on. Itis either of them.

There is a case where a man was informed that
his name was on the roll by Mackintosh’s soxn,
and he swears his name was put on the roll
either by Mackintosh or John Scully.  Of course
there is no absolute proof that Michael Cronin
voted for Mackintosh, but the whole surround-
ings of the case go to show that that was almest
certain. That 1s a strong reason why his vote
also should bereferred to the Elections Tribunal ;
and if those two votes are rejected, instead of
Mackintosh having a majority of one, Daniels
would have a majority of one. But there were
3 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 justice
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 come hefore the
House, and it is necessary that justice should be
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
$ribunal—a petition which no honest-minded
member ought to refuse.

1Arx Ho~NouraBLE MExBER : You are assuming
a lot.

Mr. HARDACRE : T am assuming nothing.
I am stating facts, and I challenge any hon.
member to dispute them.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: I dispute
them at once,

Mr. HARDACRE: When the Attorney-
(General spokeon this subjecthe 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 frash evidence
was fortheoming,

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: Not at all. I
answered that. Suppose a man is charged with
murder and acguitted, and that afterwards the
Crown have a lot of fresh evidence, would you
put him on his trial again to get that in ?

Mr. HARDACRE : Suppose 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 may 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 Trihunal was given on false
evidence—was given mistakenly with regard to
some persons who had no right to vote—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 Ilections Tribunal Act applies
to the matter.

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: The Dreyfus case
was a very different case to this,

The Hoxe SECRETARY: The court was im-
peached there.

Mr. HARDACRE :
fresh evidence.
made.

The Home SrCRETARY : Confessions by mem-
bers of the court.

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

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

Mr., HARDACRE : Section 11 of the Hlec-
tions Tribunal Act provides—

Tlection petitions shall be heard and determined by
an Llections Tribunal, which shall cousist of a judge of
the Supreme Court and six assessors, being members of
the Assembly, and who shall be chosen as hereinafter
provided.

Such tribunal shall have power to ingnire into and
determine all questions which may be referred to it by
the Assembly respecting the validity of any election or
return of any member to serve in the Assembly,
whether the question relating to such election or return
arises out of an error in the return of the returning
officer, or out of his failure to make a return, or out of
an allegation of bribery or corruption against any
person concerned in the election, or out of any other
allegation—

This i3 the point—
or out of any other allegation calculated to affect the
validity of such election or return, and also upon all

Yes; on account of
There were certain confessions
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questions concerning the qualification or disqualifica-
tion of any person who has been returned as a member
of the Assembly.

As far as my reading goes, that gives this House
the power to refer the matter to the Klections
Tribunal, and it gives the Elections Tribunal
power to reconsider the matter. Last session,
on the ground of the report of the select com-
mittee, we asked in this House, and also by a
depusation to the Premier, that the matter be
referred back to the Ilections Tribunal; and
what was the reason then given for not doing
s0? The answer was not that it should not
be referred to the tribunal, bLut that, as
certain matters associated with Daniels’s
case were sub judice, it would not be fair
to the sitting member to send the matter to the
Klections 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? We are now
simply met with a blank refusal on the ground
of antagonism to Daniels. Whether it is
personal or political T 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 grounds as the member who at present
holds the seat for Cambooya, hewould have been
fired out quick and lively.

The Home SECRETARY : You have no right to
say that. What sort of an imputation is that ?

Mr. HARDACRE : All the machinery of the
departments and all the Government influence
would have been used in order to have the case
reheard.

The SECRETARY FOR Ra1Lwavs: I think it has
been the other way, if anything.

The HoME SECRETARY : Was not this side
strong enough to have prevented the appoint-
ment of the select committee, if it chose ?

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

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Fought?

Mr. HARDACRE : Yes; it had to be fought
for by this side.

The HonE SECRETARY : 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 could not possibly
refuse.

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

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

The HomE SECRETARY : You can please your-
self about that.

Mr. HARDACRE : At any rate, it was not
with the intention—

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

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
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 done on the commit-
tee’s report.

Mr. StepHENSON : How do you know ?

Mr. J. Hamirron : It is the House that
decides that.

Mr. HARDACRE : I know, and I make the
statement that I know ; but hon. members need
not take my word if they do not like it.

If you
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Mr. StePHENSON : I say it is an absolutely
erroneous statement,

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : And a
slander.

The SPEAKER : Order!

Mr. HARDACRE : I make the statement that
I know.

The SECRETARY FOR AGRIOCULTURE : Under
privilege,

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL : Was I not consulted
at the samne time as the Premier ?

Mr. DuxsrosD : The fact remains that you are
doing nothing on the report. ’

Mr. HARDACRE : The select committee was
appointed, and brought up a report. What
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 appointed ? * Is the
leader of the Government not going to take some
action? Not necessarily the action embodied in
this wmotion. He might have an objection to
that particular line of action ; 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 some action
with regard to the grave report that has been
made by a committee appointed by this House,
and laid upon the table of the House.
¢ Mr. J. Haurrtoy : The House has not adepted
it.

The SEORETARY FOR RAILWAYS: Did you ever
move that the House should 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. HARDACRE : And if the Government
had intended to do anything at all in the matter,
that wouid have been the first thing they would
have done,

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

Mr. HARDACRE: When a charge of such a
gross character was made, affecting the honour
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, & satigma rests upon the honour of this
House, and upon the honour of members 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 RaTLways : You are re-
fraining specially from moving the adoption of
the report.

Mz, J. HamirtoN : Why don’t you try to take
the stigma off yourself?

The SPEAKER : Order!
thlv,gr. HARDACRE: I am quite willing to move

ab.

The Houmr SECRETARY : The chairman of the
select committee should have moved the adoption
of the report.

Mr. HARDACRE : You know he is sick.

Mr. JENKINSON (Wide Bay): I move that
the debate be now adjourned.

Question put and passed.

 Mr. BURROWS: I move that the resump-
tion of the debate stand an Order of the Day for
Friday, 6th December.

. The Homs SgcrETARY : You wanted a divi-
sion three weeks ago,

Mr. HARDACRE: We know we would not get
a division.

The SECRETARY FOR RATLWAYS: You talked
the motion out yourself.
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Mr. Givexs: Your side did.

The SECRETARY FOR Rarways: I have not
spoken at all, but I am going to.

Question put and passed.

At 7 o'clock the House, in accordance with
Sessional  Order, proceeded with Government
business.

PASTORAL HOLDINGS NEW LEASES
BILL.
REsUMPTION oF COMMITTEE.

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

The court may recommend to the Minister the advisa-
bility of appointing special commissioners for the pur-
pose of the classification or of assisting in the classifi-
cation of holdings under this Act, and the Governor ix
Councii may thereupon appoint such special commis-
sioners not exceeding three in number.

Fach of sueh commissioners shall, for the purpose of
the classification of holdings, have all the powers angd
authorities and be subject to all the disabilities and
duties of members of the court; and the recommenda-
tion of any such commissioner as to the classification
of any holding shall, in the same manner as the recom-
mendation of a member of the court, be deemed to he
a recommendation of the court.

All or any of such commissioners may be suspended
or remnoved from office in the same manner as members
of the court may he suspended or removed from offics.
Unless so suspended or removed, they shall hold office
until the elassification of holdings wnder this Act is
completed, wherenpon they shall cease to hold oflice—

said his object was to give the Land Court power
to recommend to the Minister the advisability of
appointing special commissioners to assist them
in the classification of holdings. The clause pro-
vided that if the Land Court so recommended,
the Governor in Council might appoint sueh
special commissioners, not exceeding three iu
number. When special commissioners were ap-
pointed they would have the same powers for
the purposes of classification as the individual
members of the court, ard the classifications
they made would be deemed to be classifications
of the Land Court. It was further provided
that the comwmissioners 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. While
there might be some objection to making a classi-
fication now of some holdings, particularly hold-
ings where the leases had from thirteen to twenty
years to run, he would point out that there were
a large number 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 in
classifying 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 cour$ found that they
could not do the work in the time, they should
have power to recommend the appointment of
the special commissioners, but under the clause
which he was proposing theyneed not do that
unless they deemed it desirable. The proposi-
tion was a reasnnable one, and he hoped it would
be favourably considered. He might here say
that anything he had to say he would endeavour
to puf as briefly as possible. In the report of the
Lands Department would be found a list showing
the dates on which the leases of runs would
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expire. From that he found that the leases of
six holdings would fall in in December, 1900,
five in June, 1901, eleven in December, 1901,
ten in Juune, 1902, thirteen in December, 1902,
thirteen in June, 1903, ten in December, 1903,
eleven in June, 1904, two in December, 1904,
thirteen in June, 1905, thirteen in December, 1903,
eleven in June, 1906, one in December, 1906, and
one in June, 1907. The same list showed that
of the twenty-one years’leases, no less than forty-
three would expire in Deceniber, 1906, seventy-
three in June, 1907, forty-nine in December,
1907, seventy in June, 1908, 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
runs in addition to their other work,

Mr. Jacksox : Why cannot tha 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
under this clause, but they could not be calied
upon to do the work without a provision like
3his giving them the necessary status.

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

Mr. HARDACRE : Provision has been made
that all classifications must be made in open
gourt. If they had to be made in the Land Office
they could get the knowledge of the dividing
eommissicners 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 ; #und this
new clause would enable the work to be done
expeditiously. Those who were in favour of the
slassification being made as soon as possible
would be in favour of the new clause.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS
{Hon. W. B, H. O’Connell, Musgrave): He
thought the hon. member overlooked the posi-
tion i 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
officers whom the hon. member wished to
appoint under this clause would hold office only
semporarily, and he thought it would be very
unwise to put the responsible duties to be per-
formed by members of the Land Court upon the
shoulders of men who would be appointed tem-
porarily for ihe purpose of making classifications
ander the Bill. On that ground alone he would
ask the hon. member not to press the amend-
ment, which was one he could not accept.

The SEORETARY FOR RaiLways: What salary
would they get?

The SECRETARY FUR PUBLIC LANDS
presumed they would get the same salary as the
present members of the Land Court—£1,000 a

ear.

7 Mr, HARDACRE : It does not say that.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS :
Iven supposing everything was in order, he
maintained that the work io 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 through, there was the objection
that nobody should be entrusted with the work
to be done by the Land Court unless he occupied
a guaranteed position. Hven with all the but-
tresses with which the Land Cowurt was sur-
rounded, some people might say they were not
doing their duty fairly.

Mr., W. HaMILTON : Do you think the present
gourt is adequate to meet all requirements ?
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The SECRETARY FORPUBLIC LANDS:
He thought so, as far as he could see. Of course
it was impossible to forecast what might ocecur,
but he knew there would be no shirking of work
on the part of the members of the Land Court,
and he thought it would be gquite time enough
hereafter, if it was found that the work really
could not be done by the court as at present
constituted, for Parliament to authorise an
increase of members of the court. If men were
to be trusted 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-—though 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 present members of the
Land Court. Tor the reasons he had given he
thought it would be unwise to pass the new
clause,

Me. 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 might 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.

Mr, W, HAMILTON (Gregory): 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 tomeet 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-
cations 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 8s. schedule which
ought to have been in the 10s. schedule, and there
were other holdings in the 10s. schedule which
ought to have been in the 8s. schedule. They
could not classify the runs by taking the areas;
they would have to take every holding indi-
vidually. They knew that this classification
would require expert men to do it, but he
doubted whether there were any great number
of experts in the colony. It was not very long ago
that they had to go to New South Wales to get
an expert, in the person of Mr. Woodbine, now a
member of the Land Court. They might have
excellent officers in the department, but when
thay came to classify 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 necessary. Of
course, if the Minister found that his staff was
inadequate he could bring in an Act to increase
it, but this amendment would make suff:cient
provision for that at the present time.

Mr. CAMERON (Brisbane North): He could
not support the hon. member for Leichbardt in
this amendment. All the data necessary for the
classificationsunder this Bill werenowinthe Lands
Otlice. The whole of the runs that were dealt with
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had been reported on, he thought twice, and he
could not see what farther information could
be obtained by a further examination of these
holdings. He would sooner leave the matter in
the hands of the Land Court—a body which had
been proved to be not only extremely capable,
but of well-known integrity. 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 to lesve things to the Land Court.

Mr. W. Hamirrox: You say the classifica-
tions can be made in the office ?

Mr. CAMERCN : Ves, he said that.

Mr, FOX (Normanby) : Having listened very
attentively to the arguments on both sides with
regard to this question, he wasinclined to support
the hon. member for Leichhardt, because it did
not compel the Minister for Lands to appoint any-
body, but gave the Executive power to make the
appointments, If the matter went to the vote
he would support the amendment.

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Hon. A.
Rutledge, Maranoa): He entirely agreed with
the Minister of Lands. There had been an
outery against the multiplication of high-salaried
appointments, and they had only recently done
away with three, because it was believed that
the work of the officers holding those appoint-
ments could be done by other people. Here they
were starting a new era. To begin with they
could not afford it, and in the next place, although
the hon. member said that the amendment was
open to improvement, it contained nothing about
the salaries, nothing about the tenure of office of
these officers, or anything of that kind. The hon.
member for Gregory had spoken of the necessity
of having experts. Well, experts were got before,
and, as the hon. memher mentioned, Mr. Wood-
bine was appointed. He was an expert, and his
services were availed of by the Land Court prior
to his appointment to his present position. He
was not the only expert whose knowledge and ser-
vices could be availed of by the Land Court. He
did not agree with the hon. member for INorth
Brisbane when he said that this work could
be done inside the Brisbans 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 the 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
witnesses did, with the information that he had
about each particular case. His evidence was
given in open court, and it was open to every-
body to criticise, object, or refute it as the case
might be, and the court acted upon the evidence.
The court consisted of persons who had a large
amount of experience and general knowledge of
the country in different parts of the State; a
general knowledge about 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.] havethebenefit of such evidencegiven
in open court, as might and ought

to be furnished before they arrived at a decision
with regard to the classificatiou of each particular
run. The court, having that before them, did not
want to have a sort of assistant tribunal which
would be at once a Land Court and not a
Land Court. As had been pointed out by his
hon. colleague, there were many objections to
such a tribunal. He thought it would be an un-
desirable innovation to make considering the
system of things prevailing here, There was
nothing analogous to this proposal in this State
or in any other State. As the Minister for
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Public Lands had said, they had got an inde-
pendent Land Court, 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-
seript tribunal, in connection with which there
was nothing certain beyond thefact that the mem-
bers of this tribunal would get an unfixed salary
extending over an indefinite number of years.

The SECRETARY FOR RaIinways: That is not
even certain.

The ATTORNEY -GENERAL : No; he
thought it most dangerous to bave these powers
conferred upon individuals unless they were in
an absolutely independent position. This might
be a sort of attempt to put them in an inde-
pendent position, but 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.

My, HARDACRE: Oh, no,
removed by Parliament.

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: The Minister
could come down and inform the House that the
services of these men 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 nature
of things he thought that such a tribunal was
undesirable. And another thing, it would have
this 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 proposal was accepted it would
mean offering an inducement to men 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 possible. No doubt the hon.
member was sincere in his desire to have this
provision incorporated in the Bill, but it bore
condemnation on the face of it. This was
not a proper time to create such a tribunal,
which would mean the incurring of fresh
expenditure on a large scale, for at the present
time they were anxious to avoid extravagant
expenditure in any direction. There was
another objection. 1If they were going to create
a tribunal which would require certain sums of
money to be approprizted for its purposes, the
Governor would have to authorise the appropria-
tion before they 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 Liand Board were physi-
cally unable to overtake the amount of work
which was placed in their hands by this Bill,
then it would be time enough for the Minister to
come down and ask for an increase in the number
of the members of this court from so many to so
many. The proposition of the hon. member for
Leichhardt, if accepted, would have the effect of
damaging the efficiency of the administration of
the land laws of the colony, and this sort of
thing was unknown in any other State depart-
ment that he was aware of.

Mr. W. HAMILTON : Was not aware that
this amendment proposed that these appointments
should be made immediately : they mightbe made
years hence. These appuintments would only
be made when the stress of work was too much
for the present staff. The hon. member for
North Brisbane, Mr. Cameron, wanted these
divisions and classifications to be made in the
office in Brisbane,

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: The Minister does
not want that.

They can only be
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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, shall be required to inspect the
holding and report as to the best mode of making 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 this 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 tha country out West, but that
would be very poor information to go upon. He
thought the Minister recognised that the pro-
posal of the bon. niember for North Brisbane
was not a good one. ’

Mr. STORY (Balonne) thought there would be
a danger in having 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 same except
that it had deteriorated in some cases. There
might have been afterwards conveniences in the
way of railway communication which did not
exist when these lands were divided. He could
not see that any good would be done by having
experts to revalue and reinspect lands. The hon.
member had read out part of clause 5 of this Bill,
but he must know that before the Land Court
divided or valued runs the lessees would give
evidenceastothecarryingcapacity of theland, and
the land commissioners would alsogive evidence.
With regard to expert evidence, the danger was
—particularly in the West—that men might be
sent out there who would not have the necessary
local knowledge. Thev knew perfectly well that
men were sent out as Crown rangers who had no
local knowledge. In his own district a man had
beensent from Gedrgetown to the Balonnedistrict,
and immediately commenced to value the lands
there. The smartest man in the world, 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
district to make reports with regard to lands in
any district with regard to rainfall and the carry-
ing capacity, and so forth. If men without local
knowledge did this it might lead 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. CAMERON explained that he did not
wish it to be understood that he advocated the
division of the runs in the Lands Office in
Brisbane,

Mr. HARDACRE thought the representa-
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. Altogether,
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
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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 about from place to place.

Mr. CaueroN: 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. HARDACRE : 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 runs 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 respounsibility of the position was con-
cerned. It had been suggested that when a
rush of work came, the Government could
bring down an amending Act for the purpose
of appointing additivnal members to the Land
Court. He thought it would be very objec-
tionable indeed to appoint additional mem-
bers to the court for general 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 necessary. He had only suggested the
clause because he thonght 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 Minister 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 man was a sug-
gestion for improving the Bill, but if the
Minister did not care to accept it then he would
let it go.

New clause (Mr, Hardacre) put and nega-
tived.

On clause 5—“ Division of holdings.”—

Mr. XENT (Burnett) 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 1t
was advisable to resume at one end of a run on
one occasion and at another end on another
occasion, because such a systermn not only split
up the existing lease, but it also divided the
various selections, It was 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 clanse at
present stood, the leases would be absolutely spoilt.
by the resumptions which would be made. If
the amendment were adopted, it would 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 asto where the land
should be taken from; and in the case of a run
lately divided, no less than three deputations.
came down to Brisbane, and wanted three
different portions of the lease resumed. When
the resumption was made, one section of the
inhabitants were not satisfied, but if it was a
rule that & certain portion of the run would be
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seb aside and made available, people would know
exactly where to go, and would not be scattered
broadeast over different portions of the run.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS
said he could not accept the amendment because
it would tie the hands of the Government too
much, Subsections 4 and 5 of the clause were
specially framed in the interests of the lessee;
they 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 separated from the rewainder
of the holding by one straight line, and at least one-
fourth of the external boundaries shall coineide with
the original boundaries of the holding.

But this rule may, with the consent of the lessee or
former lessee, be departed from if it appears to thecourt
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
resumed areas, because it might not suit at all
to take up areas adjoining the resumptions under
the 1884 Act. That might force them to take
land they did not want. He was prepared to let
the court deal with the matter in a fair way,
both for the Crown and for the lessee, and the
lessee should be equally prepared to do so.

Mr. W. HammwtoN: I know some stations
where, at the request of the lessees, the resump-
tions have been made at different ends of their
runs.

The SEORETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
Quite so; and it would be unwive to make the
direction to the court too rigid. A certain
amount of discretion should be allowed them.
Both ths lessee and the Crown would be able to
be heard, and both would have the right of
appeal. He would ask the hon. member not to
press his amendment, as he could not accept it.

Amendment (Mr. Kent) put and negatived.,

Mr. W. HAMILTON : The clause provided
that—

The Minister shall, if tlie report sostates, cause the

holding to be divided into two parts, one of which,
herveinafter called © the resumed part,” shall from and
after the expiration of the existing pastoral lease be
deemed tc be Crown land, subject to the right of depas-
turing thercon as provided by sections 65, 66, and 67 of
the principal Act.
The principal Act was the Act of 1897 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 as on the leasehold ?

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LaNDs: There
is no limit at all. There was in the 1884 Act.

Mr. W. HAMILTON: That was the informa-
tion he wansed.

Clause d put and passed.

Clauses 6 and 7 put and passed.

On clause 8, as follows :—

In every lease granted under the provisions of this
Act the following covenant shall be implied on the purt
of the lessee, that is t0 say :~—That the lessee will not
at any time during the currency of the lease cause or
permit prickly pear to increase in urowth or extent upon
any part of the land comprised in the lease.

It it is proved to the satisfaction of the commissioner
that the lessee has at any time failed to observe the
covenant herein set ont, the Minister may, subject to
the provisions in respect of forfeiture contained in
Part IV.of the principal Act, declare the lease abso-
lutely forfeited and vacated, and 1hereupon the holding
shall revert to His Majesty.

Mr. CAMERON : This provision would oper-
ate very injuriously to holders of certain leases.
Its operation would be extremely unequal. There
were thousands of square miles in the Central
and Western portions of the colony on which
there was no prickly pear, and possibly would
not be for 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 all kinds
of undergrowth—not because he was a philan-
thropist or a patriot, but becaunse 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 have the same
rent to pay, and the Crown would every year
have a worse property. With 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 com-
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 walting for the pear toin-
crease, attacked it onthe borders, and got a certifi-
cate from the commissionerthat he had expended
so much money, for which compensation would
be paid him at the end of his lease, it would b
to his benefit, and to the colony’s henefit.
It was usual, he believed, in private agreements
that a man should keep—allowing for fair wear

and tear—his tenement in decent

[8 p.m.] condition, and that was all that was

asked by the clause. He adwmitted
that it was very difficult to say whether the pear
was at a certain point when thelease was granted
or whether it was 2 miles away, unless a survey
mark was put in ; but it was 2 move in the right
direction, and he hoped that the Committee:
would accept the clause.

Mr. XENT asked what the hon. gentleman:
would do in the case in which the pear was
brought down on to a man’s holdiag by
floods ? 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 pear down. If le
kuew the country between the Burnett and
Chinchilla, he would know that a few years ago
there was havdly any pear; but, owing to the
floods coming down the Auburn and the Boyne,
and the Burnett, too, the pear was spread all
over the conntry, and now it was to be found
stretching for miles and miles. It was almost
impossibie for tie lessee to keep it down where
it was to be found to any extent. It was more
than the fee-simple, let alone the rental value, of
the land was worth to keep it down.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
The hon. member had struck a note that was
rather unfortunate. He supposed there was no
runi that was more subject to floods than Well-
town. It was continually being flooded, and yes
the present lessee had told him distinectly in his
office that he had kept his run clear of prickly
pear aund every other curse, because it was
pounds, shillings, and pence in his pocket. 1f it
paid to do that at Welltown, then it would pay
on any other run in Queensland.

Mr. STORY : The Minister compared the
keeping of a run clear of prickly pear with the
agreement of the holder of a tenement to keep
his place in order, fair wear and tear excepted.
Well, if the land that lessees had to take were
clean, that would be a fair illustration; but
under the Bill the lessees had to take resumed
areas that had not been occupied for years, on
which there were miles and miles of prickly
pear so dense that 1t was impossible to ride a
horse through it, or to get stock through it, or to.
use it in any way. It was absolutely impossible
for a lessee to prevent the pest increasing when
it had got such a hold of the country as that,
more especially as the seeds were carried by
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birds, floods, stock, and in every conceivable
way, all over the country. The hon. member for
Daiby had introduced a Bill that went through the
House almost with acelamation, offering special
inducements to selectors to cloar off the pear.
Although the prickly pear was becommg one of
the curses of the West, and legislation was
necessary to prevent its spreading, it was not
fair to ask men to pay three, or four, or five
times the rent they were now paying for the
land on purpose tu prevent the spread of the
pest, when, through no fault of theirs, the
prickly pear was to be found on the land that
was to be included in their holdings.- The hon.
member for Burnett had spoken abous floods
bringing the pear down. hat was so at Well-
town and anywhere down the Weir., In the
great floods of 1890 and 1893 the Balonne and
Moonie met, and there was a stretch of 40 or
45 wiles of water, with the result that the pear
was spread over an lmmense area of country.
As the Minister :ald, it would be very hard
for a land commissioner to say whether the
pear had spread or unot. He did not believe
that any lessee could possibly undertake such
a business. No one was more anxious than
he to prevent its spread, and provision should
be made in the Bill by which the lessee
in prickly pear country who prevented the
spread of the pest would be put on an equality
with men, say, on the Warrego, or at Hughen-
den or W mt.on, where there was no prickly pear
at all. Where prickly pear was plentiful the
largest item in the cost of management would be
the prevention of the spread of prickly pear,
while it would be simply impossible to eradicate
4t, because the value of the land would not be
anything like commensurate with the amount of
money it would take to eradicate it. The
‘Committee would see bow unfairly it would press
on different lessees. It would be exactly the
same if the Bill provided that selectors were to
prevent the spread of the pear. No selector
would take land with prickly pear, because he
knew what an everlasting work it was, and how
wery costly, and yet they were asking the men to
include land in their holdings which no selector
would take up.
Mr. BFLL (Dalby) quite understood any land-
lord desiring to have a provision of that kind in
an agreement with his tenant, and, on the whole,
he was disposed to think the Minister had done
well to introduce the clause, inasmuch as he
occupied the pusition of landlord ; but he had no
hesitation in saying that, on the whole, the
clause would probably be more honoured in
the breach than in the observance, because
unless they were going to have a much more
minute inspection on the part of Crown land
rangers than they had ever had in the past, they
would not have anything like a scientific
account of whether the pear on the various runs
had bheen allowed to increase or not. If the
clause would induce lessees to make sowe
attempt to combat the growth of the pear, it
would do more good than harm, and if 1t wens
to a division he felt disposed to vote for it.
If the clause were going to be carried out in a
rigorous way to the very letter—which he did
not think for one moment would be the case—he
should bhe perhaps less disposed to support the
clause than he was, but he ventured to say that
as long as the lessee made some attempt to fight
the prickly pear, the Minister of the day would
not be disposed to find fault with him. While
he recognised the position of the lessee, he cer-
tainly did not forget the duty the Minister owed
to the country to make some attempt to prevent
‘the deterioration of our public lands by the
spread of prickly pear. All that this clause
:proposed was to endeavour to prevent the prickly
pear increasing in guantity, Probakly the
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measurements would not be made with mathe-
matical accuracy, but all that would be required
would be evidence that the lessee had made sore
effort to prevent the spread of prickly pear on
his holding. The Minister had made an allusion
to a district which they should hear s >methmg
more about when the hon. gentleman introduced
the Bill which he had referred to and which they
might or might not see this session, and talked
about doing something with the frmgea of prickly
pear land. If the hon. gentleman imagined that
prickly pear grew like a scrub or a forest in
Africa, and that it terminated in a definite
manner as the sea terminated on the shore, he
was under a misapprehension. The prickly pear
had no definite line of limitation at all, but grew
in bunches and was scattered about like rain-
drops falling in & storm. Under this clause all
that could be done, and he thought it should be
done, was to see that the lessee gave some evi-
dence that he was not allowing the prickly pear
to increase in quantity, that whether he tackled
the pear in the centre or on the boundaries of his
run, he should give some earnest that the
property of the State was not deteriorating.
He could understand the hon. member for
Balonne not viewing theclause withany approval;
but hon. members represented the landlord of the
country, and on the whole he thought the
Minister was deserving of credit for introducing
this clause.

Mr. HARDACRE thought the Minister was
acting from a praizeworthy motive in endeavour-
ing to do something to prevent the spread of
prickly pear on holdings for which extended
leases were to be given, and that now that the
lessees were going to get longer leases they
should do something in that direction. When
they gave a lease to a selector they required him
to fence the land and perform the condition of
residence either personally or by bailiff, and it
was not unreasonable to ask than the lessee
should be required to perform some condition.
He would even go so far as to ask the Jessee to
perform the condition of improving his hold-
ing. In his district there were places, which
many years ago were sheep rums, covered with
brigalow serub.

Mr. StorY: You might just as well insert a
provision for the prevention of the spread of
brigalow scrub.

Mr. HARDACRE : Iixactly. But what he
wished to point out was that this provision
would be all right in the case of holdings on
which there was no prickly pear at the present
time, but he scarcely thought it should be applic-
able to the holdings where there were miles and
miles of prickly pear, and it was beyond the

- power of the lessee to prevent the plant from

spreading. With a provision of this kind in the
lease, which absolutely threatened the forfeiture
of the Jease if certain conditions were not com-
plied with, if the lessee went to a financial
institution for an advance he would probably be
told that it was a dangerous lease, and might
find difficulty in getting the money required.

Mr. STORY : I say some inducement should be
given to lessees to prevent the spread of the
prickly pear.

Mr. HARDACRE : He thought some induce-
ment should be given in that direction, as well
as with regard to ringbarking and the clearing of
scrubs,  He wonld suggest that the clause should
be amended by inserting after the words ‘“failed
to ' the words * make reasonable efforts to.”

Mr. BELL : What are reasonable efforts? Do
you mean to say that under the clauce as it
stands, if the lessee made reasonable efforts be
would forfeit his Jease ?

Mr. HARDACRE : He did not say he would,
but 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 for non-compliance with this condition.

Mr. BErr: You are not usually so solicitous
about financial institutions.

Mr. HARDACRE : He thought he was just
as solicitous about them as the bhon. member for
Dalby. On every Land Bill he had taken the
stand that they should do abselute justice to
the lessee, and to everybody concerned, aud
whenever he had fought sgainst anything, it
was because he thought that someone was trying
to get an advantage at the expense of other
people. He was trying to do what he thought
was a fair thing now. He admitted that he
might go too far in looking after their in-
terests, because 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 reasonable efforts to.” The question
as to what were reasonable efforts would be
one of fact. If it was proved that the lessees
tried 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 not exist at present, but to
force pastoralists to take over resumed vpor-
tions and compel them to remove prickly pear,
or to make an effort to remove it, would be
ruinous fo them, and he believed it would be
unfair all round. He did not see what good it
would do, because unless somebody was watch-
ing the lessee he could easily say the pesr was
there before he 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 iuprovement
in the same way as ringbarking. He thought it
should be optional with the lessees to take over
prickly pear country or not, or else they should
:get some inducement to deal with the pest.

Mr. SMITH (Bowen) thought it was very
desirable that something should be done in
regard to the prickly pear pest, and if the clanse
would assist in that direction he thoughtit would
be a very good thing. Whore the russ were
perfectly clear, it should be incumbent upon the
lessees to keep them elear, but it would be very
unreasonable to expect a lessce to go to greab
expense in eradicating prickly pear that was
there before he took the lease. Tlowever, if he
did make exertions towards eradieating the pest,
compensation should be given in som# shape or
form. He thought the rent of prickly pear
country should be made as reasonable as
possible by the Liand Courf, so that the lessee
would get some compensation in that way. If
the pastoral tenants were not encouraged in
some way to keep the pest down it would be
found in some instances that at the end of the
lease the conntry would not be worth taking vp
at all, because there was a tendercy on the part
of tenants towards the end of the lease to allow
the country torun wild. Jf the tenant got some
reduction in rent with regard to pear-infested
country and some compensation, as suggested by
‘the Minister, he would be only too glad to eradi-
cate the pear or keep it from extending.

Mr. KERR (Barcoo) thought the Minister for
Lands had made an attempt in this clause to deal
with a very important matter. It seemed that
the gzntlernen interested were not satisfied with
getting an extension of lease, but wanted to be
paid for leasing country from the Crown. It
wag well known that if all the leases on which
prickly pear existed were to be exempt, there
would be a very large portion of Queensland
exempt. At the present time there were a large
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number of sheep stations on which the pear
had made its appearance, and he knew
there were some sheep stations in the Mit-
chell district that had prickly pear and no
attempt had been made to eradicate the pest.
It came out in evidence a short time ago, when

the Bulloo Downs case was being
[8'30 p.m.] tried, that the lessees never made

any attempt to kill the rabbits off
when they first appeared on the run. If an
attempt had been made on many of the ruus to
keep down the rabbits when they first appeared,
they would not have had the pest in such an
alarming state as it was to-day—and it was the
same with the prickly pear. In classifyingthe
runs of infested country, that matter should be
considered, ar:d it would depend upon the classi-
fication that they were placed under. Sowne of
those runs that were heavily infested with
prickly pear might be placed in Class III, or
Class I'V., which would be a great advantage to
the lessees of those runs; but they must remem-
ber that within their own knowledge 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 to keep sheep from getting on to them.

Mr, STorY : Bathurst burr will grow itself out
in time, but prickly pear will not.

Mr. KERR : Bathurst 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 same thing was going to
take place with regard to prickly pear. The
Minister was attempting manfully to battle
with pests that they had allowed too long to
overrun the country, and no one had been able
to coutradict the statement of the Minister that
one pastoral lessee that he had named bhad
proved conclusively that for a very small expen-
diture h« had been able to keep his country not
only clear of prickly pear but of other pests.
U one pastoral lessee could do it, and said
it was to his advantage, why could not other
pastoral lessees do it, and show that they were
taking some interest in the public estate ? Then
the very strong opposition that was raised by a
large section of the people of the colony against
the pastoral lessees having extensions of their
leases would not he raised: but the neglectful
way the public estate of the colony had been
treated by the lessees in the past in allowing
pests to increase had raised a good deal of feeling
against the exten-ion of leases. HMe certainly
thought the Minister had made an attempt to
deal with these pests, and he would support the
clause as it was n the Bill.

Mr. STORY : The hon. gentleman sp ke as if
the prickly pear grew of itself in any man’s
holding, and might be kept down or allowed to
inciease as he thonght fit. It was perfectly well
known that in part of the eastern portion of
Sou‘hern Queensland prickly pear had been
brought down by the waters of the Condamine,
s0 that the man who worked hard and spent
nioney to keep prickly pear down might have it
spread by every flood that came down. He could
qunte one instance where the owner of a station
had told him that he had spent £7,000 in fighting
prickly pear, and he had got a supply coming
down with every floed from men who were not
obliged to do arythingtowards its extermination.

Mr. Kerr: This clause deals with that. ’

Mr. STORY : This clause said that the man
who had got prickly pear that was 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 pot comec down, and who had no
prickly pear, got his run at the same rent per-
haps, and he had 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 fast, and in the West had a
great 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, and if they were going to make &
crusade against the prickly pear, the wen who
started to do it should not do it at their own
loss, as compared with other men who had not
the same obligations. The prickly pear pest was
a most difficult one to deal with. It required
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 most expensive
thing to deal with in the way of a noxious weed.
There might be owners whose runs were being
overrun with brigalow, a pest which was spread-
ing frightfully 1o his own district, and was
actually ruining large areas of country. It
would be just as fair to insist that the lessees
should prevent that from spreading, and thus
place them 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, If a crusade was intended against the
prickly pear, by all means let it be followed up ;
but it should be done under fair conditions. The
Government were going to introduce a Bill for
the extermination of the prickly pear, and they
shonid do something to help to get rid of it,

Mr. W. HAMILTON thought the Minister
was doing the proper thing in saying to the
lessees, tuat if they were going to give them a
further extension of lease, they wanted some
guarantee that they would give back the land at
the end of the lease as clear from pests as when
it was leased to them. That was pretty well
what this clavse said. He dared say that
prickly pear had grown on many of these ruus
during the tenancy of these lessees, and if they
had taken action in the past they could have
kept it down. Out West the pastoralists had
gangs of men continually employed in keeping
down the Bathuwist burr, and that was quite as
great a pest, and it would do more damsge 10
the wool than the prickly pear. All these pests
spread through neglect in the first iustance.
Tho wame thing accurred in New South Wales
in connection with the pine scrubs which spread
in the Lachlan district. The Government had
to go into the country and clear it, because the
pastorallessees had made noeffort to keepitdown,
Then there was the Bulloo Downs case, in which
it was shown that the lessees never made any
attempt to keep down the rabbits. e thought
it was a very good thing that the Minister should
come down and try and make it imperative on
the lessees to endeavour to keep these pests
down. He did not take it that, because a lessee
did not eradicate every pest, his run would
be forfeited. He thought it was gquite safe to
leave the power of saying whether a lessee was
trying to keep these pests down in the hands of
the Land Court or the commissioners.

The SEcrRETARY FOR Puprnic Laxps: This
clavse 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 anoccupied land the respon-
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sibility of keeping that unoccupied land clean
devolved on the Government. He thought this
was a step in the right direction, and he did not
think the provision would press harshly on the
lessees. No donbt it cost a good deal of money
to keep down prickly pear, but if the lessees got
a long tenure, 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
hon. members that this discussion has been on
the whole clause ; but there is an amendment
before the Committee, and hon. members must
confine their remarks to that.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS
said he had no objection to the insertion of these
words, as they would make the clanse less drastic
than it was at present. He did not think it was
at all likely that any Minister would forfeit a
run in a case of this sort, unless it was proved
that the lessee, after being called upon to do some-
thing he was bound to do, persisted in refusing
to carry out this portion of the contract. He
did not think any Minister would wilfully forfeit
otherwise,

Mr. KIERR was in favour of the amendment.
He thought the Minister would remember a case
where a lease was granted as an occupation
license in the Blackall district, and the same
provision was put in that lease as the hon. mem-
ber for Leichhardt wished to put into this clause
—that was, that the leszee should make reason-
able efforts to keep his land free from the pear.
He thought the Tiands Department had treated
occupation license s in a very fair manner, and
he could not see why the Minister should go out
of his way to barass pastoral lessees any more
than occupation licensees. It was only reason-
able to have this amendment in the Bill.

Awmendment (7. Hardacre) agreed to.

Clause 8, as amended, put and passed.

On clause 9—* Application of the Land Act
of 18977—

Mr. HARDACRE s21d hewished to movesome
amendments in this clause.  When the Bill was
introduced before the Committee he had referred
to the matter of compensation for improvements,
and he had shown then that under the existing
Acts—un:ier the 1884 Act and its amendments,
and under the 1897 Act, and by a decision of the
Supreme CHurt on vne matter-—compensation for
improvements were only to be paid when the
lessee had actually been deprived of the nse of
his improvewents, or of the !and on which the
improvements were. He would like to have
some such provision in this Bill, but he did nos
intend to move any amendment now. He was
just drawing attention to this matter of compen-
sation.

Mr. SToRY : What is the law on the matter?

Mr. HARDACRE : 1f 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 Interests of lessees and
everyone else, to read what the Act said. Section
107 of the 1884 Act read—

The amount awarded to any puastoral tenant or
lessee for compensation under the provisions of this
Act shall not, except in the case of the resumption of
an entire holding, be payable to him tuntil he is
actually deprived of the use of the land or of the

improvemeunts in respect of which the compeunsation is
awarded.

This applied to leased land, and in the 1884
Act there was no provision for compensation
with regard to the resumed areas, but under the
1886 Act improvements might be made on the
resumcd areas, and after the resuimed areas were:
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taken away, then compensation could be paid
for improvements in the same way. Part of
section 9 of the 1886 Act read—

When the land upon which any such improvement is
made is selected or otherwise disposed of, the lesses
shall be entitled to receive as compensation in respect
of the improvement such sum as would fairly reprasent
its value to an incoming sclector, but not exceeding the
amount specified in the license.

Clause 104 of the 1888 Act read—

Where thercis upon a4 run or holding an improvement,
the pastoral tenant or lessee shall be entitled, subject to
the provisions of this Act, on the resumption under the
provisions of this Act of the part of the run or holding
©on which the improvements are, or on the deter-
mination of the leuse otherwise than by forfeiture,
to receive as #ompensation in respect of the improve-
ment sueh sum as would fairly represent the value of
the improvement to an incoining tenant or purchaser of
the whole run or holding.

Those sections were very clear. When the re-
sumption took place the lessee was entitled to
compensation ; but he did not get paid the com-
pensation until, under clause 107, he was actually
deprived of the use of the land or of the im-
provements standing on the land. Clause 8 of
the Act of 1892 made the provision that when
the lessee had, with the approval of the board,
made improvements on the land comprised in the
lesise 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 jm-
provements were absolutely selected that com-
penxation was given. In the 1897 Act there
was exactly the sawe provision under clause 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
uutil 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 being that
while the lessees were entitled to compensation,
they were not entitled to it until they were
actually deprived of the use of the improve-
ments, Nothing cruld possibly be clearer than
section 213 of the 1897 Act, or section 207 of the
1884 Act. Inlooking over previous debates he
found that the enormous danger that would
acerue 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 9:

Provided that in respect of compensation forimprove-
ments on any holding under this Aet there shall be
added to the provisions for compensation in the prinei-
pal Act the following subsection :—

No compensation shall be payable at the expiration
-of the lease of any holding under this Act for any
improvements on such holding uutil the part of the
holding on which the improvements are is selected or
in the occupatinn of another tenant, or is otherwise
disposed of by the Crown.

That was exactly the law as it stood now.
) Mr. CaMERON : Ttis your interpretation of the
aw.

Mr. HARDACRE: It was the definite deter-
mination of the Supreme Court as far as resumed
areas were concerned. Anocther question was
whether compensation should be paid for the
value of the improvements on the whole holding
estimated at their value to the incoming tenant,
or merely on the value to the ivcoming tenant on
that part of the holding on which the improve-
ments were situated. When the Crown resumed
part of a holding it had no right to be called upon
to pay the lewsee for the depreciated value of the
Improvements on account of portion only of the
holding havingbeen taken. Thatwould verylikely
entail costly Supreme Court actions in order
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to determine what the depreciated value of the
improvements was. It was mentioned to him
last week that a case had occurred in which the
Crown had resumed the whole of a holding
excepting about a square mile round an artesian
well. He did not think that was a justifiable
proceeding, and it might be advisable to provide
that assuming that the Crown resumed more
than three-fourths of a holding, the Jessee should
be entitled to take the resamption of that
amount as resumption of the whole holding.

Mr. STORY : If what the hon. member for
Leichhardt stated was the law, it must be evi-
dent to hon. members that it was a
[9 p.m.] mostflsgrant injustice. Cases of re-
sumptions and of leaseholds were
necessarily very different.  When country was
resumed the Jessee enjoyed all the benefits of his
improvements until the selector took them up,
and in the case of a fence which became a joint
boundary the lessee still held the bhalf of it. It
was therefore only fair and reasonable that until
the improvements were selected by somebody
else he was not paid for them, the lessee in the
meantime having the enjoyment of them. But
to say that the improvements on a leasehold
should not be paid for on the determination
of the lease seemed to him an unheard-of pro-
position.  When a lessee knew he was not
to have any extension of lease he made such
arrangements that at the end of his lease he
would have no stock whatever on his place. Did
the hon. member mean that the lessee 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 have
and would expect the improvements to be paid
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 Condocbolin, for
instance, would never be taken by a selector.
He could not suppose that was ever the way the
law was meant to beinterpreted. If it were so,
and the land was not thrown open for selection,
the Crown could have the lessee as a sort of
modern Rip van Winkle, sitting there year after
year, waiting to be deprived of improvements
which were no longer his, and which he bad no
longer any use for.
Mr. W. HamiztoN: He would get six or
twelve months’ notice.

Mr. STORY: He would get six months’
notice, but he would not get any extension of
lease, but after a certain day the country was no
longer his. The hon. member for Leichhardt
said that when that was terminated he would
not get paid for his improvements until the
Government actually deprived him. Would
not the notice be a deprivation ? He thought it
would. The case at Rodd’s Bay was a case of
payment for improvements on a resumption,
which was quite a matterof course. For certain
improvements the lessee never got paid ; that
was part of his agreement, coming under the
Act of 1884, he having the use of the country
and the improvements all the time. That argued
the country being stocked, and the improvements
being put to a profitable 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, justice, nor reason. That was
what was in his mind when he was urging the
Cowmittee to leave sufficient country to the
lessee to allow him to stay there and keep his
improvements, and not ask the Government to
pay for them. With 20,000 or 40,000 acres, in
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better times 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.
According to the hon. member, the Govern-
ment could say to a lessee that they would not
pay him for his improvements until they had
deprived him of them. That meant that he
must wait on a plece of country which he could
not possibly work with bhis expensive im-
provements until somebody more foolish than
himself took them —which was a practical
impossibility. In his opinion, at the deter-
mination of the lease the amount due for
jmprovements was payable then and there. The
matter was one of great importance, because,
according to the statement of the hon. member,
one might imagine at some time scores of lessees
living in their howesteads without stock, with-
out country, and without any claim to the land,
waiting for the Government to deprive them of
their Improvements. What occurred in the
South Australian cise was that the Government
took over the improvements, and, finding that
they could not get anybody to take them, had to
make special arrangements in the shape of a
leaze for forty-two years and forty-two vears in
which to pay for the improvements. Never
mind how long they extended the time, there
was a date at which the lease must terminate,
and that was the date when the Government
had %o pay the lessee for his improvements.

Mr. W. HAMILTON : The question that the
hon. member for Leichhardt and the hon. mem-
ber for Balonne were discussing was very largely
a legal one, and required a legal mind to dissect
it. The hon. member for Balonne 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 withoust
any lease ; but ie 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
beld the land under an oceupation license. They
had no fixity of tenure until they came undev 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 actnally deprived of the use of the land.
‘When his lease expired by effluxion of time, the
Crown might either give him a further lease,
or allow him to hold it under an occupation
license.

Mr. Story: But they have already taken
three-fourths of his country.

Mr. FITZGERALD (Mitchell) understood the
hon. member for Leichhardt had mentioned the
Rodd’s Bay case. He would like the hon.
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 leases terminated the
Government would be able to take over all the
country witheut 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 point was this: Under the
1886 Act compensation was allowed for improve-
ments so long as the lessee obtained permission
from the Crown to erect those improvements.
‘When the lease of Rodd’s Bay expired the lessees
claimed compensation, not only for improvements
on the resumed area, but also for these on the
leasehold, and Judge Re:l expressed doubt as to
whether the Act would aliow the whole of the
improvements to be paid for at once. He (Mr.
Fitzgerald) contended that under the 1884 to
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1889 Liand 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 good law, Last night
they had agreed to give extensions of tenuve
ranging from ten years to twenty-eight years,
and the point he understood the hon. member
for Leichhardt wanted to make was that
at the termination of those extensions all the
improvements would just simply fall due to the
Crown until & 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-
sion to erect certain improvements on his
resumed area, when the resumed country was
selected he would demand payment for his
improvements and get it, but he would not get
it trom the Crown, but from the selector ; but
when the leasehold portion became due his con-
tention was—and he was speaking as a lawyer—
that as soon as the resumed portion became due
the station man could come aleng and demand
from the Government payment for his wool-
shed aud for all other improvements on the
place. Take for instance the station of the
hon. member for Brisbane North—Xensington
Downs. They would presume thas the hon.
member had a beautiful woolshed, that he had
got a homestead, and that his lease expired. As
soon as the lease expired the hon., member
could come slong and say to the Govermment,
“1 want payment for that woolshed, for that
homestead, and for every fence and every stick
I have put on the place ”; and the hon. member
would be entitled to such payment if his run
were resumed. Mr, Justice Real expressed a
doubt as to whether the (GGovernment must pay
the money, but he (Mr. Fitzgerald) contended
that if they threw a lessee out of his property
they must pay him for all his improvemests if
he held his run under the Act of 1884 or 1886.

The SECRETARY ¥OR RATLWAYS : He will make
yon if you don’t.

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

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: Was it in the
Rodd’s Bay case that His Honour gave that
opinion ?

My, FITZGERALD : Yes. When thesecond
reading of the Bill was before the House he made
a big point of this question, and he held that if
a lessee was given a further extension 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 hon. member for
Leichhardt meant by his amendment. In the
Rodd’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 eountry was selected. The report of
Mr. Justice Real’s judgment appeared on page
207 of the Queensland Law Journal, and it would
be seen from 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 wasoneof the best lawyers they had
ever seen in Queensland. This point had arisen
years after the Act had been passed, and as
they were now going to grant a certain number
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of concessions to the squatters, he wished to know
whether the squatters wouid, in return for those
concessions, have this question properly settled.
If they came under Class IV. that 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
guing to getin return for these extensions. When
the time came to make the resumptions, could
the land be taken away without paying the
lessues  for expensive woolsheds which the
Government would not be able to get off their
hands? He thought there should be a clauss in
the Bill, just like there was in a building lease,
providing that if the senant was to get an exten-
sion for ten, or twenty-one, or twenty-eight
years, the Crown should get a quid pro guo. He
would like to hear the Attorney-General’s view
of the matter.

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL said he had
two objections to the amendment proposed by
the hon. member for Leichbardt. One was
arising out of the consideration that the law as
laid down in the Liand Act of 1897 was either
clear un the subject or it was not.

Mr. HarpacrE: Perfectly clear.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : If it was
clear, then it ought to be allowed to remain as it
was without casting doubt npon it by the inser-
tion of a clause of this sort, which was only to
provide against the existence of a doubt. They
had at the present time a law with regard to
leases that were issued under the 1884 Act and
the 1807 Acs, and when this Bill became law
leases would be issued under it—leases having all
the same incidents as belonged to lesses issued
under the 1884 Act; and one of the incidents of
those leases, which was repeated in the 1897 Act,
was that—

The amount awarded to any pastoral tenant or lessee
for compensation uader the provisions of this Act shall
not, exexpt in the case of the resumption of an entire
holding, he payable to him until he is actually deprived
of the use of the land or of theimprovements in respect
of which Lthe compensation is awarded.

That either meant that until the lessee, even
after the expiration of his lease, was turned out
he is entitled to compensation or it did not mean
that. That was a question they need not now
discuss ; but putting in a provision of this sort
was equivalent to saying that the legislature was
in doubs as to whether 1t meant that in the Acts
of 1894 and 1897, and it wanted to say that at all
events it should mean that in this new Bill. The
second objection he had was that the 2nd para-
graph of this amendmentcould beused for purposes
of spoliation. They were not now dealing with
resumed aress 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 oceupy
his holding, did not want to cceapy it any longer,
and it was cut up for selection, everybody might
give a wide berth to the selection on which the
improvements were, and select all the other
parts of the run on which there were noimprove-
ments, and the result would be that the unfortu-
nate lessee would not get a farthing.

Mr. HarDACRE: They could not select unless
the Crown threw it open for selection,

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL : It was open
to that objection, in his mind. His reading 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 lease the land was taken
away from the holder, he clearly had a remedy
under that Act, but 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
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whether a man could be said to be deprived of
the land or the uss of the land after the expira-
tion of the lease, when the Crown did not ejest
him from the land, but permitted him to goon, as
often happened in the ¢ :se of landlord and tenant.
Suppose a man gave a lease of his house in
Queen street for ten years at a certain rent, and
at the end of that period neither the landlord
nor the tenant said anything. The tenant lived
on and the landlord said nothing but accepted
rent as usual. They then had a tenancy from
year to year created by operation of law on the
terms of the former lease,

Mr. STORY : Suppose the tenant leaves.

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: If he left he
was not deprived.

Mr, FITZGERALD : Are yougoing torepudiate ?

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: It was time
enough to deal with difficulites when they arose ;
or, as aformer very worthy member of this House
used to say, it was time enough to bid a certain old
gentleman good morning when you met him. It
was time enough to deal with the difficulsies that
were supposed to exist by bis hon. friend the
wember for Mivchell when they aruvse. The
insertion of a clause like this would declare
positively that a: the wud of the lease, if the
land were not taken up by aunybody, the lessee
would get nothing for his improvements—that
might under certain circumstances be a great
injustice. By attempting to make the law clear
in this Bill, they would make obscure the Act
of 1897,

Mr. HARDACRE: He considered the law
was perfectly clear, and he had only moved this
amendment becau<e at the commencement of this
discussion 17 had been asserted that unless they
gave a certain extension of lease, the lessees
would claim compensation for the improvements.
That was stated in the public Press, and in order
t0 me-% that threat, so to speak, he introduced
the amendmenttomake it sure that theycould not
do so, though at the same time he said the Act
was so clear that there wasx no danger of that
kind., He maintained that the law was really as
clear as it possibly could be made, and the matter
having now been discussed he was quite pre-
pared to withdraw his amendment,

Mr. STORY : The Attorney-General had made
the important admission that though a contract
had been made with the pastoral lessecs that at
the termination of their leases they shounid be
compensated for their improvements, the
Government were not going to deprive them of
their land, because they did not want to pay for
those improvements. It was just as well that
the pastoralists should know that. There was
another case in which they had been similarly
treated. When the Act of 1892 was passed and
they were allowed to get an extension of lease for
rabbit netting, they understood that they would
get an extension of lease for seven years for the
whole of their holdings. They neglected to take
counsel’s opinion on the question, and they found
that they had to give up one-tourth 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
fmminent that the lessees would want to be paid
for their improvements at the present time, it
was just as well that they shonld know that on
the highest authority they had in the House—
the Attorney-General—they could not claim to
be paid for them until they were deprived of
their land by the Crown, and the Crown was
not going to deprive them of it, vecause it did
not want to pay for those improvements.

Mr. FITZGERALD said he would take very
good care that he would not allow such an im-
portant matter as this to pass without expressing
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his opinion. Even presuming that the Attorney-
General's opinion was right — presuming that
the station leases expired at a certain time,
and_the lessee was not entitled to payment
for improvements under the present law—sup-
posing that a station lessee «greed with the
Government of Queensland to do certain things
—uafter twenty-eight or thirty years he might
say his time was up, and he did not want the
country any more. He might say, * Give me
back the money I have spent on my woolshed,
and on my homestead, and on my fences,” and
the Government would say, “ No, we will do
nothing of the kind.” The matter was very
obscure, and he would like the whole thing
settled before the Bill passed.

The SECRETARY ¥OR RArLwAYs: You cannot
settle it now,

Mr. FITZGERALD : It was all very fine for
the Attorney-General to say that legaliy the
squatter must walk out and wait for his money
until a selector came along and selected his
improvements.

Ths SECRETARY POR Ratnways: He did not
say that.

The SmcrETARY FOR PUBLIc Lanxps : We
eannot decide this question here to-night.

Mr, FITZGERALD said he had raised this
question long ago. .

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL : Suppesing  your
view of the law is correct, how can you alter
existing leases ?

Mr. FITZGERALD : Supposing his view of
the law was wrong altogether, and supposing
that nne of these leases fell due and the lessee of
that run came along and told the Government
that he would not take advantage of this Bill—
that he did not want any extension of the lease
—that he wanted to get away to Ireland, Scot-
land, or France, or Germany, and then he would
say to the Government, “Pay me the money
you promised me under the 1884 Act.”

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL : They will get new
leases under this Bill. We arenot discussing the
conditions of current leases,

Mr. FITZGERALD : This was a very serious
matter, and he 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 to say that
any Minister could take the whole of a man’s
couxztry back and say to him, “Get out, we
won’t pay vou for your woolshed, or your home-
stead until someone selects 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 against repudiation, but he did
not want to see some people boss the whole
country.

The SECRETARY FOR PusLic LANDS : Any
amount of discussion to-night will not affect the
position. These matters will have to be settled
by the court.

Mr. FITZGERALD : That was all very fine,
but he did not care a button about the court.
Hon. members were the bosses of the colony ;
they made the laws for the whole colony ; and
unless something was done in regard to this
matter, he was sare that it would lead to great
trouble in the future.

The CHATRMAN : T must say that I think
the hon. member for Mitchell is tediously

repeating himself, as we have heard

[10 p.m.] the same arguments from him over

. and over again. I do not think
there is any necessity for this repetition, and I
hope the hon, member will bear that in mind.
 Mr. FITZGERALD : This was the second
time the Chairman had called him to order for
repetition. He did the same thing yesterday.
He had simply been answering the Minister,
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and, with due respeet to the Chairman, he did
not think he was repeating himself in doing vhat,
If the Minister would show him how he had
repeated his argument he would be prepared to
sit down.

The CHAIRMAN : It is not the Minister,
but the Chairman, who is the judge of whether
a member is repeating himself.

Mr. Frrzeeralpb: Well, T have very poor
respect for your opinion.

The CHAIRMAN : Order! The hon. mem-
ber must not use language of that description
when addressing the Chawr. There is no doubt
that the hon. member was tediously repeating
his arguiment.

Mr. F1r26ERALD : I have very poor respect for
your statement.

Mr. HARDACRE : The hon. member for
Mitchell had raised the question as to whether
the provisions of the Bill would in any way affect
the power of the Crown to resume a quarter of
the area under the provision of the 1886 Act.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS
said that, as far as he understood, any pre-
liminary act that might be taken by the present
lessees towards taking advantage of the Bill
would not deprive the Crown of rights which
they at present possessed. If the Crown had the
right to resume a quarter of the area at the
expiration of fifteen years, it would still retain
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
agre=ment that did not come Into effect until
after the expiration of the present holdings. He
moved the insertion of the words ““in the aggre-
gate” after the word ‘‘exceeding,” on line 1, page
5. Those words were in the 1890 Act, and would
merely have the effect of making the clause
clearer.

Amendment agreed to.

On the motion of the SECRETARY FOR
PUBLIC LANDS, similar amendments were
made in lines 23 and 26.

Mr. HARDACRE moved the insertion of the
following words after the word ‘“holding ” on
line 51:—

During the first fourteen years of the term, and at
any time during the last eleven years of the term, may
resume, on the recommendation of the court, a further
one-third of such area for purposes of settlement.

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 development 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
large centres of population arise. It was neces-
sary, therefore, to give a larger power of re-
sumption than was already provided.

The SECRETARY ¥FOR PUBLICLANDS :
He had no particular objection to the amend-
ment, but the lands under Class IV. were those
which were of such a nature as to be difficult to
get people to keep. He referred particalarly to
the South-western part of the colony, which
was liable to severe droughts and was heavily
infested with rahbits. For such holdings it was
desirable to give an exceptional tenure. He
was inclined to think that land there would
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, although he had no strong opinion
with regard to it one way or the other.
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Mr. HARDACRE : He admitted that there
could not be much necessity for resumption in
the South-western portion of the colony, but he
had in his mind more particularly the South
Kennedy pastoral district. Between Clermont
and Charters Towers there was a lot of country
liable to be flooded, and much infested with
brigalow. A goced deal of that country might be
placed in Class IV, It was quite possible that a
railway might be constructed between those two
places, where there was a good deal of mineral
land, and much of the counrry might be required
for settlement. It wae, therefore, desirable to
have the right to resume, if necessary.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS:
The clause gave very big powers of resummption
under Class IV, for all public purposes except
closer settlement, powers which they should not
take with regard to the other classes.

Mr. W. Bayirron : Is that the only class for
which special powers are provided ¢

The SECRETARY FORPUBLICLANDS :
All the others were provided for under the
prinecipal Act.

Mr. W, HAMILTON understood that the
power was going to be given in regard to each of
those classes. When he interviewed the Minister
last year before he introduced the Liand Bill, the
hon. gentleman informed him that he thought
that power should be put in every Land Act,
and that it would be put in every Bill which he
introduced. Under the 1884 Act, the Govern-
ment had no power to resume lsnds from the
leaseholds without the lessees being at liberty
to consider it as a resumption 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 last year by all classes of people
in his district for reserves to be proclaimed
on the main road from Xynuna to Winton,
but the Government had no power to pro-
claim them until the leases terminated. Of
course they had power to proclaim reserves on
the resumed areas, but they could not do it on
the leaseholds. In the Act passed last year,
however, power had been reserved to resume
land from any part of a leasehold for the pur-
pose of proclaiming publiec reserves withont com-
pensation, except for the actual improvements on
the land so reserved. Tt was necessary that that
provision should apply to all classes, and not
only to Class IV,

The SECRETARY ror PUBLic Lanps: 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
him no power to proclaim a reserve during the
extended 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 FOR PuBLIc Laxns: You can
raise the point on clause 14, We might make
that clause apply more fully than it does at
present, If the hon. member wishes he can
move an amendment on that clause.

Mr, W, HAMILTON : The power was more
necessary in connection with Class I., because
that was where close settlement took place. In
many places sufficient provision had not been
made for roads and reserves, They had to open
another stock road now into Hughenden.

The SECRETARY FOR Ra1Lways : You have the
resumed area available for all that,

Mr. W. HAMILTON : The resumed areas on
many runs were not on the roads. The road
from Kynuna toc Winton traversed theleaseholds,
and the Government could not proclaim a
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reserve, and, unless there 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 proclaimed there,

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL said that it
was unlikely that there would be any necessity
for those resumptions in regard to lands under
Class IV. One effect of having such resumptions
would be to lower the value of the security, and
there would not be much margin, as it was the
very worst lands that would be put in Class IV.
If there was a certainty of tenure with regard to
those lands, financial institutions wounld look with
more favour upon them. He thought it would
be better to let the clause stand as it was.

Mr. HARDACRE did not think the Minister
was correct when he said that it was only
proposed to make the resumptions equal to the
resumptions that could previously be made. At
present it was possible to resume one-third every
seven years, wherens it was now proposed to
allow resumptions of one-third of the holdings
every fourteen years—just double the time.
They had heard about the discretionary powers
that should be given to the Land Court. They
were giving them power to give leases, but they
were not giving them power to make resumptions,
and he thought they ought to keep that power
in their own hands, especially as it could only be
exercised at the discretion of that very trust-
worthy Land Court that the Minister made so
much of. If the Minister would accept it, he
would suggest one-fourth instead of one-third.

The SEcrETARY FOR Pusric LanDs: 1 think
you had better leave it out altogether.

Mr. W, HAMILTON thought the Minister

should see that he had ample powers of resump-

tion under ciause 14, because for

[10'80 p.m.] Class IV. they were legislating for
possibly forty-eight years abead.

The Srorerary ¥or PuBrLic Lanps: We
bave power to resume half of the holdings when
they come under this Bill.

Question—That the words proposed to be in-
serted (Mr. Hardaere’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
to 11 o’clock.






