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!900 Questions. [ASSEMBLY.] State Iron, Etc., Bill. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

WEDNESDAY, 17 OCTOBER, 1917. 

The SPEAKER (Hon. \V. McCormack, CairnsJ 
i;ook the chair at half-past 3 o'clock. 

PAPER. 

The following paper, laid on the table, 
-was ordered to be printed:-

Second annual report of the Commis
sioner for Taxes under sect~on ai of 
the Land Tax Act." 

QTJESTIONS. 
COST OF LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL REFERENDUM. 

Mr. PETRIE (Toom.bul) asked the Home 
·Secretary or Minister acting for him-

" Referring to the answer given to my 
question on 18th July last, regar·ding the 
oost of the referendum on the question of 
abolishing the Upper House, can he now 
state the total cost of the said referen
dum?" 

Ho:-;. J. A. FIHELL Y (Paddington), on 
behalf of the Home Secretary (Hon. J. 
Huxham, Buranda)', replied-

" To date, £13,785 10s. 7d." 

GOVERNMENT DESPATCH OF VESSELS TO 
MACKAY. 

Mr. VOWLES (Dalby), in the absence of 
'Mr. Hodge, asked the Chief Secretary-

" 1. Will he explain to what extent, if 
any, he or the Government was con
nected with the despatch of the s.s. 
' Porpoise ' to Mackay? 

[Hon. A. J. Jones. 

"2. Why did the Government s.s. 
' Excelsior ' not take any lime as part 
of her cargo on her recent trip to Mackay, 
seeing that lime was reqmred for the 
sugar industry quite as urgently as 
sacks?" 

The PREMIER replied-
" 1. The Government had no connec

tion with the despatch of the s.s. ' Por
poise ' other than to announce for the 
information of the public the fact that 
she had been chartered to take a load 
of lime and sugar bags to Mackay (see 
' Courier' of 20th September). 

" 2. The ' Excelsior' had a fu,ll cargo, 
and in any case she is not adapted for 
the carrying of lime tanks." 

FEES PAID TO BARRISTERS AND SOLICITORS. 

Mr. PETRIE asked the Assistant :yrinister 
for Justice, without notice-

" Will the hon. member tell the Hou~e 
when the return "'·'ked for by me rn 
reference to the fees paid to barristers 
and solicitors will be ready, seeing that 
he told me a day or two ago that the 
return was being expedited?" 

HoN. J. A. FIHELL Y replied-
" The Crown Solicitor informed me a 

few davs back that he was waiting for 
some outstanding account, probably in 
connection with an overcharge." 

STATE IRON AND STEEL \VORKS BILL. 
INITIATION. 

The PREMIER (Hon. 'I'. J. Ryan, Barcoo), 
in moving-

" Tbat tho House will, at its ~ext 
sitting, resolve itself into a Com.rrnttee 
of the Whole to consider of the de;nrab)e
ness of introducing a Bill to authonse 
the establishment, continuance, and 
carrying on of State iron and steel works 
and other industries, and for other pur
poses,', 

said: The lea-der of the Opposition has called 
" Not formal" to this motion, but I pre
sume he does not desire me to go fully mto 
the exact contents of the Bill that the Govern
ment propose to intro•duce, as we will J:ave 
an opportunity when the House 15ets mto 
Committee .and on the second-readmg sta~e 
of dealing with the principles contained m 
the Bill. I need only say that we a1:e carry
ing out the programme. that was la1d do:vn 
in the policy speech dehverPd at Barcaldme 
in March, 1915, where it stated-

" We will ascertain the practicability 
of establishing in proximity to our nv1 
iron and coal deposits works for the pn
•duction of iron and steel." 

It was also stated in the Governor's Speech 
at the opening of this session that a Bill 
would be introduc0d to authorise the estab
lishment of State iron and steel works. As 
hen. members are aware, a commission has 
been appornted to .deal with the construction 
of railwavs and a commission was issued 
asking then{ to inquire into the practica.bility 
of establishing Sbte iron and steel works. 
They have furni,hed a progress report, the 
main purport of which is to the effect that-
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"Sufficient evidence, however, has now 
been placed before your commission to 
justify them in coming to the following 
conclusions, namely:-

1. That all the essentials are in this 
State for the successful manufacture of 
pig iron; 

2. That a complete plant for the 
manufacture of pig iron can be e3i ab
lished at a cost not exceeding £5,000; 

3. That such a plant could be utilised 
for the testing in bulk of iron ore from 
different parts of the State, thus decid
ing whethrr the various deposits are 
suitabk for smelting and converting 
into steel; 

4. That, taking present prices, and 
rates that must obtain for at least a 
considcrabl e time after the ·war, the 
making of pig iron would be a profit
able undertaking for the State ; 

5. That the site chosen for such 
works would not in any way affect the 
selection of a site for central iron anJ 
steel works if finally decided upon by 
the commis.'3ion.'' 

Hon. W. D. ARMSTRONG: What about the 
supply of copper? 

The PREMIER : At present we are deal
ing with the establi,hment of State iron aO"<i 
steel works. "When copper has to be dealt 
with, I shall take the opportunity of address
ing the House on that matter. The Bill is 
to authorise the eotablishment, continuance, 
and carrying on of State iron and steel works 
and other industries. The Bill will authorBe 
the Minister (who will be defined as being 
the Secretary for Mines or other Minister of 
the Crown to whom any powers and dutie; 
are assigned by the Governor in Council) to 
establish, undertake, maintain, and carry 011 

the businei•S of search;ng for. mining, sm<llt 
ing iron .and iron ores, and any metal. 
mineral or product used or for the use in 
such business, and the manufacture and pro
duction of iron and st~el, and the manuhc
ture of chattels, Prticles, and things com
posed wholly or in p<trt of iron or steel, .wd 
the sale, supply, or other disposal of the 
ores, metals, and manufactured products of 
such businAss so carried on by him. \Vic1e 
powers will be given to the Minister, e.g.-

(i.) He shall have and may exercise the 
powers and privileges, etc., of the Crown. 

(ii.) In his official name ·he may sue and 
be sued: He may take, purchase or other
wise acquire, lease, etc., .and hold btnd, 
works, etc. 

(iii.) He may construct and erect build
ings, smelters, warehouses, tramways, etc. 

(iv.) Where land is resumed such power 
shall be exercisPd under the Public 
Works Land Resumption Acts. 

(v.) He may appoint managers, en
gineers, workmen. 

(vi.) He may open and work mines and 
generally carry on the business of ,utning 
in all its branches. · 

Unalienated Crown lands may be set apart 
for the purposes of the measure. There will 
be provision for the creation of the neceseary 
funds at the Treasury and for thG audit 
thereof by the Auditor-General. 

Hon. J. G. APPEL: What about mud? 
The PREMIER : I do not know if the 

hon member for Albert wishes to listen to 
me. 

Hon. J. G. APPEL·: I am listening all the 
time. 

The PREMIER : Power will also be given. 
for the extension of the operations of the 
measure for the carrying on of the business. 
designated by proclamation in such proclama
tion. Power will also be given for the mak
ing of regulations to give effect to the· 
measure. I think that fairly covers the· 
proposed measure, and I move the motion 
accordingly. 

Ho;;;. J. TOL::\IIE (Toowoomba) : I called' 
"Not formal" to this motion for the pur
pose of getting an explanation from the 
Chief Secretarv as to what were the prin
cipal contents of the BilL He has to some 
extent elaborated the measure, and told us
what he proposes to do. I do not think 
there is any ne ·~ssity for the measure. I 
do not know that the population of Queens
land is sufficient at the present time to go 
on with speculative works of this kind. It. 
would be much better if the Premier were 
to give notice of the .introduction . of . a. 
measure to encourage pnvate enterprise 1n 
this direction. I am afraid that this is one
of those measures which the Government 
have been in the habit of introducing since 
thev took office interfering with private
ent~rprise. 

The PREMIER: Private enterprise has not 
entered upon it. 

Ho;;;. J. TOLMIE: We are quite aware· 
that we have to look for pitfalls in all the 
legislation introduced by hon. members on 
the front Treasury bench. 

The PRE11IER: All vou have succeeded in 
doing is falling into t'he pit, as a rule. 

HoN. J. TOLMIE: I candidly admit that 
we have succeeded in falling into the pit on 
more than one occasion, because we thought. 
we were dealing with honourable men. 

Hon. J. G. APPEL: Hear, hear! 

,HoN. J. TOL:MIE: We did not look for
.anv pit. Here is one of those measures 
which does not deal merely with the iron 
industrv. I know that hon. members oppo
site are interested in the establishment of 
the iron and steel industry, but this motion 
gives power to deal with other industries. 
\V e hope, when we come to deal with th0 
measure, that we will be able to get from 
the Minister in charge some information as. 
to what these other industries are that they 
propose to deal with. We will then have 
an opportunity of knowing what sort of legis
lation it is, and whether it is for the benefit. 
of the country. If the Government are pass
ing it merely because it is on the Govern
ment programme-well, they have got a 
majority behind them to do it. If it is for 
development purposes, then I fail to see how 
they are going to achieve anything of much 
significance for Queensland. At present 
there are iron and steel works establi~hed 
iu the Commonwealth, and if the men are 
allowed to work .and carry on the industry, 
then the output of these works is more than 
sufficient for all the supplies of material 
for the requirements of the population we 
have. 

Mr. PAY;;<E: That is absolutely incorrect. 
The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: Queensland 

is short of material. 

Ho;;;. J. TOLMIE: We know that the 
hon. gentleman who interjected that it was 

Hon. J. Tolmie.] 
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absolutely incorrect was one of the hon. 
gentlemen who signed the report just read 
·by the Chief Secretary. I ask the hon. 
gentleman is he an expert in regard to these 
matters? Do you think that anyone would 
'employ the hon. gentleman for the purpose 
'Of giving an expert opinion upon either iron 
'Or steel, or any works of a similar character? 
The hon. gentleman belongs to a commission 
who have been roving about the country for 
'the purpose of earning their salaries, and 
·he comes here and, in the way he has de
monstrated this afternoon, tries to force 
down our throats that we know nothing at 
all about the industrv unles; we obt.ain the 
information from the hon. gentleman himself. 
Surely, he does not for one moment think he 
is going to dictate to us what we shall do. 
I hope that when the hon. member recovers 
'his wonted good temper we shall not have 
any exhibition of this kind in the future. 
But, apa.rt from that, I wish to emphasise 
-the fact that we have at the present time 
sufficient power in the Commonwealth for 
the purpose of producing all the steel and 
·iron that can be utilised here. 

The PREMIER : That is nonsense ; we can
not get all the rails we want. 
Ho~. J. TOLMIE: And if the hon. gentle

m~n starts these works, he cannot get all the 
rarls he wanh, be<·:tuse the congestion is so 
great at the present time that the demand 
is greater than the supply. The measure 
foreshadowed by the hon. gentleman is intro
duced merely for the purpose of mieleading 
the electors as to the c:t pacitv of the Govern
ment. Notwithstanding the· protestations of 
the Premier, it is evident that a measure 
of this kind is only going to add to the bur
dens that thousands of persons who are not 
interested in this matter are called upon to 
bear. The loss that is likelv to accrue from 
!ton. memb:rs opposi.te endeavouring to put 
mto operatron what rs called the Barcaldine 
policy speech will have to be borne by the 
taxpayers. Surely there has been enough 
loss to the State from Government enter
prises, _without entering upon another State 
·enterprrse. Surely the Government must re
cognise that the public are quite cognisant 
·of their ineptitude in these matters and that 
the people will see that this ~easure is 
~rought forward for the purpose of trying to 
mduce the electors to believe that the Govern
ment are capable of establishing and develop
ing iron and steel works. But the people are 
not going to be gulled in that way. There 
is no substantial business for the State in 
this measure. If it is passed and the Govern
ment attempt to put the legislation into 
operation, it will only place more burdens 
on the people who are overburdened at the 
present time. 

HoN.' J. G. APPEL (A.lbert): I somewhat 
differ from what has fallen from the leader 
of the Opposition. I consider that this is 
probably a more important piece of legis
lation than any other legislation that has 
been introduced by the Government up to 
the present. 

The SPEAKER : Order ! There is no 
legislation at present before the Chamber. 

HoN. J. G. APPEL: I am simply referring 
to the importancB of the proposed measure. 
I consider it of more importance than anv 
other legislation that has been introduced 
by the Government up to the present time~ 
Although it may seem an anomaly, yet it is 
a fact that the basest of metals has always 

f.Han. J. Tolmie. 

been found as a matter of experience of the 
greatest importance and the greatest, value to 
am· countrv where such base metals exist. 
In' Queensland we have vast deposits of 
first-class iron ores, and we have all the 
necessary fluxes, such as lime and coal. In 
fact, we have everything here that Nature 
can provide as far as the production of iron 
is concerned, and if we can only-by the 
introduction of any measure-induce the 
manufacture of iron from our natural pro
ducts, I venture to say that if it becomes a 
success. as I hope it will, it will do more 
good to Queensland than any of our more 
valuable ore deposits. 

The PREMIER : You are quite right in that. 

HoN. J. G. APPEL: We know that as far 
as economics are concerned, if we can only 
build up an iron-ore industry, the future of 
Queensland will then be assured. 

The PREMIER : Exactly; you are quite 
right. 

Hox. J. G. APPEL: Because to-day, more 
than ever the manufacture of iron and steel 
will put ;ny country which has the necessary 
ore and fluxes in the forefront of the nations 
of the world. 

The PRE>!IER: The leader of the Opposition 
will wt regret that he did not make a speech 
like ·that which you are making. (Hear, 
hear!) 

Hox. J. G. APPEL: I am speaking from 
m:< own standpoint. Every meJ?ber on this 
side of the House speaks from hrs own stand
point. And just as I encouraged the estab
lishment of the cement industry in Queens
land when I was ~finister for Mines-an 
industrv which I venture to say will prove a 
success.::_so I support any effort on the part 
of th!' State because it will be for the State 
to show wh~t is possible in connection with 
this particular industry. to establish iron and 
steel works. I can only hope, though. tJ;.at 
the hon. gentleman. in the measure whwh 
he proposes to introduce, will n;ake s_ucJ: pro
vision as will ensure that nothmg wrll mter
fer·e with the industry in the way of strikes. 
I trust that the necessary provision will be 
made as far as that is concerned, because, 
whatever our national products may be, and 
however accessible they may be, we must 
remember that we shall have to compete with 
the world in this industry. 

Mr. COOPER: So we can. 

Hox. J. G. APPEL: So we can, if the 
industrv is not interfered with by the strikes 
whi-ch ccontinually occur. I am referring 
now not merelv to strikes in connection with 
thi'' particular· industry. but t'? sympa~hetic 
strikes which may interfere w1th the mdus
trv. However, that is only by the way, and 
I ·am ,,imply offering this as .a suggestion 
to the Government. The Premrer was good 
enough to give us a fall Pxposition of the 
proposed measure, and I must say that. as 
a native of this great State who has some 
knowledge of the natural wealth that we 
possess in connection with this matter, I 
hope to see Queensland become a great iron
producing country, and not only producing 
iron and steel from that iron, but also a 
great manufacturing country. As privat.e 
enterprise has not taken the matter up, thrs 
is, to mv mind, essentially a matter which 
may be t'aken up by the Government of the 
State to prove that it is possible to produce 
an article which can compete in the world's 
market. It may have the effect of inducing 
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private enterprise to enter into the matter, 
and to engage, not alone in the manufac
.ture of iron and steel articles, but also in 
the shipbuilding industry, which will be a 
·great necessity after the conclusion of the 
present war. I do not propose to occupy 
the attention of the House any longer. I 
hope to give this matter my hearty support, 
Jbecause it is a matter that I was much inter
•ested in when acting as Minister for Mines. 
I took a great interest in acquiring evi
-dence as to the deposits of iron ore which 
exist in the different portions of the State. 
I hope this proposal will be brought to a 
successful issue by the legislation that it is 
intended to introduce, and that that legisla
-tion will be of such a nature as to induce 
private enterprise to enter into this indus
•try, which will be of more benefit to the 
State than OJ.<r gold production or the pro
-duction of all our most valuable metals. 

Mr. MACART::cfEY (Toowong): I think 
we are indebted to the Premier for his 
explanation of the proposed measure, and 
'that we can congratulate him on adopting 
the constitutional method in this case in 
placing the matter before Parliament and 
asking the authority of Parliament for the 
establishment of the proposed worh. Cer
tainly, it is an improvement upon the action 
of the Government in rpgard to other State 
~mterprises. I should also like to say that 
if it can be shown that the iron industry 
can be established in Queensland with benefit 
to the State, the hon. gentleman is to be 
congratulated on his endeavour to establish 
that industry. It will not be in competition 
with existing enterprises, and the establish
ment of the industry apparently is not con,
templated at the present moment by privat-e 
enterprise. :Members on this side of the 
House would prefer that encouragement 
should be given to priYate enterprise to 
undertake the risks inci,dental to such an 
industry. Generally speaking, the people of 
Queensland 'dew with some concern the 
establishment of State enterprises, as they 
fear it will enable a certain class to take 
the people by the throat more effectively 
than they have done in the past. At any 
rate, there is a certain amount of fear in 
connection with legislation of this sort. So 
far it has not been shown that the successful 
establishment of the iron industry in Queens
land is reasonably poss,ible, or that it is 
actually desired. Certainly, we have a report 
from the Public \V arks Commission on the 
subject, but when we look at the personnel 
of that commission we do not see the names 
of any great authority or experts in the 
business amongst them. It is also a partisan 
'<Jommission-that is, the members of it are 
all taken from one side of the House-the 
side of the House which is supporting what 
is called the Barcaldine policy. That being 
the case, we have to take their report with 
some hesitation. The point I wish to make 
is that the State is gradually getting into 
a condition of financial chaos under the pre
sent Government, not only in regard to the 
·consolidated revenue account, but also in 
regard to loan moneys and trust funds. It 

seems to me that this Bill will 
[4 p.m.] only operate in the direction of 

increased taxation; it will in· 
volve further expenditure, and that money 
will have to be found somewhere. It will 
lead to a piling up of the deficit, and to the 
necessity for further taxation. It will there
fore be a block on private enterprise. This 

disregard of prudence in financial manage
ment on the part of the Government is caus
ing anxiety throughout the length and 
breadth of Queensland, not only in the minds 
of the so-called capitalistic class, but in the 
minds of the workers, many of whom wonder 
where the work on which they live to~day is 
to come from when the industries of this 
State have practically been destroyed by the 
action of the Government. The consideration 
of the existing state of matters only leads 
us to the conclusion that this is another of 
those . proposals that ought not to receive 
consideration 'at this period of financial 
stress and strain. 

Mr. FORSYTH (Jlurrumba) : 'I'he idea of 
establishing iron and steel works is a good 
one, but we have to bear in mind the fact 
tha.t other companies which have started 
these works have engaged the greatest 
experts from the old country before doing so. 
I think that we should wait until we get 
more information in regard to the matter. 
I believe that the Broken Hill Proprietary 
Company which has established iron and 
steel works at Newcaetle has lost in eonnec
tion with the works something in the 
vicinity of £200,000. ' 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: That is 
mostly became of the shipping hold-up. 

Mr. FORSYTH: Yet in the face of a 
terrific lms like that, borne by a private com
pany, the Government purpose to start iron 
and steel works in Queensland. \Vhile the 
Government ('Ould easily sell the iron now 
and make a profit on the manufacture of it, 
they must bear in mind that under normal 
conditions they will haye a very hard row 
to hoe. \Ve know that steel rails can be 
produced more cheaply in othAr parts of the 
world than "" can make them here. 

The PREMIER: \V e must not forget to learn 
the lessons of the .war. 

Mr. FORSYTH: I can remember a few 
years ago, before the war started, we could 
get pig iron brought out here at 15s. or £1 
a ton. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LAXDS: That 
applies to German subsidised boat' that you 
used to be agmts for. 

Mr. FORSYTH : I am speaking of the 
old country; we got it from the old country 
as well. I£ you gd the right men to tackle 
this proposition, and make sure that it is 
going to be pc,yable, then there can be no 
objection to it; but it would be very much 
better for the Government before they enter 
into this important undertaking to make sure 
that it is going to be payable. If the com
pany at Broken Hill, composed of able men, 
who have employed the best experts they 
c~n get to render it a paying concern--

The SPEAKEH: Order! The hon. mem
ber must confine himself to the motion. I do 
not want to interrupt him, but it is not 
usual to have a debate at this stage. 

Mr. FORSYTH : When the Bill comes 
before us we shall have full particulars, no 
doubt, but I would advise the Government 
to be very careful and not go into this 
matter before they are sure that it will pay. 
~\fter the war is over and normal conditions 
are resumed, there will be some difficulty 
in making imn ore here for the price at 
which you can get it landed from the old 
country. 

The PREMIER: Wou!J you say that even 
if that were a fact, we should not have our 
own works? 

Mr. Forsyth.] 
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lVIr. FORSYTH: Unless you can make it 
a paying proposit;on, it wouJ.d be very much 
better to leave it alone. 

'l'he PRE:\!IER: In the one case your money 
goes out of the country, and in the other 
case it is spent in the country. (Hear, hear!) 

Mr. ]'ORSYTH: Bllt, even if it is going 
to be spent in the country, if there is going 
to be a heavy liability imposed on the people 
the country is better without it. If there is 
a great loss the people in Qlleensland will 
have to bear the burden. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LA~DS: You are 
very timorous. 

The PREMIER: Your argument would lead 
to the conclusion that we should not have a 
duty on sugar. 

Mr. FORSYTH : I know that we could 
land this stuff at exceptionally low prices 
befo~e the vtar, and it will be cheap after 
the war. 

The PRE:UIER : Could you not land sugar 
cheaper than you can grow it? 

Mr. FORSYTH : The establishment of 
these works will involve a huge amount of 
monev, and then after they are started, the 
hon. 'gentleman will not be able to com
pete with people elsewhere who can send the 
pig iron here. The Government should be 
thoroughly satisfied that it will be a paying 
proposition, not only now, but when things 
come back to normal conditions. 

The PRE~HER : You are simply arguing in 
favour of free-trade. 

J\fr. FORSYTH: 'l'hese are things that 
are worth considering, and I sincerely trust 
that the Governm'ent will make full inquiries 
into the matter before going into a large 
amount of expenditure which may ultimately 
end in a very heavy liability to the people 
of Queensland. 

Mr. P A Y::s-E (11£ itch ell) : I was very sorry 
indeed to see the leader of the Opposition, 
who, I understand, is Queensland born, 
stand up in his place and oppose any pro
poR.al to start secondary industries in Queens
land. I do not know how this country is 
going to carry a big population unless it 
starts secondary industries. (Hear, hear!) 
I would like the leader of the Opposition, or 
any other hon. member opposite, to tell the 
House how this country is going to carry a 
big population unless we start secondary 
industries. 

Hon. J. TOLliiiE: There is one way. 

Mr. PAYNE: I happen to be a member 
of the commission which compiled the report 
which the Premier tabled. The commission 
has got expert evidence that we have the 
finest iron ore in the world in Queensland. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: And the 
richest. 

:Mr. PAYNE: And the richest. We have 
the finest quality and large bodies of iron ore 
adjacent to railways, and not too far away 
from coke supplies. The proposal of the. 
commission to spend £5,000 will save an 
enormous amount of money in one year alone. 
To-day, pig iron is in the vicinity of £12 per 
ton, and it has been proved that pig iron 
could be produced here at £4 per ton. There 
are numbers of factories languishing in 
Queensland for pig iron, and they are on 
the verge of closmg down. 'fhe Government 
Departments use over 700 tons of pig iron, 
and it would pay the Government to start 

[Mr. Forsyth. 

producing pig iron to-morrow. The hon. 
member for Toowong made a cheap sneer
I do not know that there is much business 
in that kind of thing-that there are no 
experts on this commission. The commission' 
is composed of commonsense men. 

GOVERNMENT J'.lE'IIBERS : Hear, hear ! 

Mr. PAYNE: They have taken sworn: 
expert evidence, and are quite satisfied as 
far as they have gone, that this country is 
going to lose nothing by spending £5,000 
at the present time in starting the pig iron 
industry. I am one of those who agree with 
the hon. member for Albert, that the iron 
industry in this country is going to play a 
bigger part in the development of the State 
than anything else. (Hear, hear!) What 
plays a bigger part in settling the people on 
the land? Look at the price of wire and" 
galvanised iron to-day and of every article 
that is necessary to settle people on the land. 
It is nearly impossible to procure them to
day. We have the leader of the Opposition 
-Queensland born, too, and that is the sorry 
thing to me-objecting to the Government 
starting secondary industries in this State. 

Mr. VowLES: \Yhen would you be ready 
to start it. In twenty years' time. 

Mr. P A YNE : Inside six months I expect 
to see pig iron produced in this State, from 
what I can gather, and that will relieve the 
situation to a great extent. I have it on the 
best authority that there are firms in Queens
land on the point of closing down. The 
Rample of pig iron that has been produced· 
from the Biggenden mlnes is second to none 
in the world. It is claimed, by the experts, 
to be the best that has been made. that that 
pig iron is of such a fine quality that it can 
be run into the finest moulds. ~othing ever
landed in Australia can compete with the" 
sample of pig iron that ha' been produced at 
Biggenden. I hope the leader of the Opposi
tion will think the matter over as a Queens
lander, and that with a desire to see the· 
country prosperous, he will not oppose any 
legislation to start secondary industries 
which will have a tendency to settle thig 
country with a great many more people than 
what we have got. 

Mr. JONES (Oxley): The motion has 
met with a mixed reception from hon. 
members opposite. The leader of the· 
Opposition seemed to condemn the proposal 
from Dan to Beersheba. The hon. member 
for Albert went to the other extreme and 
highly approved of it, whereas the hon. 
member for Toowong led off with a certain 
amount of commendation and concluded with 
his usual note of condemnation. That isc 
practically the characteristic of the Opposi
tion; they are generally in divided councils 
and rarely sound the same note. 

Hon. J. G. APPEL: No; we give expression 
to our independent opinions. We are not 
bound like you. 

Mr. JONES: I do not think it matters. 
a great deal as to the expregsions of opinion 
from the other side, because I am quite con
fident that the people in the country will 
view the action which the Government pro
pose to take with commendation. I am 
quite certain that it is interpreting the 
wishes of the community when the Govern
ment sets out on an important undertaking 
of this kind. I have to disagree with the 
hon. member for Albert in one of his 
remarks where he spoke of the enterprise 
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of the State as leading on to the encourage
ment of private enterprise. I do not think 
it is the correct track at all, nor do I think 
it is a possible track at the present stage 
of industrial development. It is a choice, 
in regard to large industries of this kind
and they must be on a very large scale
between either trust control or State control. 

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS: Hear, hear! 
Mr. JONES : It is not a question of 

whether we are going to have a large number 
of these industrial establishments turning 
out different forms of manufactured iron; 
but unquestionably it is a choice between 
either one very large undertaking holding 
a monopoly or a State undertaking also 
holding what practically amounts to a 
monopoly; but a monopoly differing from 
the other, because it is a monopoly for the 
public good. Now, the hon. member for 
Murrumba views the proposal in rather a 
gloomy tone; but it is not new to hear such 
pessimistic utterances from many citizens 
in the State when they are contemplating 
the establishment of new enterprises. We 
have only to go back to the early stages of 
the establishment of, say, the dairying in
dustry and many other industries of that 
kind that are now onr most flourishing and 
most beneficial industries. \Ve have onh to 
go back to their initiation to recollect "that 
a Yery great many people held the gloomiest 
view as to the possible succPss of those enter
prises. I can remember the time when it 
was quite a commonly accepted idea that 
Queensland could not produce cheese, and 
it "as quite a commonplace remark that the 
Darling Downs could not gro·,,· a cabbage. 

Hon. \V. D. AR~ISTRONG: How many 
generations ago ? 

Mr. JOKES: I am not manv generations 
old. I will let the hon. member speak for 
himself. (GoYernment laughter.) I say it is 
within my own recollection when there was 
not an ounce of cheese produced in Queens
land, and it was a commonly accepted idea 
that it could not be produced. Much the 
same thing applies to butter. 

Mr. FoRSYrH: It is being produced in 
Maryborough now, at Walkers. 

Mr. JONES: What is? 
GovER~UIENT MEMBERS: Cheese? 

laughter.) 
(Loud 

Mr. JONES: I have heard of cheese walk
ing, buc I have never heard of Walkers' 
cheese. 

HON. W. D. ARMSTRONG: I have heard of 
it jumping, too. 

Mr. JO~ES :And I think the hon. gentle
man would jump after it. (Renewed laugh
ter.) The hon. member for Murrumba ex
presses the view that there would be a 
difficulty, if this industry were established, 
of its surviving, because of the possible 
dumping after the war. I am not prepared 
to accept the dictum that we may approve 
of enterprises purely by the mercantile 
theory. Enterprises may be established 
purely on a pounds, shillings, and pence 
basis and may show a loss, and yet be of 
so great a benefit to the community in other 
directions that ic pays better for the com
munity to support that industry because of 
its subsidiary benefits rather than to con
tinue che policy of importation. I am not 
arguing that this must be the case in regard 
to this enterprise; but, even if it "'ere so, 
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there may y~t be a case made out for the 
establishment and continuance of this in
dustry. It is a matter for inquiry; for the 
community to consider whether the additional 
benefits which arise by the maintenance of 
the industry are balanced against the cost of 
its maintenance. The old free-trade theory 
is dead. 

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS ; Hear, hear ! 
Mr. JONES: It is no longer a standard 

by which any progressive community is going 
to judge its ente1·prises and industries; and 
it is too late in the dav for the hon. member 
for Murrumba to propound it here, and 
expect this Chamber to accept it. 

Mr. PETERSON : It is only the importers' 
dictum. 

i\1r. JONES: llr. Macartney, the hon. 
member for To01yong, viewed this mea•ure 
with some fear as to its possible effect upon 
the commercial and manufacturing com
munity generally. I venture to express the 
opinion that the hon. gentleman is wrong 
when he ,,tated that the community already 
engaged in enterprises are likely to be un
easy or br, dissatiLfied in any way with their 
prospects D<?cause of the establishment of an 
industry of this kind, which is far more 
likely to benefit the commercial community. 

Mr. IVlACARTNEY: I spoke of the general 
financial position, which this will accentuate. 

:1Ir. JONES: Well. I think the way to 
recove:· from the dis:tbilitics of the financial 
position is to embar], on enterprises of this 
kind and stimulate industrv. This is the 
time when the GoYemment should step into 
the br2ach and gi;-e a lead to enterprise, 
which is at a standstill a,, the result of the 
war. This is the time for a bold policy of a 
progressive, Governrn<cnt; and, because of 
that, I think rhe Government are to be 
congratulat0d in that they are going to 
introduce this measure. The result will 
not be uneasiness or fear of any kind among 
the present manufacturers of the com
munity. On the contrary, I think they 
will view it with satisfaction and comfort, 
because they will know that it will give 
a stimulus to "nterprise. Consider the sub
sidiary industries that might follow in the 
Wflke of the e'tablishment of iron. We at 
present import enormously such things as 
tin plate. I don't eay it is possible that 
that enterprise could be entered upon at 
once, but it is within view of the establish
ment if you have the pig iron base. Then, 
practically anything is possible provided we 
have a progressiye administration to carry 
it on, and the desire to do so. 

The PREMIER : \V e aro blazing the track. 
Mr. JONES: In ;-iew of the arguments 

I have put forwHrd, I think the Government 
are entitled to the support of this Chamber 
and leave should be granted to introduce 
this Bill. I understand the enterprise is to 
be based in its earlier etages upon the report 
of the Public Works Commission, which has 
already been circulated. In the early stages 
it will be of an experimental nature. From 
that I hope to see a very large undertaking 
built up to the great benefit and advantage 
of every citizen of this community. 

GOVERNMENT ME3!BERS : Hear, hear ! 
Mr. CORSER: It is my intention to sup

port the motion moved by the Premier. 
GOVERNMEKT ME~!BERS : Hear, hear ! 
Mr. KIRWAN: Another State socialist com

ing along. 

Mr. Corser.] 
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Mr. CORSER: Comiderino- that private 
enterprise has not, up to theo present, done 
anything with regard to the development of 
the iron industry in Queensland, the time is 
opportune for the Government to step in and 
do something ; it is opportune because they 
are determined to spend an amount of money. 
I think that that money that is to be spent 
could not be better spent in State industries 
than in the production and the building up of 
an iron industry in the State. A country's 
development depends upon the development 
of its agricultural indmtry, and a country's 
progress may be gauged when the plough· 
share of the farmer is produced in the 
country where that farmer is using it. ~ow, 
it has been said that a;ter this war probably 
iron may not be required; but when we have 
substituted ships that have been sunk-when 
that has all been fulfilled and that pro
gramme has been ac,omplished. then we 
can turn our attention to the development 
and the building of our cities-the use of 
iron in our great buildings and in everv
thing that we may require. Every pro
gressive community in the world ha' required 
iron and steel in the building up of nations. 
·what has America to thank more than its 
iron and steel industry? (Hear, hear !) To
day we are in the position of importing our 
pig iron, I think, from China; when we have, 
in my own electorate, eome of the vastest 
and richest iron ·dc;JOFits that are to be 
found in Australia. I am only sorry that 
the Bill is as broad c it is; not from the 
fact that prohabl v we might develon cur 
steel industry, but because I would bke to 
see a very earl.'' st,ut made in the rlirf'<tion 
of the production of pig iron from the 
Biggenden mine-which i5 not gv;ng to cost 
very much money. 

The PRE~!IER : \Ye are -doing that. 

Mr: CORSER : In my opinion it 1s a 
cm·tam and a good asset to the State. :"\ow, 
I hcpe sincerely that, whatever is done. the 
Government will be guided bv the advice of 
practical and profebional ,;:,_en. I notice 
b;:' th~ report of their own Public \Vorb 
C_o:nm1ttee that the\' ,sug<:(est they should 
v1s1t the Southern Stat"'· Xow, I don't 
know that very much good is going to come 
of that. Far better would it be for us to 
cmplo:c the knowl<edge and the brains of 
those .people from the Southern States, who 
~an du<:;ct the G;overnment after fully weigh
mg then practical and political experience 
of the industrial troubles that we have had 
in .the past in the South. To-day, the m'ost 
sat1sfactory production of skel is brought 
about by electrical application in the 
gr.eat<;st degree, and it is from the most 
scientific and <expert men that we can be 
guided i.n that direction, so that we c-1n do 
away .'':'lth the possibility-or minimise the 
poss1b1hty-of destruction and loss bv indus
trial strife., N_ow, I sinc.erely hope that the 
9"overnmem w1ll be anxiOus to produce pig 
!ron !'t a:- B'',rlY date, and that there is more 
m. this B1ll than steel works and other indus
tries. \Ve have occasion,lly, by these drag
net clauses referred to. the stealing of works 
and of other industries. and I hope that the 
words as th,,y appear there will not applv in 
that sense, and that. in giving the Govern
mBilt the .confid~mce in passing this Bill, they 
:'re no~ mtendmg to steal works or other 
md ustr1es. 

The PRF.MIER: Not steal works; but to 
establish steel works. 

[Mr. Gorser. 

The SPEAKER : Order ! The hon. gantle
man is rot in order in putting that construc
tion on the n1otion. 

l\1r. CORSER: \Yeli, the other gentleman 
put FJn1e vor.; curious constructions on the 
remarks from this side, and I don't know 
that you chastised them very severely. 

'The SPE.\KER: Order ! I suggest to the 
hon. member that, when I call him to order 
he treat the chair with due respect. He has 
lately adopted the practice of questioning my 
call to order, and if he continued to do so, I 
shall have to take the only course which is 
open to me, to see that the Chair secures 
respect from this House. 

HONOL:RABLE ~.1BillERS : Hear, hear ! 

Mr. CORSER: I will take every considera
tion. Mr. Speaker. and I will have to deal 
with the Chair, of course, by the utmost means 
t~at the. Standing Orders permit me. Now, 
S1r, I smcerely hope that the Premier and 
the Government will be sincere in their 
establishment of State stE 0l works and will 
not try to accomplish it bv the crushing of 
other industries and works that have done 
so much up to the present, towards the 
advancemert of the State. 

Question put and passed. 

ROYAL COMMISSION ON WANDO VALE 
PURCHASE. 

PRINTING OF REPORT IN "HANSARD." 

The PREMIER, in moving-
" That the report of the Ro-,al Com

rrission appointed to inquire and report 
upon the truth or otherwise of certain 
allegations rrade by William John 
Yowl"', member of the Legislative 
Asecmbly (for Dalby), in the course of 
a speech rr e le in the Legislative 
Assembly on 12th September, 1917, and 
upon certain other matters relating to the 
purchase of \Yando Vale Station bv the 
Gc;verr nent of 9ue- ~,land, together with 
Mm':'t!"s of Ev.1denc<; and Documentary 
Exh1b1t;. be prmted m 'Hansard,' " 

said: I have no need to elaborate the reasons 
for taking this co_lrm. I think they must 
be obvious to ~v2rybody. 

Hon. J. ToLThJJE: Will you include the 
eviderce? 

The PRE::MIER: I think it is quite suffi
cient to put in the report. 

Mr_ VowLES: All that suits you. 

The PREMIER: :'\o, the report is the 
conclusion of the Royal Commission. The 
le~<';er of the Opposition, I suppose, wants 
to. n;cur thousands of pounds expense in 
prmtmg. 

Hon. J. ToL~IIE: You did that in your case. 

The PRE:'\IIER : The judge was appointed, 
he was ask<;d for a report, he makes that 
;·ej~ort-;a fa1rly. lengthy report-and I think 
1t 1s q':'1te suffiCient to incur the expenditure 
of havmg that report printed in "Hansard." 

I do rot think I need ·add any
[4.30 p.m.] thing further. The speech was 

made in this House, e,nd the per
eons who have an opportunity of reading 
that ~peech in "Hansard" should also have 
an opportuni~y. of reading the report of the 
Royal Comm1sswn appointed to inquire into 
,the truth or otherwise of that statement. 
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Ho:-;. J. TOL.:vl:IE: I ca1Ied "Not formal" 
:o this motion for the purpose of aJJcertain
ing from the PrF_ni8r whether it was pro
posed to print the evidence ,vith the report. 

The PRE~IIER: The evidence is printed. 
It has been laid on the tab],, of the House. 

HoN. J, TOL.:VIIE: I was anxious to know 
whether the hon. gentleman intended to have 
the evidence printed in " Hansard " along 
with the report. 

The PRE:\'!IER: Have you any idea of the 
\'OSt [ 

HoN. J. TOLMIE: The feeling of the Pre
mier towards the hon. member for Dalby is 
well known throu;shout Queensland at the 
prc'ient tiine, {tlld one is anxious to kno·w if 
l1e is willing to carry it to the extent of 
depriving tho hon. member for Dalby of 
showing tlK justification he may have had 
for his statements. Tbe public are not bound 
to accept the verdict of the judge on the 
matter. 

TbE' PRE:\UER : Are you questioning the 
integrity of the Commissioner, who was 
Attorney-General in your own Government? 

1\fr. Jl.fACARTNEY: We will come to that 
directly. 

The PREMIER: It will be difficult to appoint 
somebody you would not take exception to. 
"\Y<> anpointcd one of ,·our own colleagues as 
a Royal Commi _.,ion. · 

HoN. J. TOL:I\HE: The attitude adopted 
by the Chief Secretary is amusing in his 
ende:nour to bluff us. 

'I'he PRE1!lER: You are like a big loblolly
bcy. {Loud laughter.) 

HOlir. J. ~'OLMIE: On more than one 
'"'-'" -icn I have called attention to the lan
e;uD.ge used by the Chief Secretary in reJ>;ard 
t·J his utterances to opponents--

The PRE11IER : I will v;ithdra w the state
me:.lt. 

Hox. J. TOLMIE: And to the excellence 
d his remarks in the best police court style 
-e£ the hon. gentJcm;1n. 

The PREcfiER: You cannot damage my pro
fessional reputation. 

HoN. J. TOLMIE: V\'e must remember 
that the hon. gentleman says that his posi
tion in the House at the present time is to 
raise the standard of debate and elevate the 
tone of the House. Is it not excellent tn 
he'>r the expression fall from the hon. gentle
man? We all want to see justice don;:, to 
the hon. member for Dalby in regard to this 
matter. 

The PRll1IIER: Do vou say that the report 
does not do justice? · 

lVlr. VOWLES: I do. 

HoN. J. TOLMIE: Peonle who read the 
evidence may not draw ~h~ same conclushn 
as the judge, and there cannot be any reflec
tion on the conduct of the Commis•;ioner, 
whether he happened to be Attorney-Gencrnl 
of the Government I waq associeted with or 
not, or whether he happened to ne a justice 
of one of our courts. There cann,Jt be any 
Teflection on the judge if someone else drcrws 
quitte a -different conclusion. 

The PRE211:IER : Does the hon. member sug
gest that he -draws a different ••onclusion? 
That is a .fair question. 

HoN. J. TOLMIE: I am addrescing you, 
Mr. Spcake,-, and I am not r<>plvie1;; to any 
questions from the Premier. ~ 

The PRE)fiEH: It is onh· fair th2t vou 
should say if you draw a 'different conclu
sion. 

HoN. J. TOLMIE: The hon. ;;entlaman 
cannot keep quiet for five seconds at a time. 
I am not angry with the hon. g·eutleman, 
but he made a bitter complaint ,1gainsr an 
hon. member on this side who haopenecl to 
interject, and he said that we were -depriving 
him of the opportunity of placinJ>; his views 
before the House. It is not the hon. 
gentleman's aGclociation with the hon. mem
bers on this side that has caused him to take 
up the attitude that he is adopting at the 
present time. Perhaps he would like to 
infer that it has been communicated to him 
from us, and he has formed such n low 
opinion of hon. members on this &ide that he 
thinks evil communications corrupt good 
manners. Whether it is his associ~ttion with 
caucus that has brought it about we ·do not 
know. Notwithstanding that .. th<' hon. mem
ber is not treating merrlb£rs on this sidt~ 1vith 
the courtesy that i<; necessary, and hl' 
endeavours to preYent G >Continuance of the 
debate by his persistent int.:'rjections. Tlw 
desire is that the hon. member for Dalby 
"hould recoin, the fullest amount nf justice, 
and the reading pubiic \vho pe•·use '' Han
sard," be they a great or small number,· will 
have an opportunity o~ reading that evi
dence and drawing their own conclusion. 
Doc-3 it not appear that there is un attc)!HJJt 
o~ the part o' the c;,ief Secrebry tJ :~lorify 
h1s O\Vn case, and to prevent fron1 .ap[H~aring 
in " fiansard " the ev id cnce conto.int:d in 
the report "hich was su derog·atory to the 
administration of hon. gentlemen on the 
other -,j,de? Thev w wt to shield th€mo;olves 
from the nation'al condemnation tlwt will 
follow from the reading of that evidence by 
persons who !llay peruse "Hansard,'' and at 
the same time they w<.r,t to throw as much 
obloquy as r,o;.-,ible on the hon. member for 
Dalby. That is not in keeping with the 
instincb;; of fair play. It is not in kecpjr:g 
with the traditiom Jf British justic,,, which, 
at any rate, gives both sides of the po-,ition. 
Unless the general pc-blic see, ,_,-hen th<?~
peruse " I-Iansard, '' 1.:~:hat are the r;:.asous 
which led tbe Commissioner to come to the 
finding he did, it is not fair to the h(m. 
member for Dalby. If we put the finrliw; 
in "I--Iansard" Vilithout giYing the reasons 
adduced for the fir-ding, it is something tiu1t 
savours of t;;ranny, and it is not that .dis
position for British fair play of which we are 
so proud. I think the hon. gentleman will 
be acting only fairly to the -bon. member for 
Dalby, and reflecting to some extent a cer
tain amount of credit upon himself, if he 
endeavours to be fair and just in regard to 
this motion, and sees that everything in con
ne0tion with the inquirv shall be placed in 
"Hansard," so that people may draw their 
own conclm:ons the:·efrom. 

Mr. KIRWAN: Deliver that speech to your 
own supporters. 

Mr. MACARTKEY (Toowong): I think 
the suggestion of the leader of the Opposition 
that the evidence should be included in 
"Han -.ard " in extenso is a perfectly justifi
able one, and the necessity arises for it from 
the fact that the PremiE'r wishes to put the 
report by itself into "Hansard," simply for 

Mr. Jf acartney. J 
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the purpose of the glorification of the Govern
ment. 

The PRE:mER: And a refutation of his 
statements. 

::\lr. :YL\.CARTKEY: There is a special 
reason why the report i.J in a form that is 
not albgether fair to the hon. member for 
Dalby. That reason is this: that the Pre
mier dictated the questions which that Com
mission investigated, and the que,tions are 
so carefully framed that there is not a 
possible loophole for any paragraph in the 
report showing the case from the point of 
view of the hon. member for Dalby. (Hear, 
hear!) That is a point that wants to be 
concisely set out in connection with the com
mission that was given to His Honour Dis
trict Court Judge O'Sulliva.n, and it may be 
well just to look at it. The first point on 
which the Commissioner was asked to inquire 
into and report was-

" (1) The truth, or otherwise, of the 
following allegations made by Wi!liam 
John Vowles, Esquire, the member of the 
Legislative Ac;embly of the said State, 
in the course of a speech in the said 
Legislative Assembly on the twelfth day 
of September, 1917, in regard to the 
purcha'oe by the Government of Queens
land of W a.ndo Vale station, in the State 
of Queensland." 

Naturally, the Commissioner limits himself to 
the mere question of arriving at the truth, 
or otherwise. He reports that in his opinion 
the scatcment was not true. He does not 
enter into the evidence the reason which the 
hon. mcu1ber for Dalby said justified him in 
coming to the conclusion he did and in 
making the utterances which he m3!de. 

The PRE:'JIER: He does give reasons. He 
said they were not justified. 

Mr. i\IACARTKEY: Then, the second 
point which the Commissioner had to con
sider \vrs-

" (a) That the sa.id William John 
Yowles was then in a position to prove 
that Wando Vale Station, with all the 
stock on it, could have been bought for 
£45,000 and less on the same day that it 
was purchased by the Government." 

'The Commissioner was simply limited to the 
question of that statement. Mr. Vowles said 
he was in a position to prove it, and the 
Commissioner's finding was limited, natur
ally, to that one point. So that it goes on
with regard to the other points-right to the 
end. Anyone who takes up this report and 
reads the finding of the judge in conjunction 
with the question" submitted to him will 
see that the questions are purely for the 
exoneration of the Government, and no 
opportunity whatever was given for the 
exoneration of Mr. Vowles, or rather for 
showing if his shttements were made bona 
fide in an honest belief that the information 
which he received was true. If there had 
been a question such as would be put by 
a judge to a jury in a defamation suit, for 
instance: "Did the hon. member, when 
making such a statement, conscientiously be
lieve it to be true and that it could be 
proved, and had he any grounds for making 
it?" then it might have been different. 

The SPEAKER : Order ! The hon. gentle
man is not in order in going into that matter 
on this motion. 

[Mr. Macartney. 

::\Ir. MACART:\'EY: Mr. Speaker, I will' 
show you the application of my remarks to 
the question before the House. 

The SPEAKER : The qu<·-,tion is that the 
report be printed in '• Hansard." 

::\lr. ::\1ACARTC\'EY: I want to show that 
the report, by itEelf, should not be inserted 
in " Hansard" unle•s it is accompanied by 
the eYidence which was given before the 
Royal Commission. 

The SPEAKER: The hon. gentleman can 
put himself in order by moving an amend
lHent to enlarge the scope of the motion by 
including the printing of the evidence as 
well. 

:\fr. MA CAR TNEY : I am prepared to 
move that amendment in order to put myself 
in order. The questions were put to the 
commission in the way I have indicated, and 
che report is furnished without all the pros 
and cons. If the report contained all that 
information, then it would be a perfectly 
fair thing for the Premier to move the 
motion which he has moved to-day. 

The SPEAKER: If the hon. gentleman 
move> his amendment that the scope of the 
motion be enlarged to include the printing 
of the e\·idence, he will then be quite in 
order in touching on that aspect of it. 

Mr. ::'<IACARTXEY: I do not propose to 
do any more than elaborate my point, and I 
think I am entitled to do that. I am pre
pared to do what you suggut in order to 
put my~8!f right according to your sugges
tion. This is a matter which concerns the 
privileges of members on both sidps of the 
HouH whether they support the Government, 
or whether they are sitting in opposition. 
The Government ha.Ye a big majority at the 
present time, and we represent only one-third 
of the House, but that is no reason 'Yhy 
fair play should not be extended to members 
sitting on this side, and it is no reason why 
a man should be browbeaten for endeavour
ing to do his duty. 

The PRE:.IHER : Do you consider it to be 
the duty of any man to tell lies in this 
House? 

Mr. VOWLES: I rise to a point of order. 
Is the Chief Secretary in order in stating 
that I told lies in this House? 

GOVERNMENT 1\IE:.IIBERS: Does the cap fit? 

The SPEAKER : Order ! I can a.ssure the 
hon. member that if I heard the Chief 
Secretary say that any member told a. lie, I 
would ask him to withdraw the statement. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: I am quite satisfied 
that if the issue had been put to the court in 
a different way and the facts adduced in 
support of that issue had. been included 

· in the report, then, in my opinion, the 
hon. member for Dalbv would have been 
thoroughly exonerated. 'If the evidence u~on 
which the statement was made, and whwh 
turned out afterwards to be available, had 
been summarised by his Honour in connection 
with the issue. such as I have suggested, then 
the statements made by the hon. member for 
Dalby would have been regarded as having 
been made in good faith and reasonable 
under the circumstances. 

The SPEAKER : Order ! The hon. mem
ber will be more in order in discussing that. 
aspect of the question on the next motion. 
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;\Ir. :VIACARTXEY: The Premier has the 
right to interj <>et, and I was only replying to 
him. 

The SPEAKER : Order ! The Premier 
.has not the right to interject. 

::\Ir. 1\L\CART:\EY: But he IS always 
doing it. 

Tho SPEAKER : I do :m· best to prevent 
hon. members from interjecting, but there 
i.' no rule to preYent .•,ny member from inter
jecting. Interject'.)ns are out of order, but 
there is no \vuy of taking ph:,~sical action 
against ani rncrnbcr "\Vho interjects. 

Mr. :l!ACARTXEY: 'With all due respect 
.t.) you, the Premier intr·rjc,tcd and you did 
not c:lll him to order. I replied to the inter
jections and I am <·died to order. I cannot 
follow the hon. ;;entleman. 

The SPEAKER : Or::er ! The hon. gentle
man i not in ord ?r in replying to interjec
tions. He w2s discus•ing a matter which is 
entirely out of order. and which he knows 
i~ out of order on tue motion now bcl'ore 
the House. 

:l.Ir. MACARTXEY: I do not propose to 
brc:ck the Standing Cl.J.'dns if I can help it. 

The SPEAKER : The hon. member will 
not be allowed. 

::fr. :uACARTKEY: As long as I think 
I am within the Standing Orders I propose 
.to exercise my rights. 

The SPEAKER : Order ! On a previous 
·OCcasion I called the hon. member to order 
for making a certain statement. The hon. 
·memb<'r said he did not make the statement, 
though he did make it, and if I am rather 
sowre in dealing with him it IS his own 
:·fault. 

:!Hr. :!\L\CARTKEY: I think I am per
if'ctly v·ithin my rights--

The SPEAKER : Order ! I ask the hon. 
member to resume his seat. 

Mr. MAOARTNEY: I rise to a point of 
"Order--

The SPEAKER: Order! The hon. mem
ber mav ask the House now to allow him 
to continue his speech. 

Mr. =1IACART~EY: I do not intend to 
.do that. I submit that I have the right to 
speak. 

The SPEAKER: Order! I ask the hon. 
gentkman to resume his seat. and he knows 
the courso to adopt if he wishes to continue 
his speech. 

Mr. 11AOARTXEY: If you will point out 
to me the authoritv under which I am asked 
to l'('sume my scat--

The SPEAKER: Order! I take the re
spc e1sibilitv of my action. and I shall insist 
upon obedience to the Chair and respect to 
the Chair. 

GOVER}foinrT MEliiBERS: Hear, hear! 

Mr. 2'IACARTNEY: I respectfully submit 
that--

The SPEAKER : Or·der ! The hon. gentle
man has been out of order all through his 
speech. Will the hon. gentleman be seate-d? 

"The hon. gentleman has been out of order, 
and he knows quite well that the matter he 
is now discussing is not in order on this 
"motion. It will be in order on the next 
mot:on. The motion now before the House 

is that a certain report be prin~cd in " H~n
sard," and the hon. member IS proceoomg 
to discu,, the merits of that report. The 
hon. member kno\\ s that is not correct. At 
any rate, the House knows that such pro
c "dure is noL correct. The hon .. member 
wa' proceeding to state that c~rtam ques
tions should not haYe been Sl.\brrntt0d to the 
judge. I have nothing to do with the ques
tion as to whc1her thc'e matters should have 
been submitted to the judge. I haHl call0d 
the hon. mc:nbcr to order on two or three 
oC'ca,ion'-~ because he wrr.s out of ord~r, and 
I hay•· now uked him to resume his seat. 
If he de· ires to continw' his speech .. and th.e 
House wishes that he should ~ontm":e h.Is 
speech~ } n1:1y ·d~ so, but I ''1ll Inaintain 
order. 

GoVEB"}IE}[T JI.IEo!BERS: Hear. hear ! 

Mr. C\.IACARTKEY: I maintain my right 
to cnntinue n1y speC'ch--

The SPK\KER : Order! Will the hon. 
sentleman be seated? 

2\lr. 1L\CARTXEY: I ha Ye mv mvn 
opinion on the n1atter of your ruling. V 

The SPEAKER: \Yell, I happen to be in 
the chair. If the hon. member looks up 
the Standing Orders he. will find .that I am 
quite within my rights m the actwn I have 
taken. , 

=rr. J'IL\OART:\EY: I think it is only 
ri••ht to mv·,olf and to other members that 
I "'should ir';sist upon my rights. 

The SPEAKER : Order ! The ho':. g~ntle
man can find out exactly what are his rights. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: I insist upon Iuy 
rights. _ 

The PRE}IIER : Surely the hon .. mem?er 
will not persist in tlw attitude he IS taktng 
up! 

Mr. MACARTNEY: I insist upon my 
rights. 

The PREoiiER : I ha ye certain powers here. 

The SPEAKER : Order ! If . the hon. 
member is not in order,· I am quite capable 
of dealing with him. 

Mr. 2\1ACARTNEY: I submit that I am 
perfectly in order. 

The SPEAKER: Order! I ask the hon . 
member· to look at Standing Order No. 139, 
which reads- . 

"JY1r. Specker, or. in a C?mmittee of 
the \Vhole House, the Chanman, may 
eall the attention of the House or the 
Committee, as the ease m.ay be. to .e?n
tinued irreleYance or tedwu~ repetrtw.n 
on the part of a member. either of his 
own argnmf:'lt or the arguments used by 
other members, and ma~· after. such 
warning direct the memher to discon· 
tinue his .peech." 

rrhr~ hon. gent le m n ~l \Vas continually called 
to or·der for bci!1'7 out of order. 

Mr. ~,1.,\CARTXEY: I" deny it. 

The SPEAKER: The Standing Order con· 
tinucs- . 

"ProYidccl that the member· so drrcct?d 
mav requir<' JI.Ir. Speaker or the Chau-
1nail. as the case n1 J ·y be. to put the ques
tion that he be further hear•d, and such 
question. if so required to be Pt\t, shall 
be put without debate." 

The hon. mcP1ber kno,vs now exactly where 
he is. He has continually reflected upon the 

Mr. Macartney.j 
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Chair, or I would not have taken the course 
J have taken. I hope the House will stand 
behind me in the action that I have taken. 

GOVERN:tlEXT :11E:IIBERS : Hear, hear ! 
Mr. ::\'IACARTNEY: I have no desire 

whatever to reflect on the Chair. I have not 
been guilty of either irrelevance or tedious 
repet~tion, and I think it only fair to claim 
the nghts that I hold as a member of this 
House. 

The SPEAKER: Does the hon. member 
desire to continue his speech? 

Mr. :Y1AC.\RTNEY: I ·do. 
The SPEAKER: Does the hon. member 

desire me to ack the House to allow him to 
continue his speech? 

Mr. MACARTXE.Y: I desire to enter my 
protest--

The SPEAKER : Order ! The hon. mem
~er kno_ws that the action which he is taking 
IS. not m Ol'der. If he desires to continue 
h1s speech, and says so, I will ask if it is 
the pleasure of the House that he be further 
heard. 

Mr. MACARTXEY: I desire to continue 
my speech. 

The SPEAKER: Is it the pleasure of the 
House that the hon. mr·mber for Toowong 
be allowed to continue his speech? 

GoVERXMEXT :\IEc.!BERS: No. 

The SPEAKER: I think the "Noes" have 
it. 

Hon. J. ToL:IIIE: Divide. 

Question-That the hon. member for Too
wong be allowed to continue his speech
put; and the Reuse divided:-

Mr. Appel 
, Barnes 
., Bebbington 
, Corser 
, Forsyth 
, Gunn 
., Hodge 

AYES, 14. 
1Ir. )Iorgan 

., }Iurphy 
,, Petrie 
, Somerset 
, Stevens 
,. Tolmie 
.. Yowles 

Tellers: Mr. Corser and Mr. Morgan. 

KoEs, 28. 
Mr. Arm:fleld :Mr. }Jay 

H Barber ., 1fcJ:>hail 
, Carter , O'Sullivan 
, CoHins , Pa~Tne 
, Cooper ,, Peterson 
,. Coyne ,, Pollock 
, Fihelly , Hyan, D. 
'• Foley ., Ryan, H. J. 
., Forde ., Hya.n, T. J. 
, Gledson ,. i'mith 
, H a.rda,p,rp ~topford 
, RartlC'y, H. L. , \V eir 

.Tones ., Wellington 
, K1rwan ., '\Vinstanle:v 

Tellers: Mr. McPhail and Mr. W~ir. 
PATRS'. 

'Ayes-:\Ir. Bayley and 2\lr. \Valker. 
Xoes-:.\'!r. Huxham and ~Ir. W, Hartley. 

Resolved in the negative. 

Hox. J. G. APPEL: I understand that 
the motion of. th.<> P1:0mier is tliat the report 
?f t~e co.mmJseJon m conneetion with the 
mqmry w1th reference to certain allegations 
re. Wan?o Va!n should be embodied and 
prmted m "Hansnrd." 

'I'he PRE~HER : 'rh at is so. 

H<;m. J. G. APPEL: That is the report of 
the Judge. 

Mr. MAY: The summing-up. 

tMr. Macartney. 

HoN. J. G. APPEL: Yes, the summing-up." 
That is the motion. The euggestion has been 
ma·de that in addition to that, the evidence 
which was taken should likewie" be embodied 
in " Hansard." I did not intend to speak 
at all upon this auestion, hut after what has 
happened, I tho~ght that perhaps I might 
pour a little oil on the troubled waters. \Vho 
reads " Hansard" ? 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: The inte!li
g~nt electors of Queensland. 

HoN. J. G. APPF.L: Members of the 
Legislature and, I venture to £ay, the Minis
ter for Railways never peruse "HanFard " 
from one ypar's end to the other. except 
where a member reads the proof of. his own 
speech. \Vho, then, reads " Hansard" ? ThE' 
electors of the State of Queensland are the 
persons who read "Hansard." Why is it 
considered necessary that a report lwi.th 

minutes of evidence taken before 
[5 p.m.] a Roval Commission o,hould be 

furnished to members of this 
Assembly? \Yhat i.c the object of issuing 
the minutes of evidence to the members of" 
this .Assembly? We have heard the debates 
that took place here in connection with this 
matter. \Ye do not r<ad "Hansard," save 
our own speeches, I venture to sa;', and for 
the purpose of correcting them, and probably 
no member of this Assembly will read thcs<' 
notes of eyidence. .As we propose to give 
the electors of Queensland who read "Han
sard" the benefit of the report. why should 
we not g·ive them the whole of the evidence 
which is furnished for the benefit of hon. 
members-not alone the report of the judge, 
but the e.-idence taken at the inquiry? 

l\Ir. MoRGAX: Hear, hear! That is the· 
1;nost important. 

Hox. J. G. APPEL: What objection can 
the1·e be to that? The judge has exonerated 
the m<Jmber referred to in connection with 
this matter. \Vhy not let the el<Jctors of 
Queensland have the evidence as well as 
tl1'> report ? 

Hon. J. TOL1!IE : They are afraid. 

Hox. J. G. APPEL: I appeal to the 
Premier. \Vhy should they not hav€ the 
chance of perusing this evidence in " Han
sard" ? I simply rose for the purpose of 
calming the Pxcitement which appear<Jd to 
hn·e been caused by the suggestion which 
was made. 

The PRE11IER: How much do you think it 
would cost to print all that evidence f 
(Opposition interruption.) 

HoN. J. G. APPEL: I think that where 
the honour of public men is concerned, no 
cost is too great to enable the public to see> 
by the evidence that they have been exon
erated. 

The PRE'.liER: Do you doubt the judge's 
finding? It shows that. 

HoN. J. G. APPEL: No, it does not. 
The PREC\IIER : Of cour•e, it does. You are, 

reflecting on the judge. {Opposition dis-
sent.) 

Hox. J. G. APPEL: I ha Ye never indulged 
i11 any personalities or reflections, and I am 
not doing so to-day, but the hon. g<Jntleman 
should realise that if he refuses to permit 
the public to peruse this evidence in " Ha.n
sard," he is inflicting an injustice upon his 
collea!l"ues who were said to have benefited. 
by the transactions. My sole object in rising 
i• to see that the honour of members of this' 
Legislature-! do not care on what side they· 
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sit-is pro~ecbd. It is a sorry thing if anv 
member of this Legislature is charged with 
e.n act of dishonour-which charge is shown 
to be absolutely incorrect-and to my mind 
no greater indication of that can be given 
than by throwing open to the electors of the 
~tatc:, not only the ·evidence taken at the 
mqmry, but also the report of the judge. 

:rhe PREMIER : It is thrown open. It is 
laid on the table of this House. It is avail
able to the PrHs and everybody else. 

Mr. VOWLES: It is not open to the public. 

HoN. J. G. APPEL: There are something 
like 280,000 electors on the rolls of the State 
and what percentage of those electors ea~ 
read the evidence which is laid upon the 
table of the House? Where the honour of 
any member of this Legislature-! do not 
car~ whether he sits on the Treasury benches, 
behmd the Treasury benches, or on this side 
of the House-h-:s been impugned in any 
way, however shg-htly, the whole of the 
evidence and the finding of the judge should 
be made available to the electors of Queens
land, whatever the cost mav be and that 
can only be done through the ~olumns of 
"Hansard." 

The PRE1fiER : I hope my colleague will 
take other steps. 

. HoN. J. G. APPEL: Up to the present 
bme no charge has been proved against 
any membm· of the Legislature •of Queens
land, and that is something we should be 
proud of: 'Te do not want to see any charge 
proved agamst any member of the Legisla
ture. 

Th~ SPE.AJCER :. Order ! The hon. mem
ber IS dealmg With the motion that the 
report be printed. 

HoN. J. G. APPEL: Yes. I simply rose 
~ecau·-e, apparently, a little heat had arisen 
m the matter. It was suggested, and I 
under·tand that the hon. member for 
T~owong moved as an amendment, that the 
~,vidcnce, as well < s the report, be printed in 

Ef ansard.'' 
The SPEAKER: Order! The hon. mem

ber for . Toowong- outlined an amendment 
If he will hand it in I will accept it. · 

Mr. ::\1Af'mT~EY: Xo, thankE. (Government 
laughter). I leave the whole bu,iness to one 
member cf the Houce. 

Ho'i. J. G. APPEL: I am proud to be a 
member of the LegiR!ative AssE>mblv of 
Queensland, and proud of the fact that ever';' 
mc·n on whatever side of the House he ha·s 
sat. ".nd ~!wther he ha,, been n mewber of 
the Exorunve or not, has been hone•t. 

Mr. GLEDSO~: I hope you are not proud 
of sane of the statements made on that side 
of the House. 

HoN. J. G. APPEL: I am not proud of 
s?me of the -'atements from the opposite 
si'!e o~ tl;e House, and I have said so. I 
thmk. !t IS most regrettable that any per
sonahtl~q .should ever be indulged in on the 
floor of this House. We have more important 
matters to deal .with .. My only concern, as 
a m<>mber of this Legislature who has been 
proud of the purity of this Assemblv, is 
that the public of Queensland should have 
the opportunity of ceeing that it continues 
to be pure. .The ~r<;'mier is pursuing a 
wron!;\ cour~e. In demd1llg that he will not 
perm1t the ev1dence to be printed. 

The SECRETARY ":OR, RAILWAYS: Why? 
What do you want 1t mcluded for? 

Hox. J. G. APPEL: The hon. gentleman 
does not look at the matter from my point 
of vie'"· The public are entitled to see 
everything that has transpired. They. are 
entitled to see the evidence and the Judg
ment of His Honour Judge O'Sullivan. I 
venture to say that there is no one who 
occupies a higher place in the respect and . 
estimation of the electors than Judge 
0' SulliHn. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: Are you 
not expressing some doubt as to the finding? 

HoN. J. G. APPEL: The hon. gentleman 
knows that if you conceal portion of any· 
thing the public will always think there is 
som'lthing concealed. I say the!e is nothing 
to be concealed. Let everythmg be open 
and aboveboard. Let the public judge. Let 
them see, in connection with those hon. 
g•entleman against whom there may have 
been a suspicion, that that suspicion is abso
lutelv unfounded. But if the· Premier en
deaY~urs to conceal a portion of these pro
ceedings from the ele~tors of the State, a 
suspici'On is bound to arise that there is 
something to conceal. I say there is nothing 
to conce0!. \Ve should be proud of the 
honour of members of this Legislature and 
of the fact that the honour of the Ministers 
of the Crown cannot be impeached, and the 
onlY wav to show that to the eledors of the 
Sta'te is· to permit them to see the whole of 
the proceedings. It does not matter what 
the price of printing the evidence is, the 
honour of members of the Executive is con
cerned. and that should be abo,-e price. I 
urge the Premier to reconsider his decision 
and permit the evidenc0 to be printed, and 
the people will be able to come to the con
c]uc<ion, as Judge O'Sullivan did, that the 
puritv and honour of the members of this 
As' .. elnblv and of the Executive have been 
1naintailled. 

J\Ir. CORSER (Burnett): We have invited 
the PrE>mier to mak!' known to the people 
of Queen .. ]and, through "Hansard," the 
whole of the evidence in this case, whic:~ he 

'has made so much of and which he has spent 
so much monev to collect-this evidence 
that is costing the country so much in the 
effort to try to whitewash the political souls 
of the gentlemen who occupy the front Trea
surv benchE's. If the Premier claims ilhat 
thei·e is nothing in the evidence, and if the 
statement of the hon. member for Albert, 
that there is nothing to conceal, is correct 
tben we challenge the Premier to make 
known to the people all the evidence, so 
that they can see for themselves what has 
taken plftce. The whole of the matter of 
the inquiry was not covered by the questions 
which the Premier asked the 0ommission to 
soh-e. The que tions were not broa.d enough, 
and if they have the report and evidence, 
the public will be able to see for themselves. 

The SPEAKER : Order ! The hon. mem
ber will ha ye an opportunity of discussing 
that question later on. 

Mr. CORSER: The report-if the Premier 
will allow it to be printed-will enable the 
people of the State to see the whole: position 
as we claim it is. Now, Mr. Speaker. you 
will agree that the Premier up to the pre
sent time has not saved the purse strings of 
Queensland in attempting to bring about 
this whitewashing that is done in a report 
designed by the question that he asked this 
commission to adjudicate upon. In that 

Mr. Gorser.J 
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evidence we claim there is sufficient for the 
people of Queensland to see, so that they 
themselves might by their intelligence 
arri 1·e at a de0ision as to whether the 
Premier and the other Minist.'rs did the 
right thing in concealing something that a 
member of the Opposition has brought about. 

The SECRETARY FOR R.HLWAYS: It is more 
important whether they should judge whether 
the judge's findings are right. 

Mr. CORSER : That is not the point. 
The judge's findings arc brought about in 
something that is very narrm, ; the limits 
of th·l jud:;;e's powers in his findings were 
too narrow for this side. If there is 
nothing to conceal-if the Governmo:1t have 
been \vhitewashcd, and if the judge's ad
judication has been so correc·t-,vh~· is it 
that the Premier is so determined that the 
people of the State arc not to see the 
evidence, are not t,p see the qu£otions that 
were asked, and are not to see for th •n
selves what has been concealed bv the Go-
vernment? · 

The PRE~!IER: I am mo··t anxiou"' for tho 
people to ·eo the questions that were asked, 
and to see all the evidence, too. 

:Mr. CORSER : If the Government and the 
Premier are prepared to put in " Hansard" 
these questions, he will find that the end 
of this Wando Vale inquiry had not come 
about when he brought before the public 
the report that he looked for and was so 
anxious to obtain. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: A false ac
cusation by a member of your side. 

Mr. CORSER : An accusation by a 
member of our side, and known to the hon. 
gentlemen themselves. \Ye will have an 
opportunity of dealing with this phase very 
shortly, perhaps. But if the Premier is 
afraid to allow the electors of the State, 
through "Hansard," to recc·ive the full infor
mation in regard to this thing that has cost 
the country so much money from his own 
side, I say that he is doing something that is 
unjust to the State, unjust to the gentleman 
who is concerned, and unjust to those elec
tors who have blindlv followed the Govern-
.ment in the past. " 

Mr. PETERSON (Torrnanby): I rise to 
oppose the amendment moved by the Opposi
tion. 

Hon. J. TOL1!IE: Ko amendment has b···.>n 
mov•:d. 

Hr. PETERSON: Well. the suggestion-if 
you want to play with words-that the Go
vernment should have in "Hansard" a full 
report as presented to Parli~ment. \VP know 
-on this side of the Rouse at any rate-the 
reason whv hon. members are so ·anxious to 
get that in." Hansard''; it is because they are 
so asham0d of their efforts. as the re~ult 
of the jnd;:e's findings, that the:-- want to 
try and show the public what good boys they 
are-how white they nre. Tf the whole of 
this bulky volume is placed into "Hansard" 
it will mean a considerable cost to the State. 
Now, how many "Hansards" are circulated 
in the State? 

Mr. BEBBI~GTON; How many do you Cir0U

late? 
Mr. PETERSON: T_Tnfortunateh·, I circa

late too many of the hon. gentleman's 
speeches. 

[Mr. Gorse-;-. 

The SPEAKER: Order ! The hon. ,n1em
ber is not in order in discussing a matter 
that is not before the House. 

::'.lr. PETEESON: Very well, I will speak 
against the remarks emanating from the other 
side. I was trying to· point out tho recson 
why th·.·y were so anxiom, all of a sudden . 
to get further publicity on this ver)· im
portc.nt subject. Now, already they lu:Ye 
the machinery at their dispG .t! throughout 
the St:do, \vhich we on this side ha vo not 
~ot. Pr ctieally the whole· of the Pros·. is 
und~r thei1· control; and the hon. the lead or 
of the Oppo .. it ion himself commands a very 
influentic,i paper on the D~rling Downs. If 
they are so keen on getting this matter 
bBfore the public, seein~ that they practically 
control the Prc,s of this State, let them ask 
tlwir friend,, the Prccs-if i:hev are not 
satisfied \Yith the jud3'e's repor:t and the 
report 'vhich appeared in the Press-to print 
it for them, instead of having the whole of it 
put into "Ha.nsard." How many people are 
going to n'<~d that report in " Hansard " ? 

The SPEAKER: Order! I have already 
informed the hon. member that he is not in 
order in discussing a matter that is not 
before the House. 

Mr. PETERSON : IV ell, all I wn say is 
that I hope the Government will not give 
way to the suggestion which has bflen ,made 
by the Opposition to get this into "Han
sard.'' 

Mr. MORGAN: The Government evidently 
are adopting very questionable tactics in sup
pressing certain imormation in connection 
with the commission which recently has been 
held. The Premier is looking, at the pre
sent moment, at the expense that it will 
be to the countrv to have the whole of this 
printed in "Ransard." 

The SPEAKER: Order ! If the hon. mc,m
ber wishes to discuss that question, he must 
move an amendment. 

:Mr. MORGAN: I intend to move an 
amendment, Mr. Speaker. I move that after 
the word "speech," the words "with minutes 
of. evidence, etc." be inserted. In moving 
that amendment, I do so recognising the 
fact that the Government thought it advis
able to hold the commission in order to 
Y.'hitewash thermelvcs in connection with 
ccrtajn nunours "\vhich vvere circulating 
throughout the length and bre<ulth of 
Queen.-land: and they thou;ht it was of 
so mmh imporhPce that the:v engaged 
two of the rJOst brilliant barristers we have 
in Queensland for the purpose of defending 
them in connection with this particular 
matter. Costs were not taken into considera
tion at alL Had the Government been 
desirous of holding a eo nmi•sion, and costs 
were bken into consideration, I say there 
was no necessitY in the first instance to brief 
two barristers 'to conduct the c·"se on their 
bchaJf. The Premier has told us that between 
£600 and £700 has been spent in the hold
ing- of the commi• ,ion for the purpose of 
whitewashing the Govermrent. Then, I sao;, 
if the Governmert alreadv have thouglot Jt 
aclvi able to spend between £600 and £700 
in the holding of this particular commission, 
a few more pounds will not matter one way 
or the other. It is the public-the people of 
Quoensland-who a.re naying this £600 or 
£700. Here we have tne evidence furnished 
to that particular commission, and the Pre
mi<'r is not going to give the people an 
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<:>pportunity of knowing exactlv ·what has 
take!l place during the wholo 'of the pro
~eedmgs. One member said that the Pre"s 
should be a·ked to publish it, if we so much 
desire to ~;et the public the information. \Ve 
know perfectly well that the Pr~ss has not 
the space a·. :~.ilablc. Bnt even if that was 
a good argument, the Press also ha J a right 
to 1·eport the proceedings of this House ; but 
the:- do not think it desirable to report it. 
fully; and for thd purpose we have "Han
sard." I would like to ask the Premier whv 
is it ':e~e ·~ary to place any portion of thi"s 
'COll1Ini:::·,lon s findings in '' }Ia.nsard.' 

The SEC:-ETARY FOR RAILWAYS: A full report 
Df the findings. 

::'.h·. ',IORGAK: Yes. a full report of the 
findings. \Vhy is it done; for what pur
po~0-? 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: The reason 
is to preyent you from making false accusa
twns. 

l\Ir. ::\IORGA~: The re•.son is to giv0 to 
the people only. one particular portion· of 
"hat the commlt'lOn was formed to bring 
.about-the comrni~.,·ion was appointed for 
tlle purpose of h<?1.rin_c; evi·donce. I saY 
that, as far as the eYidencc is con(erned 
and as far as the judrre is concerne-d i~ 
.,·~spect of his finrling:. the people have a 
nght to r'_acl thf'l evidenf'» for th'.~mF>:lvEs, 
and to decioe-if thev so d0sire-whether the 
judge has given a tr'ue and correct finding. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: Are you 
doubtful? 

Mr. ::\10RGAN: It is for the people to 
·decide. It is not for me as an individual
it is not for the Ministe1: for Railways. it is 
not for the Premier, it is not for this HousB 
t~ decide .. The people are "paying the 
p1per," which, up to the present time is 
b~tween £600 and £700. and they hav~ a 
nght to know what they are paying their 
money for. Unless the whole of this evidence 
i~ published-unless everything that this par
tJcul:>r document contains is g:iven to the 
pubhC; ><O .that they .can ~ee .and peruse it, the 
Prem1er 1s not domg JUstice to the people 
'Df Qu:ensla_nd whom he compelled-whether 
t~wy hked It or not-to pay for the produc
tion of that voluminons document. The 
memte1 for Dalbv. and the Onnosition !!entle
men. a party, are desirous that this- infor
matJOn should go brondrast to everv person 
in the State. if possible; or. at anv rate. 
they. ?hould be given an opportunity of 
obt-I!Jmg a cop:y so that th£'' can see, read, 
end mwardly c!Jgect thP evidence for them
selves. Yet they arc> being preyentcd bv 
men who are supposed to be democrats, wh;, 
"FP supposed to give opportuniti,·s for en
hght.._'nl11f'nt to the p( opl0 in ('onn~'"'tion 
':-ith. matters <ef importanc0 and of pub
lJC' n~tcrest. Thr-rc, perhaps, neYf'r has 
bccn a more import.•nt matter in the interests 
of the nublic dealt with bv -, comTIJiC3;on in 
Quee;osland. It .w~s thoi1ght necessary to 
appomt a commiSSIOn to de'll with public 
men. and with the doin"'s and actions of 
Public men. \Yhen a ma; is a. public man 
his public li~e belongs to the peonlo; whe,;, 
he en.ters th1s House a• a politician he has 
no nght to co':ceal from the people of 
Q_ueensla_nd .anythmg he does in the course of 
n1s pub}1c hfe. The:-· have a right to know 
everythmg that occurs. Yet here we have 
t~e Premier.--;-simply hecauc'l the finding suits 
~us mYn pohhc Ll purpose-desirous of having 

the findings of the commission placed in 
". H ansard " ; but he refuses the people the 
r1ght to know wha.t the finding of the judge 
was based upon. Ho•,,· can the people judge 
for themselves unless they know the evi
dence? Here is the finding of a commif'•ion 
that is going to be sent broadcast to the tax
payers of Queensland; and, whether thev 
like it or not, the: have to take the finding 
of the commLsion without being u.ble to 
judge for themselves. Now, I am quite sure 
that the hon. member for Bowen, or anv 
other independent 1 ·ember opposite-it did 
not matter what judge it was in this State 
in _\u•tralia, or in any part of the world-'. 
if he vave a dcc:sion which the hon. member 
for Bowen, after re&din~ the m·idence did 
not agree with, he would my so and 'stick 
to his own opinion; it w·ould not matter what 
any jud2'e, or any jury, or anyone else might 
decide a v~rdict. upon. That is what we want 
the people of Quennsland to be able to do in 
this connc"tion. We want them to have 
placed in tLeir hands the whok of this evi
clonr o as cheap!~· as po.-.,ible-without cost, 
really, becc.use they have :Jread:· paid for 
it-so that theY can read for them.<elves and 
decide who is ·in the right and who is in the 
wrong, nnd whether t.he hon. member for 
Dalby was ju·tified in making the state
ments he did. I think it is onlv due to the 
hon. mE.mber for Da!by that this e,-idence 
should be spread broodcast, so that he should 
have an opportunity of having it read by 
everv man n.nd woman in this State. But 
the Premier is evidently afraid to have this 
evidence sent right throughout the length 
and breadth of the Stat ... 

The SECRETIRY FOR RAILWA>S: \Yhy ': 

Mr. M ORGAN: \Vhy ~ I would like the 
Premier tD answer that question. The only 
reason the Premier gave this afternoon for 
not having the whole of the evidence printed 
is that of cost. \Yell, we know that up to 
the nreJent moment the Premier has not 
studied cost in anv instance when it was a 
matter of s>'endin'g hundrQds or thousands 
of pounds 111 connection with matters in 
which he himself was int,.rested or in which 
the Government were interr·c,ted: \Ye hail 
an illustration of that recently, as the hon. 
memlwr for Dalby ·has just informe-d me. 
when he even went so far as to have placed 
• • .. (,__..... .. •• ' 1 •. 
111 tno p:,ges or _n_a,n:5uru cuurL Ut!•t.:at~luhS 

in which he himself was intercstr~d, so that 
the:-." could he sc,'n by the people 0f (lueens
lancl. If the people of Qtwemland don't care 
to read those ·decisions, it is the people's 
fault. The reason whv I have moved this 
amendment is to give the people of Queens-· 
land an oppertunity of being able to perus·J 
the whole <lf the evidence in the people's 
p<lper-that i , the p-aper for which the people 
p?y, "fiansard." That is su!)p02•'1 to bo a 
popular journal. IVhether 1t i' r'?ad by a 
g:re".t number of ])eople or not is not a 
matter th 1t cone 'rns me. It i, there for the 
people to obtain if they so desire. The 
people already hanJ had to p-ay for the set
ting up of r 11 this evid'"n~C'; it hts all been 
set up in type and printed by the Govern· 
ment Printel'. I supnose the total cost of 
printing it in " IIan~::trd " ·woul-d not a1nount 
to £50; it might be a great deal lec"s. 

The. PRE::VIIER: Nonsense ! 

Mr. MORGA:\': The total cost of re-setting 
it would not amount to £50. Everything is 
there. The type will hase to be altered, I 

Mr. Morgan.] 
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adm_it, as it is not set up in the same space 
as IS nec~;sary for it to appear in the 
columns of •'Hansard," but, in my opinion, 
it could oo placed in " Hansard " at a cost of 
£50. At any rate, if the Premier was 
desirous of ascertaini11g the cost, he could 
have done so, and could have httd the infor
mation here to place before the House. But, 
independently of the cost, whether it is £50 
or £100, ti1e people have already paid 
between £600 and £700 for something for 
which they did not ask; and now ail that the 
people desire is to know what they are pay
ing for. They are entitled to know; and 
unless this evidence appears in "Hansard" 
thev will not know. There must be some 
motive on the part of the Premier for sup
pressing it and keeping it from the people, 
otherwise he would allow the evidence to go 
forth to the people, so that thev could judge 
for themselves independently ·of what the 
commission's finding \vas. 

Mr. BEBBI~G'rO~ (Drayton) : I rise to 
support the amendment for this reason, that 

whilst I disagree with the judge, 
[5.30 p.m.] I do so without wishing to cast 

any reflection on him whatsoever. 
There are two opinions out•.ide in connection 
with this matter, and ~ome people outside 
consider that there were m11ttPrs left out of 
the inquiry which should have been included. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAIL WAYS : Do you dis
agree with the judge? 

::'IIr. BEBBIXGTON: There are two 
opinions on the qm";tion outside. There 
are things which should have been included 
in . the questions submitted to the judge 
wh1ch were left out altogether. I have not 
read the whole of the report, but I would 
like to know from the Premier iJ there is 
anything in the proceedings of the Royal 
Commission with reference to the Minister 
for Lar:ds reading only part of a letter. 

Hon. J. ToL>!IE: Xot a word. 
l\Ir. BF:BBINGTO~: Is there anv refer

ence made to the fact that althoug]} it was 
stated the ,tatiO'tl could not be bought for 
£45.000 the owner himself would not go into 
the box and dem· that it could be bought a 
short time before for £45,000. 

Hon. J. TOL}fiE: :::\ot a word. 
:Lifr. BEBBINGT0:\1 : Then, the public 

have a right to hear both sides. The Premier 
confined the judge •Yithin certain limits, and 
a.sk<;d him to make his report within those 
hm1h but there was plenty of evidence 
outside those limits altogether which the 
j':'dge did not refer to. The· public have a 
r1ght to know the whole of the proceedings 
and the whole of the evidence. After all the 
judge is only huma,n, and there are ~ther 
people who would like to read the whole of 
the evidence. vVhy should the Premier con
fine th0 judge within certain limits? 

Hon. J .. ToDJIE: The judge only answered 
the quest10ns that were put to him·. 

2\Ir. BEBBINGTO~: The, judge only had 
a nght to aPswer the questions that were 
put to him by the• Premier, but there are a 
good many questions which could have been 
put, and which leave a nasty taste in the 
mouth of the people. Why did the Minister 
for Land.s ka ve out part of that letter in 
this House? 

The SPEAKER: Order! The hon. mem
ber is not discussing the motion, he is 
discu<·,ing another question altogether. 

pt r. M organ. 

Mr. BEBBINGTON: I am quite in order· 
in speaking in support of the. amendment, 
and I have a ng-ht to menhon all these 
things. 

The SPEAKER : I must point out that 
there is no amendment before the House. 
because the hon. member who m·oved it has. 
not brought it up to me. The hon. member, 
however, may proceed with his speech 

Mr. BEBBI="GTON: I am giving reaso:r:s 
-and very good reasons-why the .pubhc 
should h?.ve the whole of the evidence. 
be"ause the Premier limited the judge to
certain questions to be inquired into. 

The PREMIER : I hope we will not spend 
much more time in talking on this question. 
I must confess that during the whole .of my 
time in Parliament I have never listened 
with more regret than I listened this after
noon to the speech,,s that have fallen from 
som'e hon. gentlemen opposite. I feel cer
tain. as time goes be·, that in their calmer 
moments thev \Vill regret having given expres
sion to some of the ste.tements made this
afternoon. Let us <'xamine what the situation 
is ca.lmlv, quietly, and coolly, as befiits 
members 'of the L0gislatnre representing the 
people of Oueensland. I moved this after
noon that tl~e report of the Royal Commission 
appointed to inquire into the truth or 
otherwise of certain statements made by the 
hon. member for Dalby, and other m'atters 
conne•:ted therewith, should be incorporated 
in "Hansard." The Roval Commission took 
<•?r'·iin eviclenc~ which ~ccupies many pages 
of printinG. The eYiclence has been printed 
and a copy laid on th" ·table of this House. 
It is onlv right. therefore, that the report 
at least "shorJ d be m a de a vaila hie to the 
People to whom the speech made by the 
hon member was made available. So far as 
I a~ concerned, I think that the publication 
of thn evidcnne \Yonld b::> a c,plendid thing 
for the Government. 

Mr. VowLES: Then, put it into "Han-
sard." 

:'h. BEBriKGTOX: Publish it. 
1\Ir. ~.IORGAN: Pnt it in. 

Thn PRE:'\IIER: Let me : J> that the 
expense of printing aH t!1at eYidenc" in· 
"Hansflrd" Tvou1d hr· ver~~ considerable. 

Mr. ;\fACARTNEY: How much? 

The PREMIER : Let me say that I under
hke here and now to supply to every elector 
in Queensland who asks for it. free of cost, 
a full copy of the report and all the evideP"P.. 
GovERN~iENT ME)IBERS: Hear, hear! 
Mr. VoWLES: What will it cost? 

The PREi\HER: \YhateYer it costs, the 
whole cost will be borne bv the Government. 
Anv elector who asks for a copy of the
rep.ort 'vhich has been tabled, including both 
the evidence and the report, can have it 
free of r0st on applying to me. But I am 
not going to liave a tremendous expense 
incurred which, to mv mind, is entirely 
unnece·'>arv. Anv elcdor who likes to make 
r"pplication for the report w_ill b!' ~upp,lied 
with a free copy ; but I thmk It IS nght 
that the people should be able to see the 
report of the commissioner in "Hansard." 
If we have the report in " Hansard," then 
any elector can get a printed copy of t~e 
evidence from me free of cost. That dis
poses of the suggestion that there ie an:Jll· 
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desire on the part of the Government to 
conceal anything from the electors. On the 
other hand, I think the Government has 
everything to gain by having the whole of 
that evidence made available to every elector 
in Queensland. 

Mr. MORGAN: Let it go into " Hansard." 
The PREMIER : There is no need to, be

cause any elector who asks for a copy of the 
report will be supplied with one free of cost. 
In my opinion, the moving of the amendment 
and the speeches made by hon. gentlemen 
opposite this afternoon have been made to 
c)oud. the. real issue and to wrap up the 
situation m such a way as to endeavour to 
~onvey to the public that the judge's report 
Is not a true and correct report upon the 
evidence submitted to him. 

Mr. VowLES: It is the opinion of one 
man; that is all. 

The PREMIER : The hon. member for 
Dalby says it is the opinion of one man. 
It is the opinion of the /1JtorneY-General of 
the late Government-the Denham Govern
ment-and a colleague of the leader of the 
Opposition, and he was supported bv the 
hon. ':lle.mber for Dalby. In choosing that 
comm!ss!oner, I thought we were choosing a 
commissiOner to whom no exception could 
be taken, becau~e the party to which he 
belonged wa'~ defe',t~d at the last election 
and he lost his portfolio through the fact 
of this party c0ming into power. He was a 
colleague of hon. members opposite, and 
was supported by the hon. member for Dalby 
when he sat on this side of the Hou,e. 

Mr. BEBBINGTON: You confined the com
missioner within certain limits. 

The PREMIER : What was referred to 
the Royal Commission? The judge was 
asked to make. inquiry w!th regard to the 
truth or otherwise of certam very substimtial 
statements made bv the hon. member for 
Dalby in this Hous"e. 

The SPEAKER : Order l The hon. mem
ber would be more in order in discussing 
that aspect on the next motion. 

The PHEMIER: I a"n endeavouring to 
show that this am·:-ndment should not be 
carri-;d. I want to .show that the questions 
submitted to the tn bunal were such as to 
give the .iudge full scope to inquire into the 
whole matter. 

Mr. VowLES: I will go into that on the 
next question. 

The PREMIER: The hon. member can 
go into it on the next matter but in the 
meantime I am shO\\':lng reas~ns whv the 
report should be printed in " Hansard " 
while, at the same time, I say that the whdle 
of the evidence will be given to any elector 
who asks for it, free of cost to the elector 
and at Government expense. ' 

GoVERNMENT l'lfElVIBERS: Hear, hear! 
The PREMIER : The hon. member for 

Dalby, in speaking in this House last month 
made a specific statement. He said- ' 

" In regard to the purchase of ·w ando 
Vale in the northern Gulf country, 
beyond Hughenden, that is regarded as 
a smellful transaction, to put the least 
expression on it. It is notorious that it 
was in the hands of an agent at Hughen
den at a very much less sum than the 
Government purchased it for. I believe 
an hon. member said here this afternoon 
that there was only a difference of 

£5,000. I would like to know what the
Government paid. I understand they 
paid £83,000. I am in a position to say 
that it could have been bought on the 
same day, with all the stock on it, for 
£45,000, and less. 

" The Premier : You are prepared to 
say anything. 

"Mr. VowLES: I am not only pre
pared to say it; I am prepared to prove 
it." 

Mr. VowLES: Read on further. 
The PREMIER : Very well, I will go on. 

The hon. gentleman continued-
" I can give the Premier the names of 

the agent in whose hands it was on the· 
day it wa~ purchased by the Govern
ment, and he had instructions to sell it 
for £45,000 and nc1t to refuse offers. 

" The Premier: That is absolute 
rubbish. 

"Mr. VowLES: And that very pro
perty was purch,sed by the Government 
for £83,000. 

" Mr. Pollock : \Vho was the agent? 
"::\fr. VowLES: I will give the Pre

mier the a;:;ent's name. 
" Government )!embers: Give the 

House the name. 
"Mr. VowLES: Well, I will give the 

House the name; it was Mr. Gannan. 
")h. Pollock: Well. I asked Mr. 

Gannan, and he told me he knew nothing 
about it. (Government laughter.)" 

Xow, there was a specific statement ma-de in 
" Hansard " ar:d it was suggested by other 
hen. mm~bers OPl'csite that an inquiry 
should be lwld into the matter. 

::VIr. VowLES: ;'\o, not into this, but only 
into Mount Hutton. 

The PRJ<::::\HER: The hon. member for 
Murilla specifi< rclly sugg(sted that cm inquir.v 
should be held into the matter. and I will 
1->e able to show th::1t when I am ·dealing with 
the next motion. Ho suggeste-d lhat an
inquiry should be held into Wando Vale. 

;)fr. VowLES: He spoke before I did. 

The PRE:!1IIER: Yes, but he asked for 
'an inquirv with rec.;ard to vVando Vale. 
Then the "hon. member for Dalby got up 
and said that it could have been bought for 
£45,000 or !res, aud that he could prove .it. 
It is not often that we have an opportumty 
of getting so specific a charge made as that. 
Hon. members onpc ite are in the habit-or 
some of them arF' becauee really I do not 
wish to includR eYery hon. member opposite
but some membrors oppo~itA have been in 
the habit of 11"1king charges against the 
Government of a V<Ory vague kind. They 
make them by innuendo. It is not often 
that thev are so specific as to say that they 
can prove it. \Ve appointed a Royal Com
mission on their suggestion and at their 
request to inquire into-

" (1) The truth or otherwise of the fd
lowing alleg;,tiom made by William Jol.m 
Vowles, Esquire, a member of the Legis
lative Assemblv of the said State. in thf.' 
course of a speech in the said Legislative 
Assembly on the twelfth day of Septem
ber, one thouss,nd nine hundred o,nd 
seventeen, in regard to the purchase by 
the Government of Queensland of 'vV anc1.o
Vale Station, in the State of Queensland,. 
to wit:-

(a) Th::tt the said William John 
Vowles was then in a position to prove· 

Hon. T. J. Ryan.] 
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that \Yando Vale Station, with all t!w 
chock on it, could bare been bought for 
fcrty-fhe thousand pounds and le.s en 
the S1lne day th::tt it \Vas pur:::haseLl by 
t~1e GovFrnmcJt; 

(b) That on t:J.o same dav that \Vando 
Vale Station, with all the' stc2k on 1t, 
was purcha c·d by the Governme!'t it 
W«s in the handB of an agent, to .vit. 
:' [r. Gannan, and that :Yir. Gannan l1ad 
instruction" to sell it for fortv-fhe 
thou'- 1ncl pounds, and not to ief use 
offers, 

': (2) T'hc amount of the purcha·e price 
nad by the C overn;ncnt for the c ,jd 
\Yando Vale Station and stock thereon: 

'" (3) The person or pcrs'on~ 1 J \V.:.1o1n 

the ~"J.id pu1·.:L~,d- price fer ·yr an do \.~ale 
St tion [ln~1 stock wa.;; so pai·d b•.r the 
Go~-rnnncnt, ond ho•;v ~;uch pu1:cha,- ~ 
pric2 was applied: 

"(4) \Yhc:her the purcha"? price i'·'i'd 
b:v tbe GDYornrnent a aforPsaid \Vas a 
fair and reasonable r:>r~ ~D for the 1irl 
\Yando \~Jle St,-trion and stock." -

1 _C'n_nnot imagine a COinmi~:::lon including a 
WKle;· scope than that commission included. 

::\11". Vowr.n: Didn't I a•.k vou to include 
:Mount H uttou, and you rdused to do it? 

!'~e ~REJ'I~IER : The scope of the com
ml'610n m th1s case was ample. 

The SPEAKER: Orr!er ! I think the 
~atter the hon. n1ember is no\v discussing 
~s more a J?atter for the wxt motion than 
ror the motion now before the House. 

The PRE~UER: I bow to your ruEng, 
Mr. ?P~aker. .I am endeavouring to show 
why _1t 1s, sufficrent to prillt in "Han&ard" 
!he .judges report. The judge made a full 
mqmry, and on the evidence that was 
bro~1~ht before him he came to a specific 
dec1swn and concluvion. He found that those 
statements wore not true, and that the hon 
member was not justified in making them. ' 

::\lr. YOWLES: He did not say that. 

The PREMI~R: !h!'t is. his finding. He 
found that the base .msmuatwn made against 
the Treasurer of Queensland was without· 
any foundation. · 

An HOXOFRABLE l\IE}!BER: 'Who made that 
insinuation? 

The PREMIER: That insinuation and 
o!1arge was not made by any member on this 
Side of the House. 

Mr. I' 0\VLES : Who made it. then? 

The PREMIER: The shtemcnt was made 
·by someone in North Quc·Gnsland-a friend 
of. hon. gentlemen oppo.,ite, and it was re
tail I'd her;: as if it were a fact. 
. i\lr. :YloRGA}I":. It was not retailed here; 
1t was not mentioned. 

The PREMIER: Hon. members oppos.ito · 
hear the.so w1l.d rumours outside, and thev 
come here and say they are facts, and that 
they can prove them. 
. Mr. 1\IoRGA::<r: That wa·. never mentioned 
111 the House. 

. The PREM~ER: What would the public 
?aye thought lf we had not had an inquiry 
~nto. that matter? They might have been 
mclmed to think that the hon. member was 
nbl~ to prove. his statement. ·But an oppor
~umty. was g1ven to have the thing fullv 
myesh~at_ed by an impartial tr.ibunal, a11d I 
thmk 1t IS most regrettable now that hon. 

[Hon. '1'. J. Ryan. 

members of the Opposition should be taking 
up an attitud~ which f'tHrge,~ts that thP judg-o 
did not come to a fair LOllclusion-that his 
report v::>s not justified by th.J eyidence. 

J'h. ::IL\C,\RTXEY: \Vho said that? 

The PRE:'I IIER : \V ell, I can come to no 
other conclusion from the suggestions made 
by hon. members onposite when they propose 
that the evidenc'l should be printed with the 
jucl'fe's report. vVhy, eYory Royal Commis
ion that sits take·J reams and r·cams of evi-

clence. and are we to understand that mem
bers opposite expect that those reams and 
reams of evic:.e>nce will be printed at the 
nublic ex;.cnse and distribute·.:! to cycrybocly 
in the St<.tc? That is not the manner in 
,,.hich the report. of Royal Commie ions are 
.d0alt vdth. Their repoYts are ·fair. 

:!\Ir. Jl TOD.GA::;:: But they are not printed in 
" Efansard.H 

Tlw PRr~.n:KR : But i:~ Mdcr to r·cmoye 
~n.Y ~l1_Q'( p,t}or \Yhatever vdt~ regaTd to the 
C'Yi·d0·1ce, I m:v snv th,lt if members can 
show me v;},e,.e. the· cYirlencc is include-d in 
anv other "Hansel'd," the cyidcnce shall be 
pript. d jn thjs cosC'. 

::IJ:r. VowLrs: Can YOU chow where the 
r0nort 1 , nrintccl i!1 ·" IIan:::ard " in any 
ot"her ra~C' f 

Th0 PREMIER: Y<>*•· 
:Mr. VOWL~S: \Vhere? 

The PREMIER: In "Han'aro." I am 
not going to be drawn off the track by the 
hon .. member. The only cono.truction that 
"~n be placed unon the attitude of hon. 
gentlemen opno~ite i~ that thev are reflecting 
unon the judge's finding. The judge has 
given a finding after hearing both sides. 

Mr. MoRGAN: \Vhy don't you get it all 
in " I-Iansard " 1 

Tlw PRE'\1IER: I hope that m:v colleague 
the Treasurer will bke some action outside 
this House that will haYe the effect of effec
tiYe1:v stopping such b~.:.e c?arges .an-4 insir:u~ 
atione as haYe been ma·de .m conncctwn w1th 
\","nndo Vale. 

J'.:Ir. VowLES: Against whom will be take 
hi~ action? 

Tlw PREHIER: H<e cannot take it against 
the hon. member for Dalbv, because he made 
his shtement under the rover of the privi
leges of Parliament, and he is not liable. 

1\lr. VO\YLES : I rise to a point of order. 
The Prel'lier has accused me of having made 
a s:atement against the Trc 'Lsurcr under the 
rm·er 0f the privile;es of this Houee. I£ 
you look through "Hansard" you will find 
that I never mentioned the Treasurer's name, 
or made any charge of corruption . 

The SPEAKER: I do not think the 
Premier attribute-d that statement to the 
hon. member for Dalby. 

::11r. ::\IORGAX: Yes, he did. 

The' SPEAKER: If he did attribute the 
statement to the hon. member for Dalby, I 
would ask him to withdraw it. What I 
understood the Premier to 'say was that the 
hon. member for Dalby made a certain state. 
tne:nt. 

Mr. YowLES: 'Gnder coY~r of the privi
lGrze, of this House. 

The PRE::\!liER: I •'ay again that the 
hon. member made his statement under the 
cover of the privileges of Parliament. 
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The SPEAKER: Order. I understDod the 
Premier to say that under the cover of the 
privil;;es of Parliament the hon. member for 
Dalby made some statement. 

Mr. VowLES: That he made this statement. 

The SPEAKER : The Premier is probably 
prepared to rc~tate what he said. 

The PREMIER: What I said, as far as 
the hon. member for Dalby is concerned, is 
that the statement in his speech was made 
under tho cover of the privileges of Parlia
ment. \Vith regard to the other rumour, 
which 'as started in North Queensland, I 
sa} it has been suggested in this House by 
one hon. member. 

:Mr. MoRGAN: No, not in this House. 

The PREMIER: In this House by one 
hon. member. I do not suggest that it was 
by the hon. member for Dalby, but I say 
it W'<ls bv one hon. member. I also said ~hat 
I hoped' the Treasurer will take such action 
in connt'ction with the gentleman who marle 
the statement outside the House,· as will ha' e 
the effect of preventing a rep8tition of su"h 
malicious ~lander•·, as they undoubtedly are. 
I hope the motion will be allowed to pas;, 
and that any further discussion of this 
matter will be confined to the motion wl.ich 
appears next on the business-sheet. 

::Ylr. :YIACARTNEY: I de3ire to sa:v a 
few words on the amendment. The Premi->r 
said that he is willing to supply a copy of 
the evidence to the electors of Queensland. 
That would mean the expenditure of a large 
sum of money, and I suggest that the pro
posal contained in the amendmAnt is a rrwre 
reasonable propos-al, because there wili be 
no difficulty in having the evidence prinh•d 
in " Hansard." 

The PRE:UIER: It would have to be set up 
again. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: I had :1 look at the 
evidence, and I am inclined to the opinion 
that the type is already set up, and that 
the evidence could be printed in "Hamard" 
without any resetting. U it gor~' into 
"Hansard," it will rapidly come into the 
hands of the people who got " Hamard." 
and people would get it without having to 
go to the trouble of writing < fficially to tl1e 
Premier for a copy. The hon. gentleman 
stated that this commission cost something 
like £600. As a matter of fact, I happren 
to know that is more than six times the 
amount spent in employing the same quantum 
of legal advice as the Government obtained 
for the other side. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: What 
was that money spent on? 

Mr. MACARTNEY: I am not f;oing to 
be drawn off the track. Mr. Speaker desires 
that the debate should be confined within 
something like reasonable limits, and I wish 
to say what I have to say, ·and do. n_ot want 
to be drawn off the track by the Mnustcr for 
Lands. In fairness to t,he hon. me-mber for 
Dalbv. this information ohould be printed, 
in m:der that the public ma:v see if thPre 
was, in their opinion, any justification for 
the statement made bv the hon. mPmber for 
Dalbv. It may be said that this raatter can 
be J iscussed on the next motion on the 
business-paper, but the question of the fai;
noss of doing what is proposed to be done rs 

a n1atter for discussion novv·, and onc0 this 
n1ction is pa',_,sed, there 'vill be no further 
opportunity of discus-ing that aspect of the 
question. 

The PRE}JIER: I ha Ye gone further than 
the motion proposes. I offered to give the 
evidence to every elector in Queensland. 

Mr. ::'IIAOARTKEY: That only proves hat. 
there is no reasonable objection to be offered 
to the '>:crendment. If the electors get a copy 
of the evidence thev will be able to see for 
them.dves wh,'ther" a fair thing has been 
done by the hon. member for Dalby, and 
whether the hon. member had reasonable 
"rounds for making the statement he did. 
If the evidence appears in "Hansard," it 
will shm;· that ::\-lr. Gannan is regarded as 
a man of the hig·hcst integrity, reliable, and 
trustworthy; and it will show t~at even to 
this V<lry day W ando V ale 1s on M_r. 
Gannan's books at £45,000. The electors w1ll 
also be able to consider the information 
placed in possep,sion of the hon. member for 
Dalby bv :'dr. Suter, _:VJ:r. O?x, and o;her 
'vitnt='~~·es ' 1\ho gave evidence rn the 1naLter~ 
Anvone who reads the evidence of Mr. Pym 
will honestlv belie,-e that Mr. Pym believed 
in the otatements he made. I am not going 
into dAtails. but I say that the hon. mem
ber for Dalby, having received the infor
mation ~~<~hi eh hr- did receiYc, "ould not be 
worthv of the pc,.ition that he holds if he 
had n'ot called public attention to it. 

The PRE>HER: Without inquiring into it? 

Mr. MACART="EY: The hon. gentl,man 
in makino- that interjection giYes a proof 
of the fo~li~,hness of refusing tlw in_forma
tion when it was acked for from tJme to 
time bv members on this side of the House. 

The "PRE)IIER: Does that justify hic,l in 
using slander? 

Mr. MACART~EY: " Hansard " will 
show that that information was refused from 
time to time. 

The PREMIER: No; ab•-oJutely no. 
The SECRETARY FOR PFBLIC LANDS : Y Otl 

got that information in July last. 

Mr. MACARTJ\'EY: If the Government 
had been frank and fair, and had an_swe~ed 
the questions which members on th1s s1de 
of the House put to them, in all probability 
this unfortunate trouble would not haYe 
arisen. The amendment is on fair lines, and 
eYery member of the House, on whatever 
side he sits should be fair; and I subm1t 
that if the 'evidence is published i_n " H~n
sard,'' along with the report, a fmrcr thmg 
will be done to the hon. member for Dalby. 
The printing of the judge's report 1~ 
" Hansard " is being done for purely poli
tical purposn, just in the same wa_Y as t~e 
High Court judgment was published m 
" Hansard," without the judgment of the 
Full Court of Queensland. 

The PREMIER: Those are things the public 
ought to know. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: Exactly; and I say 
the judgment. of the Full Court sh~uld also 
be published 111 order that the public might 
see both sides of the question. 

The PRKMIER: You might just as well say 
that the arguments used in the High Court 
should be published. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: I say the hon. g':n.tle
man is using " Hansard " for the pohhcal 

Mr. Macartney.j 



1918 Royal Corn:n, .3irnc, on [ASSEMBLY.] Tr'"ando "VC'le Purcl;asr. 

;1dvantage of the GoYernment. I might ask 
the hon. gentle1nan in ch;;rge of 

[7 p.m.] the motion whether it is proposld 
to put in " Hans" rd" the extract 

of the speech of the hon. member for Dalby, 
include<d in Exhibit 1, or whether it is to be 
limited to th0 extracts from the judge's sum
ming up. 

The PREMIER: I do not oare which one. I 
<am quite agreeable to either. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: I only wish to point 
<:Jut that the extract from Exhibit 1 is the 
full text of the hon. member's remarks. 

The PREMIER: I have no objection to that. 

11r. MACART::--JEY: If that is the object, 
I have nothing more to say on the subject; 
it is a fair thing. On" reason why I support 
the amendment is because it ensures that. 

The PRE~HER: I have no objection to the 
whole of the speech frorr, Exhibit 1. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: That is all I wish 
io sav about that. I wish to conclude mv 
remarks by saying that, notwithstanding th;, 
a>.sertion of the Premier that we should 
reflect on his honour the judge, I can only 
say that there is neither any intention nor 
any desire to reflect on his honour in anv 
respect. ~ 

The PRE1IIER: Of co·u,e, you are spc,aking 
for yourself. 

Mr. MAC_\"RTNEY: I am spe.ddng en
tirely for myself, hut I think that in saying 
t!1e1t I am speaking generally for this side of 
tne House. (Hear, h<:a!' !) 

Mr. McLACHLAN (Jicrthyr): I had not 
intended to say an_ything 0.1 this question but 
for the remcrks of the hon. me.nber who has 
resumed his ('~at. I have onlv risen for the 
purpose of correcting· the wrCnl~' i1nptession 
which might get abroad as to the po.:sibility 
of using the hpe as it appears in this docu
ment for "Hamar·d." The hon. ~o,cnber 
knows a great deai of la\Y, but I am rather 
inclined to think that his acquaintance with 
the printin.g trade is yery limiteJ. 

:i\lr. MACARTNEY: I am quite preyu·ed to 
admit all that. 

Mr. }1cLACHLAN: He stated th:·t. in his 
opinion, it "as pos~ible to use the docm:wnt 
that appear, here for "Hansard." The 
poeition, as f«r as the printing of this docn
mcnt is concerned, yci~l bG thai if it is 
going to be prin{ ed in " I-Iansa~d " it ·would 
n·: "d to be r~ ·et in a different tvne alto
gether. For the information of ·the hon. 
member, I may ~ay that this work is all done 
wirh the linot:"pe, and there is no such thing 
as l ving a"Ie to split a line in two in a page 
vf 36 ems wide, as this is now. 

Hon. J. ToLlVIIE interjected. 

:M,.. McLACHLAN: The hon. member 
must know that by splitting ~ page in two 
you could not put it into "Hansard." If 
the hon. gentleman suggests that it should 
be a printed pamphlet, with two or thrc>e 
photog~aphs on the outer cover, and made 
into an artistic production, that, of course, 
could be done. \V e could have the hon. 
member for Dalby on the outside-it would 
be a great attraction. (Laughter.) In so fur 
as using the document as it .appears at the 
present timB, the leader of the Opposition 
will know that it could not be done. If the 
document was printed in " Hansard," it 
would be a costly affair. I think it runs 
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into something like 130 pages, as it is. ;end it 
'\YOukl take bvo lines of "' I-1 ansard " to a 
line 0£ this document. As there are about 
150 lines in a page of " Hansard," you can 
set how bulk'<' it would be The hon. wcombBr 
for Tom,·ong" will readily understand that it 
\Yould be iwrosc;ible to use the t:\ pe as it 
appears in this document for the purposes of 
"1-Ian:.,lrd," as it "\vould 1ne~n r-rsetting the 
whole thing up, and the expense would be 
verv he a vv indeed. I re ,e for the purpose 
of explaining the matter, in case somebody 
should get a wrong impression from what 
the hon. member for Toowong has said. 

:.£r. PETRIE (Toombul): I am against 
the motion altogether, because I do not see 
that there is any ncce-,,itc for either the 
e\·idenc.o, or the report and findings of the 
jud;;e to be put into ".1:-Ianc.ard." It has 
already been prettv well cireulah'd through 
the dail" Press throughout Queensland, and 
I think" that most people r re now well 
acnuaint.od with it. I bcli8Ye the hon. mem
bP~ for Dalbv would C" one of the •no,t noted 
men in Queensland if it '"~S insel'ted in 
'' II,-,nqard." 

The PRID1IER: i'\otori-,u3. (Laughter.) 

:\11-. PETRIE: I would r •ther support the 
amendn1ent, becaase if it is fair to put. the 
findln~~s in, the other part of the procee.dinc-s 
~hould- also be indud':.' 1 in "Hansn .. rd." 
Du;.ing the twenty-four years I have been in 
this 1-fouse I have never heard of a report 
of a Roval Commi"sion or their findings being 
print::d ... in "II~nse.r~." I think it. is a "\Yaste 
of mone" to prmt tlus at all, and 1t can only 
bo done' for politicd pur 10s s. 

The PRE:>UER : The amPndment would 
increa,,e the expensn b onty-fivo fold. 

'·1:· PETRIE : There d'e certain things 
p1;t in "Hansar~" whicl1 •··ould _be far 
better lo't out. I hstencd wry attent1vely to 
the Prr,nier, but he did not com·ince me that 
H.orc' · ''" am necc,.,;t:- for having the report 
and findingsc of the> judge put into :' Han
sard." I a.:. ... 1 not cJ,sting any re-fle('t1on on 
th,• juCo,-e or any one el~~'-. ThL is a polit~cal 
n:iove. ~nd •ne · be con· idered P'ooci propa
''allda work for the coming election. but, 
LeYond that, I eee no earthly reason why the 
report and findings of the judge should be 
printed in " IIansard." 

Mr. YOWLES (Dalby) : I want to have a 
frno· ,-,·ord' on the amendment. The Premier 
hils b::ck on the question of expense in this 
matter. I might say that at present no 
expeme is being spared by the Premier to 
brino- about his obiect. When it is the 
objc~t of this side of the Ho~se-;-an~ it is 
mv duire too-that the whole o, this endence 
should be put into "H:nard," the Premier 
immediately finds it is going to cost a lot 
of money. He told us last niil'ht that the. 
Commission oost £500 or £600. My part 
did not cost anvthing like that; it did not 
cost £100. I wa"nt the electors in my district 
not to have merelv the bare findings of the 
Commission-I wa'i1t them to have the evi
dence, and analy.se it as .sane men, as. the 
iudge did, and come to then· own concluswns. 
i:f the1 have not got the. exhibits they 
cannot' possibly analyse and understand the 
references that are made in the judge's 
summing up. Unlees the general public 
nn see those exhibits, they cannot under
stand the contents. I suppose that every 
elector in my district will want a copy of 
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-the evidence, seeing that the Premier has 
J:lromisecl to give it. I 'rant thBm to get 
it and judge for themsf'lves. I have said 
nothing that I am a hamed of, I am not 
asluun ,cl of the evidence that has come out; 
in fact, I rather glory in the result, because 
I ha vc proved l.n:~- case as far as I am con
<:erned, as I propose to show !atLr on. (Hear, 
hc:ar ~) The genPral public in country elec
tora ks frequent Schools of Arts. and " Han
sard.o " are filed there, and if this matter is 
omitted from " Hansard," they will not be 
able to get it. ·when the people see the 
finding; of the Commission in this case, they 
will natarallv look to the evidence on which 
the findings 'Were mlcde, and if the evidence 
is not there, what is the good of putting 
the rEport and findings in " I-Iansard," 
except for the glorification of the Premier 
and for electioneering purpos·~s? If the 
hon. gentleman thinks he is going to do me 
any harm in that way in my electorate, he 
is making a great mistake, because all this 
advertisement he is giving me is getting me 
votes every da:;. !Government laughter.) 
If the hon. gentleman thinks otherwise, I will 
issue a challenge to him. He represents a 
ver;· ccafe ekctorate-the Barcoo. Let him 
(•J•l1e up at the next election and contest the 
Dalby electorate. 

UPPOSITIO::-> l\!~1\IBE~:s: Hear, hear! 

Mr. VOWLES: I will show him who is 
th<l better m'ln, and we will rid the House 
of some~hing which the people have been 
wanting to ]0t rid of for a long time. 
(Opposition laughter.) 

The PRE:\1IER: \Vhen are you going to 
resign? Are you going to resign straight 
a.\vay? 

::Hr. VOvVLES: You come and contest the 
Dalby electorate with me at the general 
election and fee how you get on. 

OPPOSITION 11E:l!BERS : Hear, hear ! 

"~~r. GU~'=": (rarnar ·on): I thiJ?k that 
.tiansard ·s al_rcady too expensiVe a.nd 

that we made a mHtake the other dav when 
the :Premier ,,·as allowed to put into ·" Han
sard." the judgment given with reference 
to the LegislatiYe Council. I have never 
noticed before any findings of a Royal Com
mission getting into " Hansard." All the 
papers, ev-m the " Standard," in their report 
of this \Vando v,Lie case, have given the 
evidenc••, and later on, the judge's findin~s, 
and if one part of the proceedings is in the 
evidence should also be in. Whv should 
there be a difference? If '.\·e are 'goin<Y to 
have anything at all in "Hansard,"- we 
should have the whole of it. If we are going 
to have this patchwork iu. and to get little 
bits into "Hans;ord" from· this and the other 
judgment, ,,·e are filling " Hansard" up 
with a lot of tra,sh which would be far better 
out of it. It is all ver" •1·ell to talk about 
the expense to the cou'ntry. Did the hon. 
gentlPman who n .ked for the inquirv think 
about the expens-2 to the country th'e other 
nig·ht? All the Premier needed to do was 
to lay the papers on the table of the House, 
···O th:tt members could see what was in them, 
imd he could have asked them for an apology, 
and have saved the country £600 or £700. 
He had no thought the other night about 
the expense to the country, but now he is all 
concerned with it. I think we ought to vote 
against the motion altogether, but if one 
part is put in, the whole thing should be in. 

Question-That the words proposed to be 
insered (J1r. J1£organ's amendment) be so 
inserted-put; and the House divided:

}lr. Appel 
, J .. rmstroLg 

Barnes 
Bebbington 

., Bridgl'~ 
Corser 

, Forsyth 
Gunn 

AYES, 17. 
Mr. Macartney 

Moore 
,, )Jorgan 

1Iurphy 
P1 rL 
~.tevens 

, Tolmie 
Towles 

, Hodge 
Tellers: :>fr. Bebbington and Mr. :>Ioore. 

Mr. Armfield 
:Barber 
Carter 
Collins 

·~ t 'o,vne 
Fihellv 

, Foley w 

Forde 
Gledson 
Hardacre 

NoEs, 28. 
Mr. Lloyd 
, May 

McLachlan 
McPhail 
O'tsullivan 

, Payne 
Po!lock 

, Hyan, D. 
, l:ya.n, H .• T. 

, Hartley, H. L 
Hunter 

, Hyan, 1'. J. 
:-<mith 
Weir 

!Tones 
, Kirwan 

Tellers: 

, Wellington 
, Winstanley 

Mr. Gledson and Mr. Lloyd. 

PAIRS. 

Aye:-l-~\Jr. Bayley and .J.lr. \Yallmr. 
Noes-Mr. Huxham and )Jr. H. IIartley. 
Resolved in the negative. 
Original question put and passed. 

[DOCUMENTS INCLUDED IN ABOVE ::YIOTION.] 
ROYAL COMMISSION APPOINTED TO 

INQUIRE INTO AND REPORT UPON 
CERTAIN MATTERS RELATING TO 
THE PURCHASE OF W ANDO V ALE 
STATIOl\ BY THE GOVERNMENT 
OF QUEENSLAND. 

COMl\IISSION. 
" GEORGE THE FIFTH, by the Grace of God, 

of the United Kingdom of Great Britain 
an-d Ireland, and of the Britich Dominions 
beyond the Seas, King, Defender of the 
Faith, and Emperor of India,:-

" To the Honourable THOMAS O'SULLIVAN, 
Esquire, K.C., a, Judge of District Courts 
of Our State of Qaeensland and its De
pendencies in the Commonwealth of 
Australia. 

"Greeting: 
"WHEREAS it is expedient in the public 

interest that full and careful inquiry should 
be made with respect to the following 
matter,:-

(1) The truth or otherwise of the follow
ing allegations made by William 
John Vowles, Esquire. a, Member of 
the Legislative Assembly of the sa!d 
State, in the course of a, speech m 
the said Legislative Assembly on the 
twelfth day of September, one 
thousand nine hundred and seven
teen, in regard to the purchase by 
the Government of Queensla,nd of 
W ando V ale Station, in the State 
of Queensland, to wit:-

(a) That the said Willia,m John Vowles 
was then in a position to prove 
that W ando Vale Station, with all 
the stock on it, could have been 
bought for forty-five thousa,nd 
pounds and less on the same da,y 
that it was purchased by the Go
vernment; 
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(b) That on the :same day that Wando 
V ale Station, with all the stook on 
it, w>ts purchased by the Govern
:nent it was in. the hands of an 
agent, to "\Yit, Mr. Gannan, and 
that Mr. Gannan had instructions 
to sell it for forty-five thousand 
pounds, and not to refuse offers. 

(2) The amount of the purchase price 
paid by the Government for the said 
\Yando Vale Station and stock there
on: 

(3) The person or persons to whom the 
said purchase price for \V an do V ale 
Station and stock we.·· so paid by the 
Government, and how such purchase 
price was applied: 

(4) Whether the purchase price paid by 
the Government as aforesaid was a 
fair and reasonable price for the said 
\Vando Vale Station and stock: 

J'\ ow. therefore, know ye that \V e, reposing 
especial tru ·et and confidence in your zeal, 
knowledge, learning, industry, discretion, and 
ability, do by these presents, by and with the 
advice of Our Executive Council of Our said 
State, constitute and appoint you the said 
The Honourable THo~IAS O'St:LLIVAN to be 
our Commissioner for the purpose of inquir
ing into the matters herein before mentioned: 
And \Ve do hereby require and enjoin you 
to make diligent inquirv into the matters 
aforesaid, and for that purpose to exercise 
all the powers conferred upon a Commission 
by the Official Inquiries Evidenc0 Aut of 
1910: And \Ve do furthermore command 
and enjoin you to summon before you and to 
examine all such persons as may appear to 
vou able to inform vou concilrning the pre
;11ises, and to c1use ·to be taken down and 
reduced in writing the evidence of the several 
witnesses that may appear before you, and 
such evidence, together with a full and faith
ful report touching the matters aforesaid, to 
transmit to the Honourable the Chief Secre
tary of Our said State. 

"In testimony whereof \Ve have caused 
the Public Seal of Our said State to be here
unto affixed. 

Witness Our Trusty and Well-beloved His 
Excellency Sir HAMILTON JOHN 
GoOLD-ADnrs, Major on the Retired 
List of Our Army, Knight Grand 
Cross of Our Most Distinguished 
Order of St. Michael and St. Ge01·ge, 
Companion of Our Most Honourable 
Order of the Bath, Gover~or of Our 
State of Queensland and 1ts Depen
dencies, in the Commonwealth of 
Australia, at Government House, 
Brisbane, this twenty-first day of 
September, in the year of Our Lord 
one thousand nine hundred and seven
teen, and in the eighth year of Our 
Reign. 

"HAMILTON GOOLD-ADAMS. 
" By His Ex~ellency's Command, 

"T. J. RYAN." 

" Entered on Record by me in the Re
gister of Patents, No. 13, page 262, this 
twenty-first day of September, A.D. one 
thousand nine hundred and seventeen. 

" (Signed) P. J. McDERMOTT, 

"Under Secretary, Chief Secretary's 
Department." 

" Commissioner: 

"The Honourable THOMAS O'St:LLIVAN, 
Esquire, K.C., a juclg·e of District Court" 
of the State of Queensland and its 
Dependencies. 

"Counsel: 

"Mr. A. H. H. M. FEEZ, K.C., with him 
Mr. H. D. MACROSSAN (instructed by Mr. 
W. F. WEBB, Crown Solicitor), appeared 
for the Crown and to assist the Commi
sion; 

" Mr. P. B. MACGREGOR, with him 11r. A. D. 
McGILL (instructed by Mr. A. H. PACE), 

appeared for :\lr. W. J. VowLES, M.L.A. 
"Secretary: J. D. O'HAG \;,.;. 

"REPORT. 

"Judges' Chambers, 
"District Court, Brisbane, 

"13th Octob,,r, 1917. 

"'To His Excellency Sir Hamilton John 
Goold-Adams, Major on the Retired 
List of Hi> :Majesty's Army, Knight 
Grand Cross of the YJ:ost Dil'tingnished 
Order of Saint :\1ichael and Saint George, 
Companion of the :\fast Honourabl& 
Order of the ·Bath, ancl•Governor of the· 
State of Queensland and its Depe';ldencies, 
in the Commonv:ealth of Austraha. 

'' ::Ylay it Please Your Excellency,-

" On the 21st da' of September, 1917. I was 
appointed Royal ·Commissioner to in9uire 
mto and repor;; upon the unclermentwned 
matters:-

(1) The truth or otherwise of the follow
ino- alleo-ations made bY \Villiam 
John V~wles, Esquire, 'a member 
of the Legislative Assembly of the 
said State, in the course of a 
speech in the said Legislative As
sembly on the twelfth day of Sep
tember one thousand nine hundred 
and s~venteen, in regard to the 
purchase bv the Government of 
Queensland of IN ando V ale Station, 
in the State of Queensland, to 
wit:-

(a) That the said William John Vowles 
was then in a position to prove 
that \Vando Vale Station, with all 
the stock on it, could have been 
bouo-ht for forty-five thousand 
pou;',_ds and less on the same clay 
that it was purchased by the Go
vernment: 

(b) That on the same day that Wando 
Vale Station, with all the stock on 
it, was purch";sed by the Govern
ment it was m the hands of an 
agent, to wit, Mr. Gannan, and 
that Mr. Gannan had instructions 
to sell it for forty-five thousand 
pounds, and net to refuse offers. 

(2) The amount of the purchase price 
paid hy the Government for the 
said ·wando Vale Station and stock 
thcreon; 

(3) The person or persons to whom th& 
said purchase price for Wando Vale 
Station and •tock was so paid by 
the Government, and how such pur
chase price was applied; 

(4) Whether the purchase price paid by 
the Government as aforesaid was a 
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fair and re<1sonable price for the 
said We.ndo Vale Station and 
stock. 

" The inquiry was opened at the District 
Court, Brisbane, on the 22nd day of Septem
ber, 1917, and was continued at the Land 
Court, Brisbane, on the 25th and 27th clays 
of September, 1917. In order to meet the 
convenience of Mr. Vowles, the actual rok
ing of evidence did not proceed until the 
1st day of Oct-ober, 1917, when a sitting was 
helcl at Parliament House, Brisbane. The 
inquiry was continued at Parliament House 
on the 2nd and 3rd days of October, 1917, 
and at the Land Court, Brisbane, on the 4th 
and 11th days of October, 1917, when it was 
concluded. 

"Mr. Arthur Feez, K.C., and Mr. H. D. 
MacroG;an (instructed by Mr. W. F. Webb, 
Crown Solicitor) appeared for the Crown, 
and to assist the Commission; Mr. P. B. 
Macgregor and Mr. A. D. McGill (instructed 
by Mr. A. H. Pace) appeared for Mr. W. J. 
Vowle•, M.L.A. 

" Fourteen witnesses were examined, and 
the shorthand transcript of their evidence, 
together with seventy-seven d0cumentary 
Exhibits (a list of which is appended) accom
panies my report. The following witnesses 
were called by Mr. Macgregor:-

1. Mr. W. J. Vowles, M.L.A. for Dalby; 
2. Mr. Edward Pym, station manager, 

Clune, via Bcaudesert; 
3. Mr. John l'vJay, :\I.L.A. for Flinder,; 
4. Mr. T. F. Connor, selector, Emerald; 
5. Mr. J. V. Suter, stock and station 

agent, Hughenden; and 
6. ::\Ir. Edmnnd Cox, stock and station 

agent, Hughenden. 

The following witnesses were called by :Hr. 
Feez:-

1. :Yir. J. H. S. Barnes, grazier, Can
ning Downs (the vendor of '\Vando 
Vale Station); 

2. Mr. Alexander McGugan, State 
stations manager, Brisbane; 

3. :Yir. F. E'. Bennett, managing director 
of the Pastoral Estates, Limited, 
Toowoomba; 

4. Mr. H. '\V. Byram, manager, Union 
Trustee Company of Australia 
Limited, Brisbane ; ' 

.5. Mr. W. Gordon Graham, Under 
Secretary, Department of Public 
Lands, Brisbane; 

6. The Hon. E. G. 'I'heodore, M.L.A., 
Treasurer of Queensland and Secre
tary for Publio '\Vorks; 

7. The Hon. J. M. Hunter, M.L.A., 
Secretary for Public Lands, Bris
bane; and 

8. Mr. Staniey H. L. Ferry, manager of 
Dotswood Station. 

" Owing to the serious illness of Mr. Gan
nan, of Hughenden, his evidence could not 
be obtained either at Brisbane or Hughen
den. 

" J'aragraph (1). 
"Mr. Vowles's Allegations. 

"Sub-paragraph (a):-
"'That the said William John Vowles 

was then in a position to prove 
that Wando Vale Station, with all 
the stock on it, could have been 
bought for forty-five thousand 

1917-6 B 

pounds and less on the same day 
that it was purchased by the Go
vernment.' 

"This allegation was made by Mr. Vowles 
on the strength of a conversation between 
him and the witness Edward Pym, then a 
cattle-buyer and now a station manager. 
The conversation took place some time be
tween August and the early part of Novem
ber, 1916, in the presence of Mr. Godfrey 
Morgan, M.L.A. for Murilla, at the Albert 
Hotel, Brisbane, where these three gentlemen 
were then staying. Mr. Pym alleged he had 
been told by Mr. P. T. Gannan, a stock and 
station agent at Hughenden, shortly before 
that at the time the Government had pur
chased the property, he (Mr. Gannan) had 
it on his books for £45,000, with all the 
stock on it, and that he had instructions t.o 
submit less offers. The conversation with 
Mr. Pym was a casual conversation and no 
importance was apparently attached to it at 
that time by eithe;: Mr. Vowles .:n: Mr. 
Morgan. Mr. Vowles took no action m the 

-matter till 12th September, 1917, and did 
not communicate with Mr. Gannan or obtain 
confirmation from him of Mr. Pym's state
ment. 

" The matter was revived after the com
mencement of the 1917 session of Parliament 
by certain rumours becoming current in the 
smokeroom of Parliament House to the effect 
that the witness 1'. F. Connor, then inspector 
of cattle properties for an intending in
vestor, had told Mr. John May, M.L.A. for 
Flinderc, at Cloncurry in May, 1917, that 
'\Y an do V ale Station was in the market for 
£47,000 a fortnight previously to the Go
vernment paying £82,000 for it, and that 
the State Treasurer (Mr. Theodore) got 
£5,000 out of the deal. This statement was 
m·ade in the presence of several other per
sons. The rumours appear to have created 
or revived suspicion in the mind of Mr. 
Vowles as to the circumstances connected 
with the purchase of Wando Vale. On the 
12th September, 1917, Mr. Morgan in a 
speech in Parliament referred to the pur
chase of Wando Vale Station, and stated 
that it was listed bv the auctioneers in the 
district at £5,000 less than the Government 
paid for it, and that the Government paid 
£5,000 more than the auctioneer was pre
pared to sell it for to any private individual. 
He further said that it was the general 
topic amongst the people of the district as 
to what had become of the £5,000 in ques
tion, and as to this sum suggested corrup
tion on the part of the Government-or, at 
any rate, was understood so to do by Mr. 
Vowles. Mr. Vowles spoke later the same 
dav. He did not intend to refer to Wando 
Vale further than to correct Mr. Morgan's 
statement as to the difference in the two 
prices being £5,000 instead of £37,000-as 
Mr. Pym had informed them. However, 
he went further than he intended, and made 
the allegations which are the principal 
subject-m·atter of this inquiry. 

" I find that the information then in Mr. 
Vowles's possession was not sufficient to 
justify him in making the allegation. in sub
paragraph (a), because (1) of the casual 
nature of the conversation and the length 
of time that had elapsed; (2) Mr. Gannan's 
evidence was necessary to prove the allega
tion, and he had not been communicated 
with; and (3) Mr. Pym's statement that Mr. 
Gannan had the property on his books for 
£45,000--even if correct-would not prove 
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that the property could have been bought 
for £45,000, as the agent's authority would 
only extend to obtaining and submitting 
<Offers. 

"Sub-paragraph (b):-
"'That on the same day that \Vando 

Vale Station, with all the stock on 
it, was purchased by the Govern
ment, it was in the hands of an 
agent, to wit, 1\lr. Gannan, and that 
Mr. Gannan had instructions to sell 
it for forty-five thousand pounds, 
and not to refuse offers.' 

" This allegation was also founded on the 
conver'•ation with Mr. Pym. The evidence 
shows that Wando Vale Station and stock 
belonged to Mrs. Sara Barnes, wife of Mr. 
J. H. S. Barnes, who acted as agent for 
his wife in connection with the property 
since she had acquired it in 1903. In 1912 
he placed it in the hands of Messrs. Dalgety 
and Cn., Limited, for sale at £45,000. 
In June, 1913, he placed the property with 
Messrs. F. A. Brodie and Co., of Sydney, 
for sale at £55,000 with 18,000 cattle. In 
N m·ember, 1913, Mr. Barnes refused an offer 
of £55.000 from Messrs. Brodie and Co., and 
decided to hold the property, on which he 
afterwards made considerable improvements. 
In ::.Via1·ch, 1915, the property was not for 
s .. tle (Exhibit 5). 

" Some question has arisen as to whether 
:Mr. Barnes placed the property in ::'.lr. 
Surer's hands in February or March, 1916. 
11r. Barnes has no recollection of hav
ing done so, but 11r. Suter thinks he 
did. although he had no personal recol
lection and no written record of the 
matter. His belief is founded on a state
m cnt m a Je to his clerk by Mr. Peel to 
the effect that he (Mr. Peel) remembered 
::'.Ir. Suter's firm offering him \Vando Vale 
in :'.lay, 1916, at £65,000-which meant that· 
111-. Sutcr could get him a firm offer at 
that price. I am of opinion that Mr. 
Barnes did inform Mr. Suter of his 
willin.:ne ,s to sell at the price stated (that 
is, to consider a ' firm ' offer) probably in 
conversation, but did not formally place the 
property in his hands in the ordinary business 
way, as he did in the case of Lyndhurst, 
of which he gave the usual written particu
lars in June, 1916 (Exhibit 76). 

"However, cattle properties increased in 
·value so much in the first half of 1916 that 
I am satisfied the property could not have 
been bought in August, 1916, under app.roxi
mately the price agreed to by the Govern
ment. 

"1lr. E. Cox (Mr. Gannan's partner up to 
March, 1916) gave evidence that he searched 
amongst 11r. Gannan's papers, and found 
that the property was put in Mr. Gannan's 
hands in 1912, at £45,000, by Mesdrs. Brodie 
and Co., but could find no later record of 
the property being in Mr. Gannan's hands. 

" I find that in 1916 the propertv was not 
in ::'.lr. Gannan's hands at £45,000; and that 
he had not instructions to sell it for that or 
any other sum. 

" It is neces.sary to point out that in 1915 
severe losses were caused on \Vando Vale 
Station by drought, and the number of 
cattle on the station at the time negotiations 
with the Government commenced had been 
reduced to 10,000-according to Mr. Barnes's 
estimate-a large proportion of which were 
male cattle. However, the price of cattle 

had appreciated so much since 1913 that the 
appreciation had more than counterbalanced 
the losses b;v drought. 

"p,,ragraph (2) :- . 
" ' The amount of the purchase pnce 

paid by the Governr1_1ent for the 
said \Yando Yale Statwn and stock 
thereon.' 

"I find that the amount of the purcha~e 
price was £82,000, of which £101009 was pa1d 
in cash and the balance was paid m Queens
land Government Debentures, with interest 
at the rate of £4 10s. per centum, free of 
State and Federal income tax. 

"Paragraph (3) :-
" 'The person or persons to whom the 

said purchase price for \Vando. Vale 
St~tion and stock was so paid by 
the Government, and how such pur
chase price was applied.' 

"I find that the purchase price was P~J:id 
to Union Trustee Company of Australia, 
Li.mited, Bricbane, who were acting under a 
power-of-attorney for 11rs. Sara Barnes. The 
method of payment was as follows:-
CASH-

Paid to 'Cnion Trustee Company 
of Australia, Ltd., Brisbane £1,000 

Paid to the credit of }lrs. Sara 
Barne" in the Commercial 
Banking Company of Sydney 9,000 

DEBE~TGRES-

These were all handed to 
Union Trustee Com
pany of Australia, 
Ltd., Brisbane, on 
behalf of :Mrs. Sara 
Barnes :-

1. Series issued in the 
nrrme of 1\frs. Sara 
Barnes .. . .. . £38,600 

2. Series issued in the 
name of Uniun 
Trustee Company 
of Australia, Ltd. 25,600 

3. Series issued in the 

1,300 

£10.000 

name of Louise 
Carruthers King 

4. Series i;sued in the 
name of Esther 
J a ne Counsel! £6,500 • 

Total Cash and De
bentures 

£72.000 

£82,000 

"Of the sum of £1,000 cash, £850 was 
paid by Union Trustee Company of Aus
tralia Limited to the Pastoral Estates, 
Limit~d, Toowo~mba, for commission. on the 
sale of the station. The balance IS held 
by the company on behalf of Mrs. Barnes. 

" All the debentures are now held by 
the companv on behalf of Mrs. Barnes, ex
cept series 3 and 4, issued in the name of 
Louise Carruthers King and Esther Jane 
Counsell. The lastnamed debentures were 
issued to the persons named under instruc
tions from :\1rs. Barnes, in payment of 
purchase money for land. Apart from the 
pavment of commission to the Pastoral 
Estat-es, Limited, no payment of commission 
fees or outgoings of any kind has been made 
from the purchase price. 
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" As to the rumour that o£5,000 was paid 
to the Hon. E. G. Theodore (the State 
'Treasurer). :\1r. Theodore gave evidence 
absolutelv denving the rumour. and said 
there wa's not the slight<'st shadow of justi
fication for any allegation of the kind. The 
rumour >vas disproved by the evidence of 
:Mr. Ilyram (manager of Union Truste~ Com· 
pany of Australia. Ltd., Brisbane). Mr. 
·Gm·don Graham (Under Secretary, Dc·part· 
ment of Public Lands), Mr. McGugan (State 
Stations ::Ylanager). Mr. J. H. S. Barnes (the 
vendor of \Yando Vale Station). Mr. Vowles 
himself statPd in his e.-idence that he did 
·not give any credence to this rumour. 

"The witness T. F. Connor stated that he 
did not remember ::Y1r. Theodore's name being 
mtontioned nor that he said " Theodore got 
o£5.000 out of it." and further that if he did 
say it, it must haYe been a pure im·ention. 

"I find that the rumour was entirely with
·out foundation. 

"Paragr'lph (4) : 'Whether the pur
cha··e price paid by the Go.-ernment 
as aforesaid was a fair and reason
ab!€' price for the said \Y ando 
V ale Station and stock.' 

" I find that the property was brought 
·under the notice of ::Ylr. :McGugan by the 
Pastoral Estates, Limited, Too\voomba, in 
JulY. 1916. The 'Sando Vale herd was at 
first the subject of negotiation (Exhibit 38). 
Mr. ::\1cGugnn succeeded later in o1otaining 
an offe-r of the station and stock as a going 
concern for o£35,000, with 10,000 head of 
cattle (Exhibit 48). He ir,structed i\lr. 
f~tanley 1-I. L. Ferry to 111ake an inspection 
of \\~ando Yale Station. Mr. Ferrv made 
a t'•orc ,,g·h inspection of the station and 
~tock. co1nn1encing early in ~..\.ugust, 1916. 
Th0 in·pcction laste-d OYer fourteen days, 
and fmi·--hei on the 17th August. Mr. Ferry 
th>.Jr met Mr. :ucGugan at Pcntland on 19th 
Au;?;uet. 1916. by appointment, and made a 
verbal recommendation for the purch:•ce 
On this verbal report, JI.Ir. 1\1cGugan made a 
written report to the under Secretary, D<:>· 
p:trtment of Public Lands (Exhibit 53) 
recommending the purchase at o£85,000. Mr. 
Ferry followed up his verbal report with il 
w>.·ittcn report (Exhibit 54) gi.-ing an 2shmate 
of the cattle at 12,000, and referring to the 
proposed purc>has(' of the station nnrl scock 
(which he knew were under offer at ~e85,00G) 
as a good proprsition. 

" After the receipt of 1Ir. McGugan's re
commendation (Exhibit 53) the Und8r Secrc
tarv decided to rcc·omme,rd ~he purcha,e. 
The Secretary for Public !:.Cmd> (Hon .• J. 
::\1. Hunter, M.L.A.), having <liscnssed the 
matter with the under Secretary ,~c:d :\Jr. 
J\1cGugan, submitted a recommcndati-::n to 
Cabinet and obtained Cabinet ap:uoya] for 
the purchase at o£85,000. He rhen in,tructecl 
'the Dndcr Secretary to try ro get the ero
perty for o£8C.OOO, and the 'Cnder Secretary, 
after some further discussion with Mr. 
Barnes and ::\lr. Bennett. the Mana~iog 
Director of the Pastoral Estates, Limited, 
Toowoomba. on 29th August. 1916, succepdcd 
in getting the vendor (Mr. Barne ,) to reduce 
his price to o£82,000 and close th•e bargain. 

" The Secretarv for Public Lands. in re
commending the purchase for Cabinet 
approval. relied on the recommendation of 
Mr. McGugan, adopting the recommendation 
-of Mr. Ferry. These gentlemen are official 
experts of the Department in the State 

Stations business, and their probity and 
ability are not questioned. The recommenda
tion of the Dnder Secretary for Lands was 
also of importance on account of his special 
departmental knowledge of the value of 
pastoral properties thron;;nout the State. 

" I see no reason for d'.:>"l..lb~ing the recom
mendation of these gentlemen, and I am cf 
opinion that the purchase, w.'leil m:rd·'· was 
a good bargain for the Stat'?, a~ o£85,000, on 
the vendor's estimate of 10.000 cattle. As 
the stock exceeded the vendor's estimate by 
nearly 3,000 hNd and the vendor accepted 
£3,000 less than the price he asked, I am 
of opinion that it was an excellent bargain 
for the State on the 29th August, 1916. 

" Mr. Barnes stated that he considered he 
had made a bad bargain for himself, and is 
willing to repurchase at o£94,000, and to 
inepect at a much higher figure; but of 
course some of the e:rhanced price is attribut
able to the continued in<~rease in the value 
of cattle and the natural increase of the 
herd. 

" Mr. Macgregor referred to the absence 
of independent eYidence as to the value of 
the property in August, 1916. This would 
probably havE' been desirable if I had been 
dire'?ted to make a Yaluation of the property 
as 1t stood on that date, but as I was 
satisfied on the evidence given that the value 
was not less than the agreed price. I did not 
think it necessary to prolong the inquiry for 
the purpose of ascertaining the excess value 
(if any), v,hich is irreleYant to the inqairy. 

"I find that the pur,,hase price paid by 
the Go,-ernmcnt was a fair and reasonable 
price for \Vando Yale Station and stock. 

" I have the honour to be, 
" Your Excellency's most obedient servant, 

"T. O'SL'LLIVAN.'' 

LIST OF DOCL'::YlEN'L\RY EXHIBITS. 

1. Hansard report of speech by }lr. W. J. 
Vowles, ::\I.L.A., in Legislath·e Assem
bly, on 12th September, 1917. 

2. Letter, dated 21st June, 1913, from }Jr. 
John H. S. Barne~' to :VIessrs. F. A. 
Brodie and Coy.. Sydney, offering 
Wan do Vale at £55,000, walk in walk 
out. 

3. Copy telegram. dated 9th ::Yiarch, 1915, 
from Pastoral EsLtes Limited, to :\Ir. 
Barnes, re inspection of \Vanclo Vale. 

4. Copy letter, dated 9th :\larch, 1915, con· 
firming abo.-e telegram. 

5. Telegram. dated 15th :Uiilrch, 1915, from 
.Mr. Barnes to Pastoral E'states 
Limited, r,dvising \Vando Vale was not 
for sale. 

6. Telegram. datPd 1Cth July, 1916. from 
::Ylr. Barnes to Pastoral Estates 
Limited, offering \Vando Vale herd. 

7. Copy telegram, dated 12th July, 1916, 
from Pastoral Estates Limited, to Mr. 
Barnes. ad.-ising they were waiting 
reply from ::Ylr. :McGugan. 

8. Copy letter, -dated 13th July. 1916, from 
Pastoral Estates Limited. to Mr. 
Barnes, acknowledging and confirming 
above telegrams. 

9. Letter. dated 16th July. 1916, from Mr. 
Barnes to Manager, Pastoral Estates 
Limited. confirming his telegraphic 
offer of whole \Vando Vale herd. 
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10. Copy letter, dated 17th July, 1916, from 
:Managing Director, Pastoral Estates 
Limited, to 2:\lr. Barnes, relative to 
interview with :Hr. :YicGugan. 

11. Copy telegram, dated 20th July, 1916, 
from Pastoral Estates Limited, to Mr. 
Barnes, re :Mr. McGugan's application 
for offer respecting \V ando V ale herd. 

12. Copy letter, dated 20th July, 1916, from 
:Ylanaging Director, Pastoral Estates 
Limited, confirming abo,-e. 

13. Telegram, dated 20th July, 1916, from 
Mr. Barnes to Pastoral Estates 
Limited, asking leave matter in abey
ance pending his arrival in Brisbane. 

14. Telegram, dated 21st July, 1916, from 
Mr. Barnes t0 Pastoral Estates 
Limited, granting offer Wando Vale 
cattle. 

15. Copy telegram, dated 21st July, 1916, 
from Pastoral Estates Limited, to Mr. 
Barnes, advising offer of cattle 'phoned 
to :Hr. ::\;lcGugan. 

16. Letter, dated 24th July, 1916, from Mr. 
Barnes to the :Manager, Pastoral 
Estates Limited, acknO\vledging above 
telegram and confirming offer of 
Wando Vale at £85,000. 

17. Telegram, dated - July, 1916, from :Ylr. 
Barnes to Pastoral Estate~ Limited, 
offering Wando Vale at £85,000. 

18. Letter, ·dated 24th July, 1916, from lllr. 
Barneo to the :Manager, Pastoral 
Estates Limited, ackowledging tele
gram (Exhibit 11) and confirming reply 
(Exhibit 14). 

19. Copy letter, dated 24th July, 1916, from 
:Ylanaging Director, Pastoral Estates 
Limited, to :\lr. Barnes, \Vando V ale, 
re offer of \Yando Vale herd. 

20. Copy letter, dated 25th July, 1916, from 
:\lanaging Director, Pastoral Estates 
Limited, to :\lr. Barnes, Lyndhurst, re 
offer of Wando Vale herd. 

21. Copy letter, dat0d 29th J ul·v, 1916, from 
:\ianaging Director, Pastoral Estates, 
Limited, to :\Ir. Barnes, confirming 
telegram r.<: inspection of Wando Vale 
by Government inspector. 

22. Copy telegram, dated 29th July, 1916, 
from Pastoral Estates Limited, re 
abovenamed inspection. 

23. Telegram. dateJ. 3rd August, 1916, from 
Mr. Barnes to Pastoral Estates 
Limited, notifying Brisbane address. 

24. Copy letter, dated 8th August, 1916, from 
Managing Director, Pastoral Estates 
Limited, to ::Yir. Barnes, at Brisbane, 
re proposed inteniew with Mr. 
McGugan. 

25. Letter, dated 19th August, 1916, from Mr. 
Barnes to the Manager, Pastol'al 
Estates Limited, ad,-ising that Mr. 
::\1cGugan bad nm communicated with 
him. 

26. Urgent telegram, dated 21st August, 1916, 
from :Mr. Barnes to Pastoral Estates 
Limited, re request by Mr. McGugan, 
extension of offe~·. 

27. Copy telegram, dated 21st August, 1916, 
from Pastoral Estates Limited, to Mr. 
Barnes, re aboYe request. 

28. Letter, dated 21st August, 1916, from Mr. 
Barnes to Manager Pastoral Estates 
Limited, re above request. 

29. Copy letter, dated 21st August, 1916, fronJ> 
:Managing Director, Pastoral Estates. 
Limited. to Mr. Barnes, confirming 
above telegrams. 

30. Copy letter, elated 22nd August, 1916, 
from Managing Director, Pastoral 
Estates Limited, to :Mr. Barnes, re 
further communication with !Hr. 
::YlcGugan. 

31. Letter, date-d 23rd August, 1916, from 
Mr. Banws to :Ylanager, Pastoral 
Estab2s Limited, acknowledging above 
letter. 

32. Letter, dated 26th August, 1916. from Mr. 
Barnes to the "G nder Secretary for 
Lands,. advising his departure for \V ar
wick. 

33. Letter, dated 30th August, 1916, from Mr. 
Barne: to :\lr. \V. Gordon Graham,. 
acknowledging receipt of draft agree
ment. 

34. Letter, dated 30th August, 1916, from :\1r. 
Barnes to Pastoral Estates Limited,. 
offering £850 commission. 

, 35. Letter, dated 26th June, 1917, from :\I an
aging Director, Pastoral Estates-
Limited, to :VIr. Barnes. rC' alleged 
statement by :'\orthern agent as to offer· 
of \V anclo Vale at £40.000. 

36. Letter, dated 9th July, 1917, from :\lr. 
Barnes to }Janager, Pastoral Estates 
Limited, in reply to above. 

37. Copy tckgram, da~ed 8th July. 1916, from 
Pastoral ·Estates Limited to 2\'lr. 
:UcGugan, re eh's of cattle do.sired. 

38. Copy telegram, dated lOth July. 1916, 
. from Pastoral Estates Limited. to :Ylr. 
:YlcGugan, re offer of \Y an do Yale herd. 

39. Copy letter, oClated lOth July, 1916. from 
:Ylanaging Director. Pastoral Estates 
Limited, to :\Ir. i\IcGugan, con!lrming 
aboYe. 

40. Copy letter, dated lOth July, 1916, from 
Managing Director, Pastoral Estates 
Limited, to General Manager, State 

·Stations, confirming above (Exhibit 38). 
41. TeiE>gram, dated 15th July, 1916, from 

:Ylr. :\1cGugan to Pastoral Estates 
Limited, acknowledging telegrams and. 
letters. 

42. Letter, dated 15th July, 1916, 
Pastoral Estates Limited, to 
:\'lcGugan, re purchase of vV ando 
herd. 

from 
Mr. 

Vale 

43. Copy letter, dated 20th July, 1916, from 
Managing Director, Pastoral Estates 
Limited, to Mr. :McGugan, re proposed 
interview with Mr. Bennett. 

44. Telegram. dated 28th July, 1916, from 
:Ylr. McGugan to Pastoral Estates 
Limited, advising inspector would reach 
W ando V ale 1st August. 

45. Copy letter, dated 24th July, 1916. from 
Managing Director, Pastoral Estates. 
Limited, to Mr. McGugan, re offer of 
W ando V ale herd. 

46. Copy letter, dated 25th July, 1916. from 
Managing Director, Pastoral Estates. 
Limited, to Mr. McGugan, re Wando· 
Vale herd. 

47. Copy telegram, dated 26th July, 1916, 
from Pastoral Estates Limited to Mr. 
McGugan, Rockhampton, re offer of 
Wando Vale at £85,000. 

48. Letter, dated 27th July, 1916, from 
Managing Director, Pastoral Estates·. 
Limited, to Mr. McGugan, confirming 
abQve offer. 
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49. Letter, dated 29th July, 1916, from 
Managing Director, Pastoral Estates 
Limited, to Mr. McGugan, confirming 
above offer (Exhibit 47). 

.50. Copy telegram, dated 29th July, 1916, 
from Managing Director, Pastoral 
Estates Limited, to Mr. McGugan, 
Marlborough, re offer of \Yando Vale 
at .£85,000. 

:51. Copy letter, dated 2nd August, 1916. from 
Managing Director. Pastoral Estates 
Limited, to Mr. :\IcGugan. re proposed 
interyiew with Mr. Barnes. 

52. Letter, d>tted lOth August, 1916, from 
Managing Director, Pastoral Estate,, 
Limited, to General :Yianager, State 
Stations, re the payment of purchase 
money (£85.000). 

53. Letter, dated 19th August, '1916. from 
}lr. ThicGugan to 1J nder Secretarv for 
Lanck recommending purchase at 
.£85,000. 

:54. Letter, dated 21st August, 1916. from Mr. 
Stanley H. Ferry to Mr. ::\lcGugan, re
porting result his inspection of \Vando 
Yale. and stating purchase good pro
position. 

:55. Telegram. -dated 19th August, 1916. from 
JUr. McGugan to Pastoral Estates 
Limited, .asking fortnight's extension 
offer. 

56. Copy urgent telegram, dated 19th August, 
1916, from Pastoral Estates Limited to 
Mr. McGugan, Ravenswood, re request 
extension. 

.57. Copy urgent telegram, dated 21st August, 
1916. from Pastoral Estates Limited to 
Mr. }lcGugan, Ravenswood, re request 
extension. 

:58. Urgent telegram, dated 19th August, 
1916, from Mr. McGugan, Charters 
Towers, to Pastoral Estates Limited, 
asking for longest extension possible. 

59. Letter, dated 21st August, 1916, from 
Managing Director. Pastoral Estates 
Limited, to Mr. McGugan, acknowledg
ing and confirming above telegrams. 

·60. Copy telegram, dated 22nd August, 1916, 
from Managing Director, Pastoral 
Estates Limited, Mr. McGugan, Towns
ville, ;-e request for extension of offer. 

-61. Urgent telegram, dated 23rd August, 
1916, from Mr. McGugan to Pastoral 
Estates Limite-d, .as to date of taking 
delivery. 

62. Copy letter, dated 24th August, 1916, from 
Managing Director, Pastoral Estates 
Limited, to Mr. McGugan, re alleged 
failure in delivery of Ravenswood 
telegrams. 

c63. Copy letter, dated 28th August, 1916, 
frmn Managing Director, Pa~toral 
Estates Limited, to Mr. :!\1cGugan, re 
date of taking deliyery (Exhibit 61). 

~4. Copy urgent telegram, dated 29th August, 
1916, from Under Secretary for Lands 
to Mr. McGugan, a-dvising proposed 
purchase at .£82,000, and asking earliest 
date for delivery. 

65. Urgent telegram, dated 30th August, 
1916, from Mr. McGu~an to Under 
Secretary for Lands, advising Mr. 
Bowman would take delivery 7th Sep
tember, 1916. and asking for guarantee 
of number of stock. 

66. Letter, dated 31st August, 1916, from Mr. 
MoGugan to Under Secretary for 
Lands, confirming abo,·e. 

67. Letter, dated 23rd June, 1917, from 
Me>srs. J. V. Suter an-d. Coy, to Mr. 
MeGugan, advising main particulars 
of Wando Vale they held were £65,000 
with 10,000 head of cattle, walk in walk 
out. 

68. Letter, dated 19th July, 1917, from 
Managing Director, Pastoral Estates 
Limited, re alleged statement as to 
price of Wando Vale. 

69. Notice of Question by Mr. Vowles in 
Legislative Assembly, 13th September, 
1917. 

70. Notice of Questions by ::\Ir. V owles and 
Mr. vVinstanley in Legislative Assem
bly, 18th September, 1917. 

71. Answer given in Legislative Assembly on 
19th September, 1917, by The Hon. The 
Secretary for Public Lands, to Mr. 
Winstanley's Question re stock on 
Wando Vale. 

72. Answer giyen in Legislative Assembly, on 
20th September, 1917, by The Hon. 
The Secretary for Public Lands. to 
Mr. Corser's Question re the purchase 
of Wan do V ale. 

73. 'Telegram, dated 8th October, 1917, from 
Mr. Livingstone to Mr. Suter, Queen's 
Hotel. Townsville, re alleged offer to 
Mr. Peel in May, 1916, at £65,000. 

74. Urgent telegram, dated 27th September, 
1917, from Mr. Suter to Mr. Barnes, 
Hotel Cecil, Brisbane, as to alleged 
offer of £65,000 in June or July, 1916. 

75. Telegram, dated 2nd October, 1917, from 
Mr. Suter to Mr. "Fowles," Parlia
ment House. Brisbane, as to alleged 
offer of .£65,000 in June or July, 1916. 

76. Letter, dated 26th June, 1916, from Mr. 
J. H. S. Barnes to Messrs. J. V. Suter 
and Coy., Hughenden, re offer of 
Lyndhurst. 

77. Circular from Messrs. F. A. Brodie and 
Co. to Messrs. P. T. Gannan and Co., 
re offer of Wando Vale at .£45,000 in 
1912 (with annexure). 
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MI~DTES OF EVIDEXCE TAKEN 

BEFORE THE ROYAL COMMISSI0::-.1" 
APPOIXTED TO IXQDIRE INTO 

AKD REPORT DP0::-.1" THE PUR

CHASE OF WA~DO VALE STATION. 

Com-missioner: 
The HoxouRABLE THOMAS O'SULLIVAN, 

Esquire, K.C., a judge of District Courts 
of the State of Queensland and its De
pendencies. 

Counsel: 

Mr. A. H. H. M. FEEZ, K.C., with him 
Mr. H. D. MACROSSAN (instructed by 
Mr. W. F. Webb, Crown Solicitor), 
appeared for the Crown and to assist the 
Co1nn1ission. 

:\Ir. P. B. MACGREGOR, with him Mr. A. D. 
McGJLL (instructed by :Ylr. A. H. PACE), 
appeared for :\Ir. \V. J. VowLES, M.L.A. 

Scccttary: J. D. O'HAGAX. 

(DISTRICT Cot:Rr, BRISBAXE.) 

SA.lTRDAT, 22 SEPTEJIBER, 1917. 

FIRST DAY. 

The Secretary read the Commission. Com
mission rt'Corded. 

l1Ir. Fee;: I understand that Mr. Vowles, 
the gentleman who made the allegations, 
part of which this inquir~· relates to, is not 
in Brisbane at the pr<csent time; and the 
Crown, though extremely anxious to have 
this matter elucidated and the truth brought 
out at the earliLst possible moment, are also 
desirous that ::Yir. Vowles should have every 
opportunity of attending and of bringin~ 
any evidence >Yhich he mav have or feel 
inclined to bring; and, ihe1:efore, we don't 
want to hurr:;·-that is to sav, don't want to 
rush it on-this morning, much as WC would 
like to. As a matter of fact, we could go 
on with a certain amount of evidence this 
morning ; but under ihe circumstances and 
simply out of pure fairness, the Crown 'think 
that ::Ylr. Vowlcs shoul·d be given an oppor
tunity of attending and putting whatever 
he wishes to put before the Court--

The Commissionu: And hc~r the evidence 
also? 

!Jfr. Pccz: And hearing the evidence, 
cross-exa1nining IYitnessf->:,, and so forth. 
Under these cir~umstances, it is only a ques
tion of when the matter should be heard. 
As Mr. Yo\Yles is out of town. I understand 
perhaps it would be convenient to adjourn t~ 
a day to be fixed. so that ::ilr. Vowles might 
l';ave an opportunity of saying 1vhat he would 
hke. 

The Commissioner: :Monday, probably, 
·would not suit? 

Jfr. Fcro: :Ylonday is rather short, I am 
afraid. The Crown want to give Mr. 
Vowles every opportunity--

The Commissioner: I quite understand 
that. • 

Jir. Pecz: Of entablishing .,-hat the Crown 
·allege are ~bsoi~te misstatmnents; and, in 
or!'Jer .to _gr;-e hrm that opportunity, they 
thmk rt rrght that the matter should not be 
hurried on in any way. 

The Cornmi-<sioner: \V ell, will you suggest 
a date, Mr. Feez? 

Jfr. Frcz: "\Veil, if Your Honour would 
leave it rather in this wav-that when we 
have communicated with :i1r. Vowles, and 
have found out what his 1Yishes are in the· 
matter, we should let Your Honour know? 

The Commissioner: Very well. adjourn it 
on the understanding that it 1vill be brought 
on at the earliest date that will suit Mr. 
Vowks. 

Jir. Fccc: Of course, by "the earliest 
possible moment that will suit }lr. Yowles," 
I understand it to be within a re-asonable 
time. The Crown could not cons<ent to 
adjourn the matter to any indefinite time. 

The Cornmissionc1·: Perhaps it might be 
as well to adjourn the matter to Tuesday, 
and let Mr. Vowles know that it is adjourned 
to Tuesday., 

Jir. Fccz: Yery well, Your Honour. 
\Yould you say 11 o'clock on Tuesday"? 

'The Commissioner: Yerv well. I am not 
quite sure yet whether the Land Court is 
available. I will a>eljourn it until Tues
day, at 11 o'clock, at the Land Court; that 
is, on the understanding that the Land Court 
is ayailable; otherwi,e we will have to ad
journ it to a room in Parliament Buildings. 

Jir. Pctz: I desire to sav that the Crown 
arc de•·irous that the matter' shoukl be heard, 
and that Your Honour should determine the 
rnattcr, at the earliest possible lllOlllent; and 
this adjournment is only in the interests of 
:\Ir. Yowles. 

Th, ('a missionu: You >Yish Mr. Yowle~> 
to be present \Yhen the evidence is gi.-en? 

Jlr. }"(fz: Yes, to ha.-c the opportunity of 
being present. I 1nay state that a sumn1ons 
will be served on ::Yir. Vowles to-day, con
taining a statenwnt of the full scope of Your 
Honour's Commission; so that he should 
ha .-c plenty of opportunity. 

The Cn~:. mission er: I think that should bee 
done. Yery well, the inquiry will be ad
journed until Tuesday, the 25th mstant, at 
11 o't:o~k, at the Land Court. 

[The official shorthand reporters (:\Iessrs. 
H. J. Bannister and B. A. Goode) were 
sworn by the Commissioner.] 

[The G)mmission adjourned ut 10.50 a.m. 
until 25th September, 1917.] 

iL.\XD COI:RT, BRISB.I.XE.) 

Tt .. ESD.lT, 25 SEPTEJIBER, 1917. 

SECOXD DAY. 

clir. 1lcbb: It appears, Your Honour, it 
will lw nece··<ary to again e,djourn this Com
mi ,sion. I v1as in conununication \Yith Mr. 
Yowles last night, and it appears that, on 
account of his business engagements, it is. 
not reasonably possible for him to attend 
before Thursday n1orning. 

The CommissioncJ": That is another IY<ty of 
saving that Mr. Vowlc' wishes for an 
adjournment for Thursday morning? 

MJ". Wcbb: Yes. 

The Commissionc1": The further hearing· 
will be adjourned until Thursday morning, 
at 10.30. 

[The CommiHion adjourned at 11.3 a.m. 
until 27th September, 1917.] 



Royal Gommi8sion on [17 OCTOBER.] Wando Vale Purchase. 1927 

(LAND COcRT, BRISBASE.) 

TH[/RSDAT, 27 SEPTEMBER, 1917. 

THIRD DAY. 

The Commissioner: Do you appear, Mr. 
Feez? 

Mr. Feez: I appear, if Your Honour 
pleases, with my learned friend Mr. 
Macrossan, for the Crown. I notice that 
Mr. Vowles is not present. I know that he 
is in town· when I sav "I know" I am 
informed b~ the Crown Solicitor tha:t he saw 
him in town. 

The Commissioner: You can go on with 
the evidence? 

Mr. Feez: The position is this: J\Ir. Vowles 
is the gentleman who has made these accusa
tions; and I would suggest-with Your 
Honour's consent, of course-that the pro
per course would be for l\lr. Yowles to state 
upon oath what he has to sav; and tell us 
how he proposes-if he does propose-to try 
and substantiate any of these charges that he 
has made. He is in the position of the 
accuser. The Crown, of course, have evidence 
ready to go on with, abs0lutely to disprove 
the charges. Of course, we are here to a'sist 
you, as far as possible. 

The Commissio-ner: My duty is to make 
the inquiry. 

Jir. Feez: Yes; to elucidate the absolute 
facts and truth; and for that reason we have 
a number of witnesSC'l here to prove that the 
insinuations al)d the allegations are abso
lutely without any foundation in fact. 

The Commissioner: In the absence of ::\1r. 
Vowleo, what do you suggest? 

Mr. Fe eo: \Vel!, I suggest that he should 
be brought here; lw has been subpcenaed to 
appear. The questions which Your Honour 
is asked to inquire into arf': The truth or 
otherwise of t]O£, following- aiiPgations :-"(a) 
That the said William John Vowlt's was then 
in a position to prove that \V an do Yale 
Station, with all the stock on it. could have 
been bought for forty-five thousand pounds 
and le" on the same day that it was pur
chased by the Government." That is the 
first and most matprial of the all,•gations. 
The accusation invol\'C'S directl:v a charge 
of the grossest ineompetE'nce and negli!l"ence 
on the part of the Government; and un
doubtedh- involves an insinuation of some
thing worse. [At this .<tagt, Jir. 1lon·les 
entered the Court Room.] Oh! here is ~1r. 
Vowles no"\v. -

The Commi1 sioner: \Ve were wondering 
whether to go on without you, ~Ir. Yowles. 

Jfir. Fo1r!es: I have bE'en up at the District 
Court, in accordancE' with the summons which 
I received, waiting for the Court. \Ye hwe 
had no notification· that it was here. 

The Commi1"ioner: That e'<plains the whole 
matter. ::\1r. Vowles. Very well; this is an 
inquiry into thE' truth or othPrwise of c0rtain 
allegations made by you, Mr. Vowles. It 
seems that we must get some evidence from 
you on the; n1atter. You are ihe per~on 1vl1o 
made these allegations, and it would be rather 
difficult to inquire into them without evidence 
from you. 

Mr. ro1cle.•: Before you proceE'd >Yith the 
inquiry. Your Honour, I should like to make 
a few remarb about it. I see that counsel 
are appearing in this case-a. formidable bar 
-and I understand that they are appearing 

in the interests of the Crown. Now, in these 
proceedings I am joined, practically, as a 
narh-in the recital that I have here-and 
the ~tatcments that I have made are made in 
the public interest; and I think that it is 
onl~- a right thing that the public interest 
should be protected by counsel. It seems to 
be a most remarkable thing that the Crown, 
who have been cha-rged, should ha.-e men to 
protect them, and the Crown Law Office has 
not a·'signed counsel to the public interest, 
altogether distinct from the Crown interest 
in this case. 

The Commissioner: Have you made an 
application to the Crown Law Office for 
counsel to be assigned? 

Jir. 1lou:~<s: I have made no application. 
I only arrived in Brisbane this morning a.t 
8 o'clock. I mentioned it to Mr. \Vebb, and 
told him it was my intention to bring this 
matter forw!lrd and to ask you-if the Crown 
does not assign counsel-for an adjournment 
of the case. As regards my own position, I 
should also like to tell you that I \Yas sub
pcenaed at 10 o'clock on Saturday night la.st, 
at Dalby, to apprar on Monday in Brisbane. 
That was an absolute impossibility; there 
\YUS no train service, and it 'vas impossible 
to get a motor down to Toowoomba in order 
to catch the mail there. 

The Commissioner: The Commission of 
Inquiry was adjourned to Tuesday, wasn't it, 
Mr. Vowles? The subpcena should ha.-e been 
Tuesday. 

Jlr. V,ou:les: ::\'o; the subprena is to appear 
on Monday. 

The C01"m.i,,sioner: \Yell, the adjournment 
was granted from Saturday to Tuesday. 

Jir. r o-dPs: To appear on :l\londa.-, the 
24th Septemr•·r. That was an impossibility. 
I understand that Mr. Feez made an applica
tion for an adjournment to suit my con
venience. It suits mv convenience to be here 
to-day, but not to g'o on with any evidence 
nntil such time as counsel m·e either assigned 
b·; the Crmvn. or else I have counsel at this 
t~blc to defend the public interests. I may 
ca·c that I ha•:e something like ten witneFSes 
"·hom I 1•·ant subpoenaed-! have had no 
opportunity of a9king .-.-ou to do that
,,-i+nesscs who live at long distances-se.-eral 
of them in the '\" orth of Queensland. One, 
I understand, M:r. Gannan (who is one of my 
, hie£ witne'"CJ in this matter)-is ver~-, 1·ery 
ill: and I think it highly desirable that his 
evidence> should be taken on commission be
rRu:;:e, from -r,~,hat I can gather, he is not 
likc]y to live: and I think that should be 
done) straight away. Another witness that 
I ha..-c-a. vf'fy important witness-is :l\fr. 
Connor. Ho is in the North of Queensland; 
he is a well-known gentleman. 

Th; Commissioner: \Yell, we could go on 
with anv evidence that is available in the 
South-0:our own evidence and any other 
evidence that is available here-as soon as 
you get the result of your application to the 
Crown Law Office. 

Jir. !"oU"/s: E'<actly. I want to know 
•··hat attitude the Crown are adopting. The 
Crown are charged, and they are defending 
themselves, and the public intere,,t is not 
bein'l" defended; and I am here to give that 
evidence-which io highly desirable. ='Jot 
onlv should that be done, but we should have 
all· the copies of the correspondence which, 
in the House, I asked to be tabled, and which 
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the Minister refused to table. I think that 
my counsel, or I, should be supplied with 
copies for the purposes of this ea 'ie. 

The Commissioner: As to any matter like 
that, you ought to apply to the Crown Law 
Office. 

Mr. Yowles: Yes. I have looked through 
the Official Inquiries Evidence Act, and I 
·did not see anything which would enable 
you to have them supplied. 

The Commissioner: Under the circum
·,tances, Mr. Feez, it seems reasonable to give 
Mr. Vowles a further adjournment in order 
that he can make an application. 

Jlr. Feez: The position I take up in this 
matte1· is one of acting simply in the in
terests of justice and the interests of the 
public. I cannot dissociate the interests 
of the Crown from the interests of the public 
and it seems to me that the two are one : 
and we are here as counsel not as advocate~ 
for any particular person,' but to elucidate 
th.e truth. We don't, of course, in any way 
Wish to put Mr. Vowles in the slightest diffi
culty, but to give him everv assistance we 
can; that !s tc: say, the cr"own, naturally, 
want tlus mqmry got through as early as 
posS!ble: they want Your Honour's finding 
on the'e very serious allegations without de
lay: and. therefore, I could not consent on 
~<>half of the Crown, to an indefinite 'ad
JOUrnment-as I said before; but we are 
perf<>ctly prepared to assist Mr. Vowles in 
-ev;ery way in connection with getting 
W!tn~sses-if, of course, they can be got 
Withm a reasonable time. I may say, with 
regard to the Crown supplying counsel, of 
co!lrse, I am not in a position to say any
thmg about that; onlv 1t does seem to be a 
mosr. extraordinary request. 

Mr. rowles: Why? 

"~Ir. Fee.t: That a man who has made a 
charge agamst the. ~dministrative body of 
the Crown-the 1\1)msters of the Crown
should ask that they should supply him with 
counsel to establ!sh that charge, seems to me 
a very extraordmary position; and it must 
~e reme.mbered that the principal statement 
!nto WhiCh Your Honour is asked to inquire 
Is, that Mr. Vowles is in a position to prove 
-and when he made the statement in the 
H~mse h~ was in a position to prove-that 
this statiOn-at the time it was sold to the 
Government-could have been bought bv 
them fo_r the s'!-~ of £45,000. He said that 
he was I? a positiOn to prove it. Well, under 
those CI~·cumstan.ces it would be a most 
extraordmary thmg that a request should 
be made to the C~own t? supply him with 
couEs<;l. to do a. thmg whiCh he was then in 
a positio~ to do himself. Mr. Vowles must 
now be m ex~ctly the same position as he 
,was . at that t1m~. But, anyhow, that has 
nothmg to do With Your Honour or with 
me: I can only suggest that this is a request 
which seems to me to be, to put it mildly, 
somewhat unusual. 

Then with regard to the witnesses. First 
of .:Jl; of course, I say that we will help 
Mr. \ owles to get any witnesses he requires. 

Jir. r o 1rles: I submit that that is vour 
function, Your Honour. " 

Mr. Fe,.:: I say merelv that the Crown 
will assist you. The Commis•ioner has the 
power to issue subpamas, of course. The 
"suing of those is entirely in his discretion. 
I say the Crown will assist, in every possible 

way, to get any witnesses we can. For in
instance, Mr. Vowles mentioned Mr. Gannan. 
\V e know,. in issuing the Commission-we 
have information that Mr. Gannan at the 
present time is practically dying; he is in 
such a condition that it is hopeless at the 
present time to ask him anything about the 
thing; he is in a state of delirium and is 
not expected to live-well, his death, unfortu
nately, is expected at any time; he is in a 
very parlous state indeed, and certainly is 
not in a condition to give evidence at the 
pre•,ent time. \Ve don't, of course, know 
anything about Mr. Connor. With regard to 
the correspondence-that is a matter which 
is entirely for the Crown. There is nothing 
to keep back; there is only the ordinary 
correspondence that takes place in c,onnec
tion •rith the sale of a station, passing be
tween the agent and the principal, and the 
per,on who was acting on behalf of the 
Crown (Mr. McGugan-manager of the Go
vernment stations). There is nothing which 
the Crown have any objection to Mr. Vowles 
seeing. I am quite sure he probably will be 
supplied with any correspondence he wants. 
With regard to adjourning, we think that 
the proper course would be for 1\fr. Vowles
who has ma·de these charges-to proceed at 
all events so far as his own evidence is con
cerned. so that we will know exactly where 
we stand and know in what way he proposes 
to use the witnesses-what relevancv the wit
nesses would have on the inquiry; and it 
might also be necessary, under these circum
stances, for the Crown to call other witnesses 
to elucidate further the facts-not that I 
think it would be, but at the same time it 
might be. It seems to me that the proper 
procedure would be for Mr. Vowles now to 
gh·e his evidence; and after that-if he re· 
quired further evidence or we required fur
ther evidence-to adjourn the matter to en
able that evi·dence to be given within e. 
reasonable time. 

The Commissioner: Mr. Vowles, do vou 
want the adjournment before you give your 
own evi-dence? 

Mr. r owles: If I am not going to have 
counsel assigned to me, I want to consider 
the position. 

The Commissioner: You want to consult 
with counsel who is assigned to you? 

Mr. Fo,cles: Yes, before I proceed with 
it at all. As far as Mr. Feez's remarks are 
conc~rned, I should like to point out that he 
has a copy of what I said in the House; and 
I distinctlv stated in the House that Mr. 
Gannan w'as the agent; so they cannot be 
taken by any surprise. \I'here is another 
thing, too, I should like to comment on. 
Mr. Feez sa vs he cannot dissociate the Crown 
and the public interest in this. Well, there 
is a charge that the Crown are not protect
,ing the public interest; and to my mind it 
would be altogether wrong--

The Commi<~sioner: Yes, I am disposed to 
agree with your Yiew of that. I think that 
this is a charge against certain members of 
the Administration. that they have not done 
their public duty; and I think, myself, that 
vou should be allowed to be in a position to 
approach tlie Crown and ask the Crown 
whether, in the public .interest, they are will
ing to afford you the assistance of c9unsel. 
I propose to give you the necessary time to 
make that application to the Crown. My 
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<iuty is to inquire into the matter, whether 
you get the assistance of counsel or whether 
you do not. 

Mr. r o,,.Zes: I quite admit that. 

The Commissioner: \Vell, an adjournment 
io to-morrow would enable you to confer 
with the Crown Law Officers, would not it? 

Jfr. Fowles: Yes, that would suit me very 
-well. I suppose they would let me know this 
morning. Of course, if they don't I will have 
to make another application to-morrow. 

The Commissioner: Any witne•,ses you 
want subpomaed, you can hand their names 
in to the secretary of this Commission. 

111r. F1 ez: I don't know what the proce
<iure is. Dces Your Honour propose to sit 
while the House is sitting? There is no ob
jection to that? 

Th, Cam mission er: "Cnless somebody raises 
some point about it. 

Jfr. Fen: I don't know of any. 

The Commission"r: Do ;ou object to the 
tribunal sitting while the House is sitting? 

11-fr. Fou·zr,: Ko. I don't want to be here 
next Thursday, if I can possibly help it. 

The Commissiona: It will be arranged to 
suit the parties. 

Jfr. Frrz: If the matter is going to be 
adjourned until to-morrow, it would be more 
-convenient to adjourn it until 11onday and 
go straight on. 

The Commissioner: It might be better. 
Well, would it be more suitable to adjoll):'n 
it until ::\Ionday, Mr. Vowles? 

11£ r. r owles : Just as well. 

The Cam mission er: You would have time, 
ihen, to have counsel assigned, consult with 
-counsel, and go on. 

1lfr. r owles: It would be better; because 
I have had no opportunity of doing any
thing. I only got here this morning at 8 
<>'clock. 

The Commissioner: Well, I expect you to 
go on, as far as you are able to go on, on 
Monday. 

1lir. "Vou·les: Yes, Your Honour; I will 
give my own evidence. 

The Commissioner: Meantime, you will 
approach the Crown; and if the Crown 
.asbign you counsel, well and good; but 
whether you are assigned counsel or not, I 
want to go on with the matter on Monday. 

1lir. Feez: Mav we settle the procedure 
before we adjomn? 

The Commissioner: Yes. 

Mr. Feez: I think that, as Mr. Vowles is 
the accuser in this matter, he is in the nature 
of the prosecutor; and he, at all events, will 
be the first person to be called in the case. 
Of course, the matter is entirelv in Your 
Honour's hands : vou have the direction of 
the whole procedu'i·e. 

The Commi"S>:oner: Yes, the matter of 
the inquiry is an allegation made by Mr. 
Vowles. I take it, therefore, that Mr. 
Vowles will either commence by giving his 
own evidence, or by calling witnesses. 

Mr. Yon·les: Of course there are several 
other matters to be inquired into. 

The Commissioner: Yes; they are inci
dental to the main thing. 

Mr. Feez: They arise out of the main 
charge. 

::VIr. Yowles: I am quite prepared to start, 
Your Honour. 

The Commissioner: Very well, then. It 
is understood that Mr. Vowles will start on 
Monday. We will adjourn until Monday 
morning at half-past 10 o'clock. 

[The Commission adjourned until 10.30 a.m. 
on Monday, 1st October. 1917.] 

(PARLIA:IIENT HO"C"SE, BRISBAXE.) 
JIOXD:1Y, 1 OCTOBER, i917. 

FOURTH DAY. 
CO:l!MISSIONER : 

THE HOC\OFRABLE THO:I!AS O'St:LLIVAN. 
Esquire, K.C .. a .Judge of District Courts 
of Queensland and its Dependencies. 

COUNSEL: 
Mr. A. H. H. M. FEEZ, K.C .. with him Mr. 

H. D. MACROSSAN (instructed by Mr. 
Webb, Crown Solicitor), appeared for 
the Crown, and to assist the Commis,sion. 

Mr. P. B. MACGREGOR, with him Mr. A. D. 
McGn"L (instructed by Mr. A. H. Pace), 
appeared for Mr. W. J. Vowles, M.L.A. 

2fir. Jiat(!regor: I noticed that this Com
mission adjourned in order to allow Mr. 
Vowles to 'make application to the Crown 
for counsel. That application has been un
successful, and I ask Your Honour's leave 
that Mr. McGill and I be allowed to appear 
for Mr. Vowles. · 

The Commissioner: Yes, Mr. Macgregor. 
Mr. ~Iacgregor: Mr. Feez has dealt wit\ 

the question of procedure. May I say that 
the only issue which really touches Mr. 
Vowles is the first one, "(a)," as to (2), (3) 
and (4)-these are issues which the Crown 
has set for themselves. 

The Commisisoner: "(1) (a)"? 
1lfr. Macgregor: Yes "(1) (a)" and "(b)" 

are supposed to touch us. On that, if we 
were the prosecutors or the accusers, we 
would be entitled to the final reply on that. 
As to "(2)" "(3)" and "(4)" we would be 
here simplv by Your Honour's permission, 
and would 'take such part in the proceedings 
as Your Honour thought would be likely to 
assist you. 

The Commissioner: I take it that you are 
in the position of plaintiff as regards "(1) 
(a)". 

Jir. Jiacgregor: I think it is the position 
of accused. This is a charge against Mr. 
Vowles of telling stories ; he is is called 
upon to show that he is not telling lies, so ha 
is the accused in that aspect of it. 

The Commissioner: I look upon it as an 
allegation made by Mr. Vowles and I am 
appointed to inquire into that. If Mr. 
Vowles does not call evi-dence, I will have 
to take it that there is no evidence to sup
port the allegation. 

Jir. Jiaegregor: I am prepared to offer 
evidence on that, Your Honour, but we have 
not all the evidence available at the present 
time. Mr. Gannan is not available, but Mr. 
Vowles can give you the foundation upon 
which he made the statement, and the man 
who gave the statement upon which he made 
his statement. 



1930 Royal Commission on [ASSEMBLY.] Wando Vale Purchase. 

Jfr. Pecz: As I said before, we are here 
absolutely to a>sist the Court, in common 
with other reasons, in arriving at an abso
lutely proper finding in regard to this charge 
that has been made by Mr. Vowles. 

The Commissioner: Do you appear to assist 
the Commission, or for th'e Crown? 

Jir. Ferz: For the Crown and to assist 
the Commission. I appear in the same wav 
as the usual practice of Royal Commissions; 
the Crown usually appoint counBel to assist 
the Commission as they did in the big Com
mission in the South recently with regard 
to the oil matter. Counsel were appointed 
there by the Crown to assist the Commis
sioner, although the person charged was one 
of the :Vlinieters. and other counsel appeared 
with tho consent of the court for the dif
ferent individuals interested in the matter. 

The Commissioner: Did counsel in that 
case who appeared to a.-sist the Commissioner 
appear for any of the parties. 

Jfr: Fee:·: YC's, Your Honour, "' a matter 
of fact, this is the way that the learned 
judge put it: '' The Government have 
given me the a,,,;,tance of :\Ir. Shand, 
K.C., and Mr. Thomson, and I allowed the 
follmving conned to anpcar for the different 
persons intere t• d in the inquirY: -}Ir. Ral
Eton, K.C .. and )Jr. Broomficld. for the Hon. 
A. Griffith. '\Iinister for Education; ::\1r. 
Knox. K.C .. anr1 '\fr. H. M. Stcphen for 
the Bricish Imperial Oil Co0-., Ltd.; ::Ylr. 
Lanb. K.C., <tnd "Ir. \Yeigall for ::Ylr. J. 
Beynon Reed ; 1\h. Boc·ce and :Hr. L]oyd 
for ::\lr. H. A. JUorgar,.'' · 

The Crown simply appointed counsel here 
to assist the Commis,ion. }lr. Macgregor 
has said that he is not in a. position to call 
.all his eYidcnce at the present time. The 
Cro,vn. of course, desire~ the Con1mi~~1on to 
proceed with i:h g-reatest pos,ible .expedi
cnc:. I n1ay say at once I ha,:e a number 
of important witnr,sses here, and thev are 
kept h0 rc at. g-reat inconYenience to 'thcm
se]yes. and I ccrhinl;: a cl;: that there be no 
adjournment until some position arises that 
renders it absolutely necccsary; WE' want to 
gn on with the matter as rapidly as possible. 

The Co;ylmi.,,s.·rm• .": \Vhe:> the qm ction of 
tLe adjournment uises it can be dc·alt with. 

.'rf r. Jf a '!lrtr{0r: It is only fiye minutes ago 
that I saw the documt-nts-since the docu
ments v·ere recein ·~. It "·ill be impossible 
for me to cro,s-cxamine the witnesses on 
those documents. 

1'hc Comn<1Ssioner: \Yhat dccnments? 
Jir. Jiacor,·gor: 'I'ho documents and cor

responcknce that Mr. Vm-.Jes has been asking 
for. 

The Gommis,<ionrr: Did :Hr. Yowles only 
obtain those documents this morning? · 

Jir. Jiac[lrrgor: Yr,s, Your Honour, five 
n1inutes agu. 

.lir. Fe,': The Crown only got the request 
for them on Saturday morning. 

Jlr. Jiacgreoor: They were asked for in 
the Hou.<e months ago. 

Jir. Fecz: That was onlv a request to the 
Attorney-General-this reqtlest was only re
ceiYed on Saturday morning. and they could 
not find :Mr. Vowks ctt the addresR he gave; 
there w · s no d0!a;~- on the part of the Crown. 

The Commis8ioner: Jl.1r. ::Yiac::rregor vou 
had better go on a~ far as you can. ' 

0 

JJ'r. Jiacgregor: I won't be able to cross
examine lVlr. Feez's witnesses. 

The Commissioner: Very well; we will 
take the matter as far as you can go with it. 

Mr. Jiacgregor: I propose to call ::'llr .. 
Vowles first. I ask for the usual proclama
tion to be made as to witnesses. 

[The Commissioner directed that all per
son' proposed to be called as witnesses leave· 
the room The proposed witnesses then re
tired.] 

\VILLL\.'11 JOHN YOWLES, ~lember of the Legis
latiYe Assembly, s" orn and examined: 

1. By Mr. Jiac[lrcgor: You are a member of 
the Legi.latiYe Assembly?-Yes. 

2. Re9rcsenting ''hat constituency ?-Dalby. 
3. And rou were so on the 12th of Septem-

ber 'last ?-Yes. 
4. And on the afternoon or the eYening of 

the 12th September you made a speech 
in the LegislatiYe AB.'''mbly ?-Yes, in 
the afternoon and evenmg. 

5. That speech was reported in " Hansard? 
-Yes. 

6. Pagr· 1.091 to 1,096 inclusire ?-Yes. 
7. You ha Ye read that report in the "Han

sard "?-Yes. 
8. Is that a correct report of the speech?

Substantially so. 
Jlr. Jiac(frE(!fJr: I tPnclcr those pages 

of Hrmsrrrd, Your Honour. (..J.rl.,littul 
and mrakcd Exhibit 1.) 

9. In thr: pre( '?cling pa ~es of " Hansarcl" 
appl'cars a speC'ch b: :\h. Godfre;,· ::Jlor;;an 
-did ;~·ou hear that speec-h before you 
delivered your sp0ech ?-:::\o, I had not 
heard the speech, but I had heard com
ment upon it; I was not in tlw Chamber 
and I did not actuallv hear the speech, 
but I heard ' munent upon it, and I 
he ud the !at' 0r portion of the speech. 
On page 1093 of the "Hansard," these 
"\vords occur :-

"In rce;ard to the purchase of \Yando 
Vale ip the northnn Gulf country, 
Le ond Hughendrm. that is regardccl as 
a ·,_mellful transaction to put the least 
exprf'ssion on it. It is notorious that it
w ts in the hands of an agent at Hughen
den at a ynry much less sum than the 
Goyernmcnt purch<>'·cd it for. I belieYe 
an hon. member s::~id here this after
noon that there '"as onh- a difference 
of £5.000. I y;ould like 'to know what 
tll8 GoYernment p cid. I underetand they 
paid £83,000. I a·n in a position to say 
that it could haw been bought on the 
same dav with all the stock on it for· 
£45,000 and less. 

"The Premier: You are prepar.od to 
say anything. 

"}.fr. VowLES: I am not on!;~· pre11arcd 
to say it: I am prepare cl to prove it." 

10. \Vhat "'''re the facts in ,:our knowledge 
at the time you made thot st;otement? 
-·About the time the purchc.se of \Yando 
Vale w~s made, Mr. Godfrey Morgan 
(member for Murilla) and I were staying· 
at the Albert Hotel, in Brisbane. We 
had gone home for lunch one da~- and we 
met a gentleman named Pym at t~e, 
hotel. Mr. Pvm is here now and will 
give evidence.· . 

n. Had YOU known him before this ?-:::\o. 
12. By sight?-Yes, by sight, as one of the 

cattle-buyers for Brisbane meat com
panies. 

0 

He told us that he had got 
certain information about thC' sale of 
\Vando Vale-or, rather, the pricE' of 
\Vando Vale. not. the sale of it-that 
he thDl(ght might be of interest to us. We 
went into the office and he informed the 
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two of us tha.t he had then come from the 
Hughenden district, and that he had been 
in conversation with a gentleman named 
}1r. Peter Gannan, who was a well-known 
and reputable agent-I am not giving 
his exact words. This took place some 
eighteen months ago. Mr. Gannan was 
a well-kno-wn and reputable gentleman, 
and he had told him that at the time 
the Government had purchased the pro
l;Jerty he (Mr. Gannan) had it on his 
books for sale for £45,000 with all the 
stock, and further that he had instrnc· 
tions to submit less offers. That \vas the 
extent of the conversation with ::Ylr. Pvm. 

13. Did you make any inquiries about }Ir. 
Pym after this conversation ?-T did. 

14. \Vas the result such as to make vou dis
believe J\fr. Pvrn in anv wa\· '1-0h. 
certai'!J-ly not. I spoke to 'scvcnil cattle 
,men, mcluding Mr. Ken. Kicholson. }1r. 
So·d. Baynes, and Mr. Mackic, of Chin
chilla, whom I know verv well. In •:·ach 
caee they told me that he was a reput
able man and I could be quite satisfied 
that what he told me would be correct. 

15. Did :-·ou accept ::VIr. Pym's statemenc? 
-I did, and so did ::Yfr. Morgan. 

16. You cannot fix that date at all closolv ?
No; I c~n only fix about the time ,~-h<'n 
the information tocame known about the 
price. 

17. By the Commissionrr: That would be· 
about t\veh-e n1onths ago ?-..:-\bout ~-\.ugust 
tweh-e months. 

18. B11 Jir. Jfacqrcqnr: Did vou take am 
action on that i;1formation·?-Xo. not at 
the time. 

19. It just remained in ~'our mind ?-Yes. I 
was concerning m:vself about another pro
p<:'rt\·-Mount Hutton. I '•' anted to get 
the truth about that. 

20. \Yhat \Yas the next happening so far as 
\Vando Vale was concerned ?-I think it 
was a question in the House BY :\Ir. 
:\lacartne~-. the mc,mbcr for Toowon!Y. 

21. H>~w ::ou an:-- idf•a as to tne date of ~that 
question ?-::\o, I cannot find it. I do not 
know whether it ,,-u, asked without notice 
or in ~he c?ur?e of a speech or by wc.y 
of an mterJecbon. 

22. You have a very clear memory as rer-ards 
that?-Yes, and so has he. He asked 
the Secretary f_or Lands if he were aware 
that an advertisement of the \Vando Vale 
sta.tion had appeared in the Southern 
papers as being for sale for £42 000- at 
the time that it was purchased ln· the 
Gm·ernment. I am not sure ····hat the 
reply was. I think it was that he wac 
not aware; I know there was no informa
tion. 

23. You have made a search ?-Yes I have 
not been able to find it. · ' 

24. \Yhat was the next incident so far as 
\Vando Vale is concerned?-Well, ever 
smce the session commenced there have 
been cc~·tain rumours going about the 
House-m the smokeroom-about the 
sa)e of this property, and also about cer
tam statements which were made by a 
Mr. Connor at Cloncurry in the presence 
of the Home Secretary, the Under Sec
retary of the Home Department, and the 
member: for F!inders, Mr. John May. I 
am callmg Mr. May; I don't know what 
evidence he will give; but if vou would 
like to know the rumours, I ·will give 
them to you. 

25. Bv the Commissioner: This is smokeroom 
t~lk ?-And rumours were also current in 
the town. I was frequently spoken to
about them. 

26. By Jfr. Macgregor: Dealing with ~he 
price of V\ an do V ale, was there anythmg· 
else before the 12th of September, when 
vou made vour speech ?-No; except 
that the member for Mm·illa made a 
speech before me. 

27. Dia >OU go that afternoon prepared to 
speak about \Vando Vale ?-No; about 
grievances generally. 

28. 'Yando Vale was in vour memory at the 
time ?-No; I was dealing with Mount 
Hutton. 

29. Whv did vou refer to Wando Vale?
The memb.er for Murilla referred to it; 
he eaid there was only a difference of 
£5,000 between the two prices, whereas, 
from what 11r. Pvm had told us, there· 
was a difference o.f £45,000 and £82,000. 

30. You wanted to correct that?-! wanted 
to make that right. 

30A. From the time that you spoke to him
vou think about twelve months ago last 
:-'\ug-ust-have you not seen Mr. Pym or 
spoken to him until this morning?
J'<ever; until I spoke to him a moment 
ago. 

31. When van said on the 12th of September: 
-" I 'am in a position to say it co'!-ld 
have been bought on the same day w1th 
all the stock on it for £45,000 or less. 
. . . . I am not only prepared to say 
it I am prepared to prove it," what did 
'~u ha Ye in vonr mind ?-What came sub
sequently. tl;a t I could prove it throul!'h 
::\lr. Gannan-he was the agent. I omit
ted something from Mr. Pym's conversa
tion: he .aid, in addition to that, that 
::\lr. Gannan \Yas the agent and he wa& 
prepared to prove it. 

32. Did >on know on the 12th of September 
that· ::\Ir. Gannan was ill ?-No, I did 
not. 

33. 

34. 

35. 

36. 

37. 

38. 

39. 

40. 

You accepted 1Ir. Pym's statement and 
thought you could cal~ Mr. Gannan to· 
prove what ::\Ir. Pym said he could prove? 
-That is so. 
Cross-n:aminal b" Jir. Feez: You ar!l' 
a. solicitor, :Mr. \"owles ?-Yes. 
I suppose you know the rules of evidence? 
-I suppose so. 
The ordinarv rule of evidence with re
gard to hearsay?-Yes. 
You know, of course, that such evidence· 
as that upon which vou made this state
ment could not be accepted in any court 
of justice ?-No; I do not. Mr. Gannan 
\VH.s prepared to support that, That is 
all that is necessary in a court of justice. 
You said you were prepared to prove it 
on a conversation which passed through 
two persons?-Yes. 
One was ::\lr. Pym. who got it from Mr. 
Gannan ?-If I were going into a court of 
law I should not have worried about 
:\fr. Pym; I would have brought Mr. 
Gannan direct. 
You would if you could?-Yes. 

41. As a matter of fact, vou never saw ).olr. 
Gannan in your life.?-No, not that I 
know of. 

42. You do not know him at all ?-No. 
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43. You never had a conversation with him 
about this matter ?-No. 

44. And you simply took Mr. Pym's state
ment of what he said Mr. Gannan had 
said to him, and on which vou founded 
your statement that vou could prove that 
this station was in" the hands of Mr. 
Gannan for sale for £45,000 ?-That is so. 

45. ~t the time that the Government bought 
1t for £82,000 ?-That is so. 

46. Of .course you _intende? to make a very 
serwus accusatwn agamst someone when 
yo~1 said you could prove that ?-Certainly 
-It was a most unbusinesslike trans
action. 

-47. You wished to convey that what is 
usually known as " graft" was prac
tised ?-Show me where that is con
cerned. 

48. Did you or did you not ?-I did not refer 
to corruption of any sort. 

49. Did you intend to conyey that there was 
c?rruption or graft ?-That had been pre
nously conveyed by the member for 
Murilla. 

50. Did you or did vou not intended to 
convey that ?-Tha"t there was corrup
tion? 

:51. Corruption or graft, 5-:> that someone had 
smne gain out of it ?-I s(lid it 1ve .. s a 
smellful transaction. 

:52. You made a speech not very long ago
only thE' 12th of last month-in which 
you made a statement. I am onlv ask
ing if you wished to conYev that" there 
had been any improprietv ?-I do not 
know where my words can convey that. 

:53. Did you intend in your mind when vou 
made that Epeech to charge corruption? 
-I was trymg to get at the truth. I 
neyer :nade any accusation at all, no 
accusatwn whatever. 

'54. Bp "the Commissioner: Answer the ques
twn, lVIr. Vowles?-I sav a certain mem
ber of. the Ho.use :made a charge of 
corruptiOn ; he IS gomg to be produced. 

'55. By Jlr. Feez: What did you intend to 
convey by your words?--Which words? 

ti6. A_ny words-by your speech ?-My inten
tiOn was that I regarded it as an unbusi
nesslike transaction, and certain things 
were being said. 

57. I ask you-surely you can answer--<lid 
you, when you made that speech, int-end 
to com·ey to members of Parliament and 
through them to ~he general public that 
there was somethmg not onlv ·dishonest 
but .t~at there was graft ?_::_Something 
sn>p!CJous-I am prepared to sav that 
there was something suspicious ab'out it. 

'58. In what way do you mean suspicious?
Be~B;Use the purchase was made without 
parliamentary. authority. and members 
o_f the Opposition were given no informa
tio_n respecting it; the information was 
bemg withheld. 

59. You sa;r there was something suspicious 
-what was there suspicious about it?
JI.Iy remarks in thP first part---and vou 
have to connect the one with the <'th~r
were in connection with :\fount Hutton. 
I started to speak about Mount Hatton, 
and I came to \Vando Vale. Mv re
mar~s haye to b.e taken as a ge'neral 
dealmg w1th pubiJC enternrises-informa
tion was being suppressed. 

60. 

61. 

62. 

63. 

64. 

65. 

66. 

67. 

68. 

69. 

I :J.Sked you first of all what you intended 
to convey with regard to dishonesty, and 
you said that you intended to convey 
that there was something suspiciuus ?
Exactly. 
I >Yant to know what it was that you sug
gest0d wa,, suspicious ?-That the Govern-
ment had given more money for this 
property than pri,·ate individuals could 
have got it for. 
Take all that in-what was there sus
picious about it ?-It is only open to one 
construction-that it is in the nature of 
an un busim·sslike transaction : something 
in V>hich they are not looking after the 
interests of the public. 
:\lcrely bad management-is that what 
you want to say now?-And something 
that was being suppressed. 
\Yhat was that?-'i\"e could not possibly 
arri Ye ut any decision. 
\Yhat was the suggestion you were m~k
ing ?-That the Government shoul<l give 
the members of the House all the infor
mation--
Oh. no J But what was the suggt-stion 
of something that was suppressed? What 
vvas the matte,- that was suppressed?
How could we tell until we got the in
formation? 
\Yhat was in vour mind when vou made 
the speech? "You say you had the im-
pression that something was being sup
pressed: what was it you had in your 
mind ?-I could not tell you until I got 
the information. 
Y on ma•de a .<;peech, and you say you 
had something in your mind that was 
being suppressed. What was it ?-A cer
htin statement had been made bv a mem
ber of the Government which had come 
to mv knowledge; and that referred to 
some· corruption. 
VVhen you made the speech, you intended 
to convey that there had been corrup-
tion ?-I did not convev it. I never 
said it. I never inferred· it. 

70. !\ever mind about that now; I am going 
to see directly whether you di·d or did 
not. I "csked vou, did vou intend to 
convey· the impression \\:hich you sa,y 
you got from your convers<1tion, which 
came from some member of the Govern
ment, apparently?-That is so; and I 
heard it was reported to the Premier. 

71. Did you intend to conYev that there was 
some corruption ?-Did I intend to con
vey it~ 

72. Yes ?-No; that had been suggested by 
a member of the Government. 

73. \Yhen you made your speech, did you 
intend it ?-My intention was to get the 
information and the details. so that I 
could see if there was anything in that 
charge of corruption. 

74. When yoa made that speech. did you 
intend to convey that there had been any 
corruption ?-I didn't intend to convey 
anything, because I never used the word 
" corruption." 

75. I am asking you, did you intend to con
vev it ?-I never used the word "corrup
tion." I never referred to corruption. 

76. I neYer asked vou whether v·ou used the 
~ord "corrupt'! on" ; did vou intend to 
convey that ?·-I don't knmv; if you show 
me what words you are referring to, I 
might be able to tell you. 



Royal Commission on [17 OCTOBER.] TV ando Vale Purchase. 193~ 

77. You are the percon. You are speaking 
in the House ; your words are reported. 
\Vhen you got "up to make this speech 
dealing with grievances and \Vando 
Vale, I want to know what you intended 
to convey? \V as it only bad manage
ment, or was it also corruption ?-\Yell. 
I think I did sav that it was either bad 
management, 01: perhaps it might be 
something worse. 

78. We know what you said; we have a ver
batim report of it. I am asking you now 
to say what you intended to convey?
There a re the words; they speak for 
themselves, Mr. Feez. What particular 
words do you want me to interpret? 

79. I don't want you to interpret any words. 
You get up and make an accusation 
which you said you could prove-that 
this eta tion was in the hands of a certain 
agent for £45,000 at the same time that 
the Gowrnment boug-ht it for £82.000. 
No,.,v, that involves, 0£ course, gross nlis
managemE'nt: and it may involve a 
charge of direct dishonesty. Did vou 
intend it to irnolve that charge of dis
hon~sty ?-Xo ; I was looking for infor
matwn. I m a,. tell vou I had heard a 
direct charg-o' of dishonestv levelled 
ag-ainst the Minist;·v by other 'honourable 
members previously. 

80. \Vhat I understand vou ·to sav is this: 
you had prm·iously .heard a charge of 
dishonesty lcvc!led against the Govern
ment by one of their own supporters
one of their own members ?_:\Vel!, not 
a direct charge. 

81. I only took your own words ?-\V ell. a 
charg-e. I may as well gi Ye his exact 
words. 

82. \Yell, you heard .a charge of dishonesty 
levelled at the Government bv one of 
their members supporting thmn in the 
House?-Yes. 
The Commissioner: That is, one of their 
supporters. 

83. Jlr. J'ecz: Yes; but as a member of the 
House ?-He said Theodore got £5.000 
DUt of it. It is just as well to haw it. 

84. Did you belieYe the gentleman who said 
that ?-Yes, I did; he said that a man 
named Connor had made that statement: 
he had taken a note of it, and reported 
the matter to the Premier, and the Pre
mier had taken no action-that wa'J three 
-?JOnths previou,ly; and that it was stated 
m the presence of another member <>f 
the Cabinet. 

85. vVe!l, you had this information in YOU!' 

mind when you made this speech ?-\Vel!, 
I had heard this some time previouslY. 
\Vhat I had in my mind was a correc
tion of the statement made bv the mem
bE'r fa·,. Murilla, as you find on page 
1087. wherE' he said that the propertY 
could haye been purchased for £5.000 less 
than the Government paid for it. Now, 
that was not in accordance with what 
Mr. Pym stated; and when I went into 
the Chamber I pointed out that Mr. 
Pym had said £45,000. 

86. You ·didn't say Mr. Pym ?-No; my in
formant. 

87. No, you didn't say who your informant 
was ?-At anv rate, going back to what 
:Mr. Pvm had told me; the figures should 
be £45,000 as against £82,000, instead of 
£5,000. 

88. Do I understand you to mean this-that 
Mr. Morgan-the member for Mm·illa., 
I think you called him-had made a 

statement that £5.000 of the purchase
money could have been saved ?-Yes. 

89. And that You understood that £5.000 had 
gone to ~ir. I'heodore ?-No, I didn't say 
that at all. 

90. I am asking you, is that what you intend 
to tell us now ?-J'\o. 

91. How did you understand this £5,000 had 
gone astray ?-I didn't know how it had 
gone astray; but .Mr. Morgal). was with 
me when ~lr. PYm told us that the 
price ''as £45,000: When Mr. Morgan 
stated there was a difference of only 
£5,000 I corrected him by sa.ying here 
what is reported. 

92. Did you connect the £5,000 difference 
which ~lr. :\Iorgan referred to with the· 
£5,000 which. you say, one of the Go
Yernmcnt's supporters stated J\,lr. 'I'heo
dore got ?-Xo, I didn't. 

93. You di,dn't connect them ?-No. I con
sidered there was a difference between 
::'llr. Connor's story and Mr. Pym's story. 

94. Passing away from that for the minute. 
You notice apparently an extraordinary 
discrepancy in your memory as to what 
took place between you and l\Jr. Pym, 
and ~Ir. ::'llorgan's memory of it ?-Of 
com·s0, I know that ]\fr. Morgan re
ferred to ::'11r. Connor's statement here. 

95. You say that you and Mr. Morgan and 
::'llr. Pym had a conversation in which 
~lr. Pym told you that Mr. Gannan 
told him that the property was in his 
hands for sale at £45,000 at the time the 
Gm·ernment purchased it for £82,000; 
and that ::'IIr. Gannan was prepared to 
J!l'O,·e it-that is, if your statement is 
correct ?-That is so. 

96. Both :·ou and Mr. :Morgan made a speech 
on the s.tme day? Mr. M organ says the 
property could have been got for £5,000 
less than the GoYernment paid for it; 
and you com0 along and say it could ha,e 
b0en bought for £45.000-that is, £37,000 
less ?-And m~· rE'ason for referring to it 
,.-as to correct what he said. 

97. Doesn't it strike you, at all events, that 
yom· memory and ~fr. Morgan's as to 
what }fr. P;vm told you m·ust have been 
at great variance ?-Xo. I spoke to Mr. 
~lorgan in the meantime, and asked him 
what he was referring to. He said he 
was referring to this conversation made 
in the presence of the Home Secretary. 

98 That was £5,000-which was graft ?-I 
don't know what Jl.Ir. Morgan meant. 

99. But, good gracious, you said that Theo
dore got it! Didn't you think that that 
''as what it was ?-I wasn't in the Cham
ber when he said it. 

100. You had spoken to him, you said?
During the recess, after Mr. Mm·gan 
had made his speech. 

101. And before you made yours. . You knew 
that Mr. Morgan was referrmg to the 
£5.000 which it was suggested that Mr. 
Theodore had got ?-I did not know what 
he was referring to. 

102. But didn't you tell us a minute ago that 
he told vou then it was the £5,000 he 
was refe~ring to?-! was in the ·smoke
room. This was a long while afterwards. 

103. I know: but Mr. M organ told you, afte1· 
he had made his speech, and before you 
made yours, that he was referring to this 
£5,000 which it was suggested Mr. 
Theodore had got ?-No. 
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104. Xow, Mr. Vowles, Mr. Morgan, you 
sav. told YOU that the £5.000 he was re· 
fe;·1~ing to' was this £5,000 ?-Xo: he said 
the £5,000 he referred to W<l<S the £5.000 
which had been referred to by Mr. 
Connor. 

j05. \Yhich was supposed to have gone to 
I\Ir. Theodore ?-~o. I don't know what 
Mr. Morgan intended to tell me. He was 
referring to the £5.000 m•entioned in that 
other incident at Cloncurry; not to the 
other story. 

j06. Saying that th• £5,000 was supposed 
to have gone to :\Ir. Theodore?-Well. 
of course, I didn't giYe any credence to 
that story-as far as £5.000 going to 
Theodore was concerned. 

107. You have forgott"n what you swore a 
fBw minutes ago. You said that :-,·ou be
lieved him when he said that Theodore 
had got £5,000 ?-I believe that the in
cident took place. 

108. You believed that ::\Ir. Mav had said it? 
-Xo; Mr. May was there. and it was 
said; and I could take notice of it. 

109. J\Ir. :Macrossan's note. and mv recollec
tion, is that you stated you believed 
what he said.· I asked vou did You be
lieve what he said: vm1 said. "Yes "
That he took the £5.000 9 

110. Yeo,-I believed the incident had taken 
place and he had been charged: or that 
it had been stated. 

111. You said that Mr. May said Theodore 
got £5.000; and I asked you did You be
l~ev-e that. and you said. "Yes" ?-Be· 
heve that he got the £5.000? 

112. Y "'?-How was I to know whr:ther 
Theodore got £5,000 or £5CO 1 

.113. Do I understand now that ··ou say when 
this statemer t " 1s mad(' ~·ou ,..ave no 
credf'nce to it; you didn't be lien• it at 
all-That he got £5,000? 

114. Yn ?-Well, no, I did not. 

115. Xow turn to pag-0 1087 of HanBarrl and 
see what JYTr. J\Iorgan >~vs th0re?-I 
was not in the Chamber wh.en Mr J\Ior-
gan was making that speech. · 

116. You are suggesting now that :Mr. J\Ior
gan heard a conversation. or wa3 pr<''ent 
with you at a conversation, with J\1r. 
P:m. Do you see that J\Ir. :\Iorgan says 
there: "That is not the point: the point 
is that an auctioneer living in that 
locality had the station listed for a cer
tain price; but the Government came 
along and paid £5,000 more than the 
auctioneer was prepared to sell it for to 
any privatG individual." ?\m'·, how can 
you reconcile that 11·ith Your memorv of 
the conversation with M~·. Pvm ?-There 
is no question about mY memorv of the 
converFation with Mr. Pvm; that is abso
lutely correct-the £45,000. 

117. Evidentlv it is not the recollection 
:Mr. Morgan had of it?-Well. I asked 
him about that, and he said he w~s re
ferring to what had been stated about 
Mr. Connor by different persons. 

118. But you see he savs "An auctioneer 
living in that locali'tv had the station 
listed for .£5.000 less th'an the GovernmPnt 
gave for it." That would mean that the 
agent had it listed at .£77,000 ?-Which 
agent, Mr. Feez? 

119. He doesn't say ?-The agent I think 
he was referring to was Mr. Suter. 

120. You suggest somB other agent may have 
had it listed ?-So I understand. 

121. Although Mr. Gannan had it listed?
I don't know at all. I think the other 
man had it at .£65,000. 

122. Doesn't it strike you that, if Mr. Gannan 
ever made such a satement, it was a wild 
statement, without any foundation ?-~o. 

123. Can you imagine the owner of a pro
perty having his station in the hands of 
one person at .£45,000 and in the hands 
of another at .£77,000 at the same time? 
-Of course I don't know. All I know is 
that a letter produced, to Mr. Barnes, 
refers to a variation of price; that is all 
I know of. 

124. There is one letter in which Mr. Suter 
says he had the place in his hands for 
offer at £65,000; but the date of that we 
han• to find out-if he had it in his 
hands 9-There is something wrong about 
those dates there, if you look at it. 

125. But don't you think, honestly, that it 
would be a most extraordinary thing for 
the owner of a property to have it in 
one ag·ent's hands at £45,000, and in 
another agent's at .£65,000, at the same 
time ?-\Yell, it doesn't sound like 
busine<;s. 

126. Do you happen to know Mr. Gannan ?
~o. 

127. By reputation ?-I have never seen the 
man. 

123. Do you know him by reputation ?-I 
have made inquiries from my bank 
manager in Dalby-he was in Hughenden 
-and he said he is a very, very reputable 
man, and a man he could thoroughly 
trust . 

129. \Yhat else did hs tell you ?-Xothing 
else. 

130. It is unfortunate that I have to ask this 
qu0stion: He takes liquor to excess?
I don't know an::thing about that. 

131. And as a matter of fact, didn't he tell 
you that for a considerable time past 
he has hardly been responsible for his 
actions ?-No. 

132. Or his speech, rather, I should say?
::\o. 

133. That he has been a man who has drunk 
to exce"' for many years; he didn't teil 
you that ?-No. < 

134. HB told you he liquored ?-He liquored 
a bit; but he said he was a Yery solid 
man-thoroughly reliable-and if he said 
anything he would stand up to it. 

135. Y on never took the trouble to inquire 
from Mr. Gannan ?-No, I didn't; be
cause this thing came too unexpectedly. 
I didn't think I was going to bring for
ward \Vando Vale; it came on unex
pectedly on account of what Mr. Morgan 
said. 

136. I asked you before whether you in
tended to convey that there was some
thing in the nature of graft in this trans
action ?-Yes. 

137. I am not quite clear now whether you 
say you .did. or did not?-Well, what 
do you ·describe as graft. 

138. Well, payment to some person to carry 
out a transaction which is dishonest; 
that is to say, paying a man to further a 
transaction; paying one of the persons 
in power? 
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By the Commissioner: I think Mr. 
Y owles 'aid he did not intend to convey 
a charge of corruption or dishonesty. 

139. By J[r. Fee:: I am going to ask you 
what you mean by this: 

" In regard to the purchase of \Vando 
V ale, in the 2'\ orthern Gulf countrv be
yond Hughenden; that is regarded' as a 
smellful transaction-to put the least 
€Xpression on it." 
Pretty strong wording, isn't it?-Yes; 
unlmsine,slike-that is the first; from 
the fact that the Government were not 
prepared to give the information the 
House was asking for; that thev knew 
it was unbusiness-like, and were not pre
pared to a-dmit it. 

140. Don't let us have any misunderstanding. 
Is that what you say you intended to 
convey by that wording ?-Most certainly. 

141. Nothing further-! ha·d no complaint 
about any person in connection with the 
transaction, but the Government them
selves. 

142. Nothing further than that-it was an 
unbusinesslike transacti_on, and the Go
v_ernment_ refused to grve any informa
tion on It ?-They were suppressing in
formation. like thev alwavs do 

143. You. are. not, evidently,- particular in 
choosrng your lan:;uage, then :-I don't 
lmm':; that is rather choice language for 
Parliament House. 

144. Is it ?--And is that what parliamentary 
languag: means-when you speak of a 
transact10n being "smellful" it means 
simply that it is bad business ?-The 
Speaker never took an·; exception to it· 
he is the judge. - ' 

145. I don't know that he conld take excep
tion to it. In parliamentary htnguao-e 
d_oes tl?-e language " smellful " m:a,;_ 
simply mcompetence or mismanagement? 
-It 1:;1eans, when you are referring to 
the Uo\·ernment itself, that thev are 
hiding informatjon. " 

146. N<:w, is not this a fact-that you were 
try:ng to make. political capitctl, and 
trymg to l0ad tnose who hea1'd or read 
your words to believe that the Govern
m<;nt had b~en guilty of dishonesty in 
this transactwn-or some member of it? 
-Th~ G<:vernme~t were guilty cf sup
pressing rnfonnation. 

-147. Cannot you answer the question Mr. 
V ?wles ?---;-You k_now, if you were d~aling 
With a witness m court, you would feel 
very much annoyed if he would not an
swer ?-If I were fool enough to answer 
words that you want to put into my 
mouth, it would be another thing; but 
I am not going to. I am interpreting 
my own words. You can interpret them 
in any other way you like. 

'148. ~ will ask y_ou again; it is a perfectly 
~~mpi;, que(,tlon,', a~d you can answer 

Yes or No With the greatest ease. 
You were, as a matter of fact--?
Was I trying to make political capital? 
-I was, as a matter of fact. 

149. How were you trying to make it ?-By 
showing that the Government were 
afraid to disclose information in respect 
to a transaction which was unbusiness
like. 

150. An~ why do you suggest they were 
~fraid ?-;-Because they would never give 
mformatwn on any of these public trans
actions. 

151. \Vhy do you suggest they were afraid ? 
-Because I had challenged them in con
nection with ).Iount Hutton. 

152. But with regard to \Vando Vale?
\Veil, the information--

153. Yes; why do you suggest thev were 
afraid ?-Because they never haS given 
it. 

154. That is not an answer. You said they 
did not want to, or wouJ.d not, give. 
\rhy do you suggest they were afraid? 
-I take it that I suggested that be
cause I have asked for information since, 
and it ha' been refused. 

155. That is not the question; the reason in 
your mind for their being afraid-that 
is what I want to know ?-Because it 
was an unbusinesslike transaction, and 
they did not want the transaction to be 
made known. 

156. That is all that was in your mind?
They did not want it ventilated. 

157. When do you suggest that information 
was asked for ?-I don't know the exact 
date; but_ it is in the " Votes and Pro
ceedings." I asked for it twice; on 
Tuesday, 16th September, I asked the 
Secretary for Lands; that is subsequent. 

158. I am speaking of prior?-I didn't sav 
prior; 1 said subsequent. • 

1~9. You said you had previously asked?
Pardon me, I didn't. 

160. You had not asked previously ?-About 
\Vando Vale, no; but I had been asking 
about ::Ylount Button. 

161. Well, all this Rtory about the Govern
ment being afraid to disclose the infor
mation was pure invention ?-No. You 
have to read-as I said before-mv re
ference to public enterprises; you 'have 
to read Mount H utton with \V ando 
Yah I had been asking, times without 
number, for information, and had been 
refust~d, as far as public. enterprises were 
concerned. 

162. Yes; that has nothin'i to do with this 
particular transaction !-It has to do 
with the speech; you must read one in 
conjunction with the other. 

163. It has nothing to do with what you 
said ?-I asked for an inquiry. 

164. You said the Government had been ask
ed for information and were afraid to 
give it ?-\Yell, they are afraid to give 
anv information. 

165:'\\;ill you admit that you had not asked 
for that information before you made 
vour ,,,peech ?-In respect of Wando Vale, 
no; but in respect of Mount Hutton. 

166. Therefore, will you also admit that 
your statement just now-that they were 
afraid about \Vando Vale-was made 
without any foundation ?-No, I will not. 

167. If they had not been asked, how could 
they?-It is their policy; their policy 
is to refuse information. 

168. Do you understand the position you are 
taking up? You told us a few minutes 
ago that the Government had been asked 
for information, and that they, were 
afraid to give it; and on thab you came 
to certain conclusions. It now turns out 
that you had not asked for the informa
tion?-\Vell, Mr. Feez, before you go 
any further, I did not say thab the Go
vernment had been asked for information 
about W ando Vale. 
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169. You didn't ?-No. 
170. What did. you say ?-I didn't say I had 

asked for mformation about Wando Vale. 
171. "Whether you said you had or had not 

asked, information had been asked, at 
all events ?-About W ando Vale? 

172. Yes?-I had not asked for any informa· 
tion about Wando Vale. I asked about 
Mount Hutton. After I made my speech 
I asked for the information about Wando 
Vale. 

173. You have evidently forgotten what you 
told the Commission before?-Well, let 
us have what was said. You ask so many 
questions, and you won't take an answer. 

The Com·missioner: He does not 
say he asked specifically for information 
about Wando Vale before this. He says 
the policy of the Government was to 
hide the matter. · 

..lfr. Vowles: Here's my question ap
pearing in the "Votes and Proceedings" 
that I asked. 

174. By Jir. Feez: Let us get what you say 
now. You had not asked, prior to the 
making of your speech, for any informa
tion from the Government with regard 
to Wando Vale?-No. 

175. Had anyone else, to your knowledge? 
-\Yell, not about that time; they may 
have asked previously; 

176. \V ell, to your knowledge, no one else 
had. You cannot remember any in
formation being asked of the Govern
ment ?-I have told you that one question 
was asked by Mr. Macartney. 

177. That is another thing altogethi:r?
y on are asking me, and I tell you, "Yes 
:\lr. ::\1acartney asked." ' 

178. Kot for information; that is a state
ment he made ?-No; he asked him with
out notice, I think, was it a fact that it 
had been advertised in the Southern 
papers. 

179. And the answer was, " No; he was not 
aware" ?-Yes. 

180. Was that the information that you asked 
for ?-That was one of the questions that 
was asked. 

181. Beyond that, are you aware of any 
information being asked of the Govern
ment before you made your statement? 
-I don't think so. 

182. So, the only information that you had 
before that speech was the conversation 
that you had with Mr. Pym, who said 
he got it from Mr. Gannan ?-That is so. 

183. Can you point out to me anywhere in 
the records of the House where Mr. 
:Macartney asked that question ?-No, 
I cannot. I have looked for it. Mr. 
::Ylacartney admits that he did ask for it. 

184. 1\ question like tl:J,at is reported?-It 
might, happen that It was asked in the 
course of debate-a question across the 
Chamber. 

185. That is not a question; it is an inter
jection ?-It is .a question to the Min
ister. 

186. It' is not a question asked of the Min
ister; it is an interjection ?-I do not 
know that it is. 

187. You have not looked for it, have you? 
-Yes, I have looked for it; but it is a 
]:>it of a job to look for a single question 
m the records. 

188. The Minister said he was not aware?
Yes. 

189. If it had not take1,1 place he could noir 
be aware of it ?-I believe it did take 
place. 

190. Do you happen to know Mr. Barnes ?
No, not at all. 

191. Not even by reputation ?-J';o, I would: 
not know him if I saw him. 

192. You do not know that he is one of the 
whitest men that you could meet with? 
-I do not know him at all. 

193. Do you know Mr. McGugan ?-~o; I 
only saw Mr. McGugan once. 

194. He is a man of high rE'putation; he is an. 
honest man ?-I don't know anything 
about him. 

195. Do you know 2'.1r. Gordon Graham ?
Yes. 

196. He is a man with a high reputation
an honourable man ?-Ye,, I dare say 
he is one of the most honourable men in 
Queen,land. 

197. Do you realise that your sugge,tion in
volves him in a serious charge ?-I do 
not. 

198. The property belonged to :\Irs. Barnes, 
and :\Ir. Barm'' did the work for :\irs. 
Barnes; so that Mr. :\1cGugan, Mr. 
Barncs, and illr. Gordon Graham must 
ha ye been informed of the transaction. 
Do you realise that a statement like this. 
is liable to do each of thue gentlemen 
an immense a.mount of harm ?-I do not 
think so at all. :\Ir. Graham sat in the· 
office; he could not know anything about 
the value of stock in Xorth Queensland. 

199. It is a question of graft or dishonestv? 
-Has there been any sugg-estion that 
:\Ir. Graham has been guilty of dis
honesty? 

200. Any man \Vho suggests dishonesty in the· 
transaction must involve Mr. Graham r 
-\Yho suggested that? Did you, Mr. 
Feez? 

201. You did. Later on you corrected it; 
you said it was a " smellful " transac
tion; you made a very gross charge, noir 
only of incompetence, but of dishonesty'( 
-You are making a speech, Mr. Feez; 
do you want me to make one, too? 

202. At all events, all the information when 
you made that speech in the House was 
something told to you by a gentleman 
called :Ylr. Pym, who said he was told 
by another gentleman called Mr. Gan
nan ?-Yes, and I gave that to the House. 
Mr. Gannan was the informant. 

203. That was the information on which vou 
said :-·ou were prepared to prove ?-That 
Mr. Gannan was a competent man, yes. 

204. That the Government might have bought 
that place for £45,000 on the same day, 
according to you, on which they paid 
£83,000 for it ?-Yes. 

205. And that he was told that he had 
instructions to sell for £45,000 and not 
refuse offers ?-That is so. 

206. Who told you he was not to refuse 
offers ?-Mr. Pym. 

207. He also told you that Mr. Gannan told 
him ?-Yes. 

208. Is that what you meant to convey when 
you said Mr. Pym told you he was to 
submit a less offer?-Yes. 
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209. As a man and an honourable man-it 
does not matter what the political 
opinions are-don't you think that was a 
very reckless thing to say ?-If Mr. 
Gannan was prepared to support it? 

210. You don't know whether Mr. Gannan 
was prepared to support it or not. 
Another man told you that Mr. Gannan 
had told him something, and on that 
you made this serious statement that 
you made in the House; don't you think 
that is a most reckless sort of thing?
No, I don't think so. It depends upon 
the person who conveys the information, 
Supposing you had conveyed that infor
mation to me, I would not have gone 
around looking for confirmation ; I would 
have believed you. 

211. You know the value of information that 
filters through two persons?-Yes. 

212. Did you ask Mr. Pym where he saw Mr. 
Gannan ?-Yes, in his office at Hughen
den. 

213. Did you ask him when he saw him?
Just about the time. Mr. Pym told me 
the class of stock. that it was a run-out 
herd, inbred. He described them as 
being " like lemonade bottles with 
buffalo horns." They were a run out 
and badlY-inbred herd. He said the 
cattle were running wild m basalt 
country. 

214. When did Mr. Pym say that he saw the 
stock ?-I am not quite certain when he 
said he saw them; he said he had the 
offer of certain cows and from the des
cription he would not look at them. 

215. He didn't say when he saw them ?-He 
knew the herd. 

216. Did he tell you that he had seen the 
herd ?-Not actually seen them-at that 
time he knew them. 

217. Had he ever seen them ?-If he said 
they were like ginger-beer bottles--

218. Did he ever say that he ever saw them? 
-I cannot say at this length of time. 
He said distinctly that he saw them. He 
was able to give a description, he said 
they had horns on them like buffaloes. 

219. You didn't say that in the House?-No, 
I did not. 

220. Would you qe surprised to learn that 
the vendor would be very glad to get the 
station back and pay more for it ?-I 
should think so, it has gone up 100 per 
cent._ since that. I know in my own 
locality they he,ve gone up lOO per cent. 

221. Since 1916?-Calves bought in Dalby are 
worth £6, they were worth 3vs. If 
calves had been worth anything like £6 
he would have got more for his property. 

222. Don't you think they made an excellent 
bargain ?-No, the prices were not the 
same, there has been a demand for 
young stock lately. 

223. If it turned out that, if the place was 
ever in l'l1r. Gannan's hands for sale for 
£45,000, it was in 1912, I suppose you 
would think that had very little bearing 
on the price in 1916 ?-1912 was the 
drought year, was it not? 

224. If you look at this letter from Mr. 
Barnes to Mr. Hunter you will see it 
was offered in 1913 for £-42,000. The 
drought was somewhere about that. He 
savs it was in 1913 that it was offered 
for £42,000, that is, to Mr. Barnes ?
Yes, he said 1913. 

1917-6 c 

He says, "As I have destroyed the 
books, &c., with regard to Wando Vale, 
I cannot give you the information about 
the property, but so far as my memory 
serves me it was 1912 when the property 
was offered for £45,000." As a matter 
of fact it turns out that it was £45,000 
in 1913. 

225. Assuming that this property was under
offer in 1912 for £45,000 this would be 
very litt1e criterion of the value in 1916? 
-'l'hat would depend uuon the nmnber 
of stock on it. In 19i2 I understand 
there were 17,000 head but they were 
only prepared to guarantee 10,000 when 
they sold to the Government. 

226. You understand that there were 12,700? 
-I have heard that from Mr. Hunter. 

227. You a .. dmit that to value the •Station at 
the present time on the 1912 prices would 
be absurd, ridiculous ?-You are not 
valuing the station-you are only valu
ing the stock; the improvements would 
be a very small percentage. 

228. The improvements here are somewhere 
about £15,000 with the lease. but the 
improvements I think are about £5,000 
by themselves. Do you think the prices 
prevailing in 1912 any criterion of the 
values in 1916 '!-If you compare the herd 
with that of Mount Hutton--

229. Can't you ans\ver ?-No; I have to have 
a comparison of the quality of the stock 
and the qu<tntity of the stock. 

230. The same quality of stock in 1912 as in 
1916 ?....:There >ve.s a; big rise in the 
values. 

231. "\Vhat ?-I cannot tell you. 

232. Something like 100 per cent. ?-Oh, no ! 

233. There has only been a lOO per cent. rise 
since 1916?-This gentleman here esti
mates it at 95 per cent. 

234. 'l'his gentleman, Mr. Barnes, considers 
that there was a rise of 90 per cent. on 
the 1913 values ?-Yes. According t<> 
that he should be getting £90,000 for his 
property. 

235. You cannot compare the price of 1912 
with the price of 1915 ?--No; you can
not. Yes; you can compare them. 

236. There was a big rise-practically 100 
per cent. ?-I don't know what the rise 
was. If you can compare the quality of 
the stock on Mount Hutton at £7 3s. 
per head with the same stock at £8 2s. 
on vV ando V ale, everything thrown in, 
I know which one I should sooner have. 

237. Supposing your figures are wrong and 
th~;re were 12,700 head ?-They sold at 
10,000. 

238. If there were 12,700 that would lower 
your figures a ,good deal ?-They put 
down 10,000, Mount Hutton and We.ndo 
Vale. 

239. When was Mount Hutton sold ?-Just a 
little previous to this. I cannot give you 
the date. They could muster W ando 
Vale in a couple of months. 

240. In addition to making your statement 
on the statement of a man who was told 
by someone else, you were influenced 
by the. rumours you heard .about the 
House ?-Yes. 
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241. Would you like people to make state
ments .about you on rumours that they 
heard ?-If I heard one of the members 
on my side of the House makino- in· 
definite statements about me I should 
like it brought into light as soon as 
possible. 

242. Don't you think it is a secious matter 
to make a gross charge like that?
Where is the charge, ,,nd who is it 
against? 

243. Here you say it is a " smellful " trans· 
action ?-That is against the Govern
ment; it is an unbusinesslike transaction 
and they are suppressing the information. 

244. Don't you think it is v<>rv unfair to 
make a charge like that o"n the word 
of one person told by another person, 
and rumours ?-I don't know. There 
are rumours in the House. 

245. pon't you think that was an unfair 
thmg to do ?-No, I don't. 

246. Are you speaking as a parliamentarian 
or as an ordinary individual ?-I don't 
think there is a very great distinction. 

247. At all events, you have told the Corn· 
missioner what you meant by saying you 
could prove it?-Yes. 

248. Th~t is all that you had in your mind 
when you said you could prove it?
y es-that it could be bought for £45,000. 

249. That it was in the hands of an agent 
at Hughenden at £45,000 on the same 
day that the Government bought it for, 
you say, £82,000, and that someone told 
you that he had been told by someone 
else-is that so ?-Mr. Pym told me that 
Mr. Gannan told him that it was in his 
hands for £45,000, and Mr. Gannan was 
prepared to support that. 

250 .. What was the charge that Mr. May 
1s supposed to have made in connection 
with this transaction ?-Mr. May will give 
evidence himself. M v version of it is 
this: At Cloncurry, on an occasion when 
the Home Secretary, the Under Secre
tary of the Home Department, and Major 
J ohnson were present, a man named 
Connor stated that he could have bought 
this station at a less price than the Go
vernment could buy it. 

251. Who told you this, did you hear Mr. 
May say this ?-Yes, to another man. 
He is going to give evidence himself. 

252. You heard Mr. May say that Connor 
stated that he could have bought it at 
a less price than the Government paid 
for it?-Yes. 

253. Connor said that?-Yes, and a certain 
member of the Cabinet got £5,000. 

254. Mr. May said he heard Mr. Connor say 
that?-Yes. 

255. Did he mention anyone?-Yes; he men
tioned the Treasurer-Mr. Theodore's 
name-as the man who got £5 000 out of 
the business. ' 

256. Mr. May said that was repeated again 
next morning by him ?-By Connor in 
public. 

257. Do you know Mr. Connor?-I do not. 
258. Have you ever seen him ?-Xo · I don't 

know who he is. I have subpcen'aed him. 
It was s.aid th.at Mr. Theodore got· £5,000 
out o.f 1t ;, th1s w~s repeated again next 
mormng m pubhc, and Mr. May said 
he took a written noi:-e of it in his note· 
book, and when he came down to Bris
bane he put the matter before the 
Premier. 

259. Was there anything further ?-No; 
nothing further. 

260. That is all that Mr. May said ?-Yes. 
261. \Vhen and where was this ?-The date 

I cannot give you; it was in the smoke· 
room of the House. 

262. How long was it before you made your 
speech ?-It might have been a fortnight 
or so ; I cannot give you the date. 

263. It 'was in the House-in the smoke· 
room?-Yes. 

264. Who was Mr. May talking to at the 
time ?-He was talking to some other 
member. He had this notebook there, 
and wanted to show me the notebook, 
but I would not look at it. 

265. Who was the other member?-I can
not tell you who it was. At any rate, 
1\Ir. ::\lay will tell you. 

2&5. Do you know the political leanings of 
Mr. Pym ~!-I have not the slightest idea. 

267. You have no idea whether he is a 
supporter of the Government or not?
No. 

268. Or J\Ir. Connor's ?-C'\o. 
269. You don't know anything about their 

political leanings ?-Xo. 
270. You had this conversation with Mr. 

Pym in August, 1916 ?-I am not fixing 
dates. 

271. You say it was about Exhibition time? 
-I think about that time; it might have 
been before or after. When you are up 
and down to Brisbane you cannot re· 
member everything. 

272. How is it that you never referred to it 
until September, '1917 ?-If you knew any· 
thing about P:nliament you would know 
that you cannot bring anything forward 
at any tim'e-you have to wait your 
opportunity. 

273. Could you not ask a question ?-This is 
a matter of a grievance. 

274. How many grievance days were there 
between August, 1916, and August, 1917? 
-Thie was when the suspension of the 
Standing Orders was moved-that is an 
opportunity to bring up grievances. 

275. Was there no other day between 
August, 1916, and September, 1917, on 
which you could have done the same 
thing ?-It might have been done on the 
previous Supply. 

276. How many times would the House have 
been in Committee of Supply ?-I cannot 
tell you. 

277. It would be a good many times. Is it 
not remarkable that you did not bring 
it forward before September, 1917?
No; it was a public enterprise and I was 
devoting the whole of my energies to 
Mount Hutton. 

278. You said you conld prove it. The proof 
you gave us was something told you at 
the time ?-Yes. 

279. You had it at that time, therefore
you had what you called proof; why 
didn'!t vou give it then ?-I was interest
ing myself more in Mount Hutton than 
in Wando Vale; I could not get in
formation about that; they were sup. 
pressing that. 

280. You hear a charge made in August, 
1916, and you go into the House in Sep· 
tember, 1917; you do nothing to bring 
it up, according to yourself ?-That is so. 

281. Then you bring it up casually because 
Mr. Morgan made a misstatement?
That is so. 
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;282. That is what you wish the Commission 
to believe, it was brought up casually 
because of that ?-The whole matter was 
brought back to my mind. 

:283. You heard that statement from Mr. 
Pym which you said you believed so 
strongly as to state that it was given as 
proof. Didn't you think it was a very 
serious matter ?-I regarded it as an 
unbusinesslike transaction, and I was in 
a position to get more information about 
Mount Hutton, which I considered was 
a more unbusinesslike transaction, and 
information was consistentlv refused. 

284. Where is Mount Hutton ?_:In the Roma 
district. 

285. You had heard, according to you, a 
statement which you believed, in 1916 ?
Yes. 

.286. That the Government had been practic
ally diddled out of £37,000 ?-I don't 
think that is parliamentary language. 

.:287. Well, "done out of" £37,000 through 
mismanagement ; yet you kept your 
mouth shuG up.til September, 1917, and 
only brought 1t up because Mr. Morgan 
made an error ?-No, because the matter 
was revived by what Mr. Morgan said. 

1'he Commisisoner: Is not this a 
matter for comment, only? 

Jh. Feez: I should think all of it is 
matter for comment. As I say, here is 
Mr. Vowles; and I want to give him an 
opportunity of explaining this delay. 

llfr. Vowles: I have explained it twice 
already. I was devoting my energies to 
another public enterprise which I thought 
was unsatisfactorv. One aG a time is 
good enough for me. 

.. 288. By Jfr. Feez: That i·s the only explana
tion you have?-Well, it is a pretty 
good one, isn't it? 

[Witness then retired.] 

EDWARD PYM, Station l\1anager, sworn and 
examined: 

.289. By l,fr. Macgregor: \Vhat are vou, Mr. 
Pym ?-I am a station manage; at pre
sent. 

290. What station ?-Clune. 
'291. Near Beaudesert?-Yes; t•iu Beau

desert. 
292. Have you had experience in stock and 

station management ?-Yes; practically 
all my life, since I left school. 

293. Do you know \Y ando V ale Stlation, 
North Queensland ?-I know of it; I was 
never actually on it. 

'294. In 1916-that is las.t year-what position 
did you hold ?-I was buying sheep for 
the A.M.E. Company. 

295. Do you know Mr. Gannan, of Hughen
den ?-Yes, I know him. 

296. Did you have a conversation with him 
about Wando Vale-the sale and price of 
Wando Vale?-\Vell, not about that 
exactly, altogether. He mentioned 
W ando V ale; the Government had just 
bought W ando V ale, and Mr. Gannan 
was talking about it. 

.297. Where, in Hughenden?-Yes. 

. 298. And you heard him ?-Yes. 
.299. What was it Mr. Gannan said ?-Well, 

he said it is a rather funny thing the 
Government paid such a price for it, 
when he could have sold it for so much 
less. He talked in that strain. 

300. Do you know how much the Government 
had agrBed to pay for it ?-No, I did not 
know at the time. 

301. And did you know how much less it was 
that he could have sold it for?-Yes; 
he told me I could have boug·ht it for 
£45,000. 

302. Did he say when you could have bought 
it for £45,000 ?-No; he just said, "If 
you had wanted to buy W ando V ale, you 
could have bought it for £45,000; if you 
did not like it at £45,000, you could pro
bably have got it for a little bit less." 

303. Did he say anything about having it 
on his books at that price?-Yes. I got 
interested a bit in it then. I know the 
old man so well that I suggested to him, 
in a friendly sort of way, that if he were 
not quite sure of what he was talking 
about, he had better not say anything 
more about it. He got very emphatic 
then. He said he had it from Mr. Barnes 
for £45,000, with instructions not to let 
a buyer go past. I jumped him up again 
on that. I said, " Are you quite certain 
of that?" He said, "Yes, I am abso
lutely certain; I have it on my books 
at that price." 

304. I don't know whether I asked you the 
date of that. Can you remember when 
that was ?-I was in Hughenden in Sep
tember and October of last year. 

305. And that is when this conversation took 
place?-Yes. 

306. Was it all at the one time ?-Oh! 
different times. 

307. During the time you were in Hughen
den ?-Yes. I was making Hughenden 
my headquarters, and I was there for 
two months. 

308. Buying sheep?-Yes. 
309. Can you remember anything more of the 

conversation with 11r. Gannan with re
spect to Wando Vale ?-:No, I cannot; I 
didn't attach a great amount of import
ance to it at that time. I really did 
not know anything about it. I didn't 
know the Government had bought at 
that price. I was not particularly 
interested. The only thing I was 
interested in was J'.fr. Gannan's state
ment; I thought, perhaps-he was talk
ing so strongly about it-if he could not 
substantiate it he might find himself in 
an awkward position. He was a friend 
of mine, and I suggested that he should 
be careful of what he was saying. Then 
he said he could prove it up to the hilt 
in all directions-something to that effect. 

310. Did you accept it as a fact; did you 
believe Mr. Gannan ?-Oh, yes; I always 
believe Mr. Gannan. 

311. You didn't actually look at the books? 
-Oh, no. 

312. Some time after that you came south?
Yes. 

313. Did vou meet :Ylr. Vowles and Mr. Mor
gan on one occasion ?-I used to lunch 
at the same hotel. 

314. As they did ?-Yes . 
315. By the Commissioner: In Brisbane?

Yes. 
316. By Mr. Macgregor: Did you see them 

on one occasion ?-On a number of 
occasions. 
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317. Did you speak to them on one occasion 
about Wan do Vale ?-Something cropped 
up about State cattle stations. I had 
written a letter, or an article, some time 
previously to that, on State cattle sta
tions, in the •· Courier," analysing the 
position. I was showing the number of 
cattle thev would have to buy, and the 
number of cows they would want, and 
all that sort of thing. The conversation 
turned on that, and I happened to men
tion something about Wando Vale, and 
Mr. Vowles asked me something about 
it. I reallv did not attach much im
portance to' it at that time; I had no 
idea there was anything in it. I men
tioned that the Government had bought 
it at a price far higher than it could 
have been bought at, according to Mr. 
Gannan. 

318. At that time you were telling Mr. Vowles 
what you believed to be true ?-Oh, yes; 
I had no reason to think anything else. 

319. And have you ever spoken to J'4r. 
Vowles since then, until you saw htm 
this morning ?-I don't believe I have. 
I cannot remember seeing him at all. I 
don't think so. 

320. Did you know him before that day?
I just knew him, meeting him at the 
hotel. I knew who he was, and he knew 
who I was. 

321. Cross-cxurnincd by Jir. Jlacrossun: 
Could you fix the date when you had 
the conversation with Mr. Vowles?-Yes; 
probably I can fix it this way-I know I 
was in Townsville on Referendum Day 
(28th October) ; and we took some time 
to get down from Townsville-the boat 
was delaved. It was in the first fortnight 
in Nove!nber. 

322. 1916 ?-Yes, rast ;yr,ar. 
323. I take it, from your account of it, you 

regarded it as an ordiitary casual lunch 
conversation ?--Yes, that is really what 
it was. I had no intention of getting 
into any inquiry. 

324. 1\or anv intcmtion of giving information 
to be acted on in a public manner?-I 
would not put it that wav; I didn't care 
about that; I really was not interested 
enough. 

325. Had you any intention of giving in
formation as to warrant the person who 
heard it in acting upon it in a public 
manner ?-I believe I told him that if 
he wanted any further particulars to 
refer to Mr. Gannan. 

326. Now, would you just try and throw 
your memory back and tell us what you 
did tell Mr. Vowles and Mr. Morgan ?
Well, I think I put it pretty clearly. 

327. Well, tell us again; it won't take long. 
What did vou tell Mr. Vowles and Mr. 
Mm·gan ?-I t<:Jld them this-in substance, 
not in actual words; I don't remember 
actually what I said. . 

328. Well, I put it-the conversation did not 
make very much impression on you?
Well, it did a bit; it made a bit of an 
impression on me when I found Mr. 
Vowles coming at me and asking me 
things about it. I thought he was more 
interested than anybody else, perhaps, 
would be. 

329. He seemed mot·e keen about 1;\etting the 
information than you about gtving it?
I was not keen about it. 

330. You told him ?-I told him anything I 
knew about it. 

331. To apply to Mr. Gannan :-Yes. 
332. And it would have been a wis<' pre

caution to apply to Mr. Gannan befor0· 
he did anything further? You would 
have, anyhow, if you had been in his. 
position'!.--Yes, I would have gone to 
J\lr. Gannan. because he was in a posi
tion to give the whole of the information. 

333. If correct, ::Vir. Gannan was the man to· 
get the information from?-Yes. 

334. When Mr. Gann~n ga.,ve it .to .Y9U at 
first, you doubted rt ?-No, I dtdn't doubt 
it; beause I know the old man so well 
-he was very reliable. 

335. Y on knew the old man so well that yo11c. 
told him not to say anything more about 
it?--Yes. I didn't want him to get 
into any trouble. 

336. And the reason was becausB you did 
not believe that it was a fact ?-Ko, I 
didn't put it quite that way. I told him 
that, unless he was quite sure of his fad'',. 
not to say anything about it. 

337. That i' the polite way of putting it; 
and that means, as you have told it to· 
me, I don't accept that-in your own 
,mind-doesn't it ?-Oh, no; I should not 
put it quite that wa}. 

338. Tell me this: Where did the conversa-
tion with Mr. Gannan take place?-\Yell, 
it was probably at the Central Hotel, 
Hughenden, or in his office; I don't 
know which. 

339. H it 'vt>re in his office he would have· 
his books handv to show vou ?-Yes. 

340. Did he have hi~ books ther';, ?-He didn't 
show them to me. 

341. And vou didn't a-;k to see them ?-No. 
342. 1\Ir. Gannan got very hurt and got 

more positive ?-::'\ot hurt; he got very 
emphatic about it. 

343. Don't vou think that if it wE're in his 
office a:Ud he told vou he had the,m in 
his books he would have been so emphatic·· 
-or sufticientlv emphatic--?-To show 
me a list? Yes. He did not do that. I 
used to meet him so often, and did such 
a lot of busineeg through him; he made 
me a number of offers. 

344. What age is ~Ir. Gannan ?-About 58: 
or 60. 

345. Is he regarded as "the ol_d man''?
He is called "Old P.T." 

346. May I put it to ;vou that he is regarded 
as of a very sociable disposition ?-Oh, 
he is. 

347. And inclined to talk a little too much? 
-Oh ! Well-'-

348. Well. you evidently thought so ?-Not 
in business; he never said too much in 
business. 

349. He was not talking business to you?
Oh, he was a good deal. 

350. Not on this ?-I bought a lot of stock 
from him. 

351. Not on this matter ?-At that time I 
did. 

352. Not in respect to W ando V ale ?-Oh, 
no, I was not doing business with him 
regarding \Y ando V ale. 

353. Was not he, outside business, inclined' 
to talk a little too much-more than the 
facts would warrant? I put it to you? 
-I should not like to answer that. I 
don't think so. I don't want to say any-· 
thing about him. 
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.. ;354. Now, did you ever inspect any \Yando 
Vale stock, that you remember?-Yes. 

355. Where?-On the roads. 
.. 356. Whereabouts ?-Travelling. I have seen 

them on the Landsborough. I have to 
go back a good way now. 

. 357. How long ago ?-Oh! Any time in the 
last, say-! think it is in the last twenty
fh·e years, anyway. I know the cattle 
pretty well. I have seen a good many 
of them-always a travelling mob. I 
never saw the c"ttle on the station. 

358. And never inspected any cows ?-No; I 
had them offered to me once, through 
'!\1r. Gannan. 

359. \\"hat sort of description were they
the cows; were they described as being 
"like lemonade bottles, with buffalo 
horns" ?-Yes, they were. I don't know 
how they were, but that is the reputa
tion. It is not for me to give an opinion 
of anybody else's cattle. I don't know 
how you knm1·, but that is the descrip
tion. I would not have said so, if you 
had not mentioned it. 

.3b·J. They were described that way ?-They 
ha vc some other terms for them, too. 

361. How long is it since you last saw any 
of those stock?-I saw \Y ando V ale 
cattle at Pentland. I think about three 
years ago-perhaps four; between three 
and four. 

362. And what were they ?-Cows. 
363. In what number ?-I am apt to get con

fuse-d over that. I reallv don't know. 
Perhaps I had better not" sav anything 
abo':'t it. I really don't know· how many 
I drd see .. 

.. 364. You don't know when, do you ?-It is 
between three and four years ago. I 
was interested in them, because there 
were a thousand offered to me ; I was 
buying cattle out there for Messrs. Hard
ing and Company. 

':365. That was just about the drought ?-Oh! 
no ; some time after the drought. The 
season was pretty good out there; I 
bought a great many cattle out there at 
that time. I know that Mr. Gannan 
offered me these thousand Wando Vale 
cows. I was going out to .inspect them, 
and another cattle man there told me 
I would have a 90-mile ride over basalt 
for nothing ; and I let them go. 

366. What price were they offered to you at? 
-I believe £3 5s. or £3 3s., I am not 
sure. 

.367. You don't remember the number?-
1,000. 

368. Cows?-Yes. It might have been 1,500. 
It was a good number, I know-a big 
lot. 

369. And you never inspected them ?-No. I 
got a report; reallv that is why I did 
not inspect them. • 

370. Whom did you get the r<'port from
Mr. Gannan ?-Oh, no! He was the 
agent. 

371. iNhom then?-It was really a man 
named Simpson. I would not like you 
to divulge that. Mr. Simpson told me 
they were no good. 

.. 372. vVho is Mr. Simpson ?-He is a selector 
over near \Vando Vale-between Fair 
Light and Wando Vale-on the basalt. 
They call all that side of the Flinders 
the basalt; it is very rough country. 

373. Anyhow, yoq never inspected them?
No. 

374. At the time you were having a conver· 
sation with Mr. Gannan, neither you nor 
Mr. Gannan knew the price the Govern
ment had paid, apparently ?-No, I 
don't think so; I didn't, anyhow . 

375. And he never told you ?-Afterwards he 
did. 

376. When ?-Before I left Hughenden. I 
was there two months. 

377 ... \t the time you had this conversation 
you have retailed to Mr. Vowles-por
tion of it, or some of it; at that time 
you did not know the price ?-Oh ! yes; 
when I came back. 

378. No; in Hughenden, when you were hav
ing this conversation, either at the Cen
~al Hotel or in Mr. Gannan's office, the 
first time, you did not know the price?
No, I didn't. 

379. And Mr. Gannan did not tell you
that follows, I suppose?-\Vell, I have 
an opinion in my head that he tol·d me 
something like £75,000. I did not know 
the price the Government actually paid 
was £83,000. 

380 l\llay I put it to you that it is now clear 
that J\;Ir. Gannan was talking about a 
transaction with regard to the details of 
which he knew very little ?-Oh! no; I 
think he knew all about it. 

381. But he did not tell you ?-J';'o, he didn't. 
\V ell, if he did tell me. it has gone out 
of my mind. I really was not mfficiently 
interested: I was not taking any notice 
of it at all. 

382. And as to this conversation, you say it 
made a bit of an impre9sion. What 
was the price you had in your mind, 
that would make an impression on you? 
-I thought they paid £70,000 or £75,000. 

383. Which was it ?-l really ·don't know; 
I was not sufficientlv interested. I didn't 
care whether they paid £175,000. 

384. You wero not taking very n;uch notice 
of what Mr. Gannan was tellmg you?
I generallv take notice of what he tells 
me. If he mentioned the price then, 
well, it has gone out of my mind: 

385. Did you write the articles to the 
" Courier" aftPr you came back?-No; 
before I wE'nt. 

386. I take it the articles were rather hostile 
to the Government's enterprises ?-::c'io; 
they wero not. 

387. Were they in favour of it?-! think it 
w-as. I was complimented on it as being 
a very fair analysis of the cattle posi
tion. I analysed the cattle position; 
there was nothing hostile to the Govern
ment at all. 

388. Not personally hostile; but hosj;ile to 
the practicability of their carrymg on 
these enterprises successfully?-Yes; on 
the assumption that they wanted 12,000 
tons of meat a year, I showed how many 
cattle they wanted to have. 

389. You have been complimented by the 
pastoralists with whom you came in 
touch, on your letter ?-'Oh! yes; and 
other people, too. 

390. Mostly pastoralists ?-Oh, I mix mostly 
with them. The letter was far from 
being hostile. 

391. I put it to vou-vou did not agree with 
the Government's political opinions?
\'i" ell. when I tell you that the first time 
Mr. T. J. Ryan stood for the Barcoo, 
I voted for him ! 
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The Commissioner: You need not go 
into that unle>s you want to. 

392. By .lb. Jiacrossan: You thought it was 
good to have him in Opposition ?-I did 
not know where he was going to. I 
voted for him and supported him. 

393. I think ~·ou said quite clearly that you 
have never seen these thousand cows 
which were placed under offer to you? 
-:\To: I belif've I saw some of them 
,afterwards. That is what I was trying 
to say about Pentland. They were 
stragglers. I know the brand very well, 
and I saw OP2 cattle-that is the brand 
of them. I believe it was at Pentland. 
I have seen so many cattle. 

394. You have never been on Wando Vale 
Station. and have neyer seen any stflck 
thereon ?-:No. 

395. And YOU know that there has been a 
very big increase in values from 1912 
to 1916 ?-Oh! yes; very big. 

396. The ~rreat increase in the va.!ue of cattle 
had taken place before the middle of last 
year ?-Oh! it has become ,much bigger 
sine~ last year. 

397. Yes, I know it has; but the great in
crease ?-There was a pretty big incJ;;Oase 
before last }T'l.r. I inspected a lot of 
cows at Hughenden the la.st time I was 
up there-very good cows-at £6, be
longing to a man named Bligh. 

398. What would bullocks be at that time?
£8 to £9 o t that time; that is, store 
bullocks. I am not sure if it was not 
more for fat bullocks; but there were 
not very many fat bullocks there. 

399. Fat bullocks were a ver,v high price at 
that time in the North ?-They were very 
scarce; it \HIS hard to get them. 

400. Rc-cxaminul by Jh-. Jiacgregor: How 
-does :\fr. Gannan spell his name?
Gannan. 

401. You know him very well, you say?
Yes. 

402. It has been hinte<:l here that he took e, 
little drop too much. \Vas he under the 
influence of liquor when he madE> this 
statement to you ?-Oh! no. You know, 
there are times when he was under the 
influence. 

403. Yes, I know: but in fairness to Mr. 
Gannan. would vou believe what he told 
you ?-Absolutely. Anybody who ever 
goes to :\1r. Gannan believes him abso
lutely. He i:s the most reliable agent I 
have ever known in my experience 

404. Cross-examined further by Mr. Macros
Ban: That is in business ?-Yes. He is 
absolutely reliable, and absolutely honest 
and honourable. He would never lead 
you astray or tell you something that 
was not right. 

405. Re-examined further by Mr. Jiacgre
gor: Was he that sort of man when he 
was making this statement to you?-Yes. 
Anvone who knew him would take him 
to be all right. 

406. Cross-examined further by Mr. Macros
san: Assuming all the facts are as stated, 
and he was Mr. Barnes's agent, do you 
think he was doing the proper thing ? 
Assuming he got his information as Mr. 
Barnes's agent, do you think he did the 
proper thing?-I presume that is for him 
to judge. I have no opinion on that at 
all. 

407. Cross-examined by Mr. Fee.c: If h& 
were an honourable man, he would never
have done it ?-Well, he was an honour
able man-highly honourable; the sou!. 
of honour--old P.T. 

408. Re-examined fu•·ther by Mr. ?rlacgre-· 
gor: You say that W ando Vale is on the 
basalt country?-Yes. 

[The 1vitness then retired.] 

JOHN MAY, Member of the Legislative 
Assembly, sworn and examined: 

409. By Mr .• Wacgregor: You are a member· 
of the Legislative Assembly, Mr. May? 
-Yes. 

410. For the electorate of Flinders ?
FEnders. 

411. And have been so for some years past?· 
-Ten years last May. 

412. \Vere vou in Cloncurrv about June last 
year-l916?-Yes; I left Cloncurry early 
in June, 1917. 

413. Tell us what the occasion was, Mr. May, 
and what vou heard relative to Wando· 
Vale Station onlv?-Well, what I heard 
was this: That on the 18th May last a 
gentleman by name of Connor stated 
that Wando Vale station was in the 
market for £47,000 a fortnight previous 
to the Government paying £82,000, and 
that the Treasurer got £5,000 out of the 
deal. 

414. By the Commissionu: That is Mr. 
Theodore ?-Yes. 

415. By Jfr. Jf,<cgregor: Anything else?
This is purely hearsay evidence. This 
gentleman made the statement to me and 
to others in the Post Office· Hotel, Clon
currv. I then called him to Mr. Hux
ham" and Mr. Gall, who were there at 
the time, and he made the same state
ment before them. 

416. \Vas it ex,actlv the same wor·ds ?-Exactly 
the same word~, as near as I can remem
ber. I could not swear to every single 
word. 

417. By the Commissioner: He repeated the 
statement ?-He repeated the statement. 
That is all I have to say. 

418. By J·Ir. Jiacgregor: When you came to 
Brisbane, did you report the statement 
to anyone ?-I told Mr. Ryan, the Pre
mier, about it some little time later
some time in June; it might have been
the beginning of July-I cannot remem
ber the exact time I mentioned it to him. 

419. Did you tell Mr. Vowles?-No, I don't 
recollect telling him. Up in the North 
it is a usual thing to talk about the sale· 
of stations, and I took no particular cog
nisance o£ it; but down here a lot of 
people asked me, and I cannot tell you· 
everyone who asked me or what they 
asked. 

420. Did you say that Mr. Connor said th<Y 
station wa~ in the market for £47,000 a 
fortnight before the Government's pur
chase ? -Yes. 

421. Who is this Mr. Connor ?-I put him 
down at the time as a buyer of stations. 

422. Didn't vou know him before that ?-I 
had not 'met him before that. 

423. By the Commissioner: You said yoli 
put him down as a buyer of stations?
Yes; he had been out in the Northern. 
Territory looking for property. 
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424. By JJ1r. JJ1acgregor: What is his name 
-Connor or Connors ?-I cannot swear 
to that. 

425. Did you make a note of the conversa
tion at the time?-! made a note of it 
on the following morning. 

426. Have you goG that note ?-I have. I 
thought it was so important that I in
tended to bring it before the Premier. 

427. Please read the note ?-[Mr. May reads 
as under]- • 

"When Mr. Huxham and Mr. Gall 
were in Cloncurry on 18th May, 1917, a 
gentleman, a buyer of stations and a 
s~ation-owner, named Connor, said 
\Vando Vale Station was offered for sale 
for £47,000 a fortnight before the Go
vernment purchased it for £82,000, and 
that Mr. Theodore got £5,000. The 
above statemenc was made before a room
full of people, including Mr. Huxham, 
Mr. Gall, Inspector Johnson, and my
selL" 

428. Cross-examined by Mr. Feez: Did Mr. 
Connor give any grounds for his state
ment ?-It was known in the ::-;!orth that 
the station was being bought, and he 
made this statement before a whole room
full of people. 

429. He said vVando Vale had been in the 
market for £47,000 a fortnight before 
the Government had bought it for 
£82.000?-Yes, that is what he said. 

430. Did he give any grounds for the state
ment ?-Not that I can recollect. 

431. Did c·ou a·,k him where he got the 
information from ?-I did ask him how 
he got the information. He made the 
statement, and I got him to make it 
before :Ylr. Huxham and Inspector 
Johnson; I thought I was clearing my
self. 

432. It was a very serious statement against 
the Government that they had lost 
£35,000 on the deal, and against :\fr. 
Theodore ? -Yes ; that was the reason 
I asked him to repeat the statement be
fore the Home Secretary, Mr. Huxham. 

433. Why didn't you or someone get the 
source af his information ?-I oanno>t 
tell you the reason I did not do it. ' 

434. Didn't you say, " That is an awful thing 
to say "?-The first time he mentioned 
it to me I said, " That is very strong." 
I didn't believe it. At the same time 
I said, " \Vill you repeat that before Mr. 
Huxham ?" He said, "I will, readily." 

435. You ":ere looking more to Mr. Theo
dore's mterests-the fact that this defa
mation was made ·public ?-I did it in the 
interests of the Labour party-to clear 
the Labour party-so that they could 
prove that such was not the case. I did 
it in the public interests, but more to 
clear our own party. 

436. You thought that Mr. Theodore would 
take action?-Yes; I thought it was pre
posterous. 

437. You had never met Jl.fr. Connor before? 
-~o; I have not seen him since the 
following morning. 

438. Was he drunk?-Decidedly not. 
439. \Vas he sober?-Yes. 
440. This meeting was in Cloncurry ?-Yes; 

in the Post Office Hotel. 
441. You came down here and you said you 

saw the Premier?-Yes. 

442. And you reported it to him ?-I read this 
note out to him. 

443. How did Mr. Ryan treat it ?-He treated 
it with contempt; he did not believe it. 

444. So he thought it was too incredible to 
be worth consideration ?-Yes, decidedly. 

445. Did you make any inquiries yourself as 
to whether Mr. Theodore had had any
thing to do with this purchase ?-No, I 
made no inquiries. I left it, I thought, 
in better hands than my own to make 
inquiries. 

446. Personally, you knew nothing about the 
purchase of \Vando Vale station?- No; 
that was the first I heard or knew about 
it. That was on the 18th of May, 1917. 
I left Cloncurry early in June. 

447. Prior to that you had not personally 
heard anything about the transaction?
Prior to that I had not. 

448. Do you know Hughenden well ?-Yes, I 
do. 

449. Do YOU know Mr. Gannan up there?
Yes." 

450. What sort of a man is he ?-He is a 
stock and station agent. 

451. Is he a man who talks a great deal?
I cannot say very much about that. I 
knew him for five years. I was living in 
Hnghenden for five years. 

452. \Vas he a man with any failing ?-I think 
every man in the North occasionally has 
a failing. 

453. He occasionally had that failing ?-He 
occasionally had that failing. 

454. Was he a great talker when the failing 
was severe?-I Cctnnot say that he was 
particularly so. 

455. At all events, you never heard anything 
from J\1r. Gannan about this ?-No, I 
did not. 

456. Did you meet him at any t-ime ?-I knew 
him well; I have met him when going 
up and down; I have met him at the 
Hughenden Railway Station. 

457. Have vou seen Mr. Gannan since 
August, " 1916. to talk to?-I will not 
swear that I have; I may have met him 
on the railway station; I have met a lot 
of people when going up and down. 

458. He did not mention the sale of W ando 
Vale to you?-Not to my recollection. 

459. Did vou ever talk to Mr. Vowles about 
this t~·ansaction, or the conversation that> 
>ou had with Mr. Connor ?-Not to my 
i·ecollection. I do not recollect; I may 
have spoken of it casually. 

460. Did vou ever offer to show Mr. Vowles 
the note that vou had in the book ?-No; 
I have not shown him the note. 

461. Did vou ev<'r offer to do so ?-I don't 
think 'so; I don't remember having done 
so. 

462. You offering to show him and he refus
ing to look at it ?-I don't remember any
thing of that sort. 

463. Re-examined by Mr. Macgregor: Do 
vou know how Mr. Vowles would be
come aware that you had such a note? 
-I cannot say. 

464. Have vou ever told Mr. Theodore what 
>ou he;J,rd Mr. Connor say ?-No, I have 
rwt. ::Yir. Theodore spoke to me one day 
a.bout the matter. 

Jir. Jiacgregor: That, Your Honour, 
finishes all the available witnesses that I 
have. :Mr. Gannan and Mr. Connor have 
been subpcenaed. 
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The Secretary to the Commission announced 
the receipt of a telegram advising that Mr. 
Connor was leaving Rockhampton to-day and 
would reach Brisbane to-morrow. 

Jir. J?eez: I understand that the Premier 
and the Home Secretary have been sub
pa?naed. 

Jir. Macgregor: You have no right to 
know that. 

:llr. Feez: Mr. Huxham told me he had 
been subpa?naed. 

The Commissioner: The only witnesses that 
you want. Mr. Macgregor, are Mr. Gannan 
and Mr. Connor ? 

Mr .• 11acgregor: Yes. 
Jir. J?e,.::: Mr. Gannan is dying. 

Tlze Commissioner: There is not much 
chance of getting Mr. Gannan. I think the 
best thing is to adjourn until to-morrow. 

Jir. Feez: I can go on with some wit-
ne::.ses. 

[The Commis~ion adjourned at 12.30 p.m. 
till 2.30 p.m.] 

On resuming at 2.30 p.m., 

Jir. J?ee:; said: I want to ask my friend 
if he does not propose to call Mr. Ryan or 
Mr. Huxham? 

The Commissioner: I understood him to 
say he did not. 

Jir. Feez: With regard to ::Yfr. Connor I 
presume he will be called? ' 

The Commissioner: It is in Mr. Mac
gregor's hands. Mr. Connor would be called 
now if he were here. · 
. Jir. _Feez: Unfortunately, it seems to be 
Impossible to get J\1r. Gannan's evidence. 
Owing to his critical illness he does not seem 
capable of giving it. 

~ want to say !l: few. words before calling the 
e:·1dence. The mqmry that you are autho
;-rsed to h'?ld, Your Honour, is an inquiry 
m to yractrcally three subjects-one as to 
certam statements made by Mr. Vowles in 
the House in which he said he was in a 
position to prove that this station, \Vando 
V ale, could have been purchased for £45 000 
at the time that the Government bought it 
for £82,000, and that it was in the hands of 
an agent, Mr. Gannan, at, this price of 
£45,000, with instructions not to refuse offers. 
These are the two matters in which Mr. 
Vowlos is directly interested. In these we 
have already had the whole of the evidence, 
apparently, that Mr. Vowles can give, ex
cept something that can come from Mr. 
Ccnnor. I submit that there is not the 
slightest ground for Mr. Vowles's statement 
that he could prove that. I propose to call 
everyone that can, in any possible way tha.t 
we can conceive, be interested in this trans
u.cti<;m to show to you that everything was 
straightforward and aboveboard and that 
the price at which Mr. Barnes s~ld the pro
perty was an absolutely fair price, and one 
which Mr. Barnes would not take for the 
property at the present time. I will prove 
that it was not in any agent's hands at the 
sum of £45,C00 at the time of the sale to the 
Government, or ar'y sum less than the sum 
for which Mr. Barnes offered it to the Go
vernment. and this allegation that it was in 
Mr. Gannan's hands for £45,000, and he was 
instructed not to refuse any offer, is absolutelv 
wcthout any foundation. . . 

One need not sav that the matter is one 
of vast importance to everyone who is 

interested. To the public, it is important to 
the public to know that the affairs of the 
public are not being carried out in this dis
graceful manner suggested by Mr. Vowles. 

I will call Mr. Barnes to tell you exactly 
the position of the station, and to give y_ou 
his views as to its value. He will also m
form you that the price at which he sold it 
was a.bsolutely not one farthing more than it 
was worth, and he would be glad t? get It 
back if the purchase was not earned out. 
Mr. Barnes is not the real owner of the pro
perty; Th1rs. Barnes was the owner and Mr. 
Barnes was the attorne:y or agent for Mrs. 
Barnes in the transaction. 

So far as No. 2 of the matters for inquiry 
submitted to Your Honour, to find the amount 
of purchase price paid by_ the Government 
for \Vando Vale, there wrll be no drspute 
that it was £32,000. The person or pers~ms 
to whom the monev for \Vando Vale Statwn 
and stock was paid was Mrs. Barnes. I will 
prove her the ownm and I will prove to 
Your Honour that the whole of that money 
was handed over to J\In. Barnes, and no one 
else had oue farthing out o£ it. There was 
nothing in the nature of graft; the h>tlance 
o£ the money was paid over to ~\1rs. Ba.rnes's 
attorney, The lJnion Trustee Company of 
Australia. They had the handling of the 
whole of the moneJ and the debentureH, and 
the manager will bo called to prove that not 
one farthing went to .anyone but the owner. 

As to whether the price paid by the Go
vernment was fair and reasonable, Mr. 
Barnes will give evidence about that. I pro
pose to call Mr. Hunter, the Minister for 
Lands, Mr. G01·don Graham, who ' must be 
included in this transaction, Mr. )WcGug~n, 
the State stations manager, who IS also In
volved in this. I al•o intend to call-I did not 
intend to do so until this evidence came out 
this mornin~-to call the Treasurer, Mr. 
Theodore t;;- show that the allegation that 
he recRiv~d £5,000 out of it is an absolute 
fabrication. 

I do not think that I need say any more. 
In the public interest, it is a very proper 
thing that this inquiry should be held, and 
I am glad to be able to put the eHdence 
before Your Honour and the public at the 
earliest possible moment. 

JOHN HAWKINS SMITH BARNES, sworn and 
examined: 

465. By Jir. J?eez: You are a grazier ?-Yes, 
466. Where arP you living now ?-At Canning 

Downs, \V arwick. 
467. Prior to buying Canning Downs you 

lived at Wando Vale?-No, a.t Lynd
hurst. 

468. 'Where is Lyndhur&t ?-It is an adjoin
ing property about 70 mi!e~ distant from 
Wando Vale. 

469. W a.s Lyndburst your own property?
Yes. 

470. And to whom did Wando Vale belong? 
-To m" wife. 

471. How !o'ng has she owned Wando Vale?
I think she acquired it about 1903. 

472. 'l.nd has held it ever since ?-Yes. 
473. During the who!<' of that period you 

have acted as her agent?-Yes. · 
474. In connection with \V ando Vale?-Yes. 
475. Had you full power to act on her be

ha.!£?-Yes. 
476. \V ae there any written power of attor

ney ?-Xo, nothing in writing. 
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477. Who held your v. ife's power of attor
ney ?-There was no power of attorney 
granted until some time last year. 

478. Aft0r the sale?-Yes. 
479. Who had [lower e;f attorney ?-The 

Union Trustee Ccmnanv. · 
480. Wan-do V ale-;vhat< lo~ality is it in?

In. North Kennerly district, about 90 
miles west of Charters Towers, almost 
<!~te Wf'>t. 'I'hat is approximately the 
distan<'e. 

481. Prior to the sale to the Government in 
1916,_ \~·hat was the last time that you 
put It m the hands of any agent for sale? 
-I have only the recollection of placing 
it in. the hands of Dalgety and Co. for 
sale m 1912. 

482. Did you rlo it verbally or by writing?-
I c;a_nnot swear, but I think I did it by 
wntmg. 

483. \\'hat wnc- the pric" that you put it in 
their hands at ?-£45,000. 

484. That was in 1912?-Ye'. 
485. In that letter that you wrote to Mr. 

hunter you 'aid, "As I have destroved 
all the books in connection with "the 
\Y ando V ale, I cannot give vou a definite 
ans'\ver to your inquiric-5, b-ut, so far .as 
my memory amw~rs. I did gi.-e it at 
£42,000 ab•) ut 1913 ?-Yes. 

486. Ha.-e ~-ou sincp looked up the matter?
Yes. 

487. Is that statement correct ?-No; 
£42,000_ is not correct; I made it 
approximately; I had a faint recollec
tiOn ?f o;f2ring it to Dalgety's. That 
wa, m my mind when I wrote that 
letter. 

488. You were referring to the offer to Dal
gety's when you wrote that letter; you 
had no recor'd5 before you ?-No. 

489. Y?n found that it was in 1912 and the 
pnce wae £45,000 ?-Yes. 

490. Is it correct that you have destroyed 
all your books on vVando Vale?-I am 
not absolutely positive on that. I des
strayed a good many documents before 
1 left Lyndhurst. \Yhen this matter 
croQped up I made a Re-arch at the 
6tatwn. I could not discover anv · I did 
!lot continue __ the search, thinkln'g that 
m all prvbabrhty some papers mio-ht have 
been sent t<J Canning Downs vJ'ith per
sonal effects. 

491. After the sale you considered \Vando 
Vale at an end ?_:_Yes. 

492. So far as you know, did you destroy 
all the papers in connection with \Vando 
Vale?-Yes. 

-493. _Do you remember, putting \Vando Vale 
mto the hands of any other agent since 
1912 ?-I have made inquiries and I find 
that _I placed it in the hands of Messrs. 
Brodre and Co., of Sydney. 

494. \Vhen was that ?-About June, 1913. 
495. ·what v:as the price put on it then •-

£55,000. . 
496. Did you ever, at anv time '1lace the 

station in . the hands of irr~ P. T. 
Gannan?-I have n<J recollection of it; 
I don't think I e.-er did. 

497. Did you know :Mr. Gaiman at all?
Ye·': I knew him personally. 

498 .. Is there the slightest shad<Jw of truth 
m the , stat.cment that it was in Mr. 
Gannan s hands in August. 1916, for 
£45.000?-I am positive there is no 
truth in it. 

499. And that Mr. Gannan had instructions 
not _to refuse offers ?-A ridiculous sug
gestion. 

500. \Yell, so far as your memory carries you, 
you nev2r placed it in any other "gent's 
hands hut those of ::Yiessrs. Dalgetv and 
Brodie ?-That is so. ·· 

501. Did you e\·er place it in the hands of 
::Y1r. Suter ?-I have no recollection. 

502. ::\ow, JY1r. Barnes, we have heard some
thing about the cattle on Wando Vale. 
\Vhat class of cattle were they ?-They 
were what you call a Hereford-Shorthorn 
cross. 

503. So far as quaiity \Vas concerned, what 
were they?--\Vhat you could term fair 
quality. 

504. There is a suggestion made that they 
were like " a lemonade bottle with 
buffalo horns." Is there any truth in 
that? 

'l'h· Comm.is;;ion .. r: I Jon't think you 
want any evidence on that. 

505. By Jir. Feez: The idea is that they 
were such a poor clao:l of ntttle. from 
inbreeding, that the:; were practically no 
good ?-They were not by any means a 
poor class of cattle. 

The Commissioner: "Lemonade 
bottle" is only a figure of speech. 

506. Bp Jir. Fu.:: Oh, ye;; it was only a 
sugge~tion to show that they ~.vere very 
much inbred. 1'o Witness: Were they 
very much inbred ?-No. 

507. At all events, no business resulted from 
putting it in the hands of Messrs. 
Dalgety and Brodie ?-N'o. 

508. Did von haYe an offer later. Mr. 
Barnes'?-I think some time in 1915 I 
had a wire from th" Pastoral Eetates, 
Toowoomba, inquiring whether I would 
offer Wando Vale. 

509 We will put that correspondence in 
directly. Do you remember an offer in 
N'o:vember. 1~13, you had for it, through 
Messrs. Brodie and Co. ?-Yes. 

510. Do you remember what the price was? 
-£55,000. 

511. How did you troo,t it ?-I refused it. 
512. How did you first come in touch with 

the Governmertt in connection with the 
oole ?-It was through the Pastoral 
Estates, Ltd., Toowoomba.. 

513. Mr. Bennett is the manager of that?
Yes. 

514. By the by; at the time ·did you know a 
single member .of the Government-of 
the Cabinet ?-:i\"o; I was not acquainted 
with any of them 

515. Did you know Mr. :'\1cGugan ?-Xo. 
516. I suppose you know Mr. Gordon 

Graham ?-Yes, I had met him previ
ousl.Y. 

517. On Land, Office business?-Ycs. 
518. Do you know •any men:ber'S <Jf the 

Cabinet at th<· present time ?-I have 
met several, of course, in connection 
with the case. 

519. But exce[Jt meeting them in connection 
with this ca,e •-Not previously have I 
ever met them. 

520. I believe you md }fr. Hunter once, 
just at the completion of the sale?-Yes. 

521. Before the completion of the sale, had 
vou cyer met a member of the Cabinet? 
:_::\ot oae. 
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522. "\Veil, you say you came into contact 
with the Government through Mr. 
Bennett, the manager for the Australian 
Estates ?-The Pastora,l Estates. 

523. That is a company that carries on busi
ness in Toowoomba ?-Yes. 
[Mr. Feez tenders letter from witness 

to Messrs. F. A. Brodie and Co., 
Sydney, dated 21st June, 1913. Ad
mitted, marked Exhibit 2, and read.] 

524. What bulls were you using ?-Bulls tha,t 
I got from White and Sons, of Bluff 
Downs. 

525. You were not using your own bulls?
Some. 

[::Ylr. Feez tenders following telegra,ms 
and correspondence, which are ad
mitted .and ma,rked as Exhibits, and 
read:-

Copy telegram from Pastoral Estates 
to witness, dated 9th March, 1915. 
Exhibit 3. 

Copy of letter from Pastoral Estates 
to witness of same date. Exhibit 4-

Telegram from witness to Pastoral 
Estates, dated 15th March, 1915. Ex
liibit 5.] 

526. By 1lfr. Fet,:;: Now, after that, Mr. 
Barnes, from the time you sent that 
telegram to the Pastoral Estates up till 
the time you got into these negotiations 
which eventuated in your sale of the 
property to the Government, did you ever 
do anything in the way of selling the 
property? After that, between the time 
you refused to offer it to thE' Pastoral 
Estates in March. 1915, until vou started 
these negotiations with th~ Pastoral 
Estates on behalf of fhe Government, 
did you ever offer it to anyone else, or 
do anything- ?-So far as I can remember, 
I never offered it. In fact, it was con
trary to my policy. From what I re
member, I decided to institute certain 
improvements, and hold the property. 

527. \Vhen you say "you"-you did every
thing ?-I did everything. I had full 
power to act in every way. 

528. And did you effect these improvements? 
-Yes. 

529. Well, how did you first come into con
tact with Mr. Bennett, of the Pastoral 
Estates-by letter, or telegram, or per
sonally ?-I had met him personally at 
various times: but in connection with 
vVando Vale, I received a wire from him 
advising me that the Government were 
the purchasers for a large lot of ::\orth 
Qu<'ensland cattle. 

Mr. Feez tenclero- the following tele
gram from witness to Pastoral Estates, 
clatPd lOth July, 1916, which is admitted, 
mark<>d Exhibit 6, and read ' 

" Can offer whole herd of vVanclo 
Vale-about 10,000 head-at £7, includ
ing about 6,000 bullocks and steers: no 
old cows; unweanable calves, 30s. ; 
writing." 

530. By ilfr. Feez: That is evidently in 
answer to a wire to vou ?-Yes. 

531. At that time, did yo~ consider that that 
was the number you had on the station 
-about 10,000?-Yes. 

532. Was that your opinion; was that a f-<tir 
price at that time?-Yes. 

[Mr. Feez tenders the following tele
grams and correspondence, which are 
admitted, niarked as Exhibits, and 
read:-

Copy of- telegram from Pastoral 
Estates to witness, dated 13th July, 
1916. Exhibit 7. 

Copy of letter from Pastoral Estates 
to witness, dated 13th July, 1916. Ex
hibit 8. 

Letter from witness to Pastoral' 
Estates, as follows, dated 16th July, 
1916. Exhibit 9: 

" I am in receipt of your telegram, 
and wired vou as follows : . . . 
I can say th'at about 50 per cent. of 
the herd on Wan<jo Vale died in· 
last year's drought; so that you can· 
reaclilv imagine no old cows would' 
be there now and the stock either 
would be suitable for stocking up-· 
with, or held for fattening."] 

533. By Jfr. Feez: Was that true, Mr. 
Barnes?-Yes. 

534. By the by, who was managing Wando
Vale for vou ?-Mr. A. H. Bowman. 

535. Is he a ;eliable man; a good man?
Yes. 

[:C\Ir. Feez tenders the following corres-
pondence and telegrams, which are ad
mitted, marked as Exhihits, and read' 

Copy letter from Pastoral Estates to. 
witness. dated 17th Julv, 1916. Ex-
liibit 10. . 

Copy telegram from Pastoral Estates. 
to witness, elated 20th July, 1916. Ex
hibit 11. 

CopY letter from Pastoral Estates to· 
witnei,, elated 20th July, 1916. Ex
hibit 12. 

Tdegrams from witnesses to Pastoral 
Estates, date·d 20th July, 1916. Em· 
lzibit 13. 

Telegram from witness to Pastoral 
Estates, dated 21st July, 1916. Exhibit 
14.] 

536. By Jfr. Frez: \V ere you very keen on 
selling. Mr. Barnes ?-It is very har-d to
remember whether I was at that time. 

5'37. I mean, judging by this: " Please do!:!'t 
list, or offer elsewhere'' ?-I meant ~ dctd
not want various agents to have It . go
throug-h their books, and keep pestermg 
me with inquiries. 

538. Is that a custom with the agents ?-Yes. 
539. How do they get it ?-I presume they 

hand it from one to the other. 
540. Send round a list from one tD anothe.r '( 

-Thev must do it, because I have Ill· 

numei;able inquiries which I put in the· 
waste-p&per ba<.ket; perhaps keep a 
private secretary to answer them. 

541. It was to militate against that trouble
that vou put this note on?-Yes. 

Jir: Fee·: I ,~·as going to ask you-
on the 20th Julv You telegraphed: 

"Please leaye·m~tter in abeyance. Ex
pect arrive Brisbane end first week Au· 
gust" : and on the 21st: "Will grant you 
offer Wando Vale Station." What had· 
happened in the meantime? Oh, Wando 
V 8le cattle? I see. It was Wando Vale 
cattle you werE' offering, not the station, 
at thaf time. That explains it. 

[JHr. Feez t<>nclers copy t~legram from 
Pastor'al Estates to witness, dated 
21st Julv. 1916. Admitted, marked 
Exhibit '15 and read. Tenders also 
letter fro~ witness to the Pastoral 
Estates dated 24th July, 1916. Ad· 
mitted,' marked Exhibit 16, and! 
read.] 
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542. By ""}1 r. F cez : You evidently had sent 
another wire in these wol'ds-" Will offer 
property going concern £85,000" ?-Yes. 

543. How do you telegraph from Lyndhurst? 
-Mount Surprise station; have to send 
some distance. 

544. How far is Mount Surprise from Lynd
hurst ?-We send a messenger to Carpen
·taria Downs, which has telephone com
munication with Mount Surprise. 

545. You say in your letter of the 24th that 
you. had sent a wire: " Will offer pro
perty go.ing concern, £85,000"; and the 
telegram which I have here seems to 
have reached Toowoomba onlv on the 
26th ?-In all probability that \vould be 
sent down by the mailman ; it would 
take two days to reach Carpentaria 
Downs. 

[Mr. Fcez tenders telegram from wit
ness to the Pastoral Estates. Send· 
ing date does not appear, but it 
reached Toowoomba on the 26th 
July, 1916. Admitted, marked Ex
hibit 17, and rea-d. Tenders also let
ter from witness to the Pastoral Es
tates dated 24th July, 1916. Admit. 
ted, marked E.,hibit 18, and read.] 

[Mr. Feez tenders copv letter dated 
24th July, 1916, from the Pastoral 
Estates to witness. Admitted, marked 
Exhibit 19, and read.] 

546, Now, you fixed the price at £85,000 at 
that time ?-Yes. 

547. Was that a fair price?-Yes. 
548. Was that based on a herd consisting of 

10,000 head ?-Ye·,. 
549. You know that 10,000 head is verv much 

less than what really was on the sta
tion ?-I have heard so. 

550. At that time did you know a single 
member of the Ministry ?-No. 

551. Did you know Mr. McGugan at that 
time?-No. 

[Mr. Feez tenders copy-
1. A letter dated 25th July, 1916, from 

the Pastoral Estates to witness. 
Admitted, marked Exhibit 20, and 
read. 

2. A letter dated 29th July, 1916, from 
the · Pastoral Estates to witness. 
Admitted, marked Exhibit 21, and 
read. 

3. A telegram dated 29th July, 1916, 
to the same effect from the Pas
toral Estates to witness. Admitted 
marked Exhibit 22, and read. ' 

4. Original telegram dated 3rd August, 
1916, from witness to the Pastoral 
Estates. Admitted, marked Ex· 
hibit 23, and read.] 

552. By Mr. Fcez: When did you leave 
Lyndhurst ?-I cannot swear to that dis
tinctly; about the time that that wire 
was sent, within two or three days. 

553. You were not there when the inspection 
was made?-No. 

554. You were not in the district when the 
inspection was made ?-No. 

[Mr. Feez tenders copy letter dated 
8th August, 1916, from the Pastoral 
Estates to witness. Admitted, marked 
FJxhibit 24, and read.] 

555. By Mr. Feez: That was dated 8th 
August; did you meet Mr. Bennett and 
Mr. McGugan ?-Yes. 

556. '\Vhere did you meet them ?-At the 
Hotel Daniel, Brisbane. 

557. Was that the first time that you met 
them ?-Yes. 

558. What took place at that meeting?-We· 
discussed the offer. 

559. Was anything definitely fixed up; had 
' the inspection been made then ?-~o; 

of course, they already had the offer on. 
from the 26th of July; I have forgotten· 
exactly what transpired. 

560. Do you remember whether the way the· 
money was to be paid was discussed?
Mr. McGugan advised me that in all 
probability the deal would be more 
readily effected if I did not ask a big· 
amount in cash. He said the less cash 
I asked the more the likelihood of a 
sale being effected. 

561. Did you come to an arrangement as to· 
how much cash and how much deben
tures you were to receive?-! said I was
not anxious to r"ceive cash; I would be 
satisfied with £10,000, so far as I can. 
remember. 

[Mr. Feez tenders the following corres
pondence and telegrams:-

Letter dated 19th August, 1916, from 
witness to the Pastoral Estates. Ad· 
mitted, marked Exhibit 25, and read. 

A telegram dated 21st August, 1916, 
from witness to the Pastoral Estates. 
Admitted, marked Exhibit 26, and' 
read. 

Copy telegram dated 21st August\ 1916, 
from Pastoral Estates to witness. 
Admitted, marked Exhibit 27, and' 
read. 

A letter dated 21st August, 1916, from 
witness to the Pastoral Estate9. Ad· 
mitted, marked Exhibit 28, and 
read. 

Copy letter cl a trd 21st August, . 1916, 
from the Pastoral Estates to witness. 
Admitted, marked Exhibit 29, and 
read. 

Copv letter dated 22nd August, 1916, 
fr·;m Pastoral Estates to witnPss. Ad· 
mitted. marked Exhibit 30, and read. 

Letter dated 23rd August, 1916, from 
witness to Pastoral Estates. Ad
mitted, marked Exhibit 31, and 
read.] 

562. After that, did vou have an interview 
with the Under Secretary, Mr. Gordon 
Graham ?-Yes. 

563. '\Yhat was that interview about ?-In 
company with Mr. Bennett I .called upon 
the Under Secretary and discussed the· 
matter of the sale with Mr. Graham. 
After considerable discmsion he said he 
considered that I was asking too much 
for the property at £85,000; he offered 
me £80 000 which offer I declined. After 
further' di~cusdion I suggested splitting 
the difference. He would not agree to 
that, but offered me £82,000, an offer 
which I thought fit to a,ccept. 

564. What do you say with _regard to the· 
price-£82,000-as the pr:ce of . Wando 
Vale at that time?-I considered rt was a 
reasonable price. 

565 Do vou think the Government m'ade a 
. bad 'bargain ?-By no means; I would 
be prepared to take it back from them· 
and allow them a liberal rate of interest. 

566. At that time you thought there weret 
only 10,000 head of stock on the station t 
-Yes. 
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567. B!! the Commissioner: What do you call 
liberal rate of interest 7-I would take 
it back at that price and give them 
from 10 to 15 per C'mt. interest. 

585. And the balance in Queensland Govern
ment debentures ?-Yes. 

586. And the whole of it was handed over to 
the Union Trustees7-Ye~. 

568. B!! Jir. Fe<e: Is there any truth in the 
suggestion that the cattle are in any 
way inferior cattle ?-Xo; I reooived just 
as good a price for the Wando Vale 
cattle as the neighbouring stations. ' 

587. Now, out of that amount,_ did 3;ny sui!' 
go to anyone in connectiO!)- ;;"It~ this 
sale except that £850 commissiOn .-No. 

588. Ev~n to the smaUest fra,qtion of a 
pennv did anyone get anythmg, except 
--?.:_The Union Trustee Company was 
paid for its services. 

:569. You have sold a number of cattle off 
it?-Yes, and the prices compared very 
favourably with the adjoining stations. 

570. Do ;·ou know any reason for such a 
suggestion that they deformed ?-It is 
ridiculous. 

'571. One gentleman said that three or four 
years ago 1,000 or 1,500 cows were being 
offered for. sale. and they were described 
as being like lemonade bottles with horns 
like buffaloes ?-If there were any lemon
ade bottles, they were floated away by 
the drought; if 'there were any rubbishy 
cattle the drought killed them. It was 
a case of the survival of the fittest. 

572. You had a severe drought out there?
Yes. 

573. Is there· the slightest shadow of founda
tion for the idea that your cattle are 
badly inbred ?-No, I do not say that 
they are first-class cattle, but they are 
fair cattle; there are no rubbishy cattle. 
I got the same price for m·v cattle as my 
neighbours got. · 

574. \Vere they as good as the general run 
of cattle in the district ?-Yes, except 
one or two herds; such as Bluff Downs 
station, for instance, which are the finest 
cattle that you will meet with in Queens
land. 

·575. When you put the price of £7 per head 
on 10,000 head, was that, in your opinion, 
a fair price for them 7-Yes. 

'576. For the cattle as they were on the run? 
-Yes, as they were. 

[Mr. Feez tenders a letter, dated 26th 
August, 1916, from witness to the Under 
Secretary, Department of Public Lands. 
Admitted, marked Exhibit 32, and read.] 

·577. You had a telephone conversation with 
Mr. Graham, then you had that inter
view; you have spoken of a draft agree
ment having been forwarded to you 1-
I think it was forwarded to the manager 
of the Union Trustee Company. 

[:\fr. Feez tenders a letter, dated 30th 
August, 1916, from witness; it is written 
to Mr. Gm·don Graham. Exhibit 33.] 

'578. You tell us that the Union Trustee Com
pany have got the power of attorney 
from Mrs. Barnes ?-Yes. 

579. And since the sale have they acted 
entirely for her?-Yes. 

580. \Yhat commission was paid on the sale 
to the Pastoral Estates ?-£850. 

581. Is that the usual commission, so far as 
you are aware ?-I believe so. 

. 582. By the Commi,sioner: One per cent.? 
-Ye·l. 

[Mr. Feez tenders letter, dated 30th 
August, 1916, from witness to the Pas
toral E~t"-tes, Limited. Admitted, marked 
Exhibit 34, and read.] 

.583. B11 Mr. Jieez: Do vou know what be
came of the money 

0 

after the sale was 
completed?-'L es: the purchase money 
was paid to the 'Gnion Trustee Company. 

:584. There was £10,000 in cash ?-Yes. 

589. I mean out of the purchase mo:p.ey ?
None whatever; not a penny. 

590. For instance, there is a suggestion 
made-or a statement made-that a cer
tain gentleman said that Mr. Theodore 
got £5,000. Is there the slightest 
foundation for that ?-None whatever. 

591. Or that he got anything ?-~o. 
592. Do you know Mr. T_heodore at all; 

ever met him ?-Met him recently; but 
not previous to the sale. 

593. Y on had not met him l!ntil after the 
money was paid over 7-No. 

594. \Vas there anything in the nature of 
an arrangement that anyone should get 
anything ?-No. 

595. In the past, the present, or the future! 
-No. 

596. \Vas anything of the Bort eve~ mooted, 
or hinted at or suggested ?-No. 

597. Now, after the sale-in fact, this year
van got a letter from the Pastoool 
Estates about rumours that had been 
going about?-Yes. 

[Mr. Feez tenders letter, dated 26th 
June, 1917, from the Pastoral Est_at.es to 
witness. Admitted, marked Exhtbtt 35, 
and read.] . , 1 

[Mr Feez tenders also witness s rep y, 
dated. 9th July, 1917. Admitted, marked 
Exhibit 36, and read.] 

598 By Mr. Jleez: Now, I asked you about 
that £42,000. You say that your exam
ination has since proved that your 
memorv was inaccurate ?-;-Even there I 
stated "that so far as my memory was 
concerned. 

599. Exactly. It was in 1912. You say the 
cattle had appreciated fully 90 per cent. 
on 1913 values. Is that correct ?-T!J,at 
is a miscalculation; they have apprecia
ted more than that. I was ~ery busy at 
the time that letter was wrt tten, and I 
had not time to go into values. 

600 But it is a fact they have appreciated 
·since 1913, or 1912?-From 1912 they have 
appreciated fully 150 pe~ cent. . 

601. Could you give us an Idea o_f the dif
ference in prices in 1912 and m .1916 ?
Well, I purch_ased a. property m 1912. 
I should not like to dtvulge the n_ame of 
the station. If His Honour w1s~es. I 
will write the name down for his m
formation. 

The Commissionu: I don't know what 
Mr. Feez wants this particularly for . 

602. B!! Jir. Jie1z: I don't want you to nam~ 
the property. Yon pur~hase.d a property. 
-Yes, for £50,000, m J'\orth Queens-
land. 

603. How ma,ny head of cccttle on it ?-About 
20,000. I gave the _offer to a firm some 
few months ago to mspect at £170,000. 

604. How were the nu,mbers of t~e 9attle 
at the two times-when you bought and 
when you offered ?-About the same. 
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605. And wore they the same class of cattle? 
-Yes. 

606. Had anything been done to the station 
-any large improvements or anything of 
that sort?-Yes; not what you would 
call " large," I suppose. 

607. I mean to say, about how much did you 
spend on improvements in the !):lean
time ?-Well, approximately, £12,000 or 
£15,000. 

608. Had you improved Wando Vale between 
1912 and 1916?-Yes. 

609. Can you give us an idea of the extent 
to which you had improved it? What 
sort of improvements, iirst of all ?-\Vater 
conservation-wells and windmills; fenc
ing. 

610. What were the improvements worth in 
1916 at Wan do V ale; can you give us 
that ?-The cost of the improvements 
wculd be approximately £9,000. 

611. And prior to 1912, how much had you 
spent in the meantime between 191'2 and 
1916-when the Government bought it?-

612. By the Commissioner: When was that 
£9,000 up to?-

613. By Mr. Feeo: £9,000 was the total?
The total cost ; up to 1912 there was 
practically nothing spent in improve
ments. 

614. Nearly all put on since?-Yes. 
615. How are cattle selling at the meatworks 

in price, compared with 1912? What 
is the diffcren('n between 1912 and 1916? 
-Fully 100 pe~ cent. in advance. 

616. You knew that the Government inspector 
inspected Wando Vale ?-I believe so, 
yes. 

617. You were not present?-No. 
618. I suppose your manager was ?-He 

advised me, yes, that he inspected. 
619. I suppose you have heard from your 

manager what cattle were found when 
the muster was made?-No. 

620. How did you learn what the number of 
cattle was that were actually mustered 
on the run ?-Just heard reports, and 
read the newspapers. 

621. Oh, you haven't got information from 
your manager ?-No. 

622. Mr. Bowman is now manager for the 
Government ?-I believe so. 

623. Cross-•'Xamined by 21£r. lffacgregor: 
You were asked just now ""hether you 
had heard what cattle were found when 
th'l muster was made, Mr. Barnes. Are 
you aware that any muster was ever 
made ?-It was in progress before I sold 
to the Government. 

624. Are you aware whether it was ever 
made-a. muster of all the cattle on 
Wando Vale?-I am not certain on that 
point. 

625. Have not you heard that a muster of all 
the cattle on Wando Vale was never 
mn.de?-No. 

626. Would you be surprised if it had never 
been made ?-I would be surprised. 

627. It is very hard to get cattle in places, 
isn't it ?-It is hard, but not impossible. 

628. When was the last muster you had made 
before you sold to the Government?
The !flUSter was in progress when I sold. 

629. Prior to that, when was the last muster! 
-Never any muster made. 

630. That is an extraordinary thing, isn't it?' 
-No. 

631. Is not th",t consi"tcnt with the descrip
tion of the station as a neglected station? 
J\'o. I have had a property for the last 
twenty years in North Queensland, and: 
I have never mmterecl it yet. 

632. You say you bot>ght this in 1903 ?-Yes. 
633. What did you pay for it ?-£15.000. 
634. And what number were on it then?-

5,000, approximately. 
635. How did thev arrive at 5.000? Was. 

that on the book figures, or was the,~:e a 
muster made for you ?-Xo; I took it 
on the book figures. 

636. Did you ask when a muster had been, 
made before ?-No. 

637. Of course, you made an inspection ?-I 
made an inspection. 

638. And was that only \Vando Vale proper, 
or the other three properties that went iru 
with Wando Vale? I see in the agree
ment there are four properties, n•ally, 
you sold to the Government ?-They are 
all in the one. 

639. What you bought for £15,000 too. or 
what Mrs. Barnes bought for £15,000 ?' 
-Is J amieson included in that? 

640. Yes?-I think I acquired Jamieson after
wards. 

641. Wando Vale, containing an area of 44& 
square miles; J amieson lease, containing 
an area of 38 square miles; Bulgeri lease, 
containing an area of about 125 square 
miles; Kinlock, containing an area of 
170 square miles. You think it was 
Wando Vale, Bulgeri, and Kinlock that 
you got?-Yes. 

642. Said to be 5,000 cattle on them ?-Yes. 
643. Did you ever live there yourself?-Yes 
644. For how long ?-About two years. 
645. And then left it to a manager?-Yes. 
646. \Vhero did you go to liYe at-Lynd

hurst ?-Lyndhurst. 
647. And adjoining property?-Yes. 
648. And do you still live at Lyndhurst ?

Yes. 
649. When you sold W ando V ale you made 

up your mind to leave Lyndhurst, did 
you ?-Yes. 

650. How long has Mr. Bowman been manag
ing for you-or had he been, before you 
sold ?-I should say six or seven yea.rs. 

651. When you acquired it, it was just after 
the great drought, wasn't it ?-1902. 

652. The drought that ended in 1902 ?-Yes. 
653. It was bad in the north of Queensland, 

as well as in the south and the centre? 
-Very bad. 

654. So that it was a poor herd, I suppose, 
when you acquired it ?-No; a good 
herd. 

655. Was it a Shorthorn and Hereford cross 
then ?-No; a Hereford herd. 

656. Well, did you buy any bulls?-Yes. 
657. How many?-Well, I could not say 

exactly. We bought some bulls that were 
travelling from New South Wales-some 
Hereford bulls. 

658. That is because you saw them passing? 
-No. I received particulars of them. I 
think they were from Archer, of Grace
mere. the mob were travelling for; and 
I took the epportunity of securing some. 

659. When was that ?-I could not say 
exactly; probably 1906, I suppose. 
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«i60. Well, did you buy any after that?
Yes. 

u61. Do yc:m remember how many you bought 
that time?-Yes. 

·662. \Vhen was the last time before vou sold 
to the Government that you bought any 
bulls?-Well, about twelve or eighteen 
months before. 

663. How many did you buy then ?-I think 
about 30 head ; and then a year again 
before that I bought another 30 ; and I 
think 40 before that. 

·664. It is rather strange that the Government 
buy 130 or 150 as • soon as they buy from 
you, isn't it ?-Rather strange? 

·665. I mean if your he1·d was a good herd 
there was no need to do that?-\Vell, I 
think the bulk of the .bulls would die in 
the drought. 

·666. I thought you said the weak cattle died 
in the drought? The bulls are the 
rubbish, eh ?-The bulls are more subject 
to tick worry than female cattle. 

·667. Yes; well, how do you explain the Go· 
vernment buying a number ?-The supply 
of bulls would be depleted. You can 
imagine that a bull will do a certain 
amount of work amongst the cows and 
will lose condition. If a drought inter
venes he is not in a fit condition to stand 
that drought, and he suc{)umbs. 

668. Had not you had time to repair the 
losses of the drought, as it were, build 
up your stock again after the drought 
losses before you sold to the Govern
ment ?-The muster was in progress. We 
did not know exactly how many bulls, or 
how many cattle, were on the run. 

669. Well, you say that in 1912 you think you 
tried to sell that for £45,000; or you put 
it on the market for £45,000?-Yes. 

.670. You are not quite sure about it, are 
you ?-\Vel!, I am sure in this way-that 
I have had the word from a reputable 
firm that they have my particulars. ' 

671. And did you only give it to one firm?
I am not sure. 

672. When was the drought that you complain 
of-the second drought?-In 1915. 

673. ~-'..nd how long hacl it been raging?
Practically from January until-well, 
fully a year, I suppose. 

674. Just for one year?-Yes. 
675. Do you know what your losses were?

I estimated them at 50 per cent. 
.676. Of the whole herd ?-Yes. 
677. And what did you reckon your herd 

was before the drought ?-About 18,000 
odd. 

678. That is, 9,000 cattle died ?-Yes. 
679. Did you see anything on your run to 

justify that estimate ?-No. 
680. It must be white with bones?-Yes 
681. All over the place?-Yes. 
682. And the Government inspector, or any

body, could have seen those when he 
went there ?-No. 

683. VV'hy not ?-The wet season had come 
and washed them away; bush fires had 
intervened and burnt those bones. 

684. You had the luck of it, then, hadn't 
you?-Very bad luck. 

685. Well, in 1912-this • was before the 
drought-on a low price of cattle this is 
offered at £45,000?-No offer. 

686. Placing; it on the market; giving it to 
Dalgety s, you .&ay?-\..,. es. 

687. And then later-about June 1913-vou 
raised it £10.000. You had ,',o offer "for 
that £45,000 ?-);ot that I remember. 

688. :\lot one?-No; I could not say for 
certain. 

689. Then in June, 1913. vou put it in 
~radio's hancts, in Sydney, at a £10.000 
rncrease ?-Yes. · · 

690. 'Why Was that ?-Prices were rising. 
691. The price of cattle ·was rising then?

Yes. 
692. Do you know what number you stated 

when you put it in Brodie's hands?
About 18,000 head. 

693. And did you get any offer on that 
figure-£55,000 ?-Yes. I am advised by 
Brodie that I did. This was verbal; I 
cannot swear definitely to it; but so far 
as my memory serves me, I interviewed 
the late F. A. Brodie in Sydney; and I 
h<l-d a letter from the firm the other day 
advising me th<1t Mr. Brodie. in com
munication with his client, advised him 
that there wets no use approaching me
that I had refused to accept £55,000. 
That was in November, 1913. 

69t You never had an offer, as a matter of 
fact' You say that Brodie's tell vou 
they smothered' an offer before it got to 
you ?-I never actually received that 
offer; bnt Brodie, in the course of con
versation-and I have a letter from the 
firm confirming it-advised me that a 
firm in Victoria "·rre prepared to give 
me £55,000 in ::\'ovember, 1913. 

695. But you didn't he:'r about it in Novem
ber, 1913?-Well. I think I did. I said, 
" A_s far as I ren1e1nber." I reme1nber 
Brodie discussing it with me. 

696. Did you withdraw the £55,000 ?-I could 
not say whether I did. In all prob<1bility 
I would. I may point out that these 
particulars were giYen to F. A. Brodie, 
I think, in ,June. 1913. with instructions 
that I would be· pleased if he could name 
his client within a month or six ·weeks
whatever the case mav be. This offer 
came in November. I 'was not prepared 
to accept that, because oattle and pro
perties were still rising 

697. You did not withdraw. unless the im
plied withdrav.al by only !jiving him a 
month or six weeks for a chent?-Yes. 

698. You sav that vou have no recollection 
of placing- it in· anv ether agent's hands 
at all ?-Than Brodie's or Dalgety's, yes. 

699. And th<1t that was the last time you 
placed it in an agent's hands-when you 
placed it in Brodie's hands?-Yes. 

700. You say you know :Mr. P. T. Gannan? 
-Yes. 

701. Know him personally?-Yes. 
702. Do you know Mr. Pym ?-::;[o. 
703. Never saw him ?-::"!o. 
704. Pvm said he thought Gannan a very 

hoi1ourable and upright man ?-He is a 
verv honourable m•m. 

705. Is 'that your pm·,onal experience of him? 
-Yes. 

706. You never had any personal experience 
to make you judge otherwise ?-No. 

707. Well, if Gannan said he had it in his 
books-well, of course. you are the 
person; if Gannan told vou he had 
another property in his • books, you 
would generally believe him ? -Yes. 
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708. :Had Bowman any authority to place 
Wando Vale on the market?-No. 

709. Or offer it ?-No. 
~710. And you say Suter had no authority, 

either, to sell \Van do V ale l-"\ot that 
I remember. 

.711. VYeli, might he have had, Mr. Barnes ?
He may have, through some other agent. 

-712. There is a letter here from Mr. Suter, 
I see, in these papers. He had no direct 
authority from you, but he could not 
have had from any other agent because 
you had not put it in any other agent's 
hands. That must be the position, must 
it not?-Yes. 

'.713. \Yell, then, Suter writes on the 23rd 
June, 1917; addresses it, ''A. McGugan, 
Esq., care Dalgety's-

,, Dear Sir,-VV'o regret to find that the 
particulars we held of Wando Vale were 
destroyed when they became of no use 
to us on the Government purchasing, but 
the main particulars were : Price, 
£65,000, with 10,000 head of cattle; walk 
in, walk out. \V e never offered it under 
these particulars, and consider you made 
a good deal over it when the terms of 
payment, &c., are taken into considera
tion. 

" Yours faithfully, 
"J. V. SuTER & Co., 

"J. V. Suter." 
Do you know J. V. Suter, the writer of 
that letter?-Yes. 

714. Would he state a thing like that if he 
had no authority for it-no foundation? 
-I would not think so. 

715. He says there very distinctly, " The par
twulars we held of \\" ando V ale were 
destroyed when they became of no use 
to us on the Government purchasing " ?
Yes. 

'716. " But the main particulars were, price 
£65,000, with 10,000 head of cattle, walk 
in, walk out." YoLt did sell to the Go
vernment 10,000, walk in, walk out?
Yes. 

717. He is correct as far as that is con
cerned ?-Yes. 

'718. And what about the price-£65,000 ?
Absolutely wrong. I would not accept 
£65,000. 

719. But, :Ylr. Barnes, will you swear that 
Mr. Suter never had it?-No, I would 
not swear; I cannot rely on my memory. 

720. Well, possibly Suter did have authority 
to sell Wando Vale ?-A very remote 
possibility. 

721. I don't care how remote. You say that 
Suter is a good man-a decent, straight
forward chap ?-Yes. 

722. 'I'here is a very remote possibility, you 
. say, that Suter did have authority to sell 

Wando Vale at £65,000?-Very remote. 
723. Yes; but what about the 10,000 head of 

cattle? That must have been recent, 
must not it ?-What date was it? 

724. You can see the letter vourself. He 
writes on the 23rd June to Mr. McGugan, 
and he says that "\Ve regret to find that 
the particulars we held of Wando Vale 
were destroyed when they became of no 
use to us"-showing that he had par
ticulars in his books-I submit to you on 
that letter-right up to the time that the 
Government purchased ?-It appears so. 

725. And he says-" but the main particulars 
were, price £65,000, with 10,000 head of 

cattle, walk in, walk out." Will you or 
will yoLt not swear positively that Suter 
had no .authority to sell !-I am not going 
to swear anything 1 am not sure of. I am 
here to tell the truth. 

726. Quite so. I am quite sure of that. It 
must bo possible that Suter had authority 
to sell Wando Vale at £65,000 ?-But very 
improbable. 

'l'he Commissioner: This is rather out
side the inquiry, isn't it? 

Jir. Jiaegregor: It is that fourth issue 
that it is relevant to-" Was it a fair 
and a reasonable price?" 

727. By Jir. Jiacgregor: You take it that he 
was writing there in rt'~ponse to an 
inquiry as to whether he had authority 
to sell ?-He had no authority to sell. 

728. If an agent holds particulars of a pro
perty, you take it that he has those 
particulars for the purpose of sale?
No ; for the purpose of eliciting clients. 

729. He did not have direct authority from 
you?-No. 

730. There was no one else he could get 
authority from ?-No. 

731. Mrs. Barnes was not managing that at 
the time hors elf ?-No. 

732. You say he might have got particulars 
from other ~gents ?-I only deal with 
two agents-Brodie and Dalgety. 

733. Did you ever place it in any agents' 
hands for sale at £65,000 with 10,000 head 
of stock ?-I have no recollection. I 
don't think it possible that I should do 
so at that time; it is a ridiculous price 
to ask. 

734. When was the first time that £65 000 
was a ridiculous offer for W ando V ~le? 
-Probably in 1913; I refused £55 000 
in 1913~ ' 

735. You did not have 10,000 head of cattle 
then ?-No, not in 1913; I think I had 
approximately 18,000 head. 

736. What was it worth then, immediately 
after the drought?-Well, about the 
same, according to the cattle on the 
run; I had a fair idea of what was 
there. 

737. Were you making sales off Wando Vale 
all the time?-I forget whether we sold 
any cattle in 1916; we sold in 1915. 

738. What did you sell ?-I think about 1,600 
head. 

739. What sort ?-Bullocks principally. 
740. What price ?-About £10 10s., I think. 
741. Are you sure ?-It is a difficult matter 

to take one's memory back to a trans
action like that. I am dealing in stock 
every day, and it is difficult to keep the 
prices of ea ttle sold in your mind. 

742. You think you sold 1,600 head of cattle 
in 1915?-Yes, in 1915. 

743. At £10 10s. per head?-Yes. 
744. That must have been the pick of the 

station, were they ?-The pick of what 
we did get; probably we could muster 
more. 

745. Were they fat bullocks?-Yes, fat bul-
locks. · 

746. Delivery given on the station ?-I would 
not be sure on that point, I think they 
were. 

747. You sold nothing in 1916 ?-I don't 
think we did. 11 

748. You had not sold for some time prior 
to Bennett coming along with the Go
vernment offer ?-No. 
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749. From what I can make out from the 
correspondence, Mr. Bennett first sug
gested a sale at £55,000 was it ?-In 
1915, I think Bennett wired me, and I 
replied that Wando Vale was not for 
sale. I think it was 9th March, 1915. 

750. Did you ever find out that the buyer 
whom Bennett mentioned was the Go
vernment, "Up to £100,000" ?-No, I 
did not find out; I do not know who 
that was. 

751. You would not have thought of asking 
£100,000 for Wando Vale at that time? 
-It is hard to say. 

752. Nothing would have tempted you to sell 
at that time, 9th of March, 1915. If the 
price was anything above what you 
would have asked for Wando Vale then 
why did you turn it down ?-At that tiro~ 
I did not want to sell, I had no intention 
of selling. 

753. Then in July, 1915, there is a telegram 
from you, Exhibit 4, I think, in which 
you say you <'an offer for sale a herd 
about 10,000 head, including 6,000 bul
locks. at £7 per head. What brought 
about that wire from you ?-A wire from 
t.he Pastoral Estates advising me that 
the Government were buyers of a large 
lvt of cattle in North Queensland. 

754. You knew when you got the wire from 
Mr. Bennett that the Government were 
the probable purchasers?-Yes. 

[The Commission adjourned at 4.30 p.m. until 
10.30 a.m. on 2nd October, 1917.] 

(PARLIA~IE)';T HocSE, BRISBANE.) 
TUESDAY, 2 OCTOBER, 1917. 

FIFTH DAY. 
\Vitness J. H. S. BAR:NES, further cross

examined by Mr. Macgregor : 
755. By J:l r. J.t acgregor : From the first you 

knew that the Government were probable 
purchasers of \Vando V ale?-Yes. 

756. Had you ever had any dealings with 
the Pastoral Estates before ?-No. 

757. Never put any property of yours in 
their hands ?-\Vell, I had correspondence 
with them; but I don't think I actually 
placed any property in their hands. 

758. Do you know Mr. Bennett personally?
Yes. 

759. When you fixed your price at £85,000 
for vV ando V ale as a going concern, did 
you know then that the Government 
would probably not .pay cash ?-Yes. 

760. Was the price of £85,000 fixed on a 
cash basis, or on a credit basis ?-I didn't 
take that into consideration at the time. 
I was not requiring cash. 

761. \V ell, then, your price of .£85,000 for 
W ando Vale as a going concern was fixed 
irrespective of Government debentures? 
-Yes. 

762. Do you remember in your letter of the 
19th June, 1917, you stated:-" Further
more, considering that I was accepting 
Government debentures at par, which, at 
the moment, were only worth .£95 in the 
open market, . . . and . . . not 
negotiable for five.years, I do not think 
the agent you .alluae to has much reason 
for talking" ?-Yes. I intended by that, 
that looking at it from that point of 
view I ought to have asked .£90,000. 

763. That was an afterthought-that justifi
cation of your price. "\Vhen you fixe& 
the price, it had nothing to do >vith 
cash or credit ?-I looked at it in this. 
way-if I wantE>d cash I probably would 
have asked for cash. I didn't want the· 
cash at the time. If I had got the cash 
I probably would have had to reinvest 
it on a disturbed market at that partic
ular time; and it suited me to take Go
vernment debentures. 

764. Yes; but had you taken the matter into
consideration when you fixed .£85,000 ?
No. 

765. You say it suited you to take Govern
ment debentures ?-Yes. 

766. At 4i per cent. ?-Yes. 
767. Free of State and Federal income tax?..::_ 

Yes. 
768. How are you managing about the 

Federal income tax? Are the Govern
ment paying that for you ?-I could not 
say. . 

769. They have no nght to make your de· 
bentures free of Federal income tax, have· 
!hey ?-I have no idea what the position 
IS, 

J.lr. Fee~: I understand there .are some 
arrangements between the Governments. 

J:lr .• 1facrossan: Are not the deben
tures free? 

,1fr. l1lacgregor: Yes, in the agree
ment. 

770. By .lir. 'liacgrcgor: \Vhen you got your
bill from the Federal Government, did 
you pass it on to the Queensland Govern
ment ?-I understood at the time that 
there was some arrangement between the 
Commonwealth and State Governments. 

771. At any rate, you got it; you did not pay 
Federal income tax on this money ?-::\'o. 

772. And you don't want to ?-I do not. 
773. You said there was no muster from the 

time you bought Wando Vale until the
time the negotiations began ?-Yes. 

774. It was proceeding at that time?-Yes. 
775. How far had it proceeded ?-I think they 

had bangtailed about between 5,000 and 
6,000 head. 

776. And did it stop when the Government 
negotiations began ?-I could not say. 
No, I think the muster was still in pro
gress. 

777. Well, but did that muster go on to com
pletion ?-You asked me that question 
yesterday. 

778. Yes ?-I haven't been on the station since 
and made inquiries. It would not be my 
business to make inquiries in a matter 
of that kind. I am not the owner of the 
station. 

779. You were the owner up to 31st August? 
-I know the muster was not completed 
when I sold. I take it it was in progress 
on 31st August. 

780. 1916 ? -Yes. 
781. And you never had the curiosity to in

quire whether the muster was completed? 
-No; I don't think it was my business 
to do so. It would be a most improper 
thing for me to do so. 

782. I am sorry I asked you an imprope1· 
question; I didn't. mean it. I thought 
the muster would go on, and out of 
curiosity you would have found out what 
the numbers of cattle were; and vou 
didn't even know whether the muster was 
actually completed ?-No, I didn't. 
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783. Had the Government any man inspect
ing the property, before. Ferry, do you 
know ?-Not to my knowledge. Ferry 
was the man who inspected the property, 
so my manager advised me. 

784. It would not be correct to say there 
was a man for several months on the 
place, before the sale took place ?-It 
would be very incorrect, I should say. 

785. If he was there, he was there without 
your knowledge ?-He was there without 
my knowledge. 

736. Would it be possible that theN might be 
an employee there on behalf of the Go
vernment, finding out information for 

· the Government ?-I hardly think so. 
787. Do you remember whether you had any 

fresh employees there before the sale?
="o. 

788. The same hands had been there for 
:;·ears past ?-The same hands for years, 
yes. 

789. Will you say you offered on the basis 
of 10,000 head of cattle, Mr. Barnes ?
Yes. 

790. But it was very well known there were 
12,330 ea ttle there ? -If I had had infor
mation of that, I would not have offered 
at the price I did. I based my calcula-
tions on 10,000. • 

791. Yes; but you knew there were more 
than 10,000 ?-I would not have offered 
the place for 10,000 if I knew there were 
more. I would have asked for more. 

792. But, didn't you refuse a muster on the 
ground that you knew there were more 
than 10,000 ?-Refuse a muster? 

793. A mu,.ter delivery ?-I have no recollec
tion of having refused a muster. 

794. ·vvhat do these words mean? Mr. 
McGugan, writing on 19th August to 
the Under Secretary, Department of 
Public Lands, says: "Mr. Barnes, the 
owner, states that he would not give a 
muster delivery, as he knows that he has 
under-estimated the number (10,000) 
offered." You cannot imagine why he 
should say that ?-Xo, I don't know my 
roawn for saying that. I 'considered I 
'.Yas well ithin the mark in estim·ating 
the number at 10,000. 

795. Yes; but did you say it, first of all?
I col!ld ne c swear to that. 

796. It is possible you did ?-I am certain 
on this point-in submitting my offer I 
would prefer to under-estimate than to 
over-estimate; and probably that is the 
reason why I put that down. 

797. The curious thing is that in this letter 
of Mr. McGugan's on the 19th August 
he recommends the purchase of this 
property at £85,000; and he names the 
stock. as 12,330 head of cattle, £69,900; 
350 horses, £2.100-and somebody has 
queried that; perhaps we will find out 
from Mr. Graham, or somebody, who has 
queried that. But here is a bit of yellow 
paper which says that that £69,900 was 
made up from 12,330 head of cattle?
Th>Lt is after the square-tailed muster. 

798. Did you ever see that bit of yellow 
paper?-No. 

799. Is that your writing on it ?-No. 
800. Or Bowman's ?-No, I would not know 

the writing; besides, I don't think it is 
Bowman's. 

1917-6 D 

801. Do you know at all how Ferry or 
McGugan· made up £69,900 as the value 
of the cattle ?-In all probability they 
made a minute inspection of the run, 
and came to the conclusion that there 
were more cattle on it. 

802. I am not asking you to guess; if you 
don't know, say so ?-="o, I don't know. 

803. Well, then, what did you think were 
the numbers on \Vando Vale when you 
sold ?-Approximately 10,000 head. 

804. Is it a surprise to you, if it is correct, 
that there are 2, 700 more than the 
10,000 ?-I am not surprised at all. You 
could very easily make a mistake in a 
large run-a mistake of 1,000 or 2,000 in 
a large run; the cattle cover such a tre· 
mendous area of countrv that there 
could easily be 1,000 or 2,000 missed. 

805. Did you know, when you reduced your 
price from £85,000 to £82,000-did you 
still think-there were just about 10,000 
there? You had no idea there were 2,000 
m·ore than 10,000-or nearly 3,000 more 
than 10,000 ?-No; I heard that read in 
the paper, months after the transaction. 

806. Of course, you were living at Lyndhurst 
yourself?-Yes. 

807. Bowman was managing the place?-Yes. 
808. Did you ever go over ?-Occasionally. 
809. How far is Lyndhurst from Wando 

Vale ?-Seventy-five miles. 
810. You never went round the run, I sup· 

pose-\Vando Vale-much ?-="o. 
811. ="ow, isn't it possible that that 2,700 

were mostlv male cattle-unbranded 
bulls ?-Oh. no. 

812. And they lnd run wild amongst your 
herd? That would account for a good 
deal of the inbreeding ?-Of course, there 
is always a sprinkling of unbranded 
cattle in a run like that. 

813. And a large number of bulls from yotir 
own herd ?-Yes. I would not sav a 
large number. You say 2,000 head would 
be? 

814. Two thousand seven hundred we are 
told ?-lJ nbranded? 

815. I don't know about being =branded; 
we only know there were 12,711 ?-I take 
it there were a lot missed in the muster; 
in the mu.ster a lot of grown branded 
cattle were missed--in the first muster. 
You cannot get cattle clean. 

816. You don't admit 2,700 were found on 
the ,muster? If they were found, it shows 
that there was some neglect in the 
management of the station ?-There is 
neglect if there was 2,000 unbranded 
cattle. 

817. Do you know whether McGug:m was 
inspecting other properties for the Go
vernment? McGugan did not inspect 
your property, as a matter of fact, did 
he?-No. 

818. When the:v were negotiating about your 
offering \V an do V ale as a going concern. 
he said that he would inspect himself? 
-Yes. 

819. But he didn't, as a matter of fact ?-Ko, 
he didn't. 

820. A man named Ferry inspected ?-Ferry. 
821. Do you know Ferry ?-No, never met 

him. 
822. Do you know whether the Government 

were inspecting any other properties 
round there at that time ?-No, f could 
not say. 
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823. You rather suspected it, didn't you?
Yes. 

824. Did you 
for your 
hearsay. 
business. 

never find any actual ground 
suspicion ?-No; it was only 

I don't pry into other people's 

825. No, no; but you said in one of your 
letters you fancied that McGugan's delay 
was due to the fact that he would rather 
pick and choose than take vV ando V ale? 
--Yes. 

826. Do you know any other places round 
about?-Yes. 

827. Do you know Reedy Springs ?-I have 
not been all over the run ; I know por
tion of the run. 

828. Reedy Springs has a less area than 
Wan do V ale?-I could not say for 
certain. 

829. There is a large area of black soil; 
there is better soil than is on W ando 
Vale ?-I could not say that. From my 
general knowledge, I should say that 
Wan do V ale had more black soil. 

830. Well, Reedy Springs is better watered 
than Wando Vale?-No, I would not say 
that. Wan do V ale in some insta.llces is 
what YOU could call well watered. 
Hound "Broken River there are big per
manent holes running right through the 
run and those holes have a sandy 
botto,m; there is no bog in connection 
with them, and they are navigable in 
times of dry weather. 

831. Is there black soil on your place; was 
there on Wan do V ale?-Yes, a good 
deal 'of black soil. 

832. Page's Creek country is south of \Vando 
Vale?-Yes. 

833. "Third-class country there; poor, sandy 
surface, with rocl{ at shallow depth; 
stunted silver-leaf ironbark timber; 
narrow-leaf box flats; limestone; rough 
ridges; most of the timber in a dying 
state" ?-:Most of those particulars are 
correct; but I would not call it really 
third-class country. 

834. " Lots of poison hart-leaf on the best 
quality country" ?-The cattle don't get 
poisoned. The poison is on nearly all 
northern runs. 

835. "On the best qualit~- country towards 
the Broken River. There is about lOO
miles stretch of this country could be 
fenced off with about 6 miles of fencing 

. . . . range to range." You never 
fenced it off, did you ?-No; but I con
templated doing it on account of the 
poison. 

836. You were contemplating it for fifteen 
years, were you; from 1903 to 1916-
thirteen years ?-No. 

837. "Clarke River sandy; no permanent 
waterholos on the surface, but water 
usually procurable in bad times by sink
ing in the sand a few feet." \Vhere is 
this--on Page's Creek country ?-\Vhat 
is it? 

838. I don't know where it is. It is Clarke 
River. It is in Ferry's report, just after 
he has mentioned about the fencing off; 
then he goes on to say, " Clarke River 
sandy; no permanent water holes ou the 
surface, but water usually procurable in 
bad times by sinking in the sand a few 
feet-I should say about 8 or 10 feet deep 
to get a good supply. . The rest of the 

country . . . . is good soft, healthy 
country; basalt ridges, black soil flats 

. . . ." That is what you say is 
black soil flats?-Yes. 

839. Don't you think that Reedy Springs 
compares quite favourably with Wando 
Vale?-\Vell, I could not compare the 
two, be<<1use I have not .made a minute 
inspection of Reedy Springs. From what 
I have heard in general conversation, I 
should hay that \Vando Vale was a much 
better run. 

840. Was not Reedy Springs, with 10,000 
cattle on it-the Government only want
ing cttle and' a place to hold them, 
appar tly, from the correspondence
quite ood enough for that purpose?
I don't know what their purpose was. 

841. To buy cattle and have a place to hold 
them. They were dealing with your 
herd, instead of the country ?-There was 
no comparison with the two deal&. 
Reedy Springs would be almost fully 
stocked with 10,000; Wan do Vale would 
not be stocked fully. W ando V ale was 
considerably in advance. It is not a 
question of return from the station; it 
is a question of the increase in cattle 
that you have to look at. 

842. You say that Reedy Springs would be 
no cornpanson as far as the two deals 
were concerned ?-I would not hesitate a 
moment in taking \V ando V ale. 

843. At what price? Would you rather pay 
£94,000? Do you say you are prepared 
to pay £94,000 now for Wando Vale?
Yes, I would buy \Vando Vale to-morrow. 

844. At £94,000?-Ye,. 
845. Rather than pay £50,000 for Reedy 

Springs ?-£50,000? 
846. You saw it is in the market, or was in 

the market at the time, at £50,000. On 
24th July, 1916, F. A. Brodie and Co. 
had it for £50,000, with 10,000 shorthorn 
cattle. The cattle are better than yours, 
are not they ?-No, I would not admit 
that. I would sooner have Wando Vale 
to-day at £94,000 than Reedy Springs a\" 
£50,000. 

E~7. And a fortiori, I see the price has gone 
up now to £62,000 ?-I don't quite agree 
with the particulars. 

848. You know F. A. Brodie and Co. ?-Yes-. 
849. "About 10,000 shorthorn cattle, including 

about BOO No. 3's and older ,male," ?-1 
think the word "about" should be under
lined. 

850. Do you know that on 23rd March, 1917, 
they were offering it with 12,000 ?-I was 
aware of it. 

851. Through Mactaggart ?-I don't know the 
agent. I heard it was being offered. 

852. Of course, you would not pay £62,00J 
for 12,000 if vou would not pay £50,000 
fat 10,000 ?-I have a doubt about the 
c<Lttle. 

853. That is what bothers you as a buyer?
Yed. 

854. You say you are prepared to give 
£94,000 to-day for Wando Vale; that is 
assuming the same number of cattle as 
when you sold it ?-No; I understand 
there are more cattle on the property. 
They told me-at least, I read in the 
papers-that they have bangtailed 3.000 
more than what I sold the place with. 
I presume that they brandPd a consider
able number of calves since. 
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855. Well, is £94,000 the most you are pre
pared to give for it ?-Oh, well, I don't 
like to show my hand. 

856. Well, what do you think of a valua
tion of £138,000? Would you give 
£138,000 for it ?-Well, I would not like 
to say offhand. I prefer to make an 
inspection first, and have a look at the 
books and the brandings. 

857. Fifty per cent. increase on your £94,000, 
pretty well; it is a good rise ?-It sounds 
good. 

858. You would not think of giving £138.000 
for it, would you ?-I would inspect it at 
that. 

859. Can you imagine W ando Vale ever being 
worth that?-Yes; more than that. 

860. \Yith how many cattle on it ?-The same 
number of cattle as are on it to-da,. 

361. And cattle worth £100 apiece '1-No 
necessity to do that. 

862. You were living at Lyndhurst. You still 
own Lyndhurst, do you ?-Yes. 

863. And the books of vV ando V ale--were 
they kept at Lyndhurst ?-No. 

864. Bowman kept the.m at Wando Vale, did 
he?-YeE. 

865. And they were all destroyed as soon a' 
you sold to the Government ?-Not so 
soon a' I sold to the Government; ,some 
time afterwards, when I decided to leave 
Lyndhurst and come down. 

866. When was that ?-I suppose it would be 
probably at the end of the year; I would 
not be sure. 

867. \Yhat was the idea of destroying all 
the boo]<S ?-I was leaving the North, 
and I did not want to be hampered with 
a lot of obsolete-or what I looked upon 
as obsolete-material. The sale of Wando 
Vale was concluded, and I looked upon 
all those papers as being of no further 
use. They were taking up a lot of room, 
and I had a lot of luggage and personal 
effects. 

868. They were on \Van do Vale, you say?
Well, the books may have been; but all 
my private letter-books in connection 
with the sale of Wan do V ale-those 
letters written to Bonnett-Bowman had 
nothing to do with that; I wrote from 
my headquarters. 

869. Lyndhurst ?-Yes. 

870. Did you copy your letters ?-Into a copy 
book. 

871 .. T~e old style of press copy book, was 
It r-Yes. 

872. And you destroyed that, too ?-I 
destroyed that. 

873. That had in it a lot of correspondence 
besides Wan do Vale, had it not?-No; I 
kept a separate book for Wando Vale. 

874. You start-ed a new press copy book ?-I 
alway.> kept them separate, so that I 
should have less trouble in making refer
ence at anv time. 

875. And had. you no documents whatever 
with reference to \Vando Vale and vour 
negotiations with the Government ?_:_No. 

876. You stated that since vou wrote this 
letter of July, 1917, to M~. McGugan-or 
to Mr. Graham, I forgot who it was
you looked the matter up and found that 
,-ou had made a mistake in that letter
the one that the Minister read out-

" Subsequent. to writing you a day or 
two ago, I received your letter of the 26th 

June apd note contents. As I have 
destroyed all books, &c., in connection 
with W ando V ale, I cannot give you a 
definite answer to your inquiry, but so 
far as mv memory serves me, I did give 
the offer at, I think, £42,000 in about 
1913." 

You said yesterday that since yoU) 
wrote that letter you have looked the 
matter up and found it was £45,000 in 
1912 ?-I wrote to Dalgety, and they 
have refreshed my memory. I take their· 
word as a reputable firm. 

877. That is what you mean by looking the 
matter up ; you made inquiries?-Yes. 

878. Didn't you hand any books to the Go
vernment ?-No. 

879. Didn't you leave all the Wando Vale 
books on Wando Vale?-No; I think 
most of the books-the day books, the· 
ledgers, and things like that-were sent. 
on to the Co,rnmercial Banking Compan0 
of Sydney. 

880. All your stock books; did you take 
those off, too ?-I didn't take them off; 
I don't know whether the manager took 
them .. 

881. It was on those books that you arrived' 
at the 10,000 ?-Not on the books-on 
my manager's estimate. 

882. Bowman was responsible for the 10,000, 
then, was he?-Yes; I took his estimate. 

883. I ask you, was the £85,000 fixed before 
you had any idea of how the Govern
ment was going to pay you ?-Yes. 

884. You knew from the first that the Go· 
vernment were going to be buyers ?-I 
<lid not know they were going to be 
buying. 

885. Well, they were proposed buyers ?-They 
wem proposed buyers. 

886. Dicl you make the price a little bit 
higher because it was the Government? 
-No. 

887. Would it have been the same with a 
private buyer ?-Yes. 

888. You say you offered £850 for the com
mission ?-Yes. 

889. Bennett was not satisfied with that £850, 
was he ?-He was satisfied-well, he made 
some demur about it. 

890. Is that the only letter referring to the 
omission (Exhibit 34) ?-I think so. 

891. Well, then, the rest was verbal, was it? 
-No; I think I wrote to him to state 
his comn1ission. 

892. Oh, yes; but he said, "Let that hang 
over," and you were going to talk about 
it; and there eventually is a letter 
(which has been put in) ?-I fancy we 
discucsed it after he left it in ahevance. 
In the meantime, when I met hiin, we 
discussed it. and I wrote that letter con
firming my' conversation. We arrived at 
£850. I think. 

893. He was not satisfied with £850, was he? 
-He was satisfied; of course, he made 
a struggle-<J.s they generally do. 

894. By the Commissioner: He would have 
preferred more ?-He would have pre
ferred more. 

895. IJ11 Mr. 1Yiacgre_gor: Do you know a Mr. 
Colin Wright, the owner of Waverley 
station and Jellinbah ?-No. 

896. Never heard of him ?-I have heard of 
several Wrights. 
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897. Have you heard of this man who in
spected Wando Vale and turned it down, 
at £44,000 ?-Yes; I think he made an 
inspection, at some time in 1912 probably. 

898. Probably ?-Yes; I cannot remember 
the date. I don't know whether it was 
that Mr. Wright; but there was a man 
named Wright. 

899. Who had it und•er offer for £44,000 ?-I 
could net say exactly now; probably 
£45,000-the original offer. 

900. Wasn't it since 1912 ?-I think it was 
1912; or it might have been early in 
1913. 

901. At any rate, as soon as he inspected he 
said "No," didn't he?-Well, there was 
some mistake in the offer; when he took 
the offer he thought there were 1,500 
!bullocks included in the sale; 1,500 bul
lock5 had been sent to the works at the 
·time. The offer came through Brodie 
.. and Company, in Sydney, and there was 
,some mistake in that respect. He came 
.away with a misunderstanding that he 
·was buying 1,500 bullocks outside the 
;number of cattle on it; and I think that 
:is the real reason why he turned the 
offer down. 

902. Was not the real reason-- ?-He felt 
hurt that he had been sent that distance; 
and it looked like as though we had been 
playing u!.1derhand work with him. He 
took the huff. 

903. Was not he hnrt at the quality of the 
caWe which he was asked to inspect ?--I 
could not say. 

904. Apparent!v you know Wright pretty 
well ?-I have never met Wright. Those 
are the instructions which I received 
from Brodie and Company, in Sydney. 

905. Has anybody else ever inspected Wando 
V ale with the idea of purchase?-Yes. 

906. \Vho ?-A man namod Lamb at one time. 
907. When was that, Mr. Barnes ?-I think 

about 1910 or 1911. 
908. Ancl at what price then ?-About £40,000. 

At that time he offered me £37,500; but 
there was some difficulty in securing the 
moncy-I could not make satisfactory 
terms with him. 

S09. Ycu were ready to sell at £~0,000 at that 
time?-Yes. I could not say exactly 
what year it was in. 

910. Your last sale-I think you told us 
yesterday--{)ff W nndo V ale as a cattle 
deal<er, was about ?-About 1915; I think 
we sold 1,600 head at ten guineas. 

911. You say those were fats?-Yes. 
912. I ·don't know about 1915; about a year 

before the sale, I think you stated
about a year before you agreed to sell?
That would be ab-out it; yes. 

913. Had you destroyed your books before 
you sent in your income tax return last 
year ?-·For the return of income, monthly 
statements were sent down to the Union 
Trustee Company. 

914. To make up returns from the monthly 
statements?-Yes. 

915. So the books were not necessary ?-No. 
916. Re-examined by ,lir. Feez: Mr. Barnes, 

you were asked some questions about 
Reedy Springs, in connection with some 
particulars that were given. Do you know 
whether Reedy Springs was sold ?-I 
think it was. 

917: To a man called Bedford ?-Yes. 

918. And you know that Bedford brought an 
action?-Yes. 

919. Did you hear the result of the action?
No, I haven't heard. 

920. Did vou hear what was the estimate 
on which Bedford took possession of the 
cattle on Reedy Springs ?-He bought it 
with an estimated herd of 10,000 head, 
I heard. 

921. Twelve thousand hea·d, I think it was. 
Do :mu know what actually was found?
I am only giving hearsay; I heard there 
were only between 4,000 and 5,000. 

922. As a matter of fact, there is a suggestion 
made that Wando Vale is inferior 
country. Do you know how the rents on 
\V an do Vale compare with the surround
ing runs ?-It is r<'nted higher than most 
of the runs in that locality. 

923. Your rent runs up to 21s. ?-Yes. 
924. The largest part of it-444 square miles

is 20s. ?-Yes. 
925. Do you know what the rents of the other 

runs are?-I know that Wando Vale is 
rented higher than the others. I have 
gone into that matter. 

926. What are your adjoining runs? Is 
Reedy Springs adjoining you?-Yes. 
Lyndhurst, Barker's Plains--

927. The rent of that is 17s ?-Shield Creek. 
928. Shield Creek, 16s. ?-Maryvale. 
929. Maryvale 19s. ?-I might mention that 

Maryvale is much nearer the railway line, 
too; that is taken into consideration in 
ass.essing the rental. 

930. Well, as a matter of fact, how does the 
\V an do V ale country compare with the 
adjoining runs as regards its carrying 
capacity?-Very favourably. 

931. Can you say it is a really good run?
It is a good run. 

932. With regard to this gentleman-Mr. 
Colin \Vright->lho, you say, inspected 
in 1912-or it may have been early in 
1913-I notice in these particulars that 
you mentioned yesterday, this 1,500 
cattle that had been sold were mentioned 
-in Dalgoty's particulars ?-Yes. 

933. Are those the 1,500 you refer to ?-I 
could not say from memory. I naturally 
would conclude that they were. The 
number was not in my mind when I 
ans'.,;ered the question to Mr. McGugan. 

934. At all events, the difficulty with regard 
to Mr. Wright was ?-Some hitch with 
regard to some bullocks which were sold 
before he inspected. 

935. That was not your fault ?-No; it was 
really Brodie; Brodie admitted the mis
take. 

936. You still own Lyndhurst?-Yes. 
937. But you have made your home at 

Canning Downs, near Warwick?-Yes. 
938. You have left the North altogether?

Not altogether; I make periodical visits. 
939. So far as residence is concerned ?-Yes. 

940. Up to the time you bought Canning 
Downs I understand you lived at Lynd
hurst; that was your home?-Yes. 

941. When you left the North you destroyed 
all your superfluous property?-Yes. 

942. Did the fact-you have really answered 
it, but I want to ask it again-that the 
Government were negotiating for this 
property, in any way affect your price? 
-No. 
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943. With regard to that report of Ferry's 
that Mr. Macgregor read to you in con
nection with the piece of country-he 
describes it as about 100 square miles; a 
piece that he talks of fencjng off at six 
miles. What country is that? I mean 
to say, how is it you can fence it off 
at six miles ?-By taking advantage of 
the mountain ranges it could be done. 

944. It is country that runs in amongst the 
ranges, and you can fence just across the 
different gorges?-Yes. 

945. Apart from that, is it good country?
Well, it is not exactly what you call good 
country ; but it is very useful to use in 
conjunction with the other. In the 
winter time the cattle go in amongst 
those ranges, and they hold their condi
tion better than those on the lower por
tions of the run. It is sheltered country, 
and warm. 

946. And then with regard to the poison 
spoken of there-some poison plant. 
Does that apply to all the country in the 
North ?-On the ranges. 

947. On the ranges, I mean ?-Yes. 
948. Nothing peculiar to Wando Vale?-No. 
949. As a matter of fact, is it any great 

detriment ?-Not a great deal. 
950. Now, when you put the figure down at 

about 10,000, had you an idea there were 
as many as 12,700 ?-No. 

951. And if you had ?-I would have increased 
my price. 

952. You would not have thought of offering 
it at £85.000 ?-No; I would have got 
more if I put the cattle on the road. 

953. You told us there was a drought in 
1915?-Yes. 

954. That is just before you sold to the 
Government?-Yes. 

955. Was the drought over at the time?
Yes. 

956. And had it been a very severe drought? 
-Yes. 

957. Your losses had been very heavy?-Yes. 
958. It was simply on the estimate of your 

losses that you reckoned you had only 
about 10,000 head left?-Yes. 

959. With regard to Mr. Sutor, you were 
asked some questions about placing this 
matter in his hands. He says in one 
httcr that he has destroyed his records; 
but his recollection is he had it in his 
hands for £65,000. Did you ever put it 
in his hands at £65,000 ?-I would not 
s'vear. 

960. Well, any time near the time you sold to 
the Government, anyhow?-I am certain 
I never placed it in his hands. 

961. Could you have placed it in his hands 
anywhere like £65,000, anywhere near 
the time you were selling to the Govern· 
ment ?-I don't think so. 

962. Was it for sale at £65,000 about that 
time? About July or August, if someone 
had come along and offered you £65.000, 
would you have looked at it ?-Ko, I 
would not have entertained the offer for 
a minute. 

963. Yon were asked some questions about 
someone else; the suggestion was made 
that someone else on the run had been 
doing a sort of spy business for the 
Government. Did you ever hear of such 
a person ?-No. 

Jfr. Macgregor: The Minister says 
they had a man there for several months. 

964. By Mr. Feez: Did you ever hear of a. 
man being there ?-No. 

965. Any sort of man ?-In connection with 
the Government? 

966. Yes?-No, I never had any word of it. 
[Mr. Macgregor reads from Han.·ard :
"·what is more, before we bought we 

had a man up there for several months, 
who went through the property ... " 
That is Mr. Hunter speaking.] 

967. By Mr. Feez: That is Mr. Ferry, of 
course; he is· referring to Mr. Ferry 
there. That is evidently Mr. Ferry, b!"· 
cause he is the man who wrote and said 
he "·as satisfied ?-They only had a 
month's offer; they could not have run 
about for several months. 

968. As a matter of fact, you know of no 
one else, except Mr. Ferry, being there 
on behalf of the Government?-Yes. 

[Witness then retired.] 

ALEXANDER McGuGAN, State Stations 
Manager, sworn and examined: 

969. By Jh. Macrossan: What is your posi
tion ?-State Stations Manager. 

970. You are a sort of general manager for 
the State stations?-Yes. 

971. Have you been managing for any lengtk 
of time for the State ?-Since 3rd May, 
1916. 

972. And prior to that, had you pastoral 
experience in Queensland?-Yes. 

973. Extending over what period ?-Seventeen 
vears. 

974. -And had you previous experience in 
managing stations in Queensland ?-Yes. 

975. What stations ?-Managing Buckingham 
Downs Lucknow, Manningham (near 
Longr~ach), Dimora, J airloch, and The 
Ranch. 

976. You have managed for very large cattle
owners?-Yes. 

977. And you are well acquainted with the 
cattle industry in Queensland ?-Yes. 

978. I suppose you were not the only appli
cant for the position of State Stations 
Manager, were you ?-No; there were a 
number. 

979. There were over 200 ?-Yes. 
980. And you were selected as the best per

son for the position?-Yes. 
981. Now, about the middle of 1916 had you 

any particular instructions as tD the de
sirability of buying cattle for the State 
purposes?-Yes; I had instructions to 
get the offer of any properties I could. 

982. \Vere you given any special instructions 
as to a probable rise?-Yes; I was told 
there would be a rise in cattle stations. 

983. And you were attempting to buy before 
the rise ?-Yes. 

984. Well in accordance with those instruc
tions,' I suppose you m':de inq1_1iries as 
to the various properties a vmlable ?
Yes. 

985. And you also made inquiries as to stock 
available?-Yes. 

986. Apart from properties?-Yes. 
987. And did you communicate with com

mission agents all through Queensland? 
- Y< s, practically all the well-known 
agents. 

988. Well, did you communicate with a Mr. 
Bennctt, of the Pastoral Estates Com
pany?-Yes. 
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989. And in what way did you communicate 
with him-by wire, was it ?-Telephone. 

990. Were you personally acquainted with 
Mr. Barnes at that time ?-No, I did not 
know him at all. 

991. When did you first meet Mr. Barnes ?
On the lOth August, 1916, in Brisbane. 

992. At Daniell's Hotel, where he was stay
ing ? -Yes, that is the first time. 

993. By prearrangement, to have an inter
view?·-Yes. 

994. Is that a copy of a wire you got from the 
Pastoral Estates, dated 8th July, 1916 ?
Yes. 

[Copy telegram admitted, marked 
Exhibit 37, and read.] 

995. Did you reply to that ?-By telephone. 
996. And you subsequently got a wire from 

the Pastoral Estates Company, dated lOth 
July, offering you Mr. Barnes's cattle?
Yes. 

[Copy telegram admitted, marked 
Exhibit 38, and read.] 

997. You were then in Roma ?-:.Yes. 
998. You subsequenHy got a letter of the 

same date, confirn,ing that wire?-Yes. 
[Copy letter admitted, marked Exhibit 

39, and read.] 
999. Well, ou thesP particulars as they appear 

there, did that .a,•pear a desirable pro· 
position ?-Yes. 

1000. Subsequently Mr. Bennett, of the 
Pastoral Estates Company, wrote to you, 
on the same day, a,t a different address, 
trying to get you at one or other?-Yes. 

1001. And this is a letter he addressed to 
Brisba;:w on the same day?-Yes, that is 
right. 

[Copy letter lOth July from Pastoral 
Estates, Limited, to Manager, State 
stations, admitted, marked Exhibit 40, 
and read.] 

1002. Did you subsequently communicate with 
Mr. Bennett in relation to that offer?
yes; I sent a wire on the 15th from 

~ Chinchilla. 
1003. \Vould this },e it.,_ Yes, that is it. 

lTelegram <tdmitted, marked Exhibit 
41, and re:td.] 

1004. Did you subsequently ask for an offer 
in relation to the particulars ?-That 
afternoon I asked for an offer of the 
cattle. 

1005. You had some personal communication 
with Mr. Bennett in Toowoomba ?-Qn 
the way up in the train I saw him on the 
platform. 

[Letter dated 15th July, 1916, from Mr. 
Bennett to Mr. McGugan admitted, 
marked Exhibit 42, and read.] 

1006. You subsequently asked for the offer of 
the place as a going concern ?-Yes. 

1007. How was it that you came to do that? 
-After considering the matter, I thought 
it would be better to have the whole pro· 
perty. and I discussed the matter with 
Mr. Graham. 

1008. You had a discussion with Mr. Bennett 
at Toowoomba about the 15th of July?
Yes. 

1009. Then you asked him to got the offer 
of cattle?-Yes, .cts a going concern. 

1010. The Cornrnissiouer: You said you had a 
discussion with llh. Graham ?-Yes, when 
I came back. 

1011. By ;11'1·. Macrossan: And subsequently 
with Mr. Bennett ?'-Yes. 

1012. Then you asked him to get the offer 
of the cattle and the place as a going 
concern?-Yes. 

1013. What was the effect of the discussion 
with Mr. Graham ?-We discussed the 
question of getting the offer of the whole 
propPrty as a going concern. I agreed 
that it would be a good thing to get it. 

1014. In huying a l<trge herd like that it 
would be necessary to have country to 
pLlt them on ?-Yes. 

1015. And the best country would be that 
where they were?-Yes. 

1016. You and Mr. tiraham discussed the 
mattor?-Yes. 

1017. And you came to the conclusion that to 
buy it as a going concern was the best 
poSilible thing?-Yes. 

1018. You act&d on that and got :Mr. Barnes 
to give you the offer of the place as a 
going concern -Yes. 

1019. Mr. Bennett sent you a copy of a letter 
from Mr. Barnes to him dated the 16th 
of July?-Yes. 

1020. Is that .a usual result of the drought, 
that the weaker beasts die off and the 
better claSil survive?-Yes. 

1021. As Mr. Barnes terms it, " the survival 
of the fittest" ?-Yes 

1022. Subsequently you received a letter from 
Mr. Bennett dated 20th of July?-Yes. 

[Copy of letter admitted, marked 
Exhibit 43, and read.] 

1023. That is apparently acting upon your 
suggestion to Mr. Bennett to get in touch 
with Mr. Barnes ?-Yes. 

1024. And Mr. Barnes was communicating 
back with Mr. Bennett ?-Yes. 

1025. Did Mr. Bennett 'phone you ?-Yes, he 
'phoned me. 

1026. And the next thing that you hea!'d 
about it was that you had got an offer 
of the place as a going concern?-Yes. 

1027. Where were you then ?-At Mad
borough, between Rockhampton and St. 
Lawrence. 

1028. That was advice from the Pastoral Es
tates that they had rece,ived an offer of 
\V ando V ale as a going concern for 
£85,000 ?-Yes. 

1029. You sent a "·ire in reply to that?-Yes. 
[Telegram dated 28th July, 1916, ad· 

mitted, marked Exhibit 44, and rea.d.] 
1030. You came back to Brisbane a few days 

later?-Yes. 
1031. And you got a letter of the 24th of 

July addressed to you in Brisbane?
Yes. 

1032. From the Pastoral Estates?-Yes. 
[Copy letter dated 24th July, 1916, a.d

mitted, marked Exhibit 45, and read.] 
[Copy letter dated 25th July, 1916, from 

Pastoral Estates, Limit&d, to Mr. 
McGugan also admitted, marked Exhibit 
46, and read.] 

1033. Had you had a conversation with Mr. 
Bennett over the 'phone?-Yes. 

[Copy letter dated 25th July, 1916, 
from Pastoral E,tates, Limited, to Mr. 
McGugan admitted, marked Exhibit 46, 
and read.] 

1034. Both of these letters wonld be received 
by you in Brisbane after your return 
from St. Lawrence?-Yes. 
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1035. Then, on the 26th of Julv a wire was 
addressed to you at Mariborough from 
the Pastoral Estates at Toowoomba ?
Yes. 

[C?PY telegram dated 26th July, 1916, 
&dm1tted, marked Exhibit 47, and read.] 

1036. And a letter ccmfirming that on the 
27th of July?-Yes. 

[Letter dated 27th July, 1916, admitted, 
marked Exhibit 48, and read.] 

1037. There were very considerable improve· 
ments on W ando V ale about that time? 
-Yes. 

1038. It would be in answer to that wire of 
the 26th of July giving you an offer of 
tlw place as a going concern that you 
wired that your inspector would go there 
to inspect in the first week in August?
Yes. 

103'9. On your return to Brisbane, as a result 
of the correspondence, did you communi· 
cate with Mr. Bennctt at Toowoomba 
by 'phone?-Yes. 

1040. Did vou discuss W ando V ale and the 
prospective inspection?-Yes. 

1041. Sub•equently you received a letter from 
::\fr. Bennett intimating that Mr. Barnes 
would be in Brisbane ; that letter was 
dated the 3rd August?-Yes. 

[Letter admitted, marked Exhibit 49, 
B,nd rea·d.] 

[Copy telegr·am, dated 29th July, 1916, 
from Pastoral Estates, Limited, to Mr. 
McGugan at Marlborough, admitted, 
marlmd Exhibit 50, and read.] 

1042. Subsequent to that vou had a conver· 
sation with him on the telephone?-Yes. 

1043. And on the 3rd of August vou received 
a letter dated 2nd of August. 

[Copy letter dated 2nd August, 1916, 
from Pastoral Estates, Limited, to Mr. 
McGugan admitted, marked Exhibit 51, 
and read.] 

1044. Did :/ou arrange an interview with 
them by telephone?-Yes. 

1045. Did you subsequently meet Mr. Ben
nett and Mr. Barnes at the Hotel Daniel! 
on the lOth of August?-Yes. 

1046. Then, did you have a diwussion ?-Yes, 
we discussed the matter of the number 
of the stock that were there. 

104'7. That was the first oecasion that you 
had ever met Barnes ?-Yes. 

1048. After that, did you get a letter from 
Bennett stating- what terms Barnes was 
prepared tn take?-Yes. 

[Letter dated lOth August, 1916, from 
Pastoral Estates, Limited, to the General 
Manager. State stations, admitted (with 
annexures), marked Exhibit 52, and 
read.] 

1049. Was the annexure with the letter?
Yes. 

1050. Showing the areas o£ the different 
lea~es, rentals. improvements, and the 
estimated cattle and horses ?-Yes. 

1051. Throughout the neg-otiations were you 
in constant touch with Mr. Graham ?
Yes. 

1052. And Mr. Graham would be in constant 
touch with his Ministerial heads?-Yes. 

1053. Did you send anyone to inspect the pro· 
perty?-Yes. 

1054. Who''was it ?--Mr. Stanley Ferry. 

1055. \vno is he ?-He lives at Ronw.; he is 
a oottle man. 

1056. Has he had previous cxperience?-Yes. 
1057. You knew him ?-Yes. 
1058. Is he a man in whose capacity you 

have confidence?-Yes, every confidence. 
1059. Is he a regular employee of the State 

Stations Department ?-Yes. 
1060. After you got that offer from Bennett 

acting as ,.gent for Barnes you went to 
North Queensland yourself ?-Yes. 

1061. Leaving Brisbane on the 11th of 
August, you met Mr. Ferry ?-On the 
10th. the same night. 

1062. Did you meet Ferry ?-I met Ferry on 
the 19th of August at Pentlands. 

1063. Is that between Charters Towers and 
Hughenden ?-It is between Hughenden 
and Charters Towers. 

1064. Did you trawl together from there?
Yes, to Ravcnswood Junction. 

1065. At that time ho had inspected ?-Yes. 
1066. Did he give you full particulars of his 

inspection?-Yes. 
1067. You h,cd no knowledge of Wando Vale 

vourself ? - ::'\ o. 
1068: As a result o£ what he to1d you, did 

vol< write to the Under Secretary for 
Le,nds?-Yes. 

[Letter dated 19th August, 1916, from 
Mr. McGugan to the Under Semetary, 
Department of Public Lands (with 
annexures) admitted, marked Exhibit 53, 
and reacl.l 

1069. When did you make out these figures? 
-On the night of the 19th of August. 

1070. You sent them ·with your letter'i-Yes. 
1071. vV as that report writtc:n or verbal at 

that time ?-It was a ver'Jal report. 
1072. Was it a full report?-Yes, it was a 

full report. ' 
1073. Showing a complete inspection?-Yes. 
1074. On the results of that inspection was 

the station good buying at £85,000 ?-
Yes. 

1075. At the same time that you g~t the,t 
verbal report from Mr. Ferry, d1d YC?U 
request him to make out a report m 
¥\Titing ? -Yes. 

1076. You subsequently got a. written report 
dated 21st of August?-Yes. 

[Report dated 21st August, 1916, from 
Mr. Fen:y to Mr. 1IcGugan admitted 
(with annexures), marked Exhibit 54, and 
read.] 

1077. In the meanwhile you wired to the 
Pastoral Este,tes to get an extension of 
time?-Yes. 

[Telegram, dated 19th August, 1916, 
from Mr. McGugan to Pastoral Estates, 
Limih;d, admitted, marked Exhib2t 55, 
and read.] 

1078. You got a reply from Bennett on the 
same day?-Yes. 

[Copy urgent telegram, dated 19th 
August, 1916, from Pastoral Es~ates, 
Limited, to Mr. MoGugan adrn1tted, 
marked Exhibit 56, and read.] 

[Copy urgent telegram, dated 21st 
August, 1916, from Pastoral Es~ates, 
Limited, to Mr. McGugan adm1tt~d, 
marked Exhibit 57, and read.] 

1079. In the meanwhile you sent a wire to 
the Pastoral Estates, on the 20th of 
August, asking for the longest extension 
possible ?-The,t was on the 19th. I sent 
two wires. 
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[Telegram, dated 20th August, 1916, 
from Mr. McGugan to Pastoral E.~tates 
Limited, admitted, marked Exhibit 5B, 
and reEtd.] 

[Letter, dated 21st August, 1916, from 
Pastoral Estates, Limited, to Mr. 
McGugan admitt<Jd, marked Exhibit 59, 
and rmd.l 

1080. Did_n't ;ou get something then about 
the trme necessary for delivery ?-Yes, a 
telegram. 

1081. You got a wire from Mr. Bennett ask
ing you to take deliverv in the event of 
a sale?-Yes. · 

1082. You wired baok some time in August? 
About fourteen days after the contract 
was signed ?-Yes. 

[Copy telegram, dated 22nd August, 
1916, from Pastoral Estates, Limited, to 
Mr. McGugan, admitted, marked Exhibit 
60, and read.] 

[Urgent telegram, dated 23rd August, 
1916, from Mr. McGugan to Pastoral 
Estates, Limited, admitted, marked Ex
hibit 61, and read.] 

[Copy letter, dated 24th August 1916, 
from Pastoral Estates, Limited, to Mr. 
McGugan admitted, marked Exhibit 62, 
and read.] 

[Copy letter, dated 28th August, 1916, 
from Pastoral Estates, Limited to Mr. 
McGugan admitted, marked Edohibit 63, 
and read.] 

1083. Your reply to that is on the 28th of 
August; it is already in as Exhibit 61 ?
Yes. 

1084. Would _it be Bennett's duty to get into 
touch wrth the Brisbane office?-Yes. 

1085. You got a wire at Cairns from Mr. 
Graham, the Under Secretary for Public 
Lands?-Yes. 

1086. Apprising you of the sale?-Yes. 
[Copy telegram, dated 29th August, 

1916; from Under Secretary, Department 
of Public Lands, to Mr. McGugan ad
mitt.ed, marked Exhibit 64, and read.] 

1087., In reply to that, you wired to the 
Under Secretary on 31st August ?-Yes. 

1088. Advising what arrangements you had 
made as to the management?-Yes, and 
the date of delivery. 

[Telegram, dated 31st August, 1916, 
from Mr. McGugan to the Under Secre· 
ta~y, Department of Public Lands, ad
mrtted, marked Exhibit 65, and read.] 

1089. You wrote a letter confirming that from 
Croydon ?-Yes. 

[Letter, dated 31st August, 1916, from 
Mr. McGugan to the Under Secretary 
Department of Public Lands, admitted; 
marked Exhibit 66, and read.] 

1090. During the time that vou were nego
tiating with the Pastoral Estates did 
you have any discussion with anv 'other 
agent?-No. • 

1091. About Wando Vale?-No. 
1092. Or did you discuss it with any persons 

except the ones that you have men
tioned-Mr. Ferry, Mr. Bennett, Mr. 
Barnes, and the Under Secretary ?-No. 

1093. Subsequent!¥ you learned of an asser
tion by some' agent that he could have 
sold the property for £40,000 ?-Yes. 

1094. How did you hear that?-From Mr. 
Graham. 

1095. I suppose he wanted some explanation 
from you on the matter?-Yes. 

1096. You made inquiries?-Yes. 
1097. And you also made inquiries from Suter 

and Co., of Hughenden?-Yes. 
1098. You got a letter from them on the 23rd 

of June last?-Y PS. 

[Letter, dated 23rd June, 1911, from 
Mr. Suter to Mr. McGugan admitted, 
marked Exhibit 67, and read.] 

1099. As a result of what Mr. Graham said 
to you, you communicated with Bennett? 
-Yes. 

1100. And he got in touch with Mr. Barnes? 
-Yes. 

1101. You subsequently got a wire from Mr. 
Bennett, dated 19th July, 1917?-Yes. 

[Letter, dated 19th July, .1917, from 
Pastoral Estates, Limited, to Mr. 
McGugan admitted, marked Exhibit 68, 
and read.] 

1102. Now, Mr. McGugan, has the muster of 
Wando Vale continued ?-Yes. 

1103. And has it been completed ?-No. 
1104. Well, what has the bangtai! muster 

shown as to the number of cattle on the 
run at the time of purchase ?-12,300-
that is the muster; and we have 
accounted for another 400. 

1105. And what is the number there at the 
present time ?-15,493; that is branded 
cattle. 

1106. That includes calves branded since?
Yes. 

1107. '\V ell, Mr. McGugan, from your own 
experience as a cattle man, do you think 
the Government made a very good bar· 
gain at the end of August, 1916, in buy· 
ing Wando Vale for £82,000?-Yes, very 
good. 

1108. And do you think they got full value 
for their money?-Yes. 

1109. And with the •ame knowledge, and 
with all the added knowledge that you 
have now would you have recommended 
the purchase, do you think ? - Y Bs. 

1110. So far as you know, was it possible 
for you or for anyone else to have got 
that station at a less price than the 
Government paid for it ?-No. 

1111. You, yourself, recommended £85,000? 
-Yes. 

1112. And you consider that it was a good 
bargain at that price?-Yes. 

1113. The Government actually got it at 
£82,000?-Yes. 

1114. It was bought on the basis of there 
being 10,000 head of cattle there?-Yes. 

1115. And on that basis do you think it was 
worth £85,000 ?-Yes. 

1116. And. as a matter of fact, there were 
over 12,000 ? -Yes. 

1117. Mr. McGugan, there has· been a sug
gestion as to some part of the purchase 
money being appropriated to improper 
purposes. Do you know anything about 
that ?-::\othing more than is generally 
known. 

1118. And what is that?-Something else-
palm grease. 

1119. Do you believe that ?-No. 
1120. Did you get anything ?-No. 
1121. Was there any inducem'ent held out to 

you to make this recommendation?
None whatever. 
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1122. Had you any personal interest what
ever in the bargain ?-Nothing. 

ll.23. Have you anything to gain in the 
future from it ?-No. 

1124. Do you know of anybody else that has? 
-No. 

1125. Gross-examined b1f Mr. McGill: You 
told us you had sixteen years' pastoral 
experience ln Queensland ?-Sev-enteen 
years. 

1126. On certain stations. \Vho were vour 
employers during that time ?-Mr. K"nox, 
Mr. Bunning, and Mr. Jowett. 

1127. \Yhich was Knox's 1-Dimora, The 
Ranch, and J airloch. 

1128. Was he the first man vou were with? 
- Y cs. I got colonial ~xperience with 
him and then commenced with Mr. 
Bunning. 

1129. How old were vou when vou left Mr. 
Knox 1-Twenty-t;,..,o. " 

1130. Did he have sheep or cattle ?-He had 
shPep. 

1131. And what were you doing there?
General experience-learning. 

1132. Then vou went to Mr. Bunning, did 
you ?-Yes 

1133. And how long were you with Mr. 
Bunning ?-About eight years. 

1134. On what place ?-First at Darr River 
Downs; then Buckingham· Downs and 
Lucknow. ' 

1135. '( Ol!r experience there was with sheep, 
pnncrpally, wasn't it ?-No; sheep and 
cattle both. 

1136. Is Lucknow a sheep station ?-Yes. 
1137. How long were you on Lucknow ?

About five vears; Lucknow and Buck
ingh_am Dow"ns; I managed the two pro
perties. 

1138. You managed the properties?-Yes. 
1139. Well, is Buckingham Downs sheep?-

No, it is cattle. 

1140. Did you do any buying?-Yes. 
1141. Cattle?-Yes. 

1142, Before you became manager of Buck
mgham Downs, what experience of 
rattle had you ?-Cattle experience on 
Evesham and Darr River Downs. 

1143. Whose stations are they ?-That is Mr. 
Bunning's; and Evesham is ::'11r. Knox's 
which he was managing at the time. ' 

1144. How many years' experience did you 
have on these stations with cattle before 
you became ma.nager of Buckingham 
Downs ?-Roughly, five years. 

1145. In what capacity were vou employed 
on these stations before yor~ became man
ager ?-I was overseer on Darr River 
Downs. 

1146. Had you done any buying then ?-No, 
not any at that time. 

1147. When. did you first do any buying?
Managmg Buckingham and Lucknow. 

1148. And )'low long, did you say, were you 
managmg these two places ?-About five 
years. 

1149. Are they adjoining properties ?-:s-o; 
about 150 miles apart. 

1150. And on which one did you reside ?-I 
lived on Lucknow most of the time. 

1151. And who was in charge of Bucking
ham; was there an overseer there?
There was a head stockman there. 

1152. How many head were running oru 
Buckingham Downs ?-At that time there
w<>re about 10,000. 

1153. Well, then, after that five years did you, 
leave Mr. Bunning's employment ?-Yes, 
I left his employment. 

1154. For what purpose ?-To get more ex
perience in wool matters. 

1155. You then entered the employment of 
Mr. J owett ?-No; Mr. Knox first. 

1156. How long did you stay with Mr. Knox? 
-I was there three years. 

1157. In what capacity ?-Manager of his
properties. 

1158. Sheep properties?-Yes, sheep pr_oper
ties. Some cattle also; but practwally 
sheep. 

1159. And after that you went to Mr. J owett,. 
did you ?-Yes. 

1160. On what property 1-Manningham. 
1161. And how long were you with Mr. 

J owett ?-About two years. 
1162. Managing sheep station ?-Cattle also; 

but practically sheep station. 
1163. And then you accepted your present 

appointment ?-Yes. 
1164. Is Mr. Knox a relative of yours 1-Yes. 
1165. Will van just tell us how long before 

vou ac-;,epted this appointm'ent was it 
that vou had had anything to do with 
cattle:_the buying of cattle ?-About 
seven years. 

1166. What was your salary at Mr. Jowett's· 
place ?-£300. 

1167. And with Mr. Knox ?-£300. 
1168. Mr. Bunning ?-£325. 
1169. And you told us that about the middle· 

of 1916 you had instructions to get offers· 
of any properties you could ?-Yes. 

1170. Were they cattle stations you mean by 
that ?-Yes. 

1171. Hac! you had anything previous!)(, to 
do with buying cattle stations ?-No, I: 
never bought cattle stations. 

1172. Had you anything to do with the 
buying of a cattle station at all ?-No. 

1173. Well, when did you ge_t these instrl}'c
tions ?-Soon after entermg the service 
of the Government. 

1174. I don't know exactly when that was. 
\Vhen was that ?-3rd May, 1916, I 
entered. 

1175. And from whom did you get instruc
tions ?-Mr. Hunter. 

1176. Direct from Mr. Hunter?-Yes. 
1177. \Vas it Mr. Hunter who told you there 

would be a rise in cattle properties?
Yes. 

1178. You didn't know that until he told 
vou ?-Yes. 

1179: You knew it voursei£1-Yes, I knew it 
would go up. · 

1180 Whv did you think there would be 1-
Valu~s were going up, of stock; general 
observation. 

1181. Now, you say you communicated with 
well-known .:,gents throughout Queens
land ?-Yes. 

1182. Did you communicate with any agents. 
in the North 1-Dalgety, Townsville
those are the onl:v agents; and Edkins, 
Marsh and Co., Longreach. 

1183. Were you after Northern properties. 
particularly ? -Yes. 
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1184. Had you heard of Wando Vale before 
you cmnmunicated with the Pastoral 
E,,tates Cc. ?-No. 

1185. Had you heard of Reedy Springs?
No, nothing about it. I knew about it. 

1186. Did you have any knowledge yourself 
of Northern station properties when you 
communicated with these agents?-Yes. 

1187. You had some knowledge of Northern 
properties ?-Yes. 

1188. Cattle properties ?-Yes. 
1189. You say you didn't know Mr. Barnes; 

you had never met him ?-Yes. 
1190. ·well. now, when you communicated 

with those agents, did you get any offers; 
did you hear of any offers besides this 
one of Wando Vale?-Yes. 

1191. What others did ;,'DU hear of; did you 
get particulars of them ?-Yes. 

·1192. What others ?-Kangaroo Hills and 
Fairlight ; and several other that I can
not remember now. 

1193. Where is K>yngaroo Hills ?-Near 
Ingham. 

1194. How many head of stock were on it?
Nine thousand. 

1195. And what was the price wanted ?-Sixty 
odd thousand, I think. 

1196. Did you inspect it ?-No. 
1197. And the other place ?-Twelve thousand 

head of cattle, and .£150,000. 
1198. Did you inspect that ?-No. 
1199. Any others ?-I got particulars of 

Reedy Springs and Cargoon. 
1200. Did you inspect Reedy Springs ?-No. 
1201. Of course, when I ask you did you in

spect, I mean did you cause an inspec
tion to be made?-No. 

·1202. Did you make any inquiries about 
Reedy Springs?-Yes. 

1203. From whom ?-My manager at Wando 
,Vale and other people. 

1204. He was not your manager at this time, 
remember?-Yes, he was, at the time I 
made the inquiries. 

1205. He became your manager when ?-7th 
September. 

1206. W_hen did you get l?articulars of Reedy 
Sprmgs ?-I got partiCulars some time in 
September. 

1207 .. N?t before you had commenced nego
t~atwns for Wando Vale ?-No, not 
before. 

1208. Not ti_Il after you bought W ando Vale? 
-Not till after I bought it. 

·1209. Before buying W ando V ale did you 
cause an inspection to be ma:de of any 
other property in the North ?-No. 

1210. You say the only Northern agents you 
communicated with were Dalgety's and 
a. firm at Longreach ?-Yes, that is prac
tiCally the lot. 

1211. And did you get reports from them · 
did you ask them to report at all on any 
of these properties that were offered? -In 
the North, no. 

i212. Did Y'?U make any inquiries about these 
properties-that first one you told us 
about-Kangaroo Hills ?-Yes. 

l2c3. From whom ?-I could not sav 
i2l4. What do you mean by that-y~u can

not remember ?-I cannot remember. 
:1215;. Did you make any inquiries about Fair

•tght ?-Oh, I know that place. 

1216. And you didn't consider Fah·light at 
all ?-No. 

1217. Now, when was the first you heard of 
Wando Vale-was that from Mr. Ben
nett ? -Yes, that is the first. 

1218. Did he tell vou whether he had it for 
sale or not ?-No, he didn't. 

1219. Had you had any previous dealings 
with the Pastoral Estates Company at 
Toowoomba ?-No. 

1220. Did you know Mr. Bennett ?-I never 
met him before, until that day. 

1221. vVhat do you mean by " that day"?-
15th July. 

1222. Is that when you met him on the plat
form at Toowoomba ?-Yes, that is the 
first time. 

1223. By Jlr. Jf cGill: With regard to the 
interview you had with Mr. Graham, 
was it on the 15th July ?-No, not on the 
15th: it would be on the 17th-the 16th 
or the 17th. 

1224. Before that, had you contemplated 
buying only the cattle on \Vando Vale?
That is what I asked the offer for-for 
the cattle. 

1225. That is what you contemplated buying? 
-Yes. 

1226. What did you propose doing with cattle 
at that time ?-At that particular time, 
taking them into the Gulf country. 

1227. Well, after a discussion with Mr. 
Graham, you decided to try and get 
\Vando Vale as a going concern ?-Yes. 

1228. \Vas that on vour recommendation or 
on Mr. Graham's ?-On mine. 

1229. And did you make that recommenda
tion simply because you wanted t~e place 
to put the cattle on ?-Yes, that Is prac
tically the reason. 

1230. Any other reason ?-No. 
1231. At that time ?-No; that was the only 

reason at that time. 
1232. Now, have you any instructions from 

the Minister as to the inspection af pro
pertie, you propose to purchase ?-No. 

1233. Are you instructed to inspect 'person
ally yourself before purchase •-No. 

1234. How man-: station properties have been 
purchased by the Government since your 
appointment ?-Thirtem. 

1235. Have you inspected any of them per
sonally before purchase?-Yes. 

1236. How manv of them ?-I think about 
eight. • 

1237. Now, you remember the interview you 
told us about with Mr. Bennett and 
::\1r. Barnes at the Hotel Daniel! ?-Yes. 

1238. That was on the lOth August?-Yes. 
1239. You then discussed the number of stock 

running on vV anda v.ale with Mr. 
Barn os ? -Yes. 

1240. What did Mr. Barnes tell you as to the 
number of stock ?-About 10,000. 

1241. Is that all?-Yes, that's all. 
1242. Did he say that he estimated there 

were more than 10,000 ?-No. 
1243. Did he at any time tell you that?

Did he at •any time? 
1244. Yes?-He may have said some time he 

considered there were more than 10,000. 
1245. Did you ask him about his stock re

turns ?-No. 
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1246. \Yell, what was the discussion about 
the number of stock ?-About the num
ber? I asked hini did he consider the 
number were there, and so forth. 

1247. And he said "Yes" ?-Yes. 

1248. And that was the whole of the discus
sion as to the number of stock?-Yes. 

1249. Was that the ·full extent of your in
quiries .as to the number of stock ?-Prac
ticaily all, at that time. 

1250. \Veil, now, where is Mr. Ferry at pre
sent? You know where he is now?
yes ; he is on the sea. 

1251. Is he coming from Townsville ?-Yes. 

1252. He is an employee of the State sta
tions ?-Yes. 

1253. What is the nature of his employ
ment ?-He manages Dotswood Station. 

1254. Who engaged him ?-I did. 

1255. Did you know him before engaging 
him ?-Not personally. 

1256. \Veil, now, you sent Mr. Ferry to in
spect?-Yes. 

1257. Do you know when he arrived in 
W,ando Vale?-About 1st August. 

1258. And was he there until the 18th, do 
you know ?-Yes. 

1259. And you got a report from him on the 
19th ?-Yes. 

1260. That was a verbal report?-Yes. 
1261. And then you wrote to the Under 

Secretary for Lands?-Yes. 
1262. Now, you say his report showed a com

plete inspection ?-Yes. 
1263. Did you ask him whether he had got 

any information he gave you from Mr. 
Bowman ?-No. 

1264. What was the inspection he told you 
he made ?-He went through the run, 
saw the improvements, and estimated the 
number of cattle. 

1265. Did he say he had gone over the whole 
of the country?-Yes; as far as one can 
call the whole of the country. 

1266. And he gave an estimate of the number 
of cattle?-Yes. 

1267. From going over the run ?-Yes. 
1268. Now, in this letter that you wrote to 

the Under Secretary you stated this : 
" :Mr. Barnes, the owner, states that he 
would not give a muster delivery, as he 
knows that he has under-estimated the 
number" ?-Yes. 

1259. "Ten thousand offered" ?-Yes. 
1270. \Vhen -did Mr. Barnos state that?

That would be on the lOth August. 
1271. At the interview at the Hotel Daniell? 

-Yes; that is the only time I saw him. 
1272. Did Mr. Ferry value the improve

ments ?-Yes, he valued them. 
1273. In this report of yours they are valued 

.at £5,500. Is that the value put on by 
Mr. Ferry ?-Ferry, yes. 

1274. Now, it was with this letter that you 
sent this piece of yellow paper, wasn't 
it?-Yes. 

1275. This is your handwriting ?-Oh, yes, 
that's right. 

1276. And vou worked out the value of stock 
there 'at £69,900?-Yes; that is the 
cattle. 

1277. That is the va~ue at 12,330 cattle?
Yes. 

1278. Now, did you tell Mr. Barnes or his 
agents at any time that there were 12,330 
cattle there ?-No. 

1279. Is that an estimate-12,330 ?-That is 
an estimate; yes. 

1280. And this is what you bought on~
No; I bought, acting on the. 10,000 basis; 
but I made it up that partiCular way. 

1281. Yes ; but in your report you agree that 
£69 900 is the value on 10,000 cattle?
y cs: that is right. 

1282. Upon these figures attached, you e~ti
mate that the value on 12,330 was th1s? 
-Ko, I onlv showed it on the 2,000 extra 
cattle; I put it so that they would under
stand the extra cattle. 

1283. But didn't you work it out?-Yes, I 
know I worked it out. 

12.84. And mrived at this result-that there 
are 12,330 cattle?-Yes. 

1285. And the value of those cattle was 
£69,900?-Yes, that is right. 

1286 You say vou wPre sati8fled ":ith that 
~umber ~f 'cattle, were you ?-Yes. 

1287. You never told l\Ir. Barnes or the Pas
toral Estates ?-No. 

1288. Xow, what report about the. quality of 
the cattle did Mr. Ferry g1ve you?
That thev were a good quality. 

1289. Is that .all he said about it?-Yes. 
1290. Did you ac·k nothing more ?-Oh yes, I 

asked all about them. 
1291. What did you ask ?-I oonnot remem

ber exactly what I asked. 
1292. What did he tell you ?-They were good 

quality cattle; bullocks very good. 
1293. Is that all he said ?-That is aJl I can 

remember. \\ e discussed the tlung very 
fullv in all ·details; that is what it boiled 
do\\:n to. · 

1294. Did you ask the number of bulls?
Yes. 

1295. What ,, as the number of bulls ?-He 
said ho thought about 80. 

1296. Did you ask what bulls they were?
Yes. 

1297. \Yhat huils were they ?-Some Mount 
Stur~eon some Bluff Downs, and Lynd-
hurst~ ' 

1298. Did he tell you how he knew that?
From information. 

1299. Supplied by ~.Ir. Bowman ?-Yes, it 
would be that. 

1300. Now, since the Government have 
acouired this place-\Van do V ale-have 
yo{, purchased any cattle to put on 
Wan do Vale ?-130 bulls. 

1301. Do you now know whether there were 
more bulls than 80 on the place before 
you got those?-Yes. 

1302. \Yell, how many bulls actually were on 
the place ?-110. 

1303. Were they all branded ?-The bulls all 
branded"? 

1304. Yes?-The 110? 
1305. Yes ?-Yes. 
1306. What bulls were the others ?-The 130? 
1307. You have told us there was an ec,~imate 

of SO bulls, on Bowman's informatiOn?
Yes. 

1308. \Vel! now, you say there w,ere 110. 
What were the other 30 ?-I don t under
stand what you mean. 

1309. You say yon have found now there 
were 30 1nore bulls than Ferry told you 
of ?-Oh, I don't know what they were. 
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1310. How do you know they were branded? 
-I don't know; hulls are always 
branded. 

1311. You are simply assuming that they are 
branded, because they are bulls ?-No, 
I a,m not. 

1312. Well, how do you know they are 
branded ?-I know they were branded. 

1313. How do vou know ?-Because thev 
wouJ.d not be sold unless they were 
branded. 

1314. Would not be sold? How do you 
know when they were bought ?-I don't 
know when they were bought. 

1315. Have you any idea of their age?-No. 
1316. Do you know, as a matt-er of fact, 

whether they are Wando Vale bulls, or 
bulls from other stocks ?-They are from 
other stationo. 

1317. The whole lot of them ?-I don't ooy 
that; I say a few of them are. 

1318. A few of what ?-Some are from Bluff 
Downs, and some from Mount Sturgeon. 

1319. Can you tell us how many are \V ando 
Vale bulls ?-I cannot. 

1320. How many ?-No. 
1321. Did you ever make any inquiries about 

what bulls they had there-where they 
came from ?-Yes 

1322. Were you told that any of the bulls 
were from a ·wando Vale herd ?-No. 

1323. Now, h<tve you ever been on \Vando 
Vale?-Yes. 

1324. ·when ?-I was there about the 12th 
October, 1916. 

1325. Is it c0rrect to say that 12,700 head 0f 
cattle have· been mustered 0n Wando 
Vale?-Ko, it would not be correct. 

1326. You told us that the bangtail muster 
.'bowed 12,300, and there wen> 400 0thers 
accounted for. \Vhat do you mean by 
that?-You can notice them through the 
herd-the long tails-in passing; and 
you can estimate it. 

1327. Is that a report from Mr. Bowman?
Yes. 

1328. How many have actually been mus
tered ?-12,300. 

1329. Who recommended the purchase of 130 
bulls ?-I did. 

1330. Why d!d you purchase them ?-Because 
I rcquned them. 

1331. On Wando Vale?-Yes. 
1332. Have you ever made any inquiry 

whether there had been any inbreeding? 
-Xo. 

1333. Well, 0n what you saw of the stock in 
October, how would you describe them?
Good class of Sh0rthorn and Hereford 
cross. 

1334. Have you sold any ?-No. 
1335. Do you know if the Government have 

paid any commission to the Past0ral 
Estates on the sale of vVand0 Vale?-No. 

1336. Cr to Mr. Bennett ?-)Jo. 
1337; Well, do. ym1 mean by that, that you 

Know nothmg about it. or do you know 
it is not a fact, or what ?-I kn0w nothing 
about it. 

1338. Does the 12,300 include any calves?
No. no calves. 

1339. What age stock do they include ?-They 
are '1 year and upwards. 

1340. Did any man besides ::\1r. Ferry go up 
t? \Vando Valo?-I\'0, not on my instruc
tiOns. 

1341. Was it correct to say that there was a 
man 0n Wando Vale on behalf of the 
Government, for some months before the 
purchase ?-I don't kn0w of any. 

1342. There was not ,a very great preponder
ance of :nales over females, was there, 
Mr. McGugan ?-N0. 

1343. Males were slightly in excess of females? 
-Yes. 

1344. Ilc-examinecl by Jlr. Jicwroso~an: \Vhen 
you were estimating the preponderance 
0f males 0ver females, was that on the 
10,000 count?-Yes, on the 10,000. 

1345. And the estimated number of males in 
that 10,000 was about 6,000 ?-No, 5,000. 

1346. How many maLca did y0u actuc1lly get 
from the bangtail muster ?-6,000 odd. 

1347. And does £69,900, in your opinion, 
represent the fair market value with an 
estimate 0£ lO.ODO cattle?-Yes. 

l348. This purchase of y0urs took place after 
a very severe drought?-Yes. 

1349. Is it a fact that, as a result of a 
drought, bulls die off rather largely?
Yes. 

1350. And it would be ordinarily necessary 
to restock with bulls?-Y os. 

1351. Could you have sold cattle off there 
since you bought it ?-Yes. 

1352. In considerable numbers?-Yes. 
1353. What number~?-

The C ommissiona : Rather difficult to 
say, isn't it, Mr. Macr0ssa.n? 

11Ir. Jiacrossan: Well, no; I think he 
can answer it. 

Witness: I could have sold 3, 700 male 
cattle for £11 10s. this year. 

1354. By Jir. Jfacrossan: You declined the 
offer?-Yes. I could have sold 2,000 of 
practically the same class, at £12. I 
refused the offer. 

1355. Where were those 0ffers ?-Bergl Aus· 
tralia, and Burdekin Meatworks. 

1356. Those are North Queensland Meat
w<lrks ?-Yes. 

1357. In additi0n to the 12,300, how many 
calves do you estimate there would be?-
3,100. 

1358. And what would be the value of those 
at a rough average ?-At the present 
minute? 

1359. No; at the time you mustered, at the 
end of 1916 ?-Oh, about 30s. 

1360. You were up there and inspected the 
cattle yourself personally-generally, I 
mean; you did not go right over the 
place ?-Yes; after the sale, of course. 

1361. And as a result of y0ur inspection, do 
you think the cattle were fairly described 
as cattle 0f good quality ?-Yes. 

1362. Some humourist has described them as 
" lemonade bottles with buffalo horns." 
Did you see any of that class of cattle?
•No. 

1363. Perhaps it all depends on what state 
you go out there?-Yes. 

1364. And are you satisfied that it is not a 
badly inbred herd ?-Yes. 

1365. And you are satisfied that you have 
done a good stroke of business for the 
Government ?-Absolutely. 

1366. Fu1·ther cross-examined by Mr. ii:IcGill: 
Have you got a copy of the letter you 
wrote to Mr. Suter ?-I didn't write a 
letter. 

1367. Who wrote to Mr. Suter ?-Nobody. I 
asked him; I was talking to him. 
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1368. Where did you see him ?-In Hughen
den. 

1369. Did you ask him to write?-Yes, I 
asked him tu write me a letter. 

1370. And did you give that letter to Mr. 
Hunter ?-I posted it down to Mr. 
Grahe.m. 

.1371. Well, did you tell the Minister that 
that referred to 1913 ?-I didn't mention 
anything about that in the letter. 

1372 .• Didn't you understand Mr. Suter to 
have the particulars up to the date of 
sale to the Government ?-No. 

1373. \Veil, you have seen the letter Mr. 
Suter wrote?-Yes, I have seen the 
letter. 

.1374. You know he says that?-He didn't say 
that. 

1375. Mr. Suter writes this : [Reads Exhibit 
67.] Doesn't that mean that Mr. Suter 
had the place on his books up till the 
sale to the Government ?-No, I don't 
think so. 

1376. Wdl, what does it mean ?-It might 
mean anything. 

1377. What is the " anything" ?-I don't 
know. 

1378. Can you suggest something else it does 
mean ?-No, I cannot suggest anything 
else. 

1379. Well, what did he tell you about when 
he had it ?-He didn't say they had it on 
the books at all; he said they had it 
some time and he would have to look up 
and get particulars. 

1380. Did you ask him when he had it?
Yes, I asked him to find out and give 
me particulars. 

1381. Well, you didn't tell anybody-the 
Minister or the Under Secretary-it was 
in 1913 ?-No. 

[Witness then retired.] 

FREDERICK ERNEST BENNETT, Stock and Station 
Agent, sworn and examined : 

1382. By Jir. Feez: You, Mr. Bennett, are 
the Managing Director of the Pastoral 
Estates, Limited, Toowoomba ?-Yes. 

1383. That, I understand, is a private com
pany of which you are the proprietor?
yes, I am practically the proprietor. 

1384. How long have you been in business-
you carry on the business of a stock and 
station agency?-Yes. 

1385. How long have you been in business as 
a stock and station agent ?-About twelve 
years. 

1386. In Toowoomba ?-Toowoomba, yes. 
1387. And it was through your agency that 

this purchase of vVando Vale station and 
stock was brought about?-Yes. 

1388. How did you first come into the matter? 
Well, through a wire to Mr. Barnes, 
real!;,- ; but, in the first place, I had 
Mr. McGugan on the 'phone offering 
him a line of cattle. 

1389. That is what I mean: the first thing 
was, you rang up Mr. McGugan ?-I rang 
up Mr. McGugan submitting a line of 
cattle to him; and he said that this 
particular line was not suitable, but he 
was open to buy a good big line. So 
with that I got on the wires; and, 
amongst others, I wired Mr. Barnes. 

1390. Did you know at that time that the 
Government were on the lookout for 
cattle ?-I knew that they were on the 
lookout for cattle, but not for 'cattle 
stations. 

1391. For ea ttle, I asked ;oou ?-Yes 
1392. After vou got on to Mr. McGugan on 

the teler;hone, you say y~u got ." on the 
wires." Did you commumcate w1th many 
people?-Yes, I suppose half a dozen
perhaps more. 

1393. And, amongst others, Mr. Barnes ?
Yes. 

1394. We have the whole of the correspond· 
ence put in, so I need not worry you 
with the correspondence, but you had a 
lot of communications with Mr. McGugan 
and Mr. Barnes?-Yes . 

1395. Do vou remember when you approached 
him_:first of all, the negotiations about 
the sale of the cattle alone; and, beyond 
what appears in the correspondence, did 
anvthing material take place, any verbal 
communication that was material at all, 
in the negotiations?-Yes. The first 
time I met Mr. McGugan was really 
after we had wir?d. him ~;riving h~m this 
line of cattle-g1vmg h1m particulars. 
At that time he said he would be more 
open to buy the propert_y as a going con
cern. \Yith that I w1red Mr. Barnes 
again to try and get him to offer it. 

1396. And eventually he agreed?-Yes, after 
some time. . . 

1397. He placed the statwn, as a gomg con
cern, in your hands at £85,000 ?-That 
is corrert. 

1398. And also, eventually, the Government 
an-reed to accept; at least, the Govern· 
,;ent agreed to inspect?-Yes, they in
spected the property. 

1399. And you know a report was sent down 
from Mr. McGugan as the result of the 
inspection ?-Yes. Mr. McGugan sent his 
report in. I think at the same time he 
wired me he thought the report was 
favourable, and that he might want an 
extension of the offer. 

1400. You asked for the extension ?-Yes. 
J\1r Barnes refused the extension I asked 
for: I asked for a fortnight's extension, 
and he thought it was unreasonable in 
view of the fact that ;\1r. McGugan had 
stated that, when he got Ferry's report, 

, he was open to say, "Yes" or "No." 
Mr. Barnes declined to grant the fort
night's offer; but after some difficulty 
we got him to give us a week's extension. 

1401. When did the question of the way in 
which the money was to be payable first 
ari'e ?-I think it was the morning of an 
interview with Mr. McGugan. We knew 
that the sale of Mount Hutton was con
ducted on thcsfl terms, and we naturally 
assumed that this would be a similar sale. 

1402. When was that m'orning-what morn
ing was that ?-vVhen Mr. Barnes was in 
Brisbane. It would be about the lOth 
August, I think. 

1403. Where-at the Hotel Daniel! ?-Yes. 
1404. What took place about that ?-We dis

cussed the offer-~\1r. Barnes and myself. 
We also discussed the terms, and I raised 
the point as to what cash would be paid 
over, and Mr. McGugan said the less 
cash we got the better would be the 
chance of doing business. I knew that 
Mr Barnes was not wanting the cash, 
so 'r got hi m to agree to the lowest 
deposit possible with a view to effecting 
a sale. 
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1405. Y on were anxious to effect a sale?
Yes. 

1406. Your commission depended upon it?
Yes. 

1407. Eventually he agreed to accept £10,000 
cash ?-Yes. 

1408. Then I don't think anything material 
took place until the Government agreed 
to buy ?-That is so. 

1409. Had you arranged your commission 
before the Government agreed to buy? 
-:'\o. ::'vir Barnes wrote from the North 
asking me. to fix the commission before 
he went any further. I wrote in reply 
that I felt sure that we could aTrange 
the matter, and we left the whole thing 
over until about the 29th or the 30th 
August, just about the time that the 
deal was made and before the contract 
was signed. 

1410. Then it was fixed up, was it?-Yes. 
1411. Was that the usual commission that 

you charged?-Yes, in one sense it was; 
perhaps it was a little less than we get 
in other cases. 

1412. \Yhat is the usual commission on a big 
transaction like that ?-It is a matter of 
arrangement. 

1413. \Yhen the Government eventually 
agreed to purehase for £82,000, you were 
not prc"ent, were you ?-Yes. 

1414. You were present in Mr. Gordon 
Graham's office?-Yes. 

1415. What took place there ?-Mr. Graham 
first made an offer of £80,000. Mr. 
Barnes declined the offer. He said he 
could not let the property go at £80,000. 
After some conversation they split the 
difference at £82,000. 

1416. IV as am· sum mentioned between 
£85,000 and £82,000 in the course of the 
negotiations ?-I don't think so. 

1417. You think it went from £85,000 to 
£82,000 ?-Yes. 

1418. And was fixed at £82,000 ?-Yes. 
1419. Of cour~e, you have not seen this pro

perty yourself 1-N o. 
1420. Had you other properties in your hands 

for sale at the time?-Yes, not at that 
time under offer to the Government. 

1421. But in your hands for sale?-Yes. 
1422. Stations with large numbers of cattle 

on them ?-Yes. 
1423. How did the price for W ando V ale 

c'?mpare with them ?-Well, I think in 
vww of the fact that it is usual wfuen 
a man is selling a herd of cattle for the 
bulk of the stock to consist of female 
cattle, in this case it consisted of half 
:tnd ha~£. The usual thing, when a man 
1s offenng a property for sale is that he 
will have about two-thirds female cattle 
and one-third male cattle, and he would 
probably have sold all the saleable cattle 
off the run. It was not so in this case. 

1424. Without actually knowing the property, 
how do you say the price of Wando Va.le 
compared with the other properties that 
you had for saJe as regards it being 
cheap or dear?-Well, you have just got 
to work out the values of the stock. Ib 
was the stock. 

1425. Did you form any opinion as to its 
value at the time?-Yes. I think it was 
very reasonable. 

1426. What were male cattle worth in 1913, 
sav threes and over ?-It all depends upon 
the condition. 

1427. Fats would be worth more than stores? 
-Ye,-, sales have been made as high as 
o£12 10s. It depends, as I say, upon' the 
condition of the cattle at the time. 

1428. You did not see the cattle, so you could 
not tell ?-No. 

1429. If they were in good condition they 
would be worth as high at £12 10s. ?
Say £10. 

1430. And fours, what would they be worth'( 
-About £8 10s. or £9. 

1431. And fives ?-I should say about £7. 
1432. And female cattle, what would they be 

worth-a herd such as vou would expect 
to find on a run like that ?-I should say· 
about £6. 

1433. £6 all round ?-Yes. 
1434. Now, in March, 1915, you had a client 

who wanted to buy Wando Vale?-Yes. 
1435. And you approached Mr. Barnes with 

regard to it?-Yes, I wired Mr. Barnes. 
I had a genuine buver at- the time. a 
man who was prepared to take the offer. 

1436. Mr. Barnes replied that it was not for 
sale ?-Yes. 

1437. Did vou mention any definite price?
I told- him that I had a buyer up to 
£100,000 for the property. 

1438. And he replied that Wando Vale was 
not for sale?-Yes. 

1439. With retrard to the £850 that we know 
that you got for commission on the trans
action, did you handle any other money 
in the transaction at all ?-No. 

1440. Who did you get that £850 from?
That was banked to my credit here in 
Brisbane by the Union Trustees. 

1441. Have you given any of that away to
anvone else ?-No, certainly not. 

1442. Or promised anything?-No. 
1443. Do vou know of anyone who got even

the smallest fraction of a sum of money 
out of this transaction besides yourself? 
-No. 

1444- Were you personallv acquainted with 
any member of the Cabinet prior to the
saie ?-Not before I went in that morn· 
in~ and saw Mr. Hunter. 

1445. You met Mr. Hunter when the deal 
was just about to be closed ?-Yes. 

1446. You didn't tell us that, after you had 
discussed the matter and fixed the price 
with Mr. Graham, you went in to Mr. 
Hunter?-Yes. Mr. Graham took Mr. 
Barnes and myself in to Mr. Hunter. 

1447. How long were you in with Mr. 
Hunter ?-It did not take so very long 
with Mr. Hunter. 

1448. What took place in Mr. Hunter's pre
sence ?-I think I told him that I was 
very pleased that the Government had 
decided to purchase the property, and I 
was glad that the terms had been 
arranged. 

1449. There was nothing more than the 
formal announcement of the fixing of the
price and the bargain being completed? 
-No. 

1450. Cross-examined by Mr. Macgregor: 
How long have you been manager?
The Company was formed in 1906. 

1451. And you have been manager of the · 
Company since then ?-Yes. 
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1452. It is quite a usual thing for you to 
exchange lists as an agent, is it ?-It 
is where we are not given confidential 
particulars, not otherwise. 

1453. Did you ever have Wa.ndo Vale on your 
list or under your notice by communica
tion with >another firm?-Yes, I have 
seen a list of W ando V ale. I cannot say 
that I have had it on my books; infor
mation gets old, you know. 

1454. If you w.anted very much to sell a pro
perty you would send around to your 
fellow-agents?-If it was in the open 
market, not otherwise, and very often it 
is not wise to do it even then. 

1455. It means a lessening of the commis
sion ?-Not that altogether. Sometimes 
the other man does not respect the con
fidences of your client. 

1456. Had yo11 had W ando V ale on your 
books from any other agent ?-No. 

1457. Did you ever have Wando Vale directly 
from Mr. Barnes ?-Not until I got it 
this time. Not until I got it on this 
occasion. 

1458. Why did you wire to Mr. Barnes in 
1915 ?-That was a general inquiry. I 
had a buyer for property, and I raised 
the point as to whether he would sell. 

1459. You must have known something about 
W ando V ale bdore .asking if he would 
sell ?-Not exactly. I am in touch with 
all the Northern men; every one I have 
been working at for years. I do busi
ness with them now and then. 

1460. It was just a wiJ.d shot at every one 
then ; you sent a wire to every one of 
your clients ?-No, not every one. 

1461. Every one that you thought had some
thing decent to offer this big buyer?
Yes. 

1462. Have you ever hear•d of \Vando V>ale 
being on the market for any figure, say, 
before 1915, when you wired to ::\h. 
Barnes ?-Yes. 

1463. What figure did you hear of?
£45.000. 

1464. When was that ?-In 1912, I think. 

1465. How did you come to know it then?
I saw a list, and \Vando Yale was in 
that list. 

1466. For £45,000 ?-Yes. 

1467. Whose list was it ?-It was a general 
list. 

1468. \Vhat is a general list, a list sent out 
by an association, or what ?-No; sent 
out by a firm of agents. 

1469. What firm ?-The New Zealand Loan, 
of Melbourne. 

1470. Did you ever hear of it in any other 
list later than that?-Yes, I think I have 
seen further particulars. I am not sure 
whose they were. 

1471. \Vhat particulars were they, as to 
price ?-I think they were the same as 
the other; all the same particulars, 
£45,000. 

1472. How late wou)d that be ?-I don't know 
that they are dated. 

1473. You said that you knew in 1912 of the 
New Zealand Loan, of Melbourne, hav
ing the property in their list for £45,000 
-have you heard of any other figure 
later than that ?-No. 

1474. Is it not correct that you asked a Bris
bane firm last year to get W ando Vale 
under offer to the Government ?-No, cer
tainly not. 

1475. There is not the slightest truth in that? 
-No. 

1476. Did you ask a firm in Brisbane to get 
it under offer to the Government at 
£44,000 ?-No. 

1477. You never approached any firm in Bris· 
bane last year with respect to Wando 
Vale?-No. 

1478. Or at any other time ?-No, I never 
did. I have never dealt with any agent 
with re<pect to \'\'ando Vale. I always 
felt that if Mr. Barnes wanted to sell, 
if he meant t<J sell, he would give me the 
particulars. 

1479. You say the offer was reduced to 
£80,000, that they split the difference; 
Mr. Barnes gives a slightly different 
story; he says he wanted to split the 
difference, but Mr. Graham would not. 
You see, splitting the difference would 
not bo quite £82,000 ?-No. Not quite; 
it was Mr. Graham's way of expressing 
it, I think. 

1480. It was brought down to £82,000?-Yes. 
1481. You were getting 1 per cent. on the 

original price?-Yes, that is £850. 
1482. That is not very liberal commission, 

is it ?-Taking all the facts into con
sideration, I think it was very fair com
mission. 

1483. Didn't you ask for some more ?-I di·d. 
1484. Were you dissatisfied with £850?-No. 
1485. \V.as not the work that you did in con· 

noction with the transaction worth more 
than 1 per cent. ?-I was satisfied with 
the commission. 

1486. What did you ask for ?-I asked for 
£1,000. 

1487. Was there ever any suggestion that 
the Government should pay a part of 
your commission, to your knowledge?
No. 

1488. You say these prices arc for threc.'l and 
oYer-that sales have been made as high 
as £12 10,.-what do yo 1 mean, is that 
up to the present time ?--·Yes. 

1489. Up to August, 1916, what sales ha.d 
been made for threes and over. It wa.s 
not as high as £12 10s., was it ?-No. 

1490. Cattle have been incre11sing in price 
ever since ? -Yes. 

1491. On the figures that you have given for 
fours and fives, are these pricA;s up to 
the precent day?-You would not get 
cows to-day at £6, a mixed herd. 

1492. Were those prices up to August, 1916? 
-Yes. 

1493. Do you know how many threes and 
fours and fives were on the station?
Yeq. 

1494. Where did you get these figures ?-Mr. 
Barnes gave them to me. 

1495. When was that ?-On the morning of 
tho sale, pretty well. 

1·;96. You didn't know until then ?-No. 
1497. Re-examined by Mr. Peez: Did you 

know Mr. Barnes personally ?-No. 
1498. Or Mr. ::\IIcGugan ?-No, not prior to 

this. 
1499. Talking about the price of cattle, what 

is the price of fats, three vears old, now 
on the station ?-It all depends upon the 
condition. 
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1500. Fats of good quality ?-Fats from the 
adjoining places sold up to £12 10s., I 
think. 

1501. Do you know anything about the offer 
tli<1t l\fr. McGugan had of these par
ticular cattle. 2,000 at £12 ?-I did hear; 
I heard yesterday. 

1502. You didn't know at the time?-Xo. 
[Witness then retired.] 

HENRY IVILLIA)! BYRA:li, sworn and 
examined: 

1503. By Jf1·. Jiacrossan: Your position?
Manager of the Gnion Trustees, Limited, 
Brisbane. 

1504. Are you the holder of power of 
attorney for Mrs. Barnes ?-The Com
pany are. 

1505. When was that made ?-I have not got 
that with me. 

1506. \Vas it about shortly prior tD this sale? 
-Yes, it is for Mrs. S<tra Barncs. 

1507. Did your Company have <tnything to 
do with the original offm of Wando Vale 
to the Government ?-:'io. Nothing to 
do \vith the original offer. 

1508. When did you first come into the trans
action ?-\Vhen the matter was arranged 
and a settlement reached we were 
instructed by Mr. Barnes to a<;t for him 
-to handle the debentures and cash. 

1509. To g<'t the execution of the agreement 
and receive the debeutures ?-Yes. 

1510. Acting under instructions from Mr. 
Barnes did yDu call upon Mr. Graham? 
-Yes, the Under Secretary for Lands. 

1511. Did he say anything to you ?-I 
arranged with him under the terms of 
the :1greement to pay the deposit. 

1512. The Government had to pay a deposit 
of how much ?-£1,000 had been paid, 
and £9,000 was paid to Mrs. Barnes's 
credit into the Co~nrnercial Banking 
Co of S:, dney, making up the £10,000 
cash. 

1513. Did all that go through your hands?
Ko, under our in•-tructions. £1,000 went 
through our hands, and under our 
instructions £9,000 was paid to the credit 
of Yrrs. Barno,-J\frs. Sara Barnes-into 
the Commercial Bank of Sydney. 

1514. With regard to the debentures'I-\Ve 
received those for Mrs. Barnes in the 
following denominations--

1515. You got the full amount of the deben
tures?-Yes, the total amount of cash 
and debentures was £82,000. 

1516. And thG cash was l'<.,ceived bv vou as 
attorney for Mrs. Barnes, and was 
credited to her in your books?-Yes. 

1517. And the debentures wore received bv 
you as ~< ttorney for Mrs. Barnes?-Yes. 

1518. When was th,e balance of the £10.000 
in cash paid ?-On tne 9th September, 
1916. 

1519. Wore all the debentures issued in the 
name of C\1rs. Barnes ?-No. 

1520. What proportion ?-Under her instruc
tions £25,000 was issued in the name of 
the Union Trustee CD.; £38,600 in her 
name; -and £1.300 was issued in the 
name of Louise Carruthers King, in pay
ment for some land purchased from the 
Minister for Lands. 

::.521. You know where that land is situated? 
-Yes, adjoining Canning Downs, War
wick. 

1522. The land was purchased by Mrs. Barnes 
and paid for by Government debentures 

' i.,·ued in the name of Mrs. King ?-Pre
cisely. Also another lot of £6,500 issued 
in the name of Mrs. Esther J ane Coun
sell, ahJ for the pa.vment for land. 

J.523. That land was got for Mrs. Barnes 
and was paid for by debentures issued 
in the m.me o£ Mrs. Counsell ?-Yes. 

1524. \Vas it arranged that the debentures 
should be so iseued ?-Yes. 

l525. :\ nd vou attended to these transactions? 
-Yes.· 

1526. 'The baln nee· of the debentures were 
issued either in the name of the Union 
Trustee Company or Mrs. Barnes ?
Exactly. 

1527. Who paid the cc,mmiesion ?-\Ve paid 
the 0ommission under instructions from 
Mr. Barnes. 

1528. \Vhat commission ?-£850. 
1529. To whom ?-The Pastoral Estates Com

pany, of Toowoomba, Mr. Bennott's com
pany, and obtained his receipt. 

1530. I suppose you debited Mrs. Barnes in 
the books?-Ycs. 

1531. Apart from thesp payments has there 
been any payment of commission out of 
this money ?-None whatever. 

1532. Any foes ?-X one whatever. 
1533. No outgoing~ of any kind ?-None what

ever. 
1534. Die! you yours91f or anyone author:ise 

payment to he made in any traneactwn 
with anv member of the Government 
except a5 you h;,ve told us ?-No. 

1535. I suppose vou wi 11 be quite prepared to 
say of yom: own lmowledge that it is 
quitrc untrue to say that any member of 
th<' Government received £5,000, or any· 
thing else?-Yes. 

1536. You got the whole amount?-Yes. 
1537. And you nnver paid anything- over 

E·xcept what you have told us ?-No. 
153.3. You got it as Mrs. Barnes's attorney 

and disposed of it as you have told us?
Yes. 

[1'he witness v·'l3 not cross-examined.] 

\VILLIA~I GORDOX GRAH.UI, sworn and 
examined: 

1539. By Jlr. Perz: You are the Under Sec· 
retary to the Department of Public 
Lands ? -Yes. 

1540. Some time last year I think the Go
vernment started Luying cattle stations? 
-Yes. 

1541. And. as' 'G nder Secretary, did you have 
instructions from them as regards recom
mendation and so forth ?-Yes, when it 
was decided that the Government should 
buy pastoral properties they instructed 
me to recommend suitable areas, and 
suitable stations to purchase. 

1542. Did they also ask :vou to find a s.uitable 
man to manage the State statwns ?
'I'hoy did on my suggestion. I said the 
first thing to do was to get a thoroughly 
practical man as general manager. 

1543. You c;,.used applications to be called 
for the positiem of station manager ?-I 
did. 

1544. Did you ha ye many applications ?-I 
should say from memory over 200. 
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1545. How did you oelect the man-did you 
ITO through them yourself '!-Yes, care
fully. Fir"st of all the men who valued 
themselves at from £100 to £250 per 
annum, and there were a good many of 
them, I put out. Then the men who had 
sheaves of· credentials indicating that 
they had worked for lots of pastoral 
holders were dealt with and I put them 
out, and eventually I reduced the thif!g 
down to about six, and out of these srx 
I pt>rsonallv eelec+ --<] Mr. M<:;J.ug-on, but 
I referred t:he >Vhole of the six candidates 
to the Cabinet. 

1546. You knew Mr. McGugan personally?
No, not personally. 

1547. You recommended him on his 
certificates ?-On what I had heard of 
him. I think what appealed to me more 
than anything else was the fact that 
since he has bel'n in the State he worked 
for only three men, :Yleesrs. Knox, 
Bunning, and J owE:tt. I think these are 
about the hardest three men it is possible 
to work for, and if he satisfie·d them, 
and they gave him good credentials, then 
I thought he was a good man. 

1548. And they did give him good ones ?-Yes 
they did. 

1549. You recommended him for the position? 
-Yes. 

1550. And the Cabinet accepted your recom·
mendation ?-Yes, that is so. 

1551. So he was appointed ?-Yes, by Execu
tive minute. 

1552. As Manager of State Stations?-Yes. 
1553. After his appointment did Mr. 

McGugan have full control of the. State 
Stations Department ?-Absolut'ely; he 
has full control of stations and station 
management. Of course, in the early 
stages he did not have full authority to 
purchase anything he wanted to-they 
had to be submitted through me to my 
Minister and to the Cabinet. 

1554. That is to say that before you made a 
purchase of a station you wanted minis
terial authority ?-Naturally, of course. 

1555. After his appointment did you give 
instructions to obtain particulars of cattle 
st~ttions and cattle ?-Both myself and the 
Minister, Mr. Hunter, instructed him to 
get · into touch with cattle and likely 
cattle stations, cattle station property. 
I advised him of the property he should 
try to buy so far as property went. 

1556. You, as Under Secretary, have a great 
knowledge of the land of the different 
State tenants ?-Although I have no 
actual personal experience I think I 
know most of the lands in Queensland
good and bad. 

1557. You know the values put on them by 
the Government valuers for rent and pur
chase?-Yes. 

1558. Did Mr. McGugan report to you from 
tim·e to time offers that he received?
Yes. 

1559. And I suppose when he reported the 
offer to you, you instructed him either 
to go on or to drop it?-Yes, after 
discussing things some were turned down 
immediately. In some cases we decided 
to get further information, and in others 
to recommend the purchase. 

1560. Do you remember him bringing Wando 
Vale before your notice ?-I do; I think 
it was some time early in Jnly, 1916. 

1917--6 E 

First of all he had an offer of the stock 
of Wando Yale. Knowing the position 
of Wan do V ale, and knowing that I 
always regarded it as a good safe cattle 
property and well situated, I asked him 
-told him, if possible, to get an offer 
as a going concern. 

1561. What was the first offer with regard to 
the cattle ?-So far as I can remember, 
the first offer was of 10,000 head for 
£72 000 or £70,000. That was the first 
offe~~. ' 

1562. You thought it was a good idea to get 
the offer of the station itself ?-I did. 

1563. And after that I suppose you had noth
ing to do with it?-I had nothing more 
to do with it except when he cam·e along 
,vith a recommendation to purchase at 
a certain figure. 

1564. That was a written recommendation 
of £85,000?-Yes, after he inspected. 

1565. After you got his recommenclation? Is 
that the recommendi'tion (Exhibit 53)?
I remember the recommendation; that 
is the recommendation I spoke of. 

1566. When you got that what did you do?
I am not a practical man as regards 
station property, but I went into the 
thing very thoroughly so far as I was 
capable, as to the ages, numbers, &c., of 
c"ttle, and the selling value of stock at 
that particular time, and, after sifting 
the thing as well as I could, and taking 
his advice as a practical m'an, and de
pending a good deal on what Mr. Ferry 
told me, I decided to recommend the 
purchase of the property. 

1567. You placed it before the Minister then? 
-Yes. 

1568. Did you place before the Minister the 
facts, the report, and the correspondence? 
-Yes, everything I knew about it. 

1569. And what instructions did you get from 
the MiJ;J.ister?-After submitting it to the 
Cabinet he told me to purchase. 

1570. He took it to the Cabinet?-Ycs, and 
we were to purchase up to £85,000. 

1571. That is to ,ay, you were not to exceed 
£85,000; you were to make as good deal 
as you could ?-Yes. 

1572. Eventually, after that, you saw Mr. 
Barnes and Mr. Bcnnctt together ?-That 
is so. 

1573. Was Mr. McGugan there also ?-Part 
of the time. 

1574. What happened at that interview?
\V ell, there was a good deal of discussion 
as to the terms-we were to pay in deben
tures if we possibly could. We wanted 
to pay as little cash as possible--there 
was a good deal of discussion on that on 
general lines-the currency of the deben
ture~, and other things.' Eventually, I 
offered Mr. Barnes £80,000. We dis
cussed it for a considerable time, and 
he absolutely refused to accept £80,000. 
He was practically leaving my room, 
saying the deal was off. I asked him, 
so far as I can remember, not to say 
definitely that the deal was off-he could 
think over it during the morning and 
possibly see me again in the afternoon. 
Then he offered to split the difference 
,and make it £82,500 ; I offered him 
£82,000, and he took it, after some con
sideration. 

1575. That ended it so far as you were con
cerned ?-That is so. 
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1576. Who completed the transaction s0 far 
as carrying it out ?-The Crown Solici
tor's office and the Uwbn Trustees Corn· 
pany. 

1577. During the whole of the negotiations 
did you see any one in connection with 
the matter besides the Minister, Mr. 
Barnes, and Mr. Bennett ?-No, and I 
did not see them until I saw them on 
the day that we mMle the deal. 

1578. Did any other agent approach you in 
any shape or form in connection with 
this?-No. 

1579. D>d you approach any other agent?
No; as a matter of fact, I don't have 
anything to do with agents ; if they write 
to me or wire to me, as they sometimes 
do, I forward it on to Mr. McGug.an. 

1580. Had you known Mr. Bennett before 
this?-Very slightly; I knew him as a 
boy, but I had not seen him for many 
years. 

1581. You had known Mr. Barnes as a Crown 
tenant ? -Yes, as I had known many of 
the Crown tenants. 

1582. You knew him as a visitor in connoo· 
tion with lands ?-I do not say that I 
was intimately acquainted with him; he 
is a man whom I see when he comes to 
Brisbane. I stop to speak to him. 

1583. From what you know of cattle matters, 
though you are not a practical man, 
what do you think of the purchase of 
w.ando Vale now ?-I think it is a most 
excellent purchase. 

1584. You are quite satisfied with it ?-Abso
lutely. 

1585. Under "The Land Act of 1910" there 
is a basis for the valuing of resumptions 
of leases?-Yes, section 54. 

1586. Can you tell us what the value works 
out at for Wando Vale ?-It is based on· 
4s. a mile on the average carrying 
capacity, and it is bas~d on the balance 
of the term not exceedmg ten years. 

1587. What would it cost to resume Wando 
Vale ?-On that basis it would be £23,000. 

1588. What is the carrying capacity ?-:-A?· 
cor·ding to this the carrying capac1ty 1s 
17,524. Basing the compensation upon 
these figures and allowing for the areas 
of Crown land that the Crown are en· 
titled to resume, the amount would be 
£23,000. 

1589. That is on the figures, the carrying 
capacity of 17,000 ?-It could not exc~ed 
that; it might be less. On the carrying 
capacity it would work out at £23,000. 

1590. That is quite apart from the improve· 
ments?-Yes, quite a part. 

1591. Of course, the improvements were 
valued when you were deciding whether 
you would purchase it or not ?-That is 
so. 

1592. Under the 1910 Act, what are the areas 
of vVando V.ale and the adjacent stations, 
and the terms of the leases ?-Wando 
Vale, 445 square miles, lease expires in 
1938; Bulgeri, 125 square miles, lease 
expires in 1948 ; K.inlock, 110 squar.e 
miles. lease expires in 1951; and J ami· 
son, '38 square miles, lease expires in 
1951. 

1593. It has been suggested that this is in· 
ferior country ?-From memory I should 
sa v it is rated less than some of the sur· 
rounding runs ; it is not as good a run 
as Lyndhurst, of Bluff Downs. 

1594. At the time that you were negotiating 
for this property, had you any knowledge 
of it being under offer to anyone else for 
a lower figure ?-No. 

1595. Or in anyone's hands for sale at a lower 
figure ?-I don't know; I heard it stated 
subsequently. 

1596. From your knowledge of Mr. Barnes, 
do you think he would do such a thing? 
-I would be very much surprised if I 
thought he would do such a thing; I 
would not believe it for a moment if I 
was told it. 

1597. You had not knowledge of it ?-No. 
1598. I suppose you have not received any 

benefit, personally, from this purchase in 
any shape or form ?-No, none whatever. 

1599. Or any promise of any benefit ?-None. 
1600. Have you any idea of any one else 

beyond the commission agents getting 
any benefit from the purchase ?-No. I 
say this, knowing a lot about the whole 
transaction as I do, it would be impos
sible for it to be done without my know· 
ing it. 

1601. You and the Union Trustees carried 
out the whole thing ?-The Crown Law 
officers fixed up the details; they came 
along and I went through the thing care
fully with Mr. McGugan. I think we 
made one or two slight alterations, and 
I submitted it to the Minister. 

1602. And the money was handed to whom? 
-By the Treasury to the Crown Law 
officers, and they handed it over to the 
Union Trustees. 

(PARLIA:l!ENT HousE, BRISBANE.) 
WE'D1YESDAY, 3 OCTOBER, 1917. 

SIXTH DAY. 
Mr. Macgregor drew the Commis· 

sioner's attention to section 5, subsection 
(2) of the Inquiries Evidence Act. 

Mr. Macrossan drew the Commis
sioner's attention to section 380 of the 
Queensland Criminal Code. 
THOMAS FRANCIS CONNOR, sworn and 

examined: 
1603. By Mr. Macgregor: What are you?

I am a selector. 
1604. Living where ?-I am living at 

Emerald. 
1605. Were you in C::loncurry about June of 

1917-this vear?-Yes, I think I was there 
in May or so. 

1606. The 18th May?-Yes, I was there in 
May-some time in May. 

1607. By the Cornmissioner: May and June? 
- Y "'• I think I was there in June; I 
know I was there in May. 

1603. By jl![r. J!1acgregor: Do you remember 
an occasion in Oloncurry when you saw 
Mr. John May?-Yes. 

1609. Do you know Mr. John May?-Yes, 
I have met him. 

1610. He is the member for Flinders ?-Yes. 
1611. Mr. May says that on that occasion 

you made a statement in front of the 
Home Secretary, the Under Secretary to 
the Home Secretary, at his (Mr. May's) 
request ?-I don't know that it was at 
Mr. May's request. I met the three 
gentlemen there. 

1612. They were Mr. Huxham, Mr. Gall, and 
Mr. May, and it was at Cloncurry ?
Yes, at Oloncurry. 



Royal Commission on [17 OcTOBER.] Wando Vale Purchase. 1971 

1613. What part of Cloncurry ?-About the 
Post Office. 

1614. Mr. May wrote a note of what he said 
took place. He wrote the note down at 
the time or the next day that " Mr. 
Huxham called in at Cloncurry on the 
18th May, and a gentleman named 
Connor, a buyer of stations and a. station
owner, said that W ando Vale was offered 
f'!r sale for the sum of £45,000 a fort
mght before the Government bought it 
for £82,000, and that Mr. Theodore got 
£5,000." Do you remember whether you 
made such a statement ?-I remember 
saying that Mr. Gannan said it was under 
offer before it was sold to the Govern
ment for £47,000. He said that that offer 
could have been secured-that is the 
offer at £47,000. 

1615. By the Commissioner: "When ?-Before 
it was sold to the Government. 

1616. By Mr. Macgregor: Had Mr. Gannan 
said that to you ?-Yes. 

1617. Can you tell us when and where Mr. 
Gannan said it to you ?-Yes. Mr. 
Gannan said it to me about August or 
Sept<;mber of the previous year, about 

• the time the sale took place, I think. 
1618. ·where were you when he said it to 

you ?-In Hughenden. 
1619. Just tell us as much as you can remem· 

ber about the conversation with Mr. 
?annan-that is, the conversation relat
mg to W ando V ale ?-That is all I 
remember. He said it was a pity I was 
not there a few weeks sooner. If I was 
there sooner I could have got the offer 
of Wando Vale at £47,000. 

1620. By the Commissioner: Mr. Gannan 
said that to you ?-Yes. 

1621. By },fr. "l1acgregor: Was that all he 
said about it to you? What did you 
say ?-I said it seems very cheap. 

1622. \Vhat else ?-That is about everything. 
1623. Did you or Mr. Gannan then know of 

the price th~ Government paid when you 
were speakmg?-I knew the price. I 
had heard the price which the Govern
ment paid for it. 

1624. Did you ever have anv other conversa
tion at any time with Mr. Gannan about 
Wando Vale?-No. 

1625. Did Mr. Gannan tell vou how he knew 
it could be had for £47,000 ?-I under
stood from him that he had it in his 
books. He is a commission agent, and I 
understood he could have got it. He 
said he could have granted the offer. 

1626. By the C ornmissioner: You under
stood he had it in his books?-Yes, or 
he would not speak that way. 

1627. By Mr. l1acgregor: The impression 
that Mr. Gannan left on vou was that 
he had authority to sell for £47,000 ?
He had authority to offer for £47.000. 

1628. That was. the conversation th.,:t you 
were roferrmg to when you spoke in 
Cloncurry this year?-Yes. 

1629. On the occasion you mention ?-Yes. 
1630. Mr. May said it was stated one after

noon and then again the next morning
do you remember that ?-No, I do not 
remember that. 

1631. It was rather ·a. festive occasion in 
Cloncurry at that time?-Yes, it was. 

1632. When Mr. !Jannan spoke to you, about 
August or September, 1916, was he in 
good health at that time ?-I think so; I 
think he was. 

1633. Was he under the influence of liquor? 
-Well, he is a man who is always under 
the infiuence generally I noticed. 

1634. Did you accept his statement when he 
said about £47,000?-Yes, I ·accepted 
his statement. I thought it was right. 
He always takes .a glass, you know. 

1635. Is Mr. Gannttn a man of good repute? 
-Yes, he is very highly respected. 

1636. When was the last time that you saw 
him?-vV ell, four or five months ago. 
He was in the hospital at Hughenden 
when I saw him-that is, ro~ghly, four 
or five months ago. He was m bed. 

1637. Did you interview him ?-Yes, I went 
up to see him. 

1638. He was well enough to speak to you?
Yes. 

1639. Do you know Mr. Vowles?-No; I 
have never met Mr. Vowles. 

1640. Would you know him if you saw him? 
-~o, I would not. 

1641. You don't know that he is sitting in 
front of vou now?-No. 

:1!642. You ha;,e never spoken to Mr. Vowles 
at any time ?-No. 

1643. Or to anyone on behalf of Mr. V owles 
since you came to BriEbane ?-No, I have 
not. 

1644. As to your statement in Cloncurry-did 
anyone inquire from you who this agent 
was or where it coul.d be got for £47,000. 
You said that in Cloncurry this year; 
you ~aid Gannan told him he could have 
got the offer for £47,000 ?-[No answer.] 

1645. Yoll mentioned Gannan's name?-Yes. 
1646. Cross-cxamineri by 111r. Peez: You are 

aware, I suppose, that Mr. Gannan is 
dying at present ?-I knew he was very 
bad; I heard he was bad some months 
ago. 

1647. Do yoll mean to '"Y you have not 
heard that he is in such a condition <1s, 
~ay, practically dyin'l· in bed ?-No, I 
did not know that he was as bad as that. 
I know that he was in bed some time 
ago, but they told me he was improving. 

1648. You have not heard that since vou 
came down or in Rockhampt<m ?-No. 

1649. You don't know that it is perfectly 
safe to say that· Mr. Gannan told you 
something when :Mr. Gannan cannot be 
called to contradict you ?-Mr. Gannan 
told me. 

1650. Tell us the circumstances under which 
Mr. Gannan told vou ?-I was introduced 
to Mr. Gannan. ·I was on the lookout 
for properties to buy for Mr. N aughton. 

1651. Had you never met Mr. Gannan 
before ?-Not before that month, though 
a lot of business had been done through 
him. 

1652. What do you mean about a lot of busi
nes, having been done ?-Mr. Naughton 
had done a lot of business with him. 

1653. What was Mr. Naughton doing for 
you ?-I was inspecting properties for 
him. 

1654. Mr. Naughton had done a lot of busi
ness with him ?-Yes. 

1655. What were you doing in Cloncurry ?
I met Mr. Gannan in Hughenden. I 
came through from Normanton with 
Naughton. I stopped there, an-d Mr. 
Naughton came in. 

1656. You stopped there and Mr. Naughton 
diq not ?-No, he came in. 
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1657. Was this conversation in Mr. Naugh
ton's presence?-No; it was a day or 
two after they had gone. 

1658. Where did it take place ?-In Mr. 
Gannan's office at Hughenden. 

1659. You say that Mr. Gannan then in
formed you that if you had been there 
sooner you could have got the offer of 
Wando Vale at £47,000?-Yes. He said 
he could have granted the offer before I 
got there. 

1660. What was it he said ?-I asked if there 
were any station properties for sale, and 
he said, " If you had been here a bit 
sooner vou could have got Wando Vale; 
it was ~n the market." 

1661. What else ?-He said, " It is just sold." 
1662. Is that all ?-I think that is about all. 
1663. What about the £47,000?-Yes, there 

was a price. I asked him the price. He 
said ubout £47,000. 

1664. About £47,000 ?-Yes. 
1665. Did you ask any particulars about' 

Wando Vale?-No, it was gone; he told 
me it was sold. 

1666. How did vou come to the conclusion 
that the property was very cheap?-Well 
there were 10,000 cattle on it. It would 
be very cheap. 

1667. Where did you get the 10,000 cattle?
From general information. 

1668 .. Just give an explanation-what do you 
mean by general information ?-I made 
inquiries, and found out that it was sold 
for that price, and t]1ey told me there 
were 10,000 cattle on It. 

1669. Mr. Gannan told you, you say, that 
if you had been there, too, you could 
have got ·the offer of vVando Vale for 
£47,000. In -reply to that you said it 
was very cheap?-Yes. 

1670. How did you know at that time that 
it was very cheap; how did you come to 
the conclusion that it was very cheap?
Because I had heard before I met Mr. 
Gannan. I a],co heard that it was sold 
before I met Mr. Gannan. 

1671. Supposing you had heard befor.e you 
met :Th1r. Gannan, what partwulars 
enabled you to say that it was cheap?
I was told there were 10,000 head of 
cattle on it. 

1672. Who told you that ?-I cannot say for 
certain. 

1673. You were there; you can give some 
idea. Have you no idea who told you 
there were 10,000 cattle on it?-Yes, I 
have an idea. 

1674. Who was it ?-Mr. Suter. 
1675. He told you what ?-He told me that 

Mr. Barnes had just sold Wando Vale 
with 10,000 cattle. 

1676. What else?-He also told me the par
ticulars about £82,00Q-in the neighbour
hood of £82,000. 

1677. Anything else ?-No, nothing that I 
know of. 

1678. Did Suter say whether he had it under 
offer also ?-No. 

1679. Did he suggest that it had been in his 
hands for sale at all ?-No, he never said 
an:vthing about it. 

1680. How did he come to tell you ?-Mr. 
Barnes was in Suter's office, and he just 
walked out. 

1681. :!\fr. Barnes was in Suter's office about 
August or September, 1916, and he just 
walked out ?-He said, " That is Mr. 
Barnes" as he walked out-about August 
or September. 

1682. That is just about the time the property 
was sold ?-Just about the time. 

1683. August or September, "1916?-Yes, 
about August or September. 

1684. Give us a little information about your 
trip where you started from ?-I started 
fro~ Port Alma-from Emerald in th<> 
first place, and I joined the boat at Port 
Alma. 

1685. When did you leave Port Alma ?
Some time in August, 1916. Then I went 
by boat to Cairns, and I wenl; from 
there to Georgetown. 

1686. Why did you mention Emerald?-I 
came down from Emerald by train to 
get the boat at Port Alma. 

1687. When did vou leave Emerald, and when 
did you le~ve Port Alma ?-It was in 
August, I know, bul; I do not know the 
date. I was in Rockhampton when I got 
the SLlbpa:ma-when I got the telegram. 
I could have supplied 'the information if 
I had brought my books, but I was not 
at Emerald, and I had to go around to 
get the wire. I cannot say the time, but 
I know it was August last year. 

1688. You went from Port Alma to Cairns? 
-Yes and I went from there, via 
Georgetown, and inspected property 
there. 

1689. What property ?-Rosebush. 
1690. Whore did you go from there ?-From 

there l went to Normanton. I joined 
Mr. Naughton at Kormanton, and I came 
back witb him then to Hughenden by 
car. T stopped at Hughenden, and if I 
had my book with me I would know 
exactly th.J date I got there. I think it 
was some time late in September. 

1691. That is the way you place it in August 
or Se~Jtember 9-.\bout September. I left 
in August, and I was ten days inspecting 
Rc-,.ebueh; it must have taken me about 
a month to do the trip-it must have been 
late in September. 

1692. \Vhat did you go to Hughenden for?
To inspect properties. 

1693. \'-'hat properties ?-Whatever I could 
pick up. 

1694. Do you mean to tell me you went there 
on a wildgoose chase-had you no offer 
at the time?-Y cs, Rosebush. 

1695. At Hughenden ?-I came back to 
Hugheuden. 

1696. Had you any property under offer 
about Hughenden ?-No, there were cattle 
bought I had to attend to; they were 
bought at Berrimira, between Julia 
Creek and Sudan Dip. 

1697. What is the locality of Berrimira ?
You' don't know anything about Julia 
Creek. then. I shouJ.d say it is, roughly 
speaking, something about 200 or 250 
miles north-west of Hughenden. That is 
as near as I can gauge, and about 80 
miles off the railway to Julia Creek. 

1698. That would be nearer to Cloncurry than 
to Hnghenden ?-Cioncurry is about 480 
miles from Townsville, and I think 
Hughendon is about 280 miles. 

1699. You got to Berrimira-what took you 
to Hughenden ?-vVe had a car of our 
own goinz- through, and I came to 
Hughenden. 
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1700. What took you to Hughenden ?-Well, 
the cattle had not to be delivered for a 
fortn1ght, and :Mr. ;\;aughton said, "X"o.u 
had better go on to Hughenden, as 1t IS 
the best centre." 

1701. You went to Hughenden without know
ing what property you were going to 
look at ?-Mr. Kaughton took me around 
to the agents and said, " If there are 
.any properti,-,s on the market you can 
have a look at them." It was after that 
I got the off•T of tho Kangaroo Hills. 

1702. \Yho did you get that from ?-From 
Dalgety's office in Hughenden; they 
approached me first. 

1703. \Yere there any other properties 
offered to you ?-Yes, Pelham Park. 

1704. You inspected Kangaroo Hills?-Yes. 
Pelham Park was not worth inspecting. 

1705. Can't you give the date of that?
yes ; well, I inspected Kangaroo Hills 
some time in February this year. 

1706. When did you get the offer of it, then? 
In February this year. 

1707. What were you doing in Hughenden in 
August ?-You asked me if I had got 
any offers of places at Hughenden. 

1708. At the time that you were in Hughen
den had you got th0 offer of that place?
No. in Richmond. While I was stopping 
in Hughenden the branch of Burke and 
Co., in Richmond, put the offer before 
n1c, ~.nd I inspected. 

1709. In Hughenden ?--It was telephoned 
(.]own to Hughenden. 

1710. What was that place ?-One was a cattle 
place near Croydon, and the other was a 
sheep 1Jlace outside of Nand a. I cannot 
think of thG name. 

1711. Did .vou inspect either of them ?-Yes, 
the shec·p place outside of Nanda. 

1712. ·what was the date of that inspection? 
-Some time later; just a few weeks. 

1713. Can't you give the date of the inspec
tion '!-Some time later; in September or 
October. 

1714. That is the nr:ucst that you can go to 
it ?-If I had mv books I could tell you· 
but I did not gd home. ' 

1715. ·when yon were in Hughenden you saw 
Mr. Suter and Mr Gannan ?-Yes. 

1716. They both mentioned Wando Vale pro
perty ? -Yes. 

1717. Mr. Gannau, you say, told you that if 
you had been there sooner you could have 
got the offer for £45,000 ?-Yes. 

1718."Suter did not mention any price?
N o, not to me. 

1719. How did you know or how did you 
come to the conclusion that the offer of 
\Vando Vale was cheap at that price?
\V ell. Suter told me that there were 
10,000 cattle on it. 

1720. How did he come to tell you that there 
were 10,000 head of cattle on it ?-This 
gentleman just walked out of his office 
and he said, "That gentleman has just 
sold \Vando Vale." 

1721;, You s!'id a while ago that he said, 
That IS Mr. Barnes" ?-Yes. I said, 

" Who is he ? " and he said, " Barnes." 
1722. He identified him as Mr. Barnes to 

you?-Yes. 
1723. What else ?-I asked Mr. Suter what 

price he. sold for, and he said in the 
neighbourhood of £80,000. I said, "How 
many oattle ?" and he said, " 10,000 
head." 

1724. Did you inquire as to the class of the 
cattle ?-No; I had a fair idea of the 
cattle, or what the cattle would be in 
that district. 

1725. You never saw the Wando Vale cattle? 
-No. 

1726. He said in the neighbourhood of 
£80,000 ?-Yes. 

1727. Didn't he tell you £82,000 ?-I would 
not be certain of that. I reckon the 
amount was £80,000 to £82,000. It 
would be in the neighbourhood as well 
as I can remember. I reckon about 
£82,000-something in the seighbour
hood of £82,000. 

1728. Did you ask anything about the price? 
-Yes; I said it was a very good price. 

1729. Why did you say it was a very good 
price?-We could get offers in any 
amount of places •at £6 per head basis; 
that amounts to--

1730. Give one or two ?-Brooklands, as I 
nnderstand, was sold on that basis. 

1731. You said you could get offers of plenty 
of places-any amount of places on the 
basis of £6 per head ; tell us one of 
them ?-Well, Rosebush I had on offer 
for £5 per head. 

1732. What were the particulars of Rose
bush ?-Ten thousand head for £41,000. 

1733. That is on the basis of £4 per head?
Yes, that is what was in the book
what the book said; but when I in
spected I found the cattle were not there. 
I would have taken the cattle at £5 per 
head. 

1734. You were trying to make out that 
there were places on offer at this time 
on a basis of £6 per head. I want you 
to name one, two, or three of them. You 
said there were any amount of places?
Yes; it was the standing rate. 

1735. That is not the qu€·stion I am asking 
you. You said there were any amount 
of places on offer at that time on the 
basis of £6 per head ?-Yes. 

1736. Including improvements?-Yes. 
1737. I want you to name one that you could 

get the offer for?-Yes; Kangaroo Hills 
wa~ on that basis four or five months 
afterwards. 

1738. What was the price of Kangaroo Hills? 
-£50,000. 

1739. How many head of cattle ?-Within 100 
or so of 9,000. Mr. Barnes-Charlie 
Barnes-gave us the offer. 

17 40. Is he a relation of this Mr. Barnes ?
Yes; a brother. 

1741. Was there any other?-Well, I could 
name a good few if I could get my 
book. £5 10s. to £6 was the standing 
rate for inspection. 

1742. Kangaroo Hills was in February this 
year?-Yes. 

1743. Not in August last year ?-Ko. 
1744. You said you could get the offer of 

any number of places on the basis of 
£6 per head?-Y os. That was .about the 
standing price of property then. 

1745. Name one if you can. You said that 
at that time you eould get any amo\lnt 
of places ?-I have named one. Brook
lands was about £6 per head. 

1746. Did you get the offer of Brooklands 
at that time ?-No; the offer was taken 
while I was there. 
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1747. What were the particulars of Brook
lands ?-Brooklands was 7,000 to 8,000, 
roughly, say, about £42,000 to £43,000. 

1748. Who offered it to you ?-I am not sure 
what agent; an agent gave us the next 
call. 

1749. You say some agent; where?-In 
Hughenden. 

1750. You are not sure which agent ?-No; 
there are a good few there. I applied 
for the offer at that, but it was gone. 

1751. Can you name another?-Well, I 
named these places I was going to look 
at for Burke's, Limited, >at £5 per 
head. 

1752. Where is that ?-Just south of Croydon. 
1753. What were the particulars of Kangaroo 

Hills when offered to you ?-Within 100 
or 200 of 9,000 cattle. 

1754. What was the price ?-£50,000. 
1755. Have you anything to show that ?-I 

have the particulars at home-a full lot 
from Dalgety's in Townsville. They sent 
them along. 

1756. Referring to Kangaroo Hills, I think 
you said Mr. Charlie Barnes offered it 
to you direct ?-No; I said I got it in 
Hughenden, off Dalgety. 

1757. Dalgety offered you that ?-Yes. 
1758. On behalf of whom was that offered?-

On behalf of Mr. Charlie Barnes. 
1759. At £50,000 ?-Yes. 
1760. In February this year?-Yes. 
1761. It wonld be astonishing if it was in the 

market for about £60,000 about August 
before with the same !)umber of cattle-
9,000 ?-I heard that it was on offer to 
the Government for £60,000. 

1762. And was turned down by the Govern
ment ?-Yes. the manager told me that it 
was offered to the Government for 
£60,000. 

1763. And it was afterwards offered to you 
for £50,000 ?-Yes. 

1764. The same number of cattle ?-Within a 
hundred or two of 9,000 cattle. 

1765. You don't accept the number of cattle 
stated by ·the vendor, do you, as being 
correct ?-No. 

1766. Had you Reedy Springs offered to you? 
-Yes. 

1767. At what was it offered to you ?-Well, 
Reedy Springs was offered on the basis 
of £5 per head. 

1768. Ten thousand head?-Yes; I would 
not inspect it. 

1769. I mppose you heard afterwards that 
there was nothing like that number?
I met Mr. Gannan at the time, and from 
the information that I got I did not go to 
inspect it. 

J770. You heard that there was nothing like 
10,000 head of cattle on it?-Yes; I heard 
that the cattle were not turning up too 
well. 

1771. That there was not half that number? 
-I did not hear that. I heard that they 
were not turning up too well. 

1772. These are the only properties that you 
can remember as having been under offer 
to you ?-No; I had several places under 
offer; if I could get my book I could tell 
you. 

1773. Let us get back to this conversation in 
Hughenden. You had a conversation 
with Mr. Suter before you saw Mr. 
Gannan ?-Yes. 

1774. Then you saw Mr. Gannan, and Mr. 
Gannan told you, in effect, that you could 
have got the offer of Wando Vale at 
£47,000?-Yes. 

1775. You arc quite sure about the £47,000? 
-Yes; £47,000. 

1776. Not £45,000?-Well, I say £47,000. 
1777. You thought, of course, that that was a 

ridiculous price ?-Ridiculously cheap. 
You often get good bargains, you know. 

1778. Kangaroo Hills, you say, was a good 
sale with 9,000 cattle for £50,000 ?-'-I took 
the offer and inspected. 

1779. And you turned it down after inspec
tion ?-I did not; I approved of it. 

1780. Was it bought?-Yes; Mr. Naughton 
bought it. 

1781. He bought 9,000 cattle for £50,000 ?
He bought the station for £50,000, walk
in-walk-out terms. 

1782. How did the cattle turn out ?-Nine 
hundred fat bullocks turned up-I esti
mated at 1,000. 

1783. How did the cattle turn out ?-There 
was no bangtail muster; it would take 
eight months to muster. 

1784. You did not find anything like 9,000 ?
No; I didn't estimate it at 9,000. 

1785. What did you estimate it at ?-After I 
had the inspection, I had about twelve 
days; I estimated it at 7,0_00 cattle 

1786. So you bought on a basis of £7 per 
head ?-Yes; I valued the cattle at £6 
per head. 

1787. But you paid on the basis of £7 per 
head if you bought 7,000 for £50,000 ?
yes ; of course, I valued the lease. 

1788. £8,000 for the lease ?-No; £1,000 for 
horses-there were something over 250 
horses. 

1789. That makes £43,000?-Yes; I valued 
the land, the station unstocked, and the 
improvements at £6,000. 

1790. You valued the lease and the improve
ments at £6,000?-Yes. 

1791. Supposing that Wando Vale turned out 
to have 12 000 head of cattle, would you 
think £82:ooo a bad bargain ?-Proper· 
ties have improved in value now. 

1792. In 1916 ?-At the time of the sale I 
considered it was worth inspection at 
£70.000. 

1793. That was with 10,000 h~ad of. cattle. 
so· it would be worth 1nspectron at 
£84 000 with 12 000 head of cattle ?-I 
wou,ld consider 'it worth inspection at 
£70 000 at that time; I would estimate 
£6 'per head for the cattle, and £10,000 
for the lease, 

1794. If there were 12,000 head of cattle on 
it vou would consider it worth inspection 
at' £82,000 at all events-that is, £6 per 
head for the others?-Yes. 

1795. At £82,000?-Yes, with 12,000 cattle. 
1796. Did vou take the trouble to ask Mr. 

Gannan how this extraordinary dis
crenancv occurred between £47,000 and 
£82,000.?-No, 1 did not; I looked upon 
it that it was gone, 

1797. You arc a man going around looking 
for properties. You hear that the Go
vernment had bought a place for £82,000 
that you could have got for £47,000. Do 
you mean to say that you let it go at 
that and said nothing m·ore about it?
I heard that it was £82,000 for 10,000 
cattle; it was very well sold. 
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1798. Gannan, you said, told you that it 
was sold for £82,000, and Gannan told 
you that he could have offered it for 
£47,000?-Yes. 

1799. Did you not think of asking Mr. 
.Gannan why he could sell for £47,000 
and som'eon0 else got £82,000 ?-He said 
he could have got the offer previous to 
that; it was before that he could have 
got the offer. 

1200. How long before?-He said it was not 
long before. 

1£01. What did you understand him to mean 
by "not long" ?-I don't know; some 
time previous. 

1802. By the Commissioner: Was it before 
September, 1916 ?-Yes. 

1803. By Jir. Ji'eez: We know that it got into 
Gannon's hands at £45,000 on 1912, 
apparently?-Yes. 

1804. Did Mr. Gannan say anything about 
the time that it got into his hands for 
,ale ?-No, I cannot say. 

1805. Where did the conservation take place 
with Gannan ?-About his office, so far 
as I can remember. 

1806. You told us before· that it 'was in his 
office ?-I believe it was; I have met 
him a good deal. 

1807. This conversation with Gannan made 
such an impression on your mind that 
you were making this statement to Mr. 
Huxham, Mr. May, Mr. Gall, and Mr. 
J ohnson eight or nine m'onths later. It 
made such an impression on your mind 
that eight or nine months afterwards you 
made a statement imputing very bad 
management by the Government ?-I did 
!lot impute anything; I said myself that 
1t was worth £70,000. 

1808. !Vhy didn't you ask Mr. Gannan some· 
thmg ~bout the £47,000 ?-Well, it was 
gone, and there was no use bothering 
about it any more. 

1809. Eight or nine months afterwards it was 
so important to you that you bring it up 
publicly?-Well, Mr. May asked me what 
I thought about the stations. 

1810. Did you know Mr. May before ?-No. 
1811 .. Before that occasion?-Yes, I had met 

h1m' before on the train. 
1812. He asked you what ?-He asked me 

what I thought· about the cattle stations 
and I said I thought the Government 
were making money out of it. 

1813. He asked me what I thought about the 
cattle stations, and I said I thought 
the Government were- doing well with 
the rising values of cattle. I don't re
member much more. 

1814. You told. Mr. Macgregor that Mr. 
Gannan said that Wando Vale was on 
offer at £47,000, and the offer could have 
been secured befOTe it was sold to the 
Government. Gannan said that in 
August or September previous. How did 
that conversation crop up with Mr. May? 
-I don't know exactly. You get talking, 
!'nd ~ne thing brings on another ; you get 
mto 1t that way. 

1815. Don't you see that you were making 
a very serious accusation that• the Go
vernment had been taken down for 
£35,000 ?-If they got 10,000 cattle they 
were not; they were all right. 

1816. Why did you tell Mr. May that it 
could be bought, or was offered for 
£47,000 ?-I said what Mr. Gannan said. 

1817. What was your object-what impression 
did you wish to convey to M~. May?
I did not wish to convey any 1mpresswn 
that I am aware. 

1818. Then why on earth did you make the 
statem~nt ?-Well, in ordinary conversa
tion, I just mentioned it. 

1819. You knew that Mr. May was a Go
vernment supporter ?-No, I did not. 

1820. You knew that he was me~ber for 
Flinders ?-I did not know until after
wards. 

1821. You knew him on the train?-When I 
met him on the train I did not know 
who he was. 

1822. When did you get to know who he 
was ?-It would be shortly after he came 
along on the train with me. 

1823. Was that before or after this conversa
tion ?-It was before. 

1824. Then, you did know that he was the 
member for Flinders ?-I understood you 
to say did I know him when I first met 
him on the train. 

1825. Did you know that he was a Govern
ment supporter?-No; I knew that he 
was a member of Parliament. 

1826. Did you imagine that he was a sup
porter of the Government?-Yes. 

1827. You said that this place could have 
been bought for £47,000, though the 
Government paid £82,000 for it?-I said 
that I heard that it could have been 
bought. 

1828. What was the object of saying that 
to Mr. May? What did you intend 
to convev to him ?-I hoo no object. It 
was said only in very ordinary con
versation. 

-t829. Don't you see that such a suggestion 
was a very gross one? You were su~
gesting that the Government pa1d 
.£35,000 more than was necessary ?-I 
heard that there were 10,000 cattle on 
it. 

1830. If you could have got the offer for 
£47,000, then the Government could. 
Then they paid .£35.000 more than they 
should have paid ?-They had the cattle. 

1831. I want you to explain your motives 
for making the statement that the pro
perty was under offer for £47,000, yet 
the Government paid .£82,000 for it?
I had no object; it was in ordinary 
conversation knowing that the place 
was offere·d previously, knowing the 
amount, which was a ridiculous price. 

1832. How long previous-was i~ a year. or 
two previous-you are leavmg the ~~
pression that the £47,000 was the pr1ce 
shortly prior to the purchase?-Yes. 

1833. When you said that Mr. Gannan had 
said that he could have got the offer 
some time previous, did you mean some 
vears before ?-I thought it might be 
some time before. 

1834. How long?-It might have been a good 
while. 

1835 That was the impression that Mr. 
Gannan left on you ?-I don't know how 
long back. 

1836. Was the impression left on your mind 
that he got the offer two or three years 
back ?-No; I thought just before· the 
offer to the Government. 
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1837. You are suggesting that just before the 
Government bought, the property was 
under offer at £47,000. You led Mr. 
May to believe that at the time that 
the Government bought it for .£82,000 it 
was under offer at .£47,000 ?-I did not 
know that I led Mr. May to believe that. 

1838. The offer could be got ?-He said that 
it was under offer. 

1839. That is the same thing. If an offer 
is given and accepted at £47,000 it 
means a sale at £47,000, doesn't it?-
Yes. ' 

1840. What is your object in making that 
remark ?-I had no object at all in 
making that remark. 

1841. You could see that anyone else would 
think you had an object, couldn't you?
Oh ! well, propertiP, went up verv 
quickly. · 

1842. That is not an answer to mv qub
!ion. Cannot you see there is only one 
mference to be drawn from such ,a re
mark-that the Government had been 
taken down, or else there had been some 
corruption about it?-When I heard 
there were 10,000 cattle I knew the Go
vernment was not taken down. 

1843. You did not believe, did you, that anv
one could have got that property with 
10,000 in August, 1916, for £47,000 ?
No, I don't think so. 

1844. Or anything like .£47,000 ?-Oh ! welL 
I considered it on the basis of .£6 a 
head-about .£5 10s. to .£6 those times. 

1845. You said .£6 first; that would be 
.£60,000 ?-Yes. 

1846. And then about .£10,000 for improve
ments and lease?-Yes, that is so. I 
say I value it at £70,000. 

1847. You did not believe Mr. Gannan when 
he told you he could have given vou the 
offer ·of £47,000?-I believed hiin · but 
I thought it was strange. ' 

1848. And yet you did not ha vc the curiosit, 
even to inquirP how this extraordinar'V 
discrepancy exi·,ted ?-Well, it was n'o 
bu,incss of mine. 

1849. I should think it was a very great busi
ness of ;murs. You were out lookin~ 
for properties, and if a propertv lik~ 
Wando Yale was under offer for £47 000 
it might affect your prices for other 
prope''ties ?-::'\o; I was told on what 
basis to inspect. 

1850 .. At all even to, it made such an ompres
sion upon your mind-if it was ever told 
to you-that you retailed it about eight 
or nine months later to a number of 
other gentlemen ?-Yes, I mentioned it 
later. 

1851. Well, ><hy. did it make that impression 
on your mmd ?-Well. I tell vou thev 
were asking about the cattle· statiOI1s 
that the Government wa~ buying, and 
they askc'd me what I thought about 
them. 

1852. Wlw was "they" ?-Well, Mr. May. 
1853. They were asking yon about the cattle 

shations they were trying to buy?-Yes; 
that they had bought. · 

1854. \Voll, then you were trying to show 
that they hJd bought badly, were vou ?-
No, I was not. • 

1855. Well, what was the object, then? This 
thing had evidently made such an im
pression on your m!nd that you brought 

it up to Mr. May eight or nine months 
later. What was the object of doing 
that?-Well, I had no object. 

1856. Oh, Mr. o·connor, you must have had 
;ome object. You did not bring it up 
out of pure-just gosqip, or anything of 
that sort ?-I have often spoken about 
places that went up in price; places 
~ave gone up perhaps £10,000 or £15,000 
m three months. 

1857. Now, look here; you ha,d had a con
versation with Mr. May, according to 
yourself •-Y cs. 

1853. About the advantage or other>Yise of 
the Government entering into this busi
ne;,,s of buying cattle stations ?-Y'''· 

1859. Then you had also had a conversation, 
according to yourself, with regard to the 
prices; the claes of stations thPy had 
bought. You told us just now-I don't 
remembPr vour exact words-in effect 
that you were talking about the success 
or otherwise of those purchases ?-Oh, 
just general information about the 
stations. 

1860. And then you brought out this state
ment that this station was under offer 
for £47,000 when the Government had 
bought it for £82,000 ?-No; I said that 
Mr. Gannan snid that W ando V ale could 
have been boug-ht before it was sold to 
the Government. 

1861. Yes. I know you say that. Cannot you 
give us any idea of why you brought 
that up ?-~o. 

1862. Of course, Mr. May says that what 
you said was-and he took a note of it 
at the· time-that Wando Vale Station 
wao offered for sale for £47,000 a fort
nig-ht before the Government purchased 
it for £32,000. Is that correct ?-No; I 
d.on't reJnerr1ber saying "a fortnight"; 
I Ten1ember saying " before." 

1863. That it was offered for sale ?-It was 
on the market, you know. 

1864. And not a wor.d about Mr. Gannan 
being mentioned?-Well, that is how I 
>Yould get it, through 11r. Gannan. 

1865. I don't care; but Mr. May doeo not 
say a word about your having mentioned 
J\1r. Gannan's name. Is not that '"' little 
addition of your own about mentioning 
Gannan's n3.n1e ?-.":'Jo; because it was 
Gannan who told me 

1866. I don't care wh<>thcr he told you or 
n~t. Did you tell Mr. May that it was 
::Ylr. Gannan ,,·ho told you ?-I don't 
remember. I may have' said. "it is 
through the agents" ; that is how I 
generally say if anyone asks me. 

1867. Do you renwmbe1· what you told Mr. 
2YlacgrC'gor this morning with regard to 
th0 converHJ.tion ?-Well, I spoke as near 
to the truth as I could. 

1868. Well, but do you remember what it 
was ?-::'fo, I would not remember it now. 

1869. You might just tell me now again the 
conversation as it oecnrred--<J.ccordmg 
to your memory-with Mr. May?-Oh, 
he asked me about thP stations--:what did 
I think about them? I said I thought 
it was a very good thing. He asked me 
did I think the Government would come 
out of them all right. I said, Yes, I 
thought they would, on a;ccount CJf the 
rise in cattle. I don't remember much 
more. 
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1370. Oh, you have not mentioned \Vando 
Vale yet. Tell us about Wando Vale?-
Oh 1 well, to tell you the truth I don't 
re-:1lly know how that subject was brought 
up about \Vando Vale. 

1871. \V ell, give us your recollection now. 
Tell us how you think it came up, and 
what was said ?-\Vel!, I don't remember 
it really; I don't remember exactly how 
it was said; but I know it was men
tioned-something to that effect. 

1372. First of all I want to get a little more 
particularly out of you; where did this 
oonvPrsction about Wando Yale take 
place ?-About Cloncurry; about the Post 
Office. 

1873. Whereabouts, though?-The Pos't 
Office. 

1874. It was not in a room full of people?
No; I don't know. 

1375. If Mr. May swears that the first con
versation was in a room full of people, 
do you deny that ?-No, I would not deny 
it. I don't remember exactly where it 
was -aaid. 

1376. Would you deny you spoke first to Mr. 
May about Wando Vale, and made this 
'tatement, in a room full of people?
):To, I would not. 

1877. Give us your memory of what was said 
by you and by Mr. May?-Well, I 
thought I had just said it. 

1878: Y os; but I want you to say it again, 
1f you can ?-About the station business. 

1879. About Wando Vale?-Well, he asked 
me what were we paying. I remember 
it coming up, something about what 
were we paying for station properties
on what basis. 

B'JO. Who said this ?-Mr. May. 
1381. Mr. May said what ?-On what basis 

were we buying cattle. 
1382. \Vho is." you" ?-I was int~pecting; on 

what bas1s I was inspecting cattle. It 
would all depend on the district, you 
see. 

1883. I don't care what it depended on. Tell 
us what you said to Mr. May?-Well, I 
don't remember really much about it. 

1234. Oh, but, Mr. Canner, you had a very 
good memory when Mr. Macgregor asked 
you th1s morning ?-I remember saying 
it ; but I don't remember--

1885. You remember saying what? Tell us 
what was said-what you did say?
About Mr. Gannan speaking about 
Wando Vale being sold for £47,000? 

1886. Tell us what it was ?-Well, all I can 
remember about it is there were several 
other stations mentio~ed in the conversa
tion. I mentioned that Mr. Gannan told 
me that it was offered some time previous 
at £47,000-Wando Vale. 

1387. Yes; that all ?-That is about all, I 
think. 

1388. But, good gracious me; a little while 
ago you mentioned a price of £47 000 ?-
I just said £47,000. ' 

1889. You did not say a word about the price 
just now?-Yes, I did. 

1390. Was anything said about £82 000 in 
the conversation ?-Yes: I remm'nber I 
said that £82,000 seemed a fair price. 

1391. VJ ell, would. you kindly piece together 
th1s conversatiOn as far as you can do 
it. Look here; you sav a number of 
stations were mentioned: First of all, 

what other stations were mentioned?
Oh, the general stations; h~ never men
tioned the name of the statwns, but the 
stations which the Government were buy
ing. 

1892. You said a number of stations were 
mentioned a minute ago ?-Well, men
tioned generally-the stations they were 
bu:dng; he asked me what I thought 
about it. 

1893. Well, now, will you go on and put it 
tog-ether in your own way. I don't care 
how vou do it; I only want to get from 
you your recollection of what took place 
at that conversation ?-Yes. Well, I said 
that by buying Wando Vale at £82,000 
they had paid a very fair price for it. 
I had heard Mr. Gannan say before they 
had bought it that the offer could have 
been secured at £47,000. 

1894. Now, that is the whole of the conversa
tion ?-That is just about as well as I 
can remember it, how it went. 

1895. And Mr. May asked you to repeat that 
conversation before Mr. Huxham and 
Mr. Gall ?-Not that I remember. 

1896. You don't remember that?-No. 
1897. Don't you remember his bringing Mr. 

Huxham and Mr. Gall and Mr. Johnson 
(Inspector of Police), and asking you to 
repeat to those gentlemen what you had 
said about it ?-No; I never remember 
him asking me to repeat that again. 

1898. Not to repeat that; to repeat what you 
had said before to these gentlemen?
No, I don't. \Vas that the same day? 

1899. Yes, the same day?-No, I don't 
remember it. 

1900. :1\ow, Mr. May swears that, first of all, 
vou made this statement about 'Wando 
Vale in the Post Office Hotel. Is that 
what you meant by the " Post Office " ?
Yes; that is where I stopped-at the Post 
Office Hotel. 

1901. \Vhen ~·ou spoke of "the Post Office" 
before, ycu meant the Post Office Hotel, 
did you '-Yes. 

1902. Did vou make it in a crowded room in 
the Post Office Hotel ?-Oh, I don't know 
whether there "as anyone there or not. 

1903. And you have no recollection of Mr. 
May bringing Mr. Huxham and Mr. 
Gall, and asking you to repeat the state
ment before them ?-No, I don't. 

1904. Do vou deny that ?-I don't remember. 
I rm;;embcr meeting Mr. Huxham and 
:Yir. Gall there, but I don't remember 
him bringing them and asking me to 
make the statement. 

1905. If Mr. :Yiav swears, and if Mr. Hux
ham swears t'hat you did make the state
ment-and if Mr. Gall swears it-would 
you deny it ?-:No, I would not deny it 
if Mr. Gall and Mr. Huxham say so. 

1906. You understand, Mr. Connor, that it 
was a very serious statement, don't you? 
-Yes, it is. 

1907. Well, will you now-admitt!ng that you 
understand that-tell us the cucumstances 
"·hi eh induced you to make it?-You 
mean about the--

1908. About the property being for sale, or 
on offer, at £47,000 when the Govern
ment paid £82,000 for it?-

The Commissioner: He doesn't say 
"when the Government" ; he says "be
fore the Government." 
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"llr. Feez: \Vhat he said was, the offer 
could have been secured before it was 
sold to the Government; but what Mr. 
May says he said was that Wando Vale 
was offered for sale a fortnight before 
the Government purchased it for £82,000. 

The G ornmissioner: He does not admit 
he said that. 

3fr. Feez: What he does say is, it was 
on offer shortly before the Government 
purchased it for £82,000 for £47,000. 

lF itness: I say that Mr. Gannan told 
me that before. 

The Commissioner: Did you say 
''shortly before" ?-Not that I remem
ber ; '' before.'' 

1909. By Mr. Fcez: How long do you say 
Mr. Gannan told you?-You mean how 
long before I said that? 

1910. How long b~fore the purchase by the 
Government did Gannan tell you that it· 
could be sold at £47,000, or that it was 
under offer for £47,000 ?-He didn't say 
what time before. 

1911. Look here, you were there ?-In Sep
tember, wasn't it, in 1916. 

1912. August or September, 1916 ?-Yes. 
1913. When Mr. Gannan told you that it 

could have been purchased, or that it was 
under offer ?-No; the offer could have 
been secured. 

1914. Well, the offer could have been secured 
at £47,000 ?-Yes, some time previous. 

1915. How long was that prior to the Go
vernment purchasing? 'V e know that 
!he Government's purchase was completed 
m August ?-Oh, I had it something about 
the end of August or September. 

1916. That was just at the time of the pur
chase by the Government?-Yes. 

1917. And you say Mr. Gannan told vou just 
about the time the Government pur
chased that it could have been got for 
£47,000 ?-~o, I didn't say that. I said 
what he said. I said that the offer could 
have been secured zome time previous. 

1918. I am not asking you that. Just at 
the time the Government purchased Mr. 
Gannan told you-according to you-that 
It had been under offer-could have been 
got under offer-at £47,000 ?-No, not at 
that time. 

1919. What time ?-What Mr. Gannan said 
was some time previous; it could have 
been got under offer. 

1920. 'What do you mean bv "some time 
previous" ?-Whatever Gannan meant. 

1921. What did you mean when vou made the 
statement-what impression' was in your 
mind ?-It may have been twelve months 
before. 

1922. Of ~our,e, it may have been three vears 
before; but when you made this ~tate
m~nt to .Mr. May, what had you in your 
mmd With regard to the time the offer 
Pould have been got at £47 000 ?-I did 
not have anything in my mi~d much. 

1923. Well, how long did you think, from 
what :Mr. Gannan told you, the offer 
went back:-ho:w long did you think?
Well, I thmk It would have been within 

·the last twelve months-within the pre
vious twelve months. 

1924. You have forgotten entirely what vou 
said a little while ago. You told' us 
that Mr. Gannan said that, if you had 

been there a few weeks earlier, you could 
have got the offer at £47,000 ?-Well, 
what he meant by that, I should think, 
was that if I had got there before it was 
offered for sale to the Government. 

1925. Exactly; had you been there a few 
weeks earlier you could have got the offer 
at £47,000; that is what you swore a 
little while ago?-Yes, that is what he 
thought-he could have granted the offer. 

1926. Now, you say he was speaking of a 
time a year before?-Yes; he said the 
offer could have been secured for about 
£47,000. 

1927. Which did he say? Did he tell you, 
or leave the impression on your mind, 
that this offer could have been got a year 
before. or a few weeks before the Go
vernm(mt bought it ?-Well, I was under 
the impression it could have been got 
a few weeks before. 

1928. Well, then, it is not within twelve 
months ?-Since August last. 

1929. Twelve months back from the time you 
were speaking to Mr. Gannan. When Mr. 
Gannan said " within a few weeks," be 
didn't mean within twelve months ?-I 
take it, it could have been some time 
just previous. 

1930. But a m'inute ago you told us that it 
might have been some period extending 
back twelve months ?-It may have been, 
too, I find out now. 

1931. But now you say you think it was 
within a few weeks that he was talking 
?£?-Yes, I thought at that time that 
It was. 

1932. I only want to get what you mean?
When he mentioned it I thought it was 
only just' a few weeks. 

1933. Well, then, the impression left on your 
mind was a few weeks before the Go
vernment paid £82,000 the property 
could have been offered to them for 
£47,000; that is what was in your mind? 
-\Veil, I don't know what other people 
could do. 

1934. Is that the impression that Mr. Gannan 
left on your mind ?-Oh, no; I came to 
the conclusion that the properties had 
gone up. 

1935. That is not what I am asking you. 
You said that Mr. Gannan told you that 
if vou had been there a few weeks earlier 
yo;, could have got the property under 
offer-he could have offered you the pro
perty-at £47,000?-Yes. 

1936. The Government had then just paid 
£82,000 ?-That is right. 

1937. Then Mr. Gannan left the impression 
on vour m·ind that a few weeks before 
the 'Government bought they could have 
got the offer of the property at £47,000? 
-I think it was on the market at 
£47,000 before that. 

1938. Of course you did, if you are telling 
the truth; but that is not what I am 
trying to get you to admit. You have 
said it a dozen times, but I want to 
follow it up. Mr. Gannan told you, you 
say, that if you had been there a few 
weeks earlier you could have got the 
offer of that property at £47,000 ?
Yes. 

1939. You swear that?-Yes, Gannan said 
that. 
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1940. You knew that just about that time 
the Government had bought it at 
£82,000?-Yes, that's right; I did. That 
was just about the time, I reckon. 

1941. So Mr. Gannan led you to believe that 
a few weeks before the Government 
bought it at £82,000 the property could 
have been offered to them at £47,000?
If he knew what he was talking about. 

1942. You did not believe he knew what he 
was talking about ?-Well, I could not 
see through it that it could be done. 

1943. Did you credit what Mr. Gannan was 
saying. Did you put any faith in it?
Yes, I have had him on several occasions 
to report on sheep and that ; and he is 
a very good man. 

1944. Well, then, you did believe what he 
said ?-Yes, I had to believe him. 

1945. Then :vou came to the conclusion that 
the Government had paid £82,000 for a 
property they could have got a few weeks 
before for £47,000 ?-Oh, well. it is this 
way--

1946. Now did vou. or did you not ?-No, I 
didn't; for 'this reason-! might explain 
it. Very often an agent will tell you he 
can do a thing, and when you go and 
get full particulars some other body has 
got the station. ThPy often tell you 
then can do a thing; som"etimes they 
can do it, and sometimes they cannot. 
Often they come to you and say, "Here's 
a property I can give you for a certain 
price" ; and I would say, "All right, 
go on with it." 

1947. Did you or did you not believe Gannan 
when he said he could have offered you 
the property a few weeks previously for 
£47,000 ?-I believed him. 

1948. You thought you could have got the 
offer?-Yes. 

1949. If you could haYe got it, the Govern
ment could?-You would think so. 

1950. So you came to the conclusion that the 
Government had paid £82,000 for a pro
perty which they might have bought for 
£47,000 ?-After what Suter told me, I 
thought there was something wrong. 

1951. Well then, why did you repeat the 
statement to Mr. May nine months later? 
-\Vel!, in ordimtry conversation. 

1952. I know; but why? You don't repeat 
ordinary conversations if you think they 
are ridiculous, o~ lies, do you ?-Oh no; 
we were talking about other stations 
which the GoYernment had bought pre
viously, and how quickly they had gone 
up. 

1953. Now, look here! Did not you mean to 
convey to Mr. May and any other person 
who heard your language that the Go
vernment had paid a great deal more 
than they ought to have paid for that 
station ?-No, I did not. 

1954. Well. what other meaning can you attri
bute. tQ your words ?-I thought £70,000 
I sa1d. 

1955. Well, then, £82,000 is a great deal more 
than £70,000. \Vh:v did you mention 
£47,000 ?-Well, in the ordinary conversa
tion right through the piece-what had 
happencd. 

1956. Was that all the conversation you had 
with Mr. May?-Was there anything else 
said about any indiYidual member of the 
Government ?-No, I don't remember; 
no. 

1957. Do you remember Mr. Theodore's name 
being mentioned ?-No. 

1958. You don't remember that ?-No. 
1959. Now, if Mr. May swears that you said 

that Mr. Theodore got £5,000 ou~ of the 
bargain, or out of the transactiOn, .do 
you deny it ?-I don't remember saymg 
it. 

1960. You don't remember saying it?-No. 
1961. And if Mr. May, Mr. Huxham, i\1r. 

Gall and Inspector Johnson, come here 
and 'say that you said, " Theodore got 
£5,000," will you deny it?-I don't re
member saying it. 

1962. Will vou deny you said it?-Well, I 
don't remember saying it. 

1963. Well, if you did say it, and on two 
occa,;ions-first of all to Mr. May alone 
-or rather to lVIr. May in a room full
and afterw'ards in the presence of these 
thre'l gentlemen specially called to hE!a~ 
vou say it to see if you would repeat 1t. 
:._Yes? \Vel!. I never said it; I don't 
remember saying it. 

1964. You ;;ay you don't .. remem!:>er saying it. 
Will you deny you <ild say 1t? . 

'l'he Commissioner informs the Witness 
of a proviso in section 5 (2) of " The 
Official lnqu.iries Evidence Act of 1910" 
enacting that a witness sha.ll not b~ com
pelled to answer any questwn tend~ng to 
incriminate such w1tness, and says tf Mr. 
Connor prefers not to answer the ques
tion he is at liberty to say so. 

lVitness : Yes, I prefer not to answer 
that. 

1965. By Mr. Feez: Well now, if you say Y<?U 
prefer not to "£tnswer it, assume you dtd 
say it-that Mr. Theodore got £_5,00Q; 
mind you, in the same conversatiOn 1;'1 
which you say the Government bought 1t 
at £82.000 when it was offered a fort
night previously or the offer co~ld have 
been given to you shortly prevwll:sly at 
£47 000 vou must have been trymg to 
mal~e ~ut that the Governme:>t were 
either very incapable or very d1s~one"t? 
-No, I was not. I reck<;n the. G<lvern
ment has dom' yery well m thu1r statwn 
business. 

1966. But that ie not the point. Did you 
make a stnl.ement that the Government 
p"id £32,0CO for a property which you 
say a few weeks earlier was under offer 
or· could havo been got under offer for 
£~7 000 · and' add to that that one of the 
Mit;iste1:s got £5,000 out of it? I am 
assuming that, you diu sa,v that. Can 
ycu expirrin any other mean:ng than that 
it was a c hal'(;'c of gross mcompetency 
and diehonc,,w (n the part of the Go
vernment and" "Jne of its Ministers ?-No. 
I would not, be,c<Jm,e I.heard ~here were 
10,000 cattle, ar.cl the 1mpresswn on me 
was that tho pi&ce was worth nearly the 
price they gnYe f,cr it, if not it. 

1967. That is quite rJ1"rt from the question. 
l •L'ked von, supposing you heard another 
anothc1· "man my that the Government 
had bought a etation for £82,000 which 
thoy could have got a few weeks pre
viouslv for £47,000, and one of the Mlms
ters got £5,000 " pal':' grease " out of 
it ;vhat \\Ould vou thmk he meant; we 
w'ill ScLY he go"t £5,000 out of it, we 
won't ~.av "paln1 gr~~a~;-.," ; what \vouJ d 
you thin[;_ he meant?·-Well, I don't know 
what he would mea•1. 
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1968. If you heard a man say that what 
interpretation would you yourself' put on 
the words ?-Well, I would not know 
whether he knew what he was talking 
about. 

1969. Well supposing he did know what he 
was talking about, and repeated it when 
he was asked to ? Is there any doubt 
Mr. Connor, that that man would hav~ 
"neant that the Government was both 
incapable and dishonest and that one 
of the Ministers was co~·rupt ?-I never 
made that;_ I never had that impression. 

1970. You never had that impression? You 
cannot remember Mr. Mav askinO' you 
to repeat what you had ·said, i'::t the 
presence of these gentlemen ?-No, I 
cannot. 

1971. You cannot remember that ?-No. 
1972. Do you remember who were present 

when. you made the statement originally? 
-I JUst remember a conversation with 
~1r. May about it, but I don't know if 
there was anyone present. 

1973. ?vir. Gannan you. say was pretty well 
always under the mfluence-that is the 
way you expressed it?-Well, he drinks, 
you know. 

1974. ,He drinks pretty heavily at times?
Yes. 

1975. And when he drinks he talks a lot?_ 
Well, n;'; he i's _not a man of that so~t; 
he don t talk such <o terrible lot when 
he drinks. 

1976. When he made the statement you say 
he _made to you-that he had this place 
under offer a few weeks previously at 
£47,000-was he drinking at that time? 
-W-ell, of a morning Mr. Gannan used 
~o be genera]]~ sober; but of an evening 
ne used to drmk a good bit. 

1977. I don't suppose you could remember 
for a moment whether it was morning or 
afternoon, with the vagueness of ·your 
memory,. could you ?-I don't remember 
whethe: 1~ was morning or evening. 

1978. And If 1t was evening I presume vou 
would not pay much attention to what 
!'<lr. Ga~nan s~id ?-Oh, yes; some even
mgs he Is as right as rain. 

1979. Can YD'} reme,;nber whether, when this 
cc;nversatwn which you say you had with 
him took plaoe,, he was as right as rain? 
-Oh, yes, I thmk so. 

1980. Well, you believed it then ?-When he 
told me ; oh, yes. 

1981. When he told you that if you had been 
.- there a few weeks earlier you could have 

goyt the offer at £47,000, you believed it? 
- es. 

1982. And therefore you believed that the 
Go_vernment had made a very bad bar
g;am ?-Oh, well, I don't know what the 
Government had done about the bargain 
-when I heard from Mr. Suter. 

1983. Look here, Connor vou believed that 
a few weeks prior yo,_{ could have got the 
place under offer to you at £47,000; and 
the Gove~·nment paid £82,000; you must 
have beheved that the Government got 
a very bad bargain ?-I may have got 
the place a fortnight before at £47 000. 
and after I had inspected it I might' not 
have bought it. 

1984. Well, then, that would be a worse 
bargain for the Government to pay 
£82,000 ?-When the cattle are there it is 
all right; it is worth buying. 

1985. That is not the question-whether the 
cattle are there or not. If you can buy 
a property for £47,000 one week, and 
two or three weeks afterwards you pay 
£82,000, it looks a very bad bargain, 
doesn't it ?-Oh, well, it might have been 
offered too cheap at the start. 

1986. Whether it was offered too cheap or not 
it looks a very bad bargain ? -Well, you 
see there are plenty of properties and 
things which are sold at half rates, you 
know. 

1987. If you were offered a property at 
£47,000, and two or three weeks after
wards a man bought that property at 
£82,000, you would come to the conclu
sion he had .made a very bad bargain, 
wouldn't you ?-No, I would not. 

1988. You would think there might be a rise 
in those few weeks of £35,000 ?-I might 
have thought I was too slow-that it was 
a good bargain, and I never made use 
of it. 

1989. Well, it would be a remarkable rise 
in " few weeks-£35,000-wouldn't it?
If everyone thought they had the right 
price there would be no buyers of pro
perty, would there 1 

1990. There is not usually a difference between 
£47.000 and £82,000, is there?-No, there 
is not usually that difference. 

1991. It is a remarkable rise in two or three 
weeks?-Yes ; oh, it may have been. 

1992. Now, look here, Mr. Connor, you de
clined to answer about the statement that 
Mr. May says you made-that Mr. 
Theodoro had got £5,000 out of this 
transaction. Assume for a moment that 
you did make that statement, have you 
got the slightest ground-can you gh-e 
the slightest suggestion of ground-for the 
statement? You need not say whether 
:mu made it or not at present. Have you 
any suggestion of evidence, or €Ven hear
say evidence, of Mr. Theodore getting 
£5.000 or anything out of that trans
action ?-No, no evidence at all. 

1993. And if you made it, it must have been 
a pure invention ?-Yes, if I did it 
must have been. 

1994. You were not even told it by anyone? 
-No. 

1995. As far as you know, if anyone said 
that it is a wicked lie?-Yes. 

1996. Re-examined by Mr. ll!lacgregor: You 
mentioned Mr. Naughton whom you met 
after leaving Emerald and joining the 
boat at Port Alma ?-Yes. 

1997. Who is Mr. N aughton? -He is a 
station owner in North Queensland. 

1998. Is he a New South Wales gentleman? 
-Yes. 

1999. A very wealthy man ?-Yes. 
2000. And buys and sells stations ?-That's 

he. 
2001. And is it on vour advice that he buys 

and sells ?-On- the stations that I in
spect, yes. 

2002. So that you have a very good know
ledge of station properties in the North 
of Queensland ?-Yes. 

2003. You know Mr. Gannan? You said 
you had big deals through him ?-Yes. 

Mr Fcez: He said that Mr. Naughton 
had. 

2004. Re-examined by Mr. Macgregor: You 
knew all about them ?-Yes. 
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2005. You said that Kangaroo Hills was 
offered to Mr. Naughton and bought by 
him ?-Yes, I inspected it. 

2006. When was it first offered ?-About Feb
rwary. 

2007. February of this year?-Yes. 
2008. Do you know Mr. Charles Barnes, the 

late owner of it ?-No, I don't know 
him. 

2009. By sight ?-No; I have seen him, but 
I would not be able to recognise him. 

2010. This man you saw leaving Mr. Suter's 
office-would you recognise him ag·ain ?
Well, I would not be too sure; but I 
think he resembles that man [Witness 
indicates Mr. J. H. S. Barnes] over in 
the back sitting near the books. 

2011. You have not seen him since you saw 
him coming out of that room ?-No. 

2012. And nobody told you that that is Mr. 
Barnes ?-No, nobody has told me. Am 
I right? 

2013. You are, as a mlltter of fact. You say 
you have a fair idea of the cattle in 
that district?-Yes. 

2014. The district round Hughenden ?-Yes. 
2015. What sort of cattle are they?-Well, 

they are fair; the Shorthorn cattle are. 
2016. Do you know the Shorthorn-Hereford 

cross ?-Yes. 
2017. What sort of cattle are those ?-Oh, 

well, they are better than the Hereford; 
they are an improvement, you under
stand. 

2018. Would £6 a head be a fair price for 
those at that time, in August, 1916?
A full herd do you mean? 

2019. Yes ?-That is with the property given 
in; with the land added? 

2020. Yes, buying .a station?-Yes, it would 
be just a fair price. 

2021. Round that district?-Yes. 
2022. You mean, buying the whole station 

with the herd on it?-Yes. What I mean 
by that is, there are a lot of cattle on 
the roads travelling. If you don't have 
a place to put them on they would not 
be worth as much as they would be if 
you could buy the place they are on, 
and the cattle too. 

2023. If you knew a man had 12,000 cattle
if you had a man up for several months 
and found out that he had 12,000 cattle 
and he thought he had only 10,000 cattle, 
would you tell him that he was wrong?
If I was buying the place? 

2024. Yes ?-Oh, no. 
2025. By the Commissioner: You would not 

try to lift the price on yourself ?-No. I 
would tell him after I bought it. 

2026. By ]fr. Macgregor: Do you know the 
basalt country there?-Yes. 

·2027. With about 750 square miles, how long 
would it take to muster a place of that 
sort ?-It depends a good deal on the 
time of the vear-if it was summer or 
winter. I reckon you do well to clean it 
up properly in eight to ten months. 

2028. How long would it take you tD inspect 
it?-Well, to satisfy yourself, with a herd 
of 10,000, I would expect to be about 
fourteen <lays; I would be prettv well 
satisfied then. · 

2029. Do you know Emu Plains or Cargoon? 
-I just know of them. 

2030 Or Reedy Springs?-Yes. 

2031. Are they on the basalt country?-Yes. 
! know thFir cattle; I have had a lot to 
do "ith ti10ir cattle. There are better 
cattl.<' '"ver Kangaroo Hills way. 

2032. Do you know Dagworth cattle station? 
-I know of it; I have seen a lot of the 
cattle from it. 

2033. Did you hear about the sale of it 
lately ?-I heard it w<1s sold. 

2034. Did you know any of the particulars? 
-i-Jo, I didn't know much about ;t. 

2035. These cattle <1t Kangaroo Hills-how 
would they compare with the cattle 
round Hughenden--,Vando Vale cattle, 
for instance ?-I understand that Wando 
V<1lc's ar" ballys, are they not? I have 
seen Reedy Springs cattle, and that is 
not too far from Wando Vale. The 
Kangaroo Hills cattle are <1 lot better. 

2036. You know Reedy Springs cattle?
Yes, I have seen a lot of them. 

2037. Have you never seen \Vando Vale 
cattle on the road ?-Not that I can say; 
I may have ~een them. 

2038. Have you ever seen any cattle resem
bling " lemonade bottles with buffalo 
horns" ?-They are tight-rumped cattle; 
I have heard men call them that. 

2039. Ry /hr; Oommissioner: Do you know 
whether Mr. Gannan has an office up at 
Hughenden ?-Yes. 

2040. And a staff?-Yes. 
2041. Do you know who is his manager?

\Vell, his manager ·was Mr. Cosgrove 
when I W<l.S there lately. 

[Witness then retired.] 

The Honourable EDWARD GRANVILLE THEO
DORE, M.L.A .. Treasurer of Queensland, 
and Secretary for Public Works, sworn 
and examined : 

2042. By .lir. Feez: You are the Treasurer 
and Secretary for Public Works in the 
pre,ent Government ?-That is so. 

2043. You have heard, Df course, about. the 
purchase of \Vando Vale by the Govern
lnent ?-Oh, yes. 

2044. Had you anything personally to _do 
wit.h th<1t purchase ?-No; the only thmg 
I had to do with it was as a member of 
the Cabinet when the matter came before 
the Cabinet. 

2045. Until it came before the Cabinet it 
never came before you in any shape or 
form ?-It had never been mentioned to 
me in any rhape or form. 

2046. And, of course. it was simply in 
Cabinet in connection with the determi
nation whether it should be bought or 
not ?-That is so, yes. 

2047. The price had been fixed at that time? 
-Yes, the price had been fixed. 

2048. And it was only a question whether 
the Government would determine to carry 
out the actual purchase?--

2049. By the Commissioner: A question of 
Cabinet <1pproval ?-That is so. It was 
only a question of giving it Cabinet 
approval. 

2050. By Mr. Feez: Have you ever received 
anything in the way of money or money's 
worth in connection with this sale?-
Absolutely nothing. 

2051. Have you ever been promised any 
thing?-Nevcr promised anything. 
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2052. Has any suggestion been ma.de that 
you were to get anything out of it?
Never any suggestion ma<le. 

2053. If it was stated by a person that you 
had benefited to the extent of £5,000, 
what do you think of that ?-I would say 
that was an outrageous slander. 

2054. Is there even the shadow of a sugges
tion for it ?-Not the slightest shadow of 
justification for anv allegation of the 
kind. • 

2055. You never had anything, I understand, 
to. do with the money, or the purchase 
price, or anything in connection with the 
sale in <my shape or form ?-Nothing 
whatever to do with it until the Cabinet 
had approved of the purchase. After 
that, of course, it was the question 1 had 
to consider as Treasurer as to the form 
in which debentures might be issued. 
Apart from that I had nothing whatever 
to do with it. 

2056. Do you know, as a matter of fact, 
what was done ?-There was £10,000 
cash paid, and £72.000 in debentures?-
Yes. · 

2057. Do you know, as a matter of fact, what 
was done with the debentures ?-WeU, 
my recollection is that the debentures 
were made payable to the persons whose 
names were submitted by the Union Trus
tee Company. 

2058. I suppose, once the amount was fixed 
you left that in the hands of the Unde~ 
Secretary ?-'rhat was left in the hands 
of the officials entirely. 

2059. You had nothing personally to do with 
it ?-Nothing whatever. 

1lfr. Macgregor intimated that he did 
not desire to ask any questions. 

[1'he witness then retired.]. 

The Honourable JOHN McEwAN HuNTER 
M.hA., Secretary for Public Lands: 
sworn and examined : 

2060. By Jfr. Feez: You are the Secretary 
for Public Lands in the present Govern
ment?-Yes. 

2061. And as such you, of course, had a good 
deal to do with the determination as to 
whether the Government would or would,, 
not purchase Wan do V ale?-Yes. 

2062. With regard to these purchases of 
cattle stations by the Government, how 
v.;as it worked? Did you give instruc
tiOns to anyone to look at suitable pro
perties ?-Mr. McGugan. 

2063. You gave Mr. McGugan instructions? 
-Yes. 

2064. He is the State stations manager?
Yes. 

2065. The instructions were to obtain offers? 
-T<! get firm offers of as many pro
perties as he could which were suitable. 

2066. When you gave those instructions, had 
the Government determined on any num
ber; was there any limitation ?-No, 
there was no limitation. · 

2067. It was simply to obtain the offers, and 
each one would be considered on its 
merits?-Yes. 

2068. Where was he to obtain them? What 
sort of stations was he to look for?
The best cattle country he could in the 
:!'!orth, as well as in the Central and 
Southern parts of the State. 

2069. What was the idea of that ?-Well, to 
get suitable geographical stations from 
which our cattle could be trained and 
diverted from one station to another. 

2070. Was that in the case of drought?-Yes. 
2{)71. So that you would have depots to move 

them to?-Yes. Also for marketing pur
poses and fattening. 

2072. The ultimate idea was what, with re
gard to these cattle stations ?-They were 
to be used for supplies for our State 
butcher shops. 

2073. And any surplus, I suppose ?-For Im
perial meat. 

2074. Of course, Mr. McGugan is a practical 
man?-Yes. 

2075. What was your op1mon of Mr. 
McGugan as a practical man ?-Before 
he was employed? 

2076. Yes?-I had not met him. 
2077. But I mean when he was employed?

Oh, well, from the testimonials he pre
sented and the men he had worked for, I 
thought he was a most capable man, 
absolutely. 

2078. I suppose you had every confidence in 
his honesty and his ability as well?
Absolutely. 

2079. Was he wholly responsible to the Go
vernment for the recommendations as to 
purchases?-Yes. 

2080. Did you give him any instructions with 
regard to interference with his duties? 
-Yes ; I told him he was to allow no 
political influence of any description to 
interfere with them. 

2081. Either political or otherwise ?-Poli
tical or otherwise. 

2082. I understand that he was an absolutely 
responsible officer outside the interfer
ence of anyone ?-That is so. 

2083. He was made responsible for his own 
station department ?-For the good man
agement of the business. 

2084. And his position depended on that?
On that. 

2085. Did you also instruct him with regard 
to the methods in which payments were 
to be made for station properties ?-I told 
him that the great bulk of the payment 
would have to be by Government deben
ture. 

2086. Well, now, when did the purchase of 
Wan do V ale first come under your 
notice?-Wando Vale station itself? 

2087. First of all, the cattle ?-The cattle 
were offered some time about the middle 
of last year. 

2088. How did that come to your notice?
Through the Under Secretary. 

2089. And clid you discuss the matter with 
him ?-Yes. 

2090. And give him any instructions ?-First 
of all, the cattle were offered. I sug
gested it would be much better for us to 
obtain properties; we were not wanting 
to buy stock merely. We wanted to buy 
properties, and it would be better to look 
out for station properties, so that we 
could carry them right on. 

2091. You gave him instructions in connec
tion with Wando Vale, to try and get 
the offer of the station as a going con
cern ?-If we could not have got that we 
would not have bothered taking the 
cattle, unless we could get ~ suitable 
property adjoining to put them on. 



RmJal Commission cm [17 OcTOBER.] Wando Vale Purchase. 1983 

2092. Well, then, when the offer was made 
as a going concern, did you give any 
further instructions ?-I told him to have 
it inspected. 

2093. And with regard tc these inspections; 
who would usually do the inspections?
Mr. McGugan, or some responsible officer 
of his that he could trust. 

2094. You would not expect him to do them 
all ?-Oh, no. 

2095. And who was responsible for the in
spection ?-Ferry. 

2096. In this particular case; but I mean 
whom did you look to as being respon
sible for a proper inspection being 
made ?-Oh, Mr. McGugan was always 
responsible to the Government. 

2097. In this case we know that a man 
named Ferry made the inspection. Is he 
a capable man in the cattle business ?-A 
most capable man. 

2098. He is a Government employee, of 
course?-Yes. 

2099. Manager of Dotswood at present?
yes, manager of one of the properties 
in the North. 

2100. Well, you remember receiving Ferry's 
report; or was it first of all Mr. 
McGugan's report? Mr. McGug<>n's re
port you received first. You remember 
receiving, at all events. both McGugan's 
and Ferry's reports?-Yes. 

2101. Well, after the receipt of those reports, 
did you give Mr. Graham any instruc
tions? First of all, did you see Mr. 
2\IcGugan after he had mll!de his report? 
He recommended, of course, the pur
chase. Dicl you see him after that ?-I 
saw Mr. Graham ancl Mr. McGugan 
together. 

2102. And did you discuss the matter with 
them?-Yes. 

2103. In your opinion it was a good offer 
that you had, and you determined to buy 
if the Cabinet approved ?-To submit the 
recommendation to tbe Cabinet. 

2104. Well, then, you did submit the matter 
to the Cabinet?-Yes. 

2105. And the Cabinet approved of it ?-Yes. 
2106. The Cabinet approved of the purchase 

at £85,000?-Yes, not to exceed that, but 
as much under as we could get it. 

2107. You gave Mr. Graham instructions?
Yes. 

2108. What were they ?-To try to get it for 
£80,000. 

2109. What was the limit fixed at first?
£85,000 ; that was the recommend<ttion. 

2110. You instructed him to pay as low as 
he could, but not to pay more than 
£85,000 ?-Yes, not more than £85,000, 
but to try to get it for £80,000. 

2111. He afterwards reported to you that he 
had agreed to pay £82,000 ?-That is 
right. 

2112. And the sale was then fixed up at that 
price?-Yes. 

2113. Now, prior to the sale did you ever 
meet Mr. Barnes?-I am not aware that. 
I had ever heard of him before the pro
perty was put on offer. 

2114. You certainly never knew him person
ally?-No. 

2115. And you practically did not know of 
him?-No. 

2116. Did you during the course of the pro
ceedings meet him at all ?-I met him 
once. 

2117. At what period was that ?-Just about 
the time that the sale was closed. 

2118. After the recommenclation to purchase 
was macle and the methocl of payment 
was being discussed ?-Yes. 

2119. After the Government had agreed to 
buv?-Yes. 

2120. Was the price actually fixed at that 
time?-Yes. 

2121. Was it <tfter the £82,000 was actually 
fixed ?-I think at that time he called 
upon me the debentures had been fixed. 

2122. You ·did not meet him until the price 
was actually fixed ?-No. 

2123. It was after the £82,000 was fixed?
When it· was closed. 

2124. Up to that time you had never met 
him at all ?-No. 

2125. Have you had any benefit from this 
transaction, personally ?-None whatever. 

2126. And have you had any promise of any 
benefit, or any hint of any benefit coming 
to you from it ?-No. 

2127. Do you know of anyone else except 
the persons who made the commission out 
of it-the agents ?-No. 

2128. Of anyone who got anything in the 
shape of benefit beyond the exchange of 
the property and the money ?-None ex
cept the commission agents and the 
vendor. 

2129. With regard to Mr. McGugan-have 
you found Mr. McGugan, since he has 
been in the em·ploy of the Government, 
a reliable man ?-Yes. 

2130. Have his recommendations to purchase 
been advantageous to the Government?
Yes; very much so. 

2131. Have you found Inspector Ferry a 
capable and reliable man ?-I believe 
him to be one of the most capable cattle
men in Queensland. 

2132. Cross-examined by Mr. ll1acgregor: Are 
you capable of judging whether they are 
practical men or not?-! think so. 

2133. Have you had personal experience with 
pastoral or station property ?-I have 
been mixed up with station properties. 

2134. Since when ?-In my early youth. 
2135. Then you gave that up ?-It was only 

as the son of a farmer. 
2136. A few acres?-Yes. 
2137. Would 'you say that you had experience 

in station properties ?-I deal in stock. 
2138. Before you became a Minister?-Yes; 

in the business of commission agent. 
2139. Your experience was as a commission 

agent prior to undertaking these pur
chases, and you have got some experience 
since ?-I have a good general know
.Jedge. 

2140. What is your idea of this Commission; 
what is this Commission for ?-Which 
Commission ? 

2141. This Commission now sitting ?-To 
allow Mr. Vowles an opportunity to 
prove his statements made in the House. 

2142. It is an inquiry into Mr. Vowles's 
truthfulness, is it not ?-I should say 
so. 

2143. Anyone using that expression would be 
saying the correct thing?-! should say 
so. 
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2144. That is what you understand, your
self ?-That the whole question of W ando 
Vale was to be inquired into. 

2145. Did you say that it was an inquiry 
into that on the 30th September, Mr. 
Vowles asked for the correspondence in 
connection with the negotiations to pur
chase Wan do V ale by the Government, 
and you have never put those on the 
table of the House ?-No, I told him, I 
think, in reply at some stage that they 
would be used at the inquiry. 

2146. Into the truthfulness or otherwise of 
the member ?-Yes. I stand by that. 

2147. Did you intend that ?-Certainly. 
2148. So this inquiry is an inquiry into the 

truthfulness or otherwise of the member? 
-Ye•. 

2149. Are you responsible for the Commis
sion ?-The Chief Secretary is responsible. 

2150. Did you suggest it to the Chief Secre
tary?-::'-Jo, I did not. 

2151. Will you say who is responsible ?-The 
Premier suggested it; he is responsible. 

2152. And it is really for political purposes 
is it, to be used at the next elections?
No. to clear the Government of a charge 
that was made in the House. 

2153. And for the purpose of using at the 
next elections ?-No. 

2154. Will you give your word that you will 
not use it at the next election ?-No, I 
will not ; nothing of the sort. 

~155. It arises out of a statement made by 
Mr. Vowles in the House?-Yes. 

2156. To which you replied ?-Yes. 
2157. Have you studied your speech ?-No. 
2158. You said in the House that, speaking 

of Mr. McGugan, " All station pro
perties that are. to be purchased have 
first to be inspected by him" ?-Yes. 

-n59. That is not correct ?-It is correct in a 
general sense. All reports and general 
inspection of reports come under his 
hands and are passed on. 

2160. Didn't vou intend the Hou'e to rely 
upon Mr: McGugan and you said, " All 
properties to be purchased have to be 
inspected by him" ?-To pass his inspec
tion and receive his approval. 

2161. Does not " Pass under inspection" mean 
going over the property ?-Not neces-
sarily. , 

2162. You did not mean the House to believe 
that Mr. McGugan made a personal in
spection of the property ?-No, it would 
be impossible; several inspections were 
due at that time. 

2163. It is unfortunate that you did not say, 
" Or other responsible officer," as you 
found it necessary to say just now when 
vou were asked and you said, " Mr. 
McGugan or some other responsible 
officer." You were on your defence?
I do not consider that I am on my 
defence. 

2164. About Mount Hutton and Wando Vale? 
-I think for political purposes a. charge 
was made, and I think the public should 
be made acquainted with the facts. 

2165. You still say you are not using this 
for political purposes ?-No. 

2166. Then why not give a commission on 
Mount Hutton too ?-We have sold 
Mount Hutton and made a profit out of 
it. 

2167. You know what Mr. Vowles said about 
bad management ?-He said the numbCl· 
of cattle mentioned in the books were 
not there. We did not complete the 
muster, so that a commission could do 
nothing. 

2168. When you complete the muster will 
you consider the matter of a commission? 
-Consider anything. 

liir. 11Iacrossan: In due course. 
2169. By JtiJ-. Macgregor: Then in another 

statement in the House you sai•d, " The 
furthest back I can get a quotation for 
Wan do V ale is in 1913. According to a 
letter received from Mr. Suter, who is 
one of the Hughenden commission 
agents, and who once had this property 
on his books, the price for the station 
on his books was £65,000, walk-in-walk
out." Is that the letter that you got 
from Suter ?-No. 

2170. What was the quotation that you had 
furthest back in 1913 ?-I think that was 
some reference to Mr. Barnes's letter, 
I think it is further on. 

2171. Y on say that you did not intend the 
House to think that Mr. Suter's letter 
(Exhibit 67) was the quotation for 1913? 
-No; there is no date attached there. 

2172. He writes in 1917, he does not say 
when, he says he burnt the papers be
cause the Government had purchased, 
leaving you to believe that he had it on 
his books at the time of the Government 
purchase?-No. 

2173. Supposing it was in Mr. Suter's books 
at £65,000 and the Government paid 
£82,000 that would be bad business?
I should say so. 

2174. If Suter says that Barnes, in JunP, 
1916, gave him the property at £65,000, 
"","';'"ith :!.0,000 l.:c;ld cf c"attle, that "012.R.l1~ 
that there was bad purchasing some
where?-! would not believe him. I 
would ask Mr. Barnes; I would know 
bv what authority he had it on his boob. 
p"lenty of commission agents have pro
perties on their books without the autho
rity of the owner, and I should ask Mr. 
Barnes before I believed him. 

2175. Mr. Suter says, "Mr. Barnes gave 
us ·wando Vale about June or July, 
1916, with 10,000 cattle, for £65,000 ?
I would not believe it unkss Mr. Barnes 
said it. 

2176. Well, Mr. Suter should be brought 
here?-Yes. 

Mr. Macrrregor: I am going to ask 
the Commission to get him here on 
oath. 

2177. You &dmit then that if it was on Mr. 
Suter's books at £65,000 it was bad 
business ?-No, I want to be satisfied 
that he had authority to put it on his 
books. 

2178. It is your principle not to believe a 
man? If a man says "I am Smith,'' 
You would not believe it?-In the cir
eumstances I would not. 

2-179. You have no reason tu believe anv
thing-that is your principle ?-I would 
sooner believe Mr. Barnes. 

2180. Mr. Barnes has not denied it ?-Have 
you asked Mr. Barnes ? 

2181. Yes, he said there was a remote possi
bility of it being true; he would not 
swear that it was false; but he did not 
remember doing it. 
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2182. You said further, " What is more, be
fore we bought the cattle we had a man 
up there for several months" ?-Yes. 

2183. Do you still stick to that ?-Yes. 
2184. You had a, man there?-Yes. 
2185. Who was he ?-Mr. Ferry; he was in 

the district two or three months. 
2186. During that time he wrote to the Go

vernment ?-Whatever communication he 
made were to Mr. McGugan. I did not 
se8 all the communications between Mr. 
McGugan and him. 

2187. You say that Mr. Ferry was on the pro
perty for a fortnight or seventeen days? 
-He was in the district for three months. 

2188. During that time wa,s he giving infor
mation to you about Wando Vale?
Vv ando V ale, amongst other things. 

2189. He was doing that-you knew that he 
wac not on the property-he was doing 
that without Mr. Barnes knowledge ?-I 
do not know all his movements. He was 
sent there for the purpose of inspecting 
and reporting upon this property. 

2190. You are certa-in that he was in that 
district before the first of August ?-He 
left Brisbane before the first of August 
for the North. 

2191. You say, " Before we bought the cattle, 
for several months." You actually signed 
the agreement on the 31st of August, 
1916. How long before that do you say 
he was in the district, on the station?
A few weeks. 

2192. You say, "Several months" ?-He was 
in the district. 

2193. You said, " \V e had a man up there for 
severa,l months, who went through the 
property and wrote and told us that he 
was quite satisfied that between 2,000 and 
3,000 more cattle were on the "tation than 
were being offered." Is that true?-Yes. 

2194. He was up there before the purchase 
was made ?-He was in the district for 
several months. 

2195. Whereabouts in the district was he ?
At Silver Pla-ins and York Downs. He 
also visited Wando Vale during that 
trip. He was in the district for three 
months altogether. 

·2196. And before he went to inspect did you 
have information about Wando' Vale?
Wan do V ale was one of the properties 
under offer. 

2197. According to Mr. Ferry's correspon
dence Mr. Ferry never dreamed of going 
there before the first of August, that is 
not several months ?-He was in the dis
trict for several months. 

2198. Wha.t is, " Went through the property" 
-is that the inspection, or before the 
inspection ?-I suppose he inspected when 
he went through the property. 

2199. Do you mean to convey that, "Went 
through the property" was the inspec
tion ?-Yes. 

2200. I suppose with your pastoral experience 
if you knew that there were 12,000 head 
of cattle on the station, and you knew 
that the man believed tha-t there were 
10,000, would you tell him that there were 
12,000 ?-Would you? 

2201. I believe I would. I do not deal in 
stock. I would say, "You think you have 
10,000; I think you have more." Would 
you do it· if you knew tha-t a man had 
12,000 cattle and you knew that he 
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thought he had only 10,000? Would you 
tell him that he had more ?-It was a 
book muster tha-t we bought on. We 
satisfied ourselves. of the book muster
that the cattle were there, and we paid 
on that. 

2202. If you knew that he had 12,000 and 
you knew that he thought tha-t there were 
only 10,000, would you tell him ?-No. 

2203. You read a letter to the House. You 
asked him if there was any truth in it. 
Did you suppress any part of that letter? 
-Yes, because it was irrelevant to the 
whole matter. 

2204. You didn't tell the House that you were 
suppressing anything-everyone would 
believe that you read the whole letter
<'Veryono in the House ?-Not necessarily. 

2205. Everyone except those on your own side 
of the House ?-That pa,rt of the letter 
that I read dealt exclusively with the 
subject under review. 

2206. You deliberately suppressed it?-Yes, 
that part. 

2207. Without tolling the House that you were 
supprcesing a part of the letter, you 
a-voided presenting that letter to the 
House, didn't you ?-No. 

22CS. Mr. Vowles asked on the 12th of Sep
tember " Will the Hon. the Minister 
for La,;ds place that letter on the table?" 
You never did pla,ce that letter on the 
table of the House, did you ?-No; the 
reply was that it would be made avail
able with other documents at this inquiry. 

2209. In the meantime you got Mr. Win
stanley to get up and ask questions a-bout 
Wando Vale?-Yes. 

2210. That is the usual parliamentary pro
cedure?-Yes. 

2211. And you deliberately postponed your 
reply to Mr. Vow!cs to enable you to do 
that?-No. 

2212. It was after that ?-No; it was while 
the Premit'r wits deciding about this 
Comn1ission. 

2213. You thought that you would have a 
little fun on vour own ?-There is no fun 
in this matt"er; it is sc·rions for Mr. 
Vowles. 

2214. It is more serious for you. though?
I don't think so. 

2215. Do you know the property known as 
Kangaroo Hills ?-I have heard of it. 

2216. Did >cou have that under offer for 
£60,000.?-Yes, it was under offer; I am 
not sure as to the amount. It was among 
other offers. 

2217. It was suggested to Mr. McGugan and 
refused ?-He did not recommend it. I 
itm not in a position to say what the 
price was. 

jJ?r. Macgregor: Well, Mr. McGugan 
said about £60,000. 

2218. Re-examinecZ by Jfr. Feez: You were 
asked about a lebter quoted by you, or 
read by you in the House, and you were 
asked whether you did not suppress a 
certain part of it. I think you said, 
"Yes, a part had been suppressed"-is 
that a fair word to use, " Suppressed"? 
-I perhaps omitted the letter. 

2219. Please look at Exhibit 36, a letter 
dated 9th July, 1917, from Mr. Barnes 
to the Pastoral Estates, Limited. Is that 
the letter?-Yes, that is the letter. 

/ 
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2220. What portion of that was omitted when 
you read the letter out to the House? 
"With the reports current at the time 
regarding the corrupt business methods 
of the Government I was agreeably sur
prised to know that"-those are the 
words that were omitted?-Yes. 

2221. What do you say with regard to the 
omission of those words ? Do you say it 
was a justifiable thing to do ?-I think 
so. 

2222. Had it anything to do with this par
ticular matter at all ?-Nothing at all. 

2223. As a matter of fact these are the very 
words which gave the lie to the sugges· 
tion that there was corruption ?-Exactly. 

2224. Do you think it is a fair thing to allow 
to bo published what you know to be 
untrue, when you know that it is not 
necessary?-! thought it would not be a 
fair thing to do. 

2225. You were asked this morning if you 
knew that there were 12,000 head of 
cattle on a place offered, and you knew 
that he thought that there were only 
10,000, would you let him know. I under· 
stood you to say you would not?-Well, 
what I meant by that was this, that in 
lifiiS parliiCUlar case tne purcnase was 
being made on a book muster, an esti
mate, giving due allowance for a per· 
centage of deaths and so forth. In these 
circumstances it was merely a matter of 
knowledge between the parties, there was 
no certainty. If I knew positively that 
a man was offering something for sale 
and called 10,000, when there were 12,000, 
I would tell him so. I have done so in 
my business transactions. 

2226. This was simply a "walk-in-walk-out" 
transaction, you took the risk of there 
being 10,000, and· he took the risk of 
there being 12,000 ?·-We sent an inspector 
to see if we would be safe in buying on 
the 10,000. 

2227. If you knew that there were more cows 
than you had bought you would not let 
the person know ?-I have done it more 
than once. 

2228. Knowing that a man was sending you 
a certain quantity, and he sent you more, 
would you accept them without saying 
anything ?-No, I would not. 

2229. When you referred to the matter you 
were dealing with this particular sale?
y os, we were then buying on an estimate. 

2230. Before you read this letter to the 
House you did not consult Mr. Barnes as 
to whether he woufd allow you to publish 
that statement about the Government?
No, I did not feel that I was justified 
in giving expression to an opinion with 
regard to rumours. 

2231. It has been suggested that the object 
of this Commission was for political pur
poses. Is there any foundation for that 
suggestion ?-None whatever, the Pre
mier decided to have an inquiry becalllSe 
he considered it was a charge against 
the Government. Mr. Vowles said he 
could prove it. All the same I believe 
the charges were made purely for poli
tical purposes; it has been the continu
ous policy followed by the Opposition for 
a considerable time. 

2232. As to this charge made by Mr. Vowles 
that this Commission of Inquiry was ap
pointed to inquire into, do you look upon 
that as a charge of corruption against the 
Government ?-Certainly, I do. 

2233. You only wanted to clear yourselves of 
an untruth ?-We think the public are 
entitled to know whether it is true or 
not. 

2234. You see Mr. Vowles used the words in 
his speech with regard to W ando V ale 
that he regarcled it as " A smellful trans
action." Do you look upon that as a 
simple charge of mcompetence or bad 
management ?-I look upon it as -a 
charge of corruption against the Govern
ment-as a corrupt transaction. 

2235. And this inquiry was to clear that 
charge up ?-That is so. 

2236. Of course, if there was .anything in the 
nature of corruption on the part of any 
one connectecl with this transaction it 
should be made known ?-Any one guilty 
should be found out and punished. 

2237. That is the attitude that you adopt?
Yes. 

[The witness then retired.] 

J. H. S. BARNES, on his former oath, recalled 
and further cross-examined : 

2238. By J!~·· Macgreg_or :_ Do y~m re~en:ber 
.I.{H._; a,>:J-.n...L.Ut, j VU. UUVU.U pU.ld,d.J.lC, t...I..U~ .LJ.J.UV 

the hands of Mr. Suter-you said you 
knew Mr. Suter and Mr. Suter was an 
honourabie man ?-Yes. 

2239. If Mr. Suter says you put Wan do Vale 
in their hands at £65,000 in June or July, 
1916, with 10,000 cattle, will you deny 
it ?-I told you before that it would be 
very improbable. 

2240. Will you deny that you put Wando 
V ale into Mr. Suter's hands for sale at 
£65,000?-I won't deny it. 

The Commisswn,-,·: Not if Mr. Suter 
says so. 

2241. By Jllr. Jfacgregor: In June or July, 
1916?-Yes. 

2242. Well, then, if you had put Wando Vale 
in Mr. Suter's hands for £65,000 in June 
or July ?-I won't deny it. 

2243. You won't deny it, because you know it 
is the truth ?-I ·don't know that it is the 
truth: it is the furthest from my thoughts 
that I would do such .a thing. 

2244. You have no reason to doubt that that 
is Mr. Suter's telegram, have you? It 
says, "Barnes gave us Wand'? Vale at
£65,000 in June or July w1th 10,000 
oottle"-is that the truth ?-I oonnot say 
it is. 

2245. Can you say that it is not ?-I cannot 
rely upon my memory. I cannot remem
ber-! am here to tell the truth. 

"o/Ir. Macgregor: I ask Your Honour 
to subpcena Mr. Suter. 

The Commissioner: You can make that 
application later on. 

2246. Furthe1· re-examined by Mr. Feez: You 
say you have no recollection of putting 
it in Mr. Suter's hands at £65,000 ?
No. 

2247. Would you at that time, June or July, 
1916, think of selling at £65,000?-No, I 
would not. 

2248. There is no doubt about that ?-No; 
no doubt about that. 

2249. Would vou have sold under £80,000 at 
that tim"e ?-No, most emphatically I 
would not. 

2250. Or at the time of the sale ?-No. 
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.2251. Now, at the present moment, it is sug
gested, or at least Mr. Suter apparently 
says that he got particulars from you in 
June or Julv, 1916, at £65,000-what do 
you s<ty as -to the value of £82,000 in 
August, 1916, of that place, knowing 
what you know now with these state
ments ?-I consider I made a very boo 
bargain, with the knowledge I have now. 

2252. Further cross-examined by Mr. 
Macgregor: Would you think it is a fair 
thing for Mr. McGugan or anyone .else 
if they knew you had 12,000 cattle, and 
thev knew that you thought you h<td 
only 10,000-would you think it fair on 
the part of the Government to pay with
out telling you ?-I would not expect 
them to tell me. 

2253. You don't think they are taking you 
down ?-No. 

1'he Commissioner: It is quite evident that 
it was one estimate against another estimate. 

[Witness then retired.] 

Does that conclude the evidence? 
Jfr. Feez: No, Your Honour, there is 11r. 

F8!:~y, th8. i:!:::p0GtG:;:; r ~.y;~r..t tc c:::,ll hi;r... I 
understand that he will arrive to-morrow, 
and I suggest adjourning until Friday. 

Mr. Maegregor: I ask Your Honour to 
get Mr. Suter's evidence. · 

The Commissioner: ·what branch of the 
inquiry does Mr. Suter's evidence bear on? 

Jf-r. Jlaegreyor: On the fourth question: 
Is it "a fair and reaBOnable price," if it 
was saleable at £65,000, to pay £82,000? 
These telegrams passecl. \Ye u:nt a teki;r><lll 
to Suter on the 1st of October. ·' Di:l you 
have Wando Vale for r-a:e in August, 1916; 
1t so, state particulars, tnd from whom? 

The answer was, "Barnc•s gaye us \Vando 
Vale in J una or July, 1315, with lO,OOG 
cattle." 

The Commissioner: What do you say, 
}lr. Feez, as to this application 'I 

~ur. Feez: It is a ma~tB!' E>ntirelv- f(Jr Your 
Honour. It seems to me to be a· very wi-de 
and remote sort of matt0r in connection witlo. 
the inquiry; but we nre not here to bloc·k 
anything. 

The Comrni"sioner: Jt appears to me to 
!-,eve S0"'19 bearing on the qut~stion ".vhether 
it is "a fb.ir and reasona.hle price." 1 

How lon:; will it t-tk8 to g~t 1Yir. Suter 
here? 

J.fr . .11a"(f1'egor: I .;hould -.ay about a fort
night, thougn we cm<ld wirs the sr;bpo:na 
to t-he poli·.~'l at Hugh.oadt>n, and he could 
COlllC 0''8l'laud. 

J:fr. Feez; Of course, it i~ hopc,d, naturally, 
+hat a repr-rt from the Commi3sioncr should 
be given as soon as pos;;ib1e, and if this 
delay is to take place I Will cena:n!y ask 
vou to I'<'IJOrG on the matters •.hat have so 
far been d.:&r.osed of, if wP are goi11g :o 
adJourn for 11 fortnight. · 

The Contmissioner: At the present ti1ne I 
am doubtful whether the evidence of Mr. 
Suter-assuming that Mr. Suter gives evi
dence to the effect of the telegram-is more 
than slight evidence on this fourth question. 

J.fr. Jiacgr,· ;er: Even slight e,·idence, 
Your Honour, I submit you should have it. 

The Cornmisisoner: Supposing that i;,, true. 
J:f r. F eez: It is the remotoot evidenpe, if 

any. 

1'he Commissioner: ! can hardly say that 
it might not have some slight bearing upon 
it. 

llfr. Jfacgregor: Another point has arioen 
-that telegram of the 27th ultimo, which 
Mr. O'Hagan read out last 'I'hursday·-cy 
that, Mr. Gannan was supposed to be in 
artic-ula mortis on that day; but he might 
be improving. You could have Mr. Gan
nan's books here. 

The Con,miso~ioner: I will consider the 
question and let you know. 

,}Jr. ,yJ acgregor: \Vould you allow me to 
add that every effort should be made to get 
the evidence from Mr. Gannan's office. 

1'he Com'lll.issioner: Do you know the na,ue 
of lYlr. Gannan's manager? 

JYlr. F eez: He is an old employee named 
Cox. 

Jfr. Macgr·egor: It is a matter of books. 
Mr. Fee~: If we are going into that he 

should be brought down. 
Jb·. Jlacgregor: I ask that Mr. Gannan's 

books be brought down. 
i'he Commissioner: lVlr. liannan's state of 

health makes it impossible for him to be 
here; if the books are produced by some 
person in charge of h1s oflice that would 
suffice. 

"Ur. FecJ: This man Cox, I belieYe, was a 
partner of JYir. Gannan's, .and is now on his 
own. He may be able to give some informa
tion. 

.1:!1·. ll!lacgregor: I will add Mr. Cox'8-
Edmund Cox's-name to that of :Mr. i:luwr 
in the one application, Your Honour. 

The Commissioner: ln the meantime, J\Jr. 
Feez, you wish to have an interim• report on 
the matters not affected by Mr. :Snter's 
evidence? I will consider that also, and let 
the parties know on Friday. 

Jir. Jfacgreg01': May I, Your Honour, 
tender copy Nos. 28, 29, 30, and 31, of the 
"Votes and Proceedings" of the Legislative 
As·ombly, 1917, page 222 of Ko. 28 [copy 
admitted and marked Exhibit 69]; page 229 
of Ko. 29 [copy admitted and marked 
Exhibit 701; page 231 of No. 30 [copy ad
mitted and marked Exhibit 71]; and page 
239 of No. 31 [copy admitted and marked 
Exhibit 72]. 

The Commissioner: After Mr. Ferry's 
evidence has been giyen you will be ready 
to address on question (1), (2), and (3), and 
let number (4) stand over? 

Jfr. l>facgregor: I may have to submit that 
I am handicapped by the absence of Mr. 
Gannan's and Mr. Suter's evidence. 

1'he Commissioner: I understand from you 
that they do not allege to have any bearing 
on questions (1), (2), and (3)? 

Jfr. 1lfacgregor: Mr. Gannan's evidence 
and Mr. Gannan's books are the final resort 
to prove. 

The Commissioner: Yes, Mr. Gannan's 
books would have some bearing on question 
(1) '(a). We had better allow the matter to 
stand over until Friday morning. 

Mr. M acgregor: You will not expect 
aqdresses on Friday morning, Your Honour? 

The Commissioner: No, I think perhaps 
Mr. Gannan's evidence will have some bear
ing on question (1) (a). 

[Commission adjourned to 5th October, 1917.1 
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(LAND COURT, BRISBANE.) 

FRIDAY, 5 OCTOBER, 1917. 

SEVENTH DAY. 

STANLEY HERBERT LEWIS FERRY, Station 
Manager, sworn and examined: 

2254. By Mr. l>facrossan: What is your pre
sent position ?-Manager of Dotswood 
Station. 

2255. Situated in ?-In the Kennedy District, 
Charters Towers. 

2256. And is that adjacent to Wando Vale?
Ko. it is some distance away from Wando 
Vale. 

2257. About how far is it from Wan do Vale? 
-I really don't know exactly; somewhere 
about 100 miles, I should think. 

2258. And Dotswood is a cattle station isn't 
it?-Yes. 

2259. With an area of about 2,100 square 
miles ?-Yes. 

2260. And a herd of about 16,000 ?-Yes. 
2261. And yeu are managing that for the 

Government of Queensland ?-The State 
Government?-Ye''· 

2262. Have you had considerable experience 
among cattle, Mr. Ferry?-I have had a 
life's experience. 

2263. You were born on a cattle station 
owned by your father?-Yes. 

2264. And lived on it until YOU were about 
thirteen. until your father died-is that 
it?--Yes. 

2265. And after that you have been among 
cattle ever since ?-Ever since. 

2266. And prior to entering the senice of 
the State Government vou have been em
ployed by the Queensland National Bank? 
-Yes. 

2267. In connection with their pastoral pro
perties?-Yes. 

2268. You were acting manager of one 
pnrticular place; what was the place?
I was relieving manager of Bloomsbury, 
vVetheron, and Yabba. 

2269. And you have carried out inspections 
for them, have you ?-Not for the Queens
land National Bank; for McPhie and 
Co. 

2270. And are you well acquainted with the 
district in the North where Wando Vale 
is situated ?-Yes; fairly well acquainted 
with it. 

2271. And are you acquainted with the class 
of cattle on the different stations there? 
-Yes. 

2272. Now, about the end of July, you re
ceived certain instructions from Mr. 
McGugan ?-Yes. 

2273. July, 1916-last year?-Yes. 
2274. And in consequence of those instructions 

you proceeded to "\V an do V ale?-Yes. 
2275. Arriving there about the beginning of 

August last year?-Yes. 
2276. And on "\V ando V ale did you carry out 

an inspection of the property and the 
stock ? -Yes. 

2277. Did you make a thorough inspection 9 

-Yes. 
2278. Was it such an inspection as would 

€'nttble you to give a full and reliable 
report as to what was the nature of the 
property and the stock thereon ?-Yes. 

2279. You were on the property, I under
stand, Mr. Ferry, for over a fortnight? 
-Yes. 

2280. And during that time you went all 
ovtr the place ?-Practically, yes. 

2281. Now, whilst on the property, you heard 
from Mr. Bowman, the manager for Mr. 
Barnes, the price at which the place 
was under offer to the Government as a 
going concern?-Yes. 

2282. And subsequently you m~t Mr. 
NlcGugan at Ra,venswood ifunctwn, was 
it ?-At Pentland. 

2283. About the 19th August?-Yes. 
2284. And he confirmed that price that you 

had prcJviously heard ?-Yes. 
2285. Did you then give Mr. McGugan a 

verbal report of your inspection?-Yes. 
2286. And were you requested to give a 

written report ?-No. 
2287. \VeiL did you give a written report? 

-Yes. 
2288. Just have a look at this. [Hands 'll'it

ncs.~ Exhibit 54.] Is that your report. 
;\lr. Ferry?-Yes. 

2289. I suppose you remember the contents 
of it fairly well ?-Yes. 

2290. And have you any reason to vary it 
. in any way ?-No, I have not. 

2291. HoY: doec IV ando V ale con!} try com
pare as cattle rountry with the general 
class of countrv in that district ?-Almost 
equal to any, 'r think, round about that 
district. 

2292. Kow, the class of cattle on Wando 
V ale-how would you describe those?
They are fairly good class. 

2293. Somebody has said that they ~re 
described as " lemonade bottles With 
buffalo horns "-did you see any cattle 
like that there ?-No. 

2294. Now. Mr. Ferry, you give in your r<;
port. a' the number of cattle you esti
mate on the place, 12,000 ?-Yes. 

2295. Now. did you regard that as an under
estimat' ?-No; yes it was. 

2296. Did you think there would be at least 
12,000 turn up ?-Yes. 

2297. And did you expect more to turn up? 
-Probably a few more-Yes. 

22~8. And you confirmed that estimate from 
your own personal inspection; is that 
so?-Yes. 

2299. And from what you were told about 
the numbers mustered ?-Yes. 

2300. And what you could see?-Yes. 
2301. You put in your report, "I gave you 

a list of improvements and so on. They 
have allowed 7 per cent. for their losses 
since 1912 each year." That informa
tion, I suppose, you got from Mr. Bow
man, did you ?-Yes. 

2302. Then you say, " Last year they wiped 
off 12k per cent., which left roughly about 
17,000, which Mr. Barnes cut down to 
10,000 when he gave you the offer. In 
this I am sure they have over-estimated 
their loss." That is your opinion ?-Yes. 

2303. And you know that your opinion has 
bren confirmed ?-Yes. 

2304. Now, the last words in that report of 
yours arc, " I think this is a good pro
position." At that time, what did you 
believe to be the price that was to be 
paid ?-£85,000. -
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2305. And do you still think it would have 
been a, good proposition to purchase it 
at £85,000?-Yes. 

2306. Gross-examined by Jir. Macgregor: 
How long have you been ·on Dotswood 
Station-as manager, I mean ?-About 
twelve months. 

2307. Twelve months back from now?....:__ Yes; 
of course, I was representing the Go
Ycrnment there during the delivery, you 
see. 

2308. This is October, 1917. You took up 
your duties as manager about October, 
1916 ?-~o, I arrived at Dotswood some
where about 6th September, 1916. 

2309. As manager?-Well, no; Mr. Taylor 
w:ts manager for Barnes and Lawson. 
I was there to take delivery for the Go
vernment. 

2310. I got a wrong impression. I got an 
impression that you came across from 
Dots wood to W ando V ale. You were 
not on Dotswood at the time?-No. 

2311. Where were you in July, 1916 ?-In 
Roma ; in the Maranoa. 

2312. And did you go from· Roma to W ando 
Vale?-Yes. 

2313. Had you ever been on W ando V ale 
before ?-No, not on Wan do V ale before. 

2314. Well, it is not correct to say that you 
were in the district for several months 
before the sale took place ?-No; but I 
had been round about the district pre
vious to this time of going up. 

2315. Can you tell us exactly when ?-Yes; 
well, about five years before I had left 
the district; I had been round there, 
though, two or three yea.rs previously, 
you see, backwards and forwards, droving 
from Dotswood Station for the . Queens
land ~ ational Bank. 

2316. Which did you say-five years, or two 
or three years? Which is it?-It is about 
five years at the time I went back-from 
the time I left until I returned this time 
for the Government. 

2317. That is very vague; I cannot follow 
that. You got to Wan do V ale about 1st 
August, 1916 ?-Yes. 

2318. How long before that was it that you 
had been in that district ?-About il.ve 
years. 

2319. And you went from the Maranoa Dis
trict to Wando Vale for the express pur
pose of inspecting Wa.ndo Vale?-Yes. 

2320. Who asked you to go-Mr. McGugan 
or the Minister, or who ?-Mr. McGugan: 

2321. I take it, then, the only thing you did 
with respect to Wando Vale was to go 
up and inspect it for fourteen or fifteen 
days, come down to Pentland and meet 
Mr. McGugan, write your report a, few 
days afterw,ards, and then make arrange
ments to go to Dotswood ?-Yes; I 
returned to Brisbane afterwards. 

2322. vV ell, you came down to Brisbane after 
you ha.d finished with Wando Vale?
Yes. 

2323. How long were you a.t Wando Vale, 
Mr. Ferry ?-I arrived there somewhere 
about the 2nd August, I think, and left 
on the 18th. 

2324. We know you were in Pentland on the 
19th ?-Yes. 

2325. It would take about a day to come 
down, would it ?-Two days. 

2326. Well, you must have left about the 
17th ?-I think I left on the 18th and 
came to Laurelworth, and come to Pent
land on the 19th. 

2327. Well, you had finished your inspection 
of W ando V a.le on the 17th or the 16th? 
-Yes; on the 17th I think it was. 

2328. You say W ando V ale is almost equal 
to any property round ,about that dis
trict?-Yes, I think so. 

2329. 1'\ot quite equal ?-Possibly it is not. I 
don't think there is a great deal of 
difference. 

2330. They are pretty poor, in your opinion. 
are they ?-Oh, no ; they are fairly good 
properties, the general run of them. 

2331. Yes; but the general run of them are 
slightly better than Wando Vale; you 
say W ando V ale is ,almost equal ?-To 
the best. 

2332. Which is the best run there, in your 
opinion ?-I really ·don't know which 
would be considered the best. 

2333. Have you inspected any others for the 
purpose of forming a judgment ?-No. 

2334. It is only talk amongst cattle men?
Yes. 

2335. They are on the basalt country, all 
the,e, are they not ?-Basalt, yes. 

2336. And it is rather mountainous, appar
ently, from your report ?-In parts. 

2337. You advocated the wiring off of about 
lOO square miles?-Yes. 

2338. If you look at the first page on your 
report you will see it at the bottom 
there?-Yes. 

2339. By the by, is this the first time you 
have seen your report since you came 
down?-Yes. 

2340. You did not see it yesterday ?-No. 
2341. Did vou have anv communication or 

conversation with ;yfr, McGugan yester
day?-No. 

2342. Or the Minister ?-No. 
2343. You have not to1d anybody what you 

were going to say ?-No. 
2344. Then you say the cattle on w,ando V ale 

are a fairly good class?-Yes, fairly 
good class. 

2345. Not the best class either ?-No. 
2346. How do they compare with the Dots

wood cattle ?-Dotswood is a good breed 
of cattle. Dotswood are a Shorthorn
Devon cross. 

2347. Is that a bette~cross than the Short
horn-Hereford, in your opinion ?-Well, 
I like it better_ 

2348. These cattle are bred for meat. I sup
pose, are they?-Yes. 

2349. And the more meat they carry the 
better? The Dotswood cattle-are they 
heavier than the Wando Vale cattle?-I 
fancv there would be a, little difference 
in the weight. 

235G. What do you judge Wando Vale ca.ttle 
would run?--

The Commissioner: 'l'hat is a, bul!oek 
vou 1nean? 
• :il'Ir. Macgregor: Yes, bullocks? 

Witness: What ages? 
2351. By l'rfr. Maegregor: Well, what is t~e 

saleable age? The first saleable age IS 

about three years, is it ?-About four 
years. 
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2352. Well, what are the fours ?-They would 
average somewhere about 680 to 700, I 
should think. 

2353. That is fat, is it?-Yes. 
2354. Did you see any fat cattle when you 

were there ?-Where? 
2355. When you were inspecting, I mean, on 

Wando Vale?-Yes. 
2356. Many?-Well, roughly, I should say 

there would be about 1,200. 
2357. Fat bullocks?-Yes. 
2358. Mr. McGugan writes on the 19th 

August, and he says, " Mr. Ferry re
ports that 5,000 cows have been counted." 
Was that information from Mr. Bow
man ?-Yes. 

2359. Had the muster, or partial muster, 
finished before you got there ?-Partly, 
yes. 

2360. And was there anv mustering while you 
were there?-Yes, ·they were still mus
tering. 

2361. And up to what numbers had they got 
before you left on the 17th; do you 
remember ?-No, I had not seen the 
muster after I had arrived there. I had 
been out on to £hat part, you see; I 
had been over it previously. 

2362. "The manager states"-I take it Mr. 
McGugan means that it is what Mr. 
Bowman stated to you-" that he will 
not at present muster any more cattle, 
as they are very much scattered, and it 
would knock them about too much to 
muster." Were you asking for a muster? 
-No; they were taking the muster, and 
going on with it as far as I know. 

2363. Do you know how many cattle were 
actually mustered on Wando Vale, from 
any source whatever-from hearsay or 
any knowledge of your own ?-No; only 
just hearsay. 

2364. From whom did you hear it ?-From 
Mr. Bowman. 

2365. What did Mr. Bowman tell you ?-That 
he had mustered somewhere about 12,000. 
I forget what date I received the letter; 
it was some time back. 

2366. ·were those the words-" somewhere 
about 12,000" ?-No; he said, "There 
are 12,000 branded cattle on Wando Vale 
at the present time." 

2367. Well, did you and Mr. Bowman have 
any discussion whatever as to the num
bers on Wando Vale ?-The estimated 
numbers? 

2368. Yes; did not you say to Mr. Bowman, 
"Cannot you give me anything near the 
number on Wando Vale" ?-No. 

2369. You never asked him for any informa
tion as to the number?-None at all. 

2370. Did you tell him when you came back 
what your idea of the number on W ando 
Vale was?-No. 

2371. You and Mr. Bowman, I suppose, saw 
a good deal of onA another during the 
sixteen days?-Yes. 

2372. And kept absolutely silent about the 
number of cattle on Wando Vale?-Yes. 

2373. When did you get Mr. Bowman's 
letter telling you there were about 12,000 
branded cattle ?-I really forget the date. 

2374. This year?-It was some time back. 
Yes, probably it would be in the begin
ning of this year. 

2375. This 12,000 might have included a good 
many that you did not see, branded 
since your inspection ?-I think not. 

2376. He did not tell you whether that was 
so or not ?-No. 

2377. Did you and Mr. Bowman have any 
conversation about the price of Wando 
V ale ?-Only that he t9ld me that Mr. 
Barnes was asking :£85,000 for it; that 
is the day I was leaving. 

2378. He knew you were there inspecting 
for the Government, did he?-Yes. 

2379. Of course he would not tell you whether 
there had been any lower offer at any 
time?-No. 

2380. You would not expect him to te]] you, 
even if he knew?-No. 

2381. Had you ever heard, apart from Mr. 
Bowman, that Wando Vale had been 
under offer at any lower figure at any 
time?-No. 

2382. Never heard ?-No. 
2.383. Did you make the figure :£85,000 your

self?-Yes. 
2384. How did you make up :£85,000 as the 

value of Wando Vale on 16th August, 
1916 ?-I valued the cattle at somewhere 
about :£70,000 I think. 

2385. Yes ; but how many cattle; on what 
basis per head did you arrive at 
:£70,000 ?-At :£7 per head. 

2386. 10,000 head, that would be?-Yes. 
2387. 10,000 hea.d at :£7-that would be 

:£70,000?-Yes. Well, the value of the 
improvements, I think, was somewhere 
about £5,000 odd, and the plant :£120; 
and the value of the lease was some
where about :£10,000 on my valuation. 

2388. Did not you and Mr. McGugan make 
it out on a bit of paper?-We discussed 
the matter on the way down from Pent
land. 

2389. And did not you calculate on the basil!' 
of 12,000 ?-No, on 10,000. 

2390. That is your report you are looking at 
there ?-Yes. 

2391. Well, look at Mr. McGugan's letter 
which is the exhibit in front of that; 
do you see that ?-Mr. McGugan's 
figures? · 

2392. You see that letter. Look at the first 
part of it. Just to make it clear, that is 
written on the 19th. It is dated from 
Ravenswood Junction, which, I take it, 
is a little down the line from Pentland? 
-Yes. 

2393. Further in towards Townsville ?-Yes. 
2394. And it is on the 19th-the day you gave 

him your verbal report?-Yes. 
2395. Look at the last page and you will see 

that he is giving the values of the cattle. 
You see "Stock-10,000 cattle, 350 horses, 
£69,000"; and then underneath 
"Horses :£2,100 "?-Yes. 

2396. He got those figures from you, didn't 
he?-Yes, we were discussing this. 

2397. Now look at that yellow sheet; do you 
see that?-Y os. 

2398. Do you know Mr. McGugan's hand
writing?-Yes. 

2399. Do you recognise it there?-Yes. 
2400. Well, you look at that· :£69,900, which 

are the figures he must have go.t from 
you on the 19th; you see that they are 
made up on the basis of 12,330 cattle?
Yes. 
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2401. Is not that so?-Yes. 
2402. So that your figures were made up on 

a basis of 12,330 cattle, weren't they?
No; we were discussing the 10,000 when 
I was with Mr. McGugan. Of course 
probably he has made this up afterwards: 

2403. Was not that done in your presence? 
-No, not that I am aware of. 

2404. Well, the curious thing is that in the 
letter he writes, he gives the same' figures. 
You see, it is supposed to be his account 
of your report, and he gives exactly those 
figures-£69,900-for the stock. 

Mr. ll:lacrossan: Oh, he gives 10,000 
stock. 

Witness: I told him, at the time we 
we:e discussing the proposition, that my 
estimate wa.s 12,000-but I worked my 
figures out on the 10,000. 

2405. By Mr. J:lacgregor: That is what 
I was coming to. I am putting it to you 
that the £69,900 is arrived at on a basis 
of 12,330 head of cattle, and if there had 
been only 10,000 it would have been much 
lower. You don't follow me, Mr. Ferry. 
You see the figures there are £69,900 ?
Yes. 

2406. I am suggesting to you that that is on 
the basis of 12,330 head of cattle and not 
10,000 head; if you had thought there 
were only 10,000, would not you have put 
p, much lower value for the stock ?-Of 
course, we valued it at 10,000. We only 
surmised that the 12,000 were there; we 
were not absolutely certain about it. 

2407. That is what you say. Then, if there 
were only 10,000 of the same quality 
cattle as you had seen on Wando Vale 
you would still consider they were of th~ 
value of £70,000?-Yes. 

2408. I suppose it was not any part of your 
duty to find out whether it could be pur
chased at any less price than £85,000 ?
No. 

2409. If you were inspecting for the Q.N. 
Bank, would not you have tried to find 
out the lowest figures it could have been 
bought for ?-As a rule, if you try to 
find out, you don't get much information. 

2410. Oh! Surely. Hughenden is reeking 
with agents, isn't it?-Yes. 

2411. There are a good many stock and sta
tion agents in Hughenden, I am told?
yes, I believe there are. 

2412. At any rate, you did not consider it 
part of your duty to find out whether it 
could, be purchased at a lower price than 
£85,000 ?-I did not get much of a chance 
to do so. Still, it was good value at the 
money, I thought, when I was there 
inspecting. 

2413. And you did not care whether it could 
be bought at any less price ?-No there 
is good value in it at £85,000. ' 

2414. And if Mr. Barnes could get £85,000 
for it, good luck to him ?-[No answer.] 

2415. You had said nothing to Mr. McGugan 
or any member of the Lands Department 
-I mean there was no letter containing 
any information-before that verbal re
port that you gave to Mr. McGugan ?
Yes, I have an idea a letter went in 
previously to that. 

241c. From you ?-Yes. 
2417. To whom ?-To Mr. McGugan. 

2418. 'Vel!, JOU only have an idea; can you 
go any further than that?-

2419. By the Cornm.is.•ioner: Before your 
verbal report to Mr. McGugan, did you 
write to him?-Yes; there was one letter 
I he.d written to him, I think, previously. 

2420. By J:lr. Macgregor: Where would you 
be when you wrote it?-At Wando Vale. 

2421. Of course it was about W<mdo Vale 
that you wrote?-Yes. 

2422. And you have not a copy of the letter? 
-~o, I have not. 

2423. Can you remember what was in it, or 
what was its effect ?-Onlv describing a 
portion of the countr:v. and that sort of 
thing; the kind of cattle I had seen up 
to that time, and the quality of the 
country. 

2424. Was it of any use to form a jud~ment 
on ?-As regal'rls the numbers and that 
sort of thing it would not be. 

2425. No, you had not finished your inspec
tion ?--No. 

2426. You would not be able to say then 
whether you eotimated more than they 
thought was on the place ?-No. 

2427. You cannot remember the effect of the 
letter ?-No, I cannot; except that I 
know it was a report in reference to the 
class of country and that sort of thing. 

2428. You are quite certain you did send 
one, are you ?-Yes. 

2429. And wrotR it from Wando Vale 
Station ?--Yes. 

2430. Have you been manager of a good 
many stations, Mr. Ferry ?-No. 

2431. One or two?-Yes; I was relieving 
manager for the Q.N. Bank, on two or 
three different properties. 

2432. Have you ever l~ft one that has been 
sold ; I mean has vour occupation ceased 
as manager because the station has been 
sold to somebody else ?-No; I was at 
Wetheron when most of the stock was 
sold by auction, and I went to another 
place; that was for the Q.N. Bank. 

2433. Did vou ever hear of anv stationowner 
whose cstation had been sofd, burning all 
his books after it was sold ?-Oh, I don't 
know; of course. if he is going out of 
the business, I don't suppose the books 
would be of much use to him afterwards. 

2434. They would be of use to the man who 
was coming on afterwards, would not 
they?-Not much. 

2435. He could form a comparison as to costs 
of the previous years, couldn't he ?-The 
stock books may be useful; as a rule, the 
g<met·al ones would not bo. 

2436. Did you hear of anybody burning his 
books ?-No, I cannot say I have. 

2437. Re-r xamined by }tfr. Macros!ran: Mr. 
Ferry, have you yourself destroyed 
<"orrespondence which you regarded as of 
no further use ? -Yes. 

2438. And when you went up to Wando Vale 
originally you were asked to report on 
the offer of 10,000 head of cattle at £7 
per head ?-Yes. 

2439. And subsequently you were reinstructed 
to report on the country as well, and the 
whole of the herd ?-Yes. 

2440. And as <L result of your inspection you 
eame to the conclusion that there were 
10,000 head of cattle there, worth £7 a 
head ?-Yes. 
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.l:fr. Macgregor: Is that correct? I 
don't think he ever had anything to do 
with"the herd as a hPrd, had he? 

jlfr. .llacrossan: Oh! ves, the first 
thing. There was no firm offer at all 
until lOth Aug-ust; they were a'king for 
it. but they did not g>Jt it. 

JJ:fr. JJ:facgregor: Ask him. 
2441. JJy J[r. Jiacrossan: Mr. Ferrv, what 

was thP first suggestion that you 'w,,re to 
inspect ?-I went up to inspect the 10,000 
cattle. 

The Uomm.ission. r: Mr. Macgregor, do 
you want to ask anything further on 
that? He said his fir•,t instructions were 
to inspect 10,000 head of cattle? 

2442. By J[,•. '!fac{!regm·: Your memory is 
clear on that, Mr. Ferry?-Y<·s. 

2443. You did not go up to inspcd the place 
as a going concern first '!-Xo; I only 
received word at Townsville to inspect 
the rJlnce as a g·oing concern; they wired 
me afterwards. 

2444. That was before you had been on the 
place ?-Yes. 

2445. And therefore you never actually went 
to the place to inspect the cattle merely? 
-No. 

2446. Before you actually got on the place 
you got your instructions to inspect it 
as a going concern ?-Yes. 

2447. By J.l.:fr. J.l.:facrossan: And when did you 
first know of the offer as a going con
cern, Mr. Ferry ?-Towards the end of 
August, when I arrived at Townsville. 

Mr. Macgregor: The end of July, he 
means. 

Witness: Yes, the end of July. 
2448. By J.l.:fr. J.l.:facrossan: And when did you 

first know there was an offer of the place 
as a going concern at any particular 
price. Where did you get your first 
information from ?-At Wando Vale. 

2449. Whom from ?-Mr. Bowman. 
2450. You gave us that; that was on 17th 

August?-Yes. 
[The witncHs then retired.] 

The Commissioner: Well, now there is 
no other witness available? 

ll£r. Feez: No. 
The Commissioner: I have issued 

subpcenas for Mr. Suter and Mr. Cox. 
They cannot get down before Thursday 
morning, I understand. 

J.l.:fr. Macgregor: Mr. O'Hagan showed 
me a telegram, but I had not time to 
grasp it. I understood that they would be 
down on ·Wednesday. 

The Commissioner: There was a sub
sequent telegram which stated that they 
could not get down until Thursday. I 
propose to adjourn until Thursday at 
10.30. The evidence, I take it, will be 
concluded then, will it? · 

J.l.:fr. Feez: I think so, unless something 
crops up. 

The Commissioner: Will vou be able 
to go on with your addresses after the 
conclusion of the evidence? I have to 
get the report in as soon as possible. 

Coum;!"l intin:nted that they would pro
ceed With then· addresses immediately 
after the conclusion of the evidence 

TJ_te Commissioner: Very well; adj~urn 
until 10.30 a.m. on Thursday. 

[The Commission adjourned at 11.15 a.m. 
to 10.30 a.m. on 'I'hursday 11th October 
Wl~ I ' 

(LAND COURT, BRISBANE.) 

THURSDAY, 11 OCTOBER, 1917. 

EIGHTH DAY. 

The Commissioner: Have you got your 
witnesses, lYir. Macgregor? 

J[r. J1Iacgregor: Yes, Your Honour. 

Jir. Feez: Before these witnesses are called, 
Your Honour, it has been suggested and I 
put it before you, that Mr. Morgan should be 
called at a witness, that is Mr. Godfrey Mor
gan, the member for Mm·illa. Mr. Morgan 
was present when this conversation between 
::0.1r. Vowles and Mr. Pym took place, and 
I think we should have Mr. Morgan's version 
of what took place. 

The Comm.i.•sioner: Why? I don't think 
there is any dispute about the conversation. 

J:fr. Fee,,: There is a good deal of dis-
crepancy. 

The Commissioner: I don't think there 
is very much discrepancy. 

J.Ir. Feez: I think there is a very serious 
one. and I will point that out when I come 
to the addresses. However, it is a matter 
for Your Honour to decide, whether he as a 
witness should be called or not. Mr. Morgan 
made a speech in the .House. in which he 
alleged that the station could have been sold 
for £5,000 leFs than the Government pai'd for 
it. 

The Com1nissioner: That is the thing that 
Mr. Vowles wanted to correct. 

Mr. Fe.ez: Mr. Vowles says that is why he 
made his speech. This is what Mr. Morgan 
said in connection with the purchase of 
Wando Vale:-" I wish to refer to the pur
chase of the Wando Vale Station. In con
nection with that purchase we know that that 
very station was listed by the auctioneers in 
that district at £5,000 less than the Govern
ment paid for it. I want the Treasurer to 
reply to that. and to tell us why the Go
vernment paid £5,000 more for that station 
than this firm of auctioneers asked for it." 
Mr. H. L. Hartley: You missed a jolly good 
deal when you did not buy it. Mr. Morgan : 
"That is not the point. The point is that 
an auctioneer living in that locality had the 
station listed for a certain price, but the Go
vernment came along and paid £5,000 more 
than the auctioneer was prepared to sell it for 
to any private individual." What I sug
gest is that Mr. Morgan must have been 
referring to Gannan when he made that 
Ftatement. and we ought to have it. from Mr. 
Morgan. 

Thr Commissionr-r: He was probably re
fr·rring to the rumoure circulated by some
one else. Mr. Vowles said he was. 

Jl£1·. Fe": He could not have bE'en doing 
that, since he said: "That is not the point. 
It is listed by an auctioneer for £5,000 less 
than the Government paid for it." 

The Commissioner: I do not think it is 
necessary to call :Mr. Morgan, Mr. Feez. 

Jlr. Ji'uo: He then goes on:-" I infer 
that there ought to be a proper inquiry 
into it. I know that the typewritten list of 
properties for sale, which I obtained, shows 
in round figures that that property could 
have been purchased at £5,000 less than the 
Government actually paid for it." 
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'!'he Commissioner: Do you think there is 
., possibility that Mr. Morgan might contr<t· 
diet Mr. Vowles and Mr. Pym? 

Mr. Feez: I think he must. He says " a 
typewriten list of properties." 

Mr. Jiacgrcgor: It is not an inquiry into 
what Mr. Morgan said. 

;)fr. Fct·z: No, it is an inquiry into the 
truth of the statement made by Mr. Vowles. 
That is one of the matters into which Your 
Honour has been asked to inquire, as to 
whether the price paid bv the Government 
was a reasonable price. " 

TL; C•lill mi&sion,r: I do not think the con
versation with :Mr. Morgan would have :my 
bearing on that. 

Jir. Fecz: It is suggested first of all that 
it could have been bought for £45,000, then 
£65,000, aud next £77,000. 

'!'he G!ommissioner: \Vhat bearing has Mr. 
)'!organ on this? It has no connection with 
the £65,000. 

Jir. Feez: He sa vs he obtained a list-" I 
know that the typewritten list of propere:e~ 
for sale, which I obtained, shows in round 
figures that that property could have been 
purchased at £5,000 l•.•;s th<lll the Uovern
ment actually paid for it." 

7'he Co,;;missioner: That is not :Ylr. Pym's 
conversation. 

Mr. Feez: No, not exactly, though it has 
a very important bearing on that. Nlr. Mor
gan says he had a typewritten list which 
would show that the property could have 
been purchased for £5,000 less than this Go
vernment paid for it. I am here to get out 
everything po>;sible that can be brought out 
in connection with this transaction; if there 
was a list showing that the property could 
have been purchased for £5,000 less than the 
Government paid for it, I think it should be 
before the court. 

The Cornrni.•sioner: I do not think we can 
follow everything 'aid by everybody. We 
would be here indefinitely. 

.ilr. J!'eez: It is a statement made by a 
re'lt'onsible member of the House, and has 
gone forth to the public, and if it is not 
correct, I think Mr. Morgan should be given 
<>n opportunity to withdraw it. 

1'he Cornmis.•ioner: This is not the place 
fm Mr. Morgan to withdraw. 

Mr. Fee$: It is the place to find out if 
there is any truth in the statement, otherwise 
the statement must be considered as so much 
tittle-tattle. 

'I' he Commissioner: I do no think it is 
11ccessary. Do you want Mr. :M01·gan called, 
:VIr. Macgregor? 

.1lr. Macgregor: No, Your Honour. It is 
an extension of the inquiry that is not 
required. 

1'hf Commissioner: That is so. As to your 
witnesses, i\1r. Macgregor? 

Jir. Macgregor: I am told that they are 
here. 

The (}ommis~ioncr: Mr. Suter is here. 
J1r. Macgregor: I will call Mr. Suter. 

JAMES VERNOX SUTER, on being called, said: 
Before I give m·idence I would like to 

know what foes arc coming to n1e. I got 
a notice from Mr. O'Hagan to say that I 
would get Supreme Court fees; that is only 
£1 1s. a day; that will not pay us for 
coming down here. That is an absurd price 
to pay business men. 

The Commissioner: \Ve cannot revise the 
•calo, Mr. Suter. 

Mr. Suter: I think you may have the 
power to give us a decent fee for coming 
here. 

The Commissioner: Mr. O'Hagan informs 
me that the regulation dealing with fees 
applies the Supreme Court scale. 

1lir. Suter: Then I have to give evidence 
at £1 ls. a day? 

The Commissioner: I will not decide that 
question just now. You are here, however, 
and will have to give your evidence. 

JAMES VERNON SUTER, sworn and examined: 
2451. By Mr. JJiacgregor: What are you?

I am a stock and stn,tion agent. 
2452. You are a member of the firm of J. 

V. Suter and Co. ?-I am-sole pro
prietor. 

2453. How long have you been carrying on 
business at Hughenden ?-I commenced 
in August, 1886-thirty-one years ago. 

2454. Do you know Mr. P. T. Gannan ?-I do. 
2455. How long have you known him ?-Since 

he started business in Hughenden. 
2456. Was that after you, or before you?

Long after me. I sho~ld say th!l-t Mr. 
Gannan has been in busmess for eighteen 
or twenty years. · 

2457. When did you leave Hughenden to 
come down here-was it !as~ Wednesday 
or Thursday ?-I left on Sunday night. 

2458. How was Mr. Gannan when yo_u left? 
-I haYe not seen Mr. Gannan s1nce he 
took seriously ill and went to the hos· 
p~aL · 

2459. You have not seen him in the hospital? 
-No. 

2460. What was the condition of his health_? 
-I ho.ve heard from his doctor that he IS 
absolutely off his head. 

2461. And was so on Sunday night last when 
you left ?-Oh, I do not know that. 

2462. By the Comrnissioner: You J:_teard from 
his doctor?-Yes. He IS off his head. 

2463. By l'ir. Jiacgregor: Do you know J. 
H. S. Barnes?-Yes. 

2464. Do you know Wan~o Vale Station ?-I 
have never been on It. 

2465. You know that Mr. Bar:l8s once owned 
it ?-Mrs. Barnes owned It. 

2466. Was Wan do Vale ever. placed in your 
hands for sale ?-I had It for sale, yes, 
it was placed in my hands for sale. 

2467. \Yhen ?-I am not prepared to ~ay 
when. I have wired t;> Mr. J?arnes him
self and others that It was 111 June or 
July, 1916. But, on going fur~he': into 
the matter I find that it was earlier, I 
believe it Zvas in February or M.arch-I 
will tell you why. One of my clients to 
whom I offered it, a Mr. Peel, states I 
offered it t{) him in May. 

2468. What time ?-In May, 1916, at £65,000, 
with 10 000 head of cattle. 

2469. By tAe Commissioner: So~eone told 
you ?-Mr. Peel, one of my ohents. He 
didn't tell me; he told my clerk, who 
wired me since I left. 

2470. 7'he Commissioner: You have got a. 
wire from your clerk, telling you soma.
thing?-Yes. 
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2471. By Mr. Macgregor: Have you got 
that wir0 ?-I have. 

2472. By the Commissioner: You produee 
that wire?-Yes. 

Mr. Macgregor: I tender that wire, 
Your Honour. 

[Telegram admitted and marked Exhibit 73 
and read.] 

Telegram signed by Livingstone. 
2473. Bp Mr. Macgregor: Livingstone is your 

clerk?-YeB. 
2474. That means, of course, that you left 

Hughendcn on Sunday night. and you 
were still under the belief that it was in 
June or July, 1916, that you got in· 
structions from Mr. Barnes ?-I had my 
doubts about it, therefore when I found 
out that I was subpcenaed to give evi
dence here I went into the thing pro
perly, and I tried to find out about the 
time we offered it. I asked my clerk to 
see-to find out from Mr. Peel and Mr. 
Reid. I do not know that I said Mr. 
Peel, but I said he was a likely man to 
offer it to. Apparently Mr. Peel came 
to Hughenden and my clerk saw him, 
and that telegram is the result. 

2475. Bp the Commissioner: You got your 
clerk to make inquiries?-Yes. 

2476. By Mr. Macgregor: Do you remember 
Mr. Peel now?-Yes, I know him. 

2477. Do you remember it yet ?-No. 
2478. You don't know whether Mr. Peel 

turned it down ?-He did not take it, so 
I presume he turned it down. 

2479. By the Commissioner: You do not re
member making this offer personally?
I do not. 

2480. By Mr. Macgregor: Who gave you in
structions to sell or offer Wan do V ale 
at £65,000 ?-I am only quoting from 
memory. I have no documents to prove 
it, but I believe Mr. Barnes gave it to 
me personally. 

2481. B11 tbe Commissioner: You believe 
that?-Yes. 

2482. By Jfr. Jiacgregor: Were these in
structions ever revoked by Mr. Barnee 
or anyone else?-Yes, I think in July, 
1916. Barnes, I think, told me it was 
under offer, but he did not revoke it. 
He did not pull it out of my hands. He 
told me it was under offer through the 
Pastoral Estates Company. 

2483. To the Government ?-He did not say. 
2484. Did he say at what figure?-No. 
2485. He did not withdraw his instructions 

to you to se.Jl for £65,000 ?-No, of 
course I knew I could not offer when it 
was under offer by someone else. All 
these places are offered subject to the 
owner's confirmation. 

2486. By the Commis.~ioner: You mean that 
if a property is put into your hands for 
sale, or for offer, you cannot sell with· 
out the owner's sanction ?-No. We have 
always to refer it to the owner, as another 
agent may have ~old it. 

2487. By Mr. Macgregor: In connection with 
Mr. Peel, you say you have no memory, 
what is your idea? Would Mr. Peel 
make inquiries, or would you make a 
direct offer to him ?-I wiii tell you what 
we do : When we get a place like that, 
when Mr. Barnes was in Hughenden, I 

believe in February or March, I went and 
saw him, or rather my clerk went and 
saw him and came back and told me. 

2488. By the Commissioner: You are telling 
m:e something that your clerk said ?-He 
told me that Barnes would sell for 
£65,000, and guarantee 10,000 or m'ore 
cattle. I think it was 10,000 head. He 
would naturally, but I wiii not swear that 
he did it, make out a short price list 
and send it around to the clients, but 
anyone who came into the office I would 
offer it to myself direct. 

2489. By }.:fr. Macgregor: If he said he would 
buy, you would refer it to Mr. Barnes? 
-I would ask for the offer. 

2490. By the Commissioner: You would give 
him what you call a firm offer?-No, I 
would not give unless I referred it to 
Barnes. I would ask Mr. Bar:r;tes for a 
firm offer. 

2491. By the Commissioner: During the time 
allowed in the offer he would inspect?
Yes. 

2492. By Mr. Macgregor: When did you first 
hear what had happened to the offer 
through the Pastoral Estates Company? 
-I don't know when I heard. 

2493. You said you heard from Mr. Barnes 
that it was offered through the Pastoral 
Estates Company; when did you hear the 
result of that offer ?-I cannot say. I 
knew it was sold for £82,000. 

2494. By tbe Commissioner: You heard that 
afteorwards ?-Yes. 

2495. By Mr. 21;[acgregor: Do you know Mr. 
Connor-the buyer for Mr. Naughton ?
Yes. 

2496. He says that on one occj;tsion he went 
to your office, that Mr. Barnes was just 
h•aving, and you said, " That is Barnes: 
he has sold Wando Vale for £80,000" 
-do you remember that?-It m'ay have 
happen<'d, but I do not remember it. 

2497. You don't remember that you told him 
how you came to know how Wan do V ale 
was sold to the Government for £82,000? 
-No. I have an idea that Mr. Barnes 
told me himself. 

2498. Have you any idea when ?-No, I have 
not. 

2499. It has not remained in your memory 
at all. It would be a rather remarkable 
thing if Mr. Barnes came and told you 
that he had sold for £82,000 when you 
had it in your hands a month or two 
before for £65,000. You would say some
thing about that, would you not ?-No. 
I knew it was under offer, and when he 
told m·e that it was sold I have no doubt 
that I would ask him at what price. 

2500. If you heard that it was £17,000 in 
advance of the figure at which you had 
it, you would make some remark on that, 
would you not ?-I probably would, if it 
was under the same conditions. I would 
probably say it was sold well. 

2501. What, at £82,000?-Yes. 
2502. That means exceedingly well sold?--
2503. By the Commissioner: You see, Mr. 

Macgregor, he does not recollect all that. 
2504. JJy Mr. ,tlacgregor: Do you remembe>r 

writing a letter to Mr. McGugan on the 
subject (Exhibit 67) ?-(Witness looks at 
Exh-ibit 67.) 

2505. That is addressed to Mr. McGuge.n ?
Y.es. 
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2506. And is dated June, this year ?-Yes. 
2507. In that you say, with regard to W ando 

V ale, all records w<>re destroved when 
the station was sold to the Government. 
How did you come to write that letter 
first of all, do you know?-Yes. 

2508. Jun~, ~his year?-Some time previous 
to this-It would be shortly previous to 
this-Mr. McGugan was iu Hughenden, 
and in the course of a conversation with 
me he said, "You had '¥ando Vale for 
sale." I said, "Yes." He said. "What 
price," and I told him £65,000, with 
10,000 head of cattle. Some time after 
this I got a wire from Mr. McGugan. 
I think it was from Townsville. I have 
not got the wire with me--as a matter of 
fact I never looked for it. 

2509. Do you remember the contents?-Yes. 
I had a wire from Mr. McGugan, asking 
me if I would write to him to the care of 
Dalgety's, at 'fownsville-I think that 
was the address-what I had told him 
with regard to W ando V ale and this is 
the outcome of it. ' 

2510. This letter is addressed to Dalgety's ?
yes. Before this letter was penned I 
confirmed the fact with my clerk that 
that was the price at which we held it. 

2511. You say it is true to-day?-Yes. 
2512. You had it at the verv time that it 

was being offered through the Pastoral 
Estates Comp~~ny to the Government?
I had it up to the time that Mr. Barnes 
told me that it W•as under offer through 
the Pastoral Estates Company. 

2513. You say "We never offered it under 
this price" ?-We never did. 

2514. What about Mr. Peel ?-Yes I am not 
putting it quite accurate. That would, 
of cc.mrse, refer to a reasonable period 
prevwusly. I had the place in 1910, 
1911, 1912 for sale from another agent
from Brodie and Co. 

2515. That was a much lower figure ?-I 
think the 1912 was 16,000 or 17,000 head 
of cattle for £45,000. 

2516. That is from memorv ?-I have the 
particulars. · 

2517. I think Mr. Barnes said it was £42 000 
that was in 1912 or 1913 ?-It was £42,oo6 
in 1911. 

2518. And £45,000 in 1912?-Yes. 
2519. And this £65,000 figure. when was that 

given to you ?-I think it was February 
or March, one month when Mr. Barnes 
passed through. • 

2520. Yo.u no~icc in that letter you say, " I 
consider It was a good sale when the 
terms, · &c., are taken into considera
tion" ?-Yes. 

2521. Why did you put those words there
'~ere you asked to put that in ?-I be
lieve Mr. MoGugan said it was rumoured 
about Brisbane that I had this place on 
offer for £40,000-I am speaking from 
memory-it was rumoured in Brisbane 
that I was offering this place just before 
it was sold at £65,000. I said tbat was 
a lie. I said I considered it was a good 
deal. I considered it was a good deal 
for the Government. 

2522. By the Commi-ssioner: A good deal for 
the Government?-Yes, on the terms that 
I hear. If I am correct about the terms 
that Mr. Barnes got, it was a good deal 
for the Government. 

2523. By Mr. Macgregor: You are ~aying 
that on what you know since?-Yes, I 
didn't know the terms, but I knew them 
before .I wrote this IE•tter. 

2524. Anybody who walked out with a lot of 
notes in his pocket and bought cattle 
stations at that time could not go wrong? 
-That is so. 

2525. Can you tell us what your idea was in 
August, 1916 ?-When I heard of the 
sale? 

2526. Did von think th<lt £82,000 was a good 
deal for the Government ?-No. I did not 
because I thought the:v were paying cash, 
afterwards I found that they were not. 
£82,000 in cash is a, very different thing 
from £82,000 on terms. I said £82,000 
was not such a great [ll'ice, on aceount of 
the terms; as I 'understood then that Mr. 
Barneq had received very little cash, and 
the rest in calabashes, coupons--

]lfr .• Wacgregor: Debentures. 
The Commissioner: You have no high 

opinion of Government stock then? 
(Laughter.) 

2527. By Mr. Ma.C(/T'egor: Did you ever hear 
that the price was £85,000 ?-Never. 

2528. You never heard anything about 
£85,000 ?-Never. 

2529. You don't know that Mr. Barnes's price 
was £85,000 ?-No, I have seen it in the 
papers since. I have seen it recently, 
that he could have got £85,000 if he hoo 
stuck out. 

2530. Cross-examined by Mr. Feez: You 
say you consider that the Government 
made a good deal on the terms on 
which it ·was bought ?-Yes. 

2531. That was with 10,000 head of cattle on 
the place ?-Well, I said that when I 
wrote this letter. I say it now because 
I know they got nearly 12,000 head of 
oattle. 

2532. Ten thousand head of cattle, it was on 
these terms?-Yes, it would be 10,000 
or .more cattle, you see it was walk-in· 
walk-out. 

2533. When you speak of that being a good 
deal for the Government you thought the 
guarantee was 10,000 head of cattle ?-I 
knew it. I knew also that they got 
nearly 12,000, or 12,000 head. 

2534. When did you know that ?-From Mr. 
McGugan. 

2535. You understood when you learned that 
the Government had bought it with 10,000 
head of cattle for £82,000, on these 
particular terms that it was a good deal • 
-Yes, but I knew at the same time that 
they got n;JOre cattle. 

2536. The vendor simply does not guarantee 
any number, except 10,000 head. He 
does not guarantee .any more, it is walk
in-walk-out ?-That is so. 

2537. If there are more, then it is a better 
deal for the purchaser?-Yes. 

2538. When you considered it was a good 
deal, you were considering it on the 
basis of 10,000 head of cattle in August. 
1916, when thev thought that they only 
bought 10,000 'head ?-In August, 1916. 
I did not know at what price they had 
it under offer. 

2539. You said that Barnes told you he had 
sold ?-Yes, he had sold. 
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2540. He had sold with 10,000 head. You 
thought then that it was a good deal 
for thE' Government ?-I did. 

2541. With 10,000 head of cattle ?-On the 
terms, yes. 

2542. If it turned out that there were nearer 
13,000 hE>ad of cattle it would be a better 
deal ?-It is a fine deal because the prices 
have been increasing all along. 

2543. In August, 1916, you thought it was a 
good deal on these terms; if it turns out 
that there are nearlv 13,000 head it is 
a much better deaf?-Yes, I am not 
going to say, because that I did not know 
that there were 13,000 head of cattle nn 
it when I said that. 

2544. Mr. Barnes told you that he sold it?
Yes. 

2545. That must have been before anyone 
knew the number ?-That is so. 

2546. Was that the time that vou came to 
the conclusion that it was 'a good deal 
on these terms ?-I do not know that I 
expressed that opinion then. 

2547. Your idea was that it was all right 
if they sold 10,000 head ; if the purchaser 
got 12,000 head or more, it was a still 
better deal ?-Yes. 

2548. As a matter of fact, the prices of 
cattle and stations have ma,de a big rise 
between February and March, 1916, and 
July and August, 1916?-They have been 
rising all the time. 

2549. Mr. Barnes has no recollection, he says, 
of having placed this station in yc.ur 
hands for sale. Can you tell us how he 
did it, can you remember ?-No, that is 
why I said I was not going to swear to 
it. I cannot remember the time or place. 
and I do not swear to anything that I 
am not absolutely sure of. 

2550. At all events there was nothing in 
writing ?-No, nothing written. 

2551. It must have been some conversation. 
I suppose, perhaps over a nip ?-Probablv 
it was at the dub. I know I was there 
with him. 

2552. By the Commissioner: There was no 
writing ?-No, not the least. We often 
take a place like that. 

2553. By Mr. Feez: I suppose when having 
a chat, Mr. Barnes might say, "If you 
can get an offer of £65,000 "?-He said 
he would take £65,000 and guarantee 
10.000 head of cattle. That is a common 
thing with a man like Mr. Barnes; I 
never ask for writing right away. I ask 
for writing when I get the offer. 

2554. You did not consider that that gave 
you the right to sell ?-No. I considered 
it gave me the right to ask for a firm 
offer. 

2554A. If anyone came along and made an 
offer ?-There is no one who would give 
an offer without inspection. 

2555. Supposing someone offered to inspect at 
that price you would submit it to Mr. 
Barnes ?-Naturally, that is the practice. 

2556. That is the practice with stock agents? 
-That is right. 

2557. You said you got it in 1912 ?-I do not 
know whether that refers to 1910 or 
1911. 

2558. It was from Brodie and Company?
Yes. 

2559. All of the three 1910. 1911, 1912, were 
from Brodie and Company?-Yes. 

2560. Is that also the custom of agents if one 
firm gets an offer, or gets a place put in 
their hands, they send it around to other 
agents ?-That is so. We send it around 
if we have a buver. I do not think it was 
done in this case. I think Mr. Barnes 
told me he did not want the place 
hawked. In that case we can only offer 
to tho.'e who we know are practical 
buyers. 

2561. That is a common practice with stock 
and station agents?-Yes. 

2562. For instance, Dalgety's get a place in 
their hands in your district ; they might 
send to you and ask you to see if you 
could get someone to inspect at this 
price, or do you exchange lists ?-We 
would send to other agents whom we 
usually do business with ; we would send 
direct to them. 

2563. If you had it you would send to other 
agents ?-Yes. 

2564. That is the way it would come to you 
from Brodie ?--Yes. Brodie and Com
pany at that time were probably the sole 
agents for it. 

2565. As a matter of fact, so far as the plac
ing of this place in your hands at 
£65,000, you have the dimmest of recol
lections. Anything that you remember 
now was recalled to your mind by your 
clerk ?-It was not at the time-the first 
instance when I wrote to McGugan. I 
do not make rash statements like that 
1<nless I have something to go on. I 
would have something to go on before I 
would offer it to a client like Mr. Peel. 

2566. You don't remember having offered it 
to Mr. Peel ?-No, I may not have offered 
it personally, but Mr. Peel sa.ys he de
clined. 

2567. Your recollection is perfectly dim about 
the whole thing. You do not recolle~t 
whether :Mr. Barnes saw you ?-That IS 
quite natural. My memory is not good. 

2568. I am not suggesting that it is. Some 
points have been made about the fact 
that you and Mr. Barnes are in difference 
about this : Mr. Barnes has no recollec
tion whatever of having put it in your 
hands at £65,000 at any time, but if you 
say that it was in your hands Mr. Barnes 
says he will not contradict you ?-Of 
course he will not. 

2569. He has no recollection of having done 
so?--

• 2570. Your recollection is very dim about it? 
-I am not exaptly a fool. I will not 
say--

2571. By the Commissioner: It is not a q_ue~
tion of you being a fool, Mr. Suter, It IS 
a question of your recollection.. Mr. 
Barnes says he has no recollectiOn of 
offering it to you. You say your recollec
tion is dim about Mr. Barnes's offer ?-I 
got it from someone. 

2572. By J[r, Feez: After you discussed the 
matter first you thought it was in June 
or if uly, 1916 ?-Yes. 

2573. You found that could not be so ?-It 
is onlv on reference to Mr. Peel that I 
can te'll you. 

2574. Well your clerk sent a wire to say tha.t 
Mr. P~el said so; that Mr. Peel had it 
on offer for £65,000 in May, 1916. It 
must have been some time before you 
had it ?-Yes. 
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2575. Well, it might have been early in 
February, or in March ?-It would not 
be as early as that. I am suggesting that 
it was in 1916. 

2576. It is evidently some conversation that 
you had with Mr. Barnes casually, and 
your recollection of what took place is 
perfectly dim ?-Mr. Barnes could not say 
so himself if he recollected when he was 
in Hughenden. 

2577. Mr. Barnes does not remember when he 
was in Hughenden, I suppose. I suppose 
Mr. Barnes was in Hughenden on more 
than one occasion ?-He was there a good 
many times early in 1916. 

2578. I suppose in 1915 also ?-I do not know 
that. I am under the impression that it 
was in February or March, 1916 that I 
had it. ' 

2579. Before you came down, before you got 
this information from Mr. Peei, your 
impression was that it was as late as 
June or July?-No, sir, I would swear to 
that. 

2580. Do you rem0mber sending a wire, too? 
-I wired to Mr. Barnes. 

2581. And to Mr. Vowles ?-Yes, I thought , 
that was Mr. Fowles. or he would never 
have got that wire. I thought it was the 
Under Secretary. 

"lir. Macgregor: As a matter of fact, 
it is addressed to Mr. Fowles, Parlia
ment House, Brisbane. 

2582. By Mr. Fecz: You wired that Mr. 
Barnes gave you Wando Vale in June or 
July, 1916, with 10,000 head of cattle?
Yes. 

2583. You sent this yourself-it is signed 
Suter ?-I did. 

2584. Even at that time your memory was 
indistinct. You thought it was June or 
July, 1916?-Yes, but when I was sub
pcenaed and knew that I was to come 
down, I had to go very particularly into 
the matter. 

2585. I suppose, before you sent this tele
gram, you discussed it with your clerk? 
-Ko, I discussed it with my clerk before 
I sent the wire to Mr. Barnes. 

2586. You and your clerk thought it was June 
or July, 1916?-Yes. 

2587. Both you and your clerk had a very 
dim recollection of the date-both of you 
must have had a very dim recollection of 
the date?--

2588. By the Commissioner: This witness, 
Mr. Feez, told you that he had no 
recollection at all when it was put into 
his hands. He concludes that it was put 
into his hands from the information given 
by his clerk. 

2589. By Mr. Feez: I suppose you have 
hundreds of these passing through your 
hands ?-I will not say hundreds; we have 
some. 

2590. You say expressly that you forgot all 
about it; you thought that you did not 
have the particulars even ?-Neither we 
have. 

2591. You have particulars there ?-We have 
no writMn particulars. All the written 
particulars that we had were destroyed 
when it was sold to the Government. We 
never thought it would be offered again. 

2592. What are you looking at there ?-I 
am only looking at the letter to Mr. 
McGugan. 

2593. You have particulars about 1910, 1911, 
and 1912?-Yes, I did not know that; 
these were in an old book. I remembered 
that we had the place, but I did not know 
that we had these old particulars. I 
knew that 1916 had gone because we 
tried to find them. 

2594. You have no recollection of having 
destroyed any particulars ?-No, I do 
not think I destroyed them either. I 
think the clerk would do that. 

2595. Your clerk would know?-Yes, when 
I told him that Mr. Barnes had sold he 
would dot it down. He would probably 
write memos. From what I can remem
ber we never had the offer to give to other 
agents. We only had it to give to clients. 
W c would simply send them a memo. 
saying that we could sell \Vando Vale for 
£65,000, guaranteeing 10,000 cattle, and 
ask them if this was any use to them. 
\Ye could give them the offer perhaps. 

2596. Supposing that a client came to you, 
and said he wanted to get particulars
to get offers of stations on certain pa.rti
cular''· surely you would enter that, in' 
some hook ?-No, we have not so many 
buyers that we could not remember who 
would want a station of that size. 

2597. Do you mean to say that you would 
not get the particulars ?-I would 
naturally conclude that, having the for
mer particulars of it, we could get the 
lease and other particulars of the pro
pertv. If you are, if you want to make 
out 'that why I did not ask Mr. Barnes 
for the particulars--

2598. I am suggesting that a business. man 
would make some record of authonty ?
There is no doubt that we did. 

2W9. What would you make them in ?-We 
would make them out. I don't think I 
ever made out full particulars of \Vando 
Vale. 

2600. So far as ~·ou did where did you make 
them ?-He would type them out imme
diately and send the memo. to buyers 
whom he knew. 

2601. By the Commissioner: Would you ma.ke 
them in books ?-No, we have got so 
many of these things. 

2602. I thought you had the particulars in a 
book?-We used to paste them in a 
book. 

2603. You did not do it in 1916 ? -It would 
have been if an ordinary individual 
bought, but when the Government bought 
we thought they had bought for good and 
it would be no good keeping them. 

2604. Although you destroyed the 1916 
records you kept the records for 1912 ?
Yes, Your Honour, it looks bad. 

2605. You said you would not have destroyed 
any?-I might not myself. My clerk 
might have. They are not in my office. 

2606. By llfr. Fer$: I am suggesting to you 
that they were never in your office. I 
am not suggesting that you are not 
speaking the truth. I am suggesting that 
it, was something in the nature of a casual 
conversation, and it was not of sufficient 
importance for you to make a, record of 
it ?-It was of sufficient importance for 
us to ask clients for offers. It was no 
good to them at £65,000. 

2607. Unfortunately ,v.e cannot arrive at, when 
that was ?-It was in 1916. 
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2608. You are sure that it was in 1916 some 
time ?-I am sure of it. 

2609. Wha.t rise do you think there was 
between-what percentage of rise between 
the beginning of 1916 a.nd July, 1916 ?
That is a very hard thing to say. It was 
considerable. 

2610. Cattle were going up by leaps and 
bounds ,all that time?-Yes, and station 
property, too. 

2611. You said that yo\.1 knew Connor?
Yes. 

2612. Do vou ever remember having had a 
convm:sation with him about Wando 
Vale?-Nothing except what I saw in 
the papers. 

2613. Do you remember having a conversation 
with him about Wando Vale?-No, sir. 

2614. Do you remember having told him that 
there were 10,000 hea-d of cattle on Wando 
Vale?-I might have. I don't.remember. 

2615. He gave a. conversation that he said 
he had with you ?-It may be Na.ughton; 
we have done business with Naughton. 
We may have given Mr. Naughton par· 
ticulars. 

2616. He says that it was after the sale?
Well, I don't remember. 

2617. After W ando V ale was sold he says 
he had a conversation with you ?-I don't 
remember. He possibly may have. 

2618. He said you told him there were 10,000 
head of cattle on it. At first he said he 
had no idea who told him, then he 
said he had an idea, and then he said 
it was you. You told him that Mr. 
Barnes had just sold Wando Vale with 
10,000 cattle, and the price was in the 
neighbourhood of £82,000 ?-That is pos
sible, it may have happened. I don't 
remember it. 

2619. Can you remember what reason there 
could have been for that ?-Well, at one 
time it was pretty current conversation 
that Mr. Barnes had sold Wando Vale. 

2620. He says that 111'. Barnes was in your 
office at the time; that he just walked 
out ?-That would be in July, I believe. 

2621. That would be before it was sold. You 
see it was not sold before the end of 
August ?-I don't think that Mr. Barnes 
was ever in my office after July. 

2622. That is what Connor says. He says a 
man was going out of your office, and 
you caid, "That is Barnes," or "That 
is the man who has just sold Wando 
Vale"?-Well, he has it to himself; I 
don't remember it. 

2623. You don't think that Mr. Barnes was 
ever in your office ?-I don't think he 
was in the office since some time in 
July, when he went back from Lynd
hurst. 

2624. Have you any idea as to what was the 
rise in the value of cattle and cattle 
stations between 1912 and 1916 ?-There 
was no comparison. 

2625. Did they practically double between 
1912 and 1916 ?-They might not have 
doubled. Stations sold about that time 
at from £3 to £3 10s. I cannot name 
them now ; they have gone up. You 
can get at that if you take Wando Vale 
itself. 

2626. There is another proposition that 
Connor s-aid was put under offer in 1916 
for £70,000. He did not name the pro· 
perty ?-That is quite possible. 

2627. That would show a rise of about 300 
per cent. ?-I don't know about any 
300 per cent. 

2628. By the Commissioner: Between 1912 and 
1916 cattle doubled in value ?-Yes. 

2629. By Mr. Feez: Do you know Mr. 
Barnes's other property up there-Lynd· 
hurst ?-I have never been on it. 

2630. You know that it is in existenoe, and 
that Lyndhurst belongs to Mr. Barnes ?
I know that Lyndhurst belongs to Mr. 
Barnes. 

2631. Was Lyndhurst ever in your hands for 
sale?-Yes. 

2632. When was it in your hands, do you 
remember ?-In July, 1916. 

2633. Don't you think that is how you got 
the impression about Wando Vale being 
in your hands in 1916, that it was really 
Lyndhurst? -No, sir. 

2634. Have vou kept Lyndhurst ?-I have 
written to Mr. Barnes. That was in 
July, 1916, I believe. 

2635. You kept the records, I suppose?
Yes. 

2636. If he was putting one property in your 
• hands in writing it is hardly likely that 

he would not put the other one in writing 
also, is it. Give you written particulars 
at the same time ?-He did not do it at 
the same time. I say it was previous 
to that. 

2637. I am putting it to you, your idea that 
you had Wan do V ale in June or July
in your hands in June or July-was from 
the fact that you had Lyndhurst ?-No, I 
know that I ha,d W ando V ale before I 
had Lyndhurst. 

2638. Yes; but I am speaking of June and 
July, 1916. That is the only way in 
which I can explain, to my own idea, 
how you mentioned June or July, when 
it clearly was not June or July ?-All I 
can say is, I know it was before I had 
Lyndhurst; and I had Lyndhurst in 
June or July. 

2639. Have you got the particulaffi of Lynd
hurst here now ?-Yes. 

2640. What is the date of it ?-26th June, 
1916. 

2641. Now, Mr. Suter, do you know Mr. 
McGugan ?-I do, sir; I have known him 
for years. 

2642. How long have you known him ?-Oh, 
a good number. of years. 

2643. Is he a man of experience ?-Oh, I 
don't know exactly; but he has been a 
long time in the business. 

2644. You, as a stock and station agent, 
would you look upon him as a good 
man ?-A very good man. 

2645. I suppose from what you know, of 
your own dealings with W ando V ale, 
you can say you don't believe it could 
have been in anyone's hands for sale in 
1916, at £45,000, shortly prior to the 
sale ?-I know that if there was any cut 
in price, Mr. Barnes would have given 
it to me. 

2646. You could no'!; believe, from what you 
know, that it was in anybod:r's hands at 
£45,000 ?-No; it is absurd. 

2647. Did you know, Mr. Suter, that Mr. 
Bames had refused an offer of £55,000 
in 1913 ?-No, I knew nothing about that. 

2648. You did not consider it was in your 
hands at that time ?-No. 
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2649. Re-examined by Mr. ll!lacgregor: You 
have no doubt whatever that Mr. Barnes 
did put W ando V ale in your hands dur
ing 1916, at £65,000?-No; although I 
cannot remember the date or place, I am 
satisfied he did. 

2650. Mr. Barnes said somewhere-! cannot 
put my hand on it just now-that 
£65,000 was a ridiculous figure for him 
to put it in your hands at?--

Jir. Macrossan: At the date you gave. 
The Commissioner: June or July, 1916. 

2651. By Mr. Macgregor: It was in your 
hands in June or Julv; at least it had 
never been withdrawn· from your hands? 
-No. 

2652. By Mr. Feez: Neither was the one in 
1912 withdrawn ?-No; it never was in 
my hands. I was not the principal 
agent. 

2653. py. Mr. 1l1acgregor: If a property is 
put mto your hands at £42,000, and at 
£65,000 later, that is an implied with
drawal of the £42,000 ?-Yes. 

2654. Do you know whether you were the 
only agent for Wan do V ale?-I don't 
know that. 

2655. Do you know whether Mr. Gannan had 
it in his hands ?-No. 

2656. I suppose you and Mr. Gannan were 
friendly ?-Oh, well; we did not tell one 
another what we had in our hands. 

2657. And you never heard whether Mr. 
Gannan had it in his hands or not?
I am pretty certain he never had it at 
£45,000. 

2658. In his hands, I said, first of all ?-No. 
2659. You don't know whether he had it in 

his hands or not, at any price ?-No. 
2660. You say that you sent this wire think

ing it was to Mr. Fowles, the Under 
Secretary to the Treasury?-Yes. 

2661. About the same time, did you wire to 
Mr. Barnes ?-Some days previous to 
that. 

2662. And what was in your wire to Mr. 
Barnes?--

Mr. Feez: Here it is. 
[Mr. Macgregor tenders telegram from 

witness to J. H. S. Barnes, dated 27th 
September, marked Exhibit 74. Tenders 
also telegram from witness to "Fowles," 
dated 2nd October, 1917. 'Exhibit 75.] 

2663. B11 Mr. Macgregor: Do you know a 
property called Kangaroo Hills ?-I 
know of it. 

2664. Did you ever have it in your hands? 
-I never had it direct. I think I had 
it through other agents. 

2665. Do you remember the price ?-No, I 
don't. 

2666. You say that Lyndhurst was put into 
your hands on 26th June, 1916?-Yes. 

2667. At what figure ?-£125,000. 
2668. And have you had it ever since ?-No; 

he withdrew from me. I think within a 
week of giving it to me. 

2669. You only had it a week ? -I had a 
buyer for it immediately-the Hon. Mr. 
Bond, of Tasmania. As soon as I got 
word from Mr. Bond, I asked Mr. 
Barnes for a firm offer; and he with
drew it from me. 

2670. What number of cattle are on Lynd
hurst ?-Twenty thousand seven hundred. 

2671. Han• you a letter offering you Lynd
hurst ?-I have. 

2672. Will you let me sl·E' it ?-(Witness hands 
Jlr. Jiacgrcgor lotter.) 

2673. That £125.000 includes 8.000 stud herd 
and horses ?_:_Eight thousand, no. 

2674. " I value the stud herd and horses at 
£8,000" ?-Oh, £8,000, yes. 

2675. That would be included in the £125,000; 
that is so, isn't it ?-.Yes. 

2676. So that reduces the price for the cattle 
to £117,000 ?-No. 

2677. The lease is in that as well ?-The 
lease, .and cattle, and everything are in 
that ; horses .and everything. 

2678. How does Lyndhurst c-ompare with 
Wando Vale; do you know it?-I have 
never been on either. I would not say 
I have been -on it. I have passed thr-ough 
part of Lyndhurst, I think, going 
North; but I can give no opinion. 

2679. Are the improvements better on Lynd
hurst than they are on vV ando V ale 1-
I don't know; I cannot say. 

[Mr. Macgregor tenders written offer of 
Lyndhurst from J. H. S. Barnes to wit
ness. Admitted and marked Exhibit 76.] 

2680. By Jir-. Jfacgregor: I am taking £8,000 
off for the stud herd; that leaves 
£116,000 ?-There may have been more 
bullocks on \V an do V ale than there were 
on Lyndhurst. I think there were. 

2681. Take it all round. There was no stud 
herd on Wando Vale?-I don't know of 
any. 

2682. You· never heard of it, did you ?-I 
don't know of it; there may have. 

2683. I want to get at the price per head of 
these bullocks. At £117,000, and 20,700 
head, it is less than £5 a head all round, 
isn't it ?-It is only a matter of figures. 

2684. I want to know if there is anything 
more to come off that £117,000 besides 
stud herd. How much for the improv·e
ments. I see practically 350 horses be
sides that stud herd ?-Yes, I know there 
were horses. I don't know how many, 
but the list will show. 

2685. \V ell, how much for the improvements 
is it, and lease ?-A man who has never 
been on it cannot v-alue improvements. 
I don't know what the improvements c,n 
Lyndhurst are. 

2686. No? Well, Mr. Suter, I want to re
mind you that you said to Mr. Feez that 
cattle were worth about, I take it, £3. 
The station was bought at £3 a huad in 
1910. £3 to £3 10s., I think you said?
Yes. 

2687. And that in 1916 it was about double? 
-Yes. 

2688. That is, £6 to £7?-Yes. 
2689. That would be how you would buy a 

station-at so much per head of stock ·:
Oh, it depends on the station itself. It 
all depends on the lease, and it all de
pends on the improvements. 

2690. Well, here is Lyndhurst showing a gaod 
deal under £5 a head in June, 19l6. 
You look .at that document. You are 
better at working these things 'mt than 
I am ?-No; 20,700 at £5 a head is not 
£125,000. 

2691. Well, you see you have to take off some
thing. It is £113,000 ?-Why take off 
anything ? You are b<!ying that, and you 
are buying the horses. 
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2692. I want to compare it \vith \Vando Vale. 
There was no stud herd on vV.ando V ale? 
-There may be. I am not in a position 
to say whether there is or not. I don't 
know of any. 

The Cornmissi.oner (to ::\ir. :Macgregor): 
Do you think there is much in that, 
seeing that the offer was withdrawn 
immediately after? 

2693. By Jir. Jiacgregor: If Mr. Connor says 
he was buying stations at £5 to £6 a 
head in 1916. Mr. Suter, would :rou 
agree with that as being a fair averagR 
price ?-No, not an average . price; it 
would not be an average prrce. Some 
places are worth a great deal more than 
£5 or £6 a head, and some are not worth 
it. I could not average between thr; g 'od 
and the bad. 'I'here are some places 
which have only two years to run, and 
thev would be worth almost nothing as 
far· as the !0ase is concerned The j:.iace 
with the long lease is very much m< re 
valuable. 

2694. ·well, you could not average it?-No 
2695. You were asked about )lr. )IcGugar, 

and vou said vou had known him fur a 
good· many years ?-Yes. 

2696. I suppose you only knew him as an 
acquaintance; did you meet him in 
Hughenden ?-I have known him manag
ing Dimora. I have known him on other 
places managing. I have known him as 
an overseer. He has always had a good 
nanl'e. 

2697. You say he is a good man, as a stock 
and station agent ?-He never gave me 
anything to sell. 

2698. Well, are you competent to say whether 
he is a good man or not ?-Well, I don't 
think there is anyone more competent 
to say such a thing than a stock and 
station agent. He sees the workings of 
a man's place and has conversations with 
him. He knows what his ideas of stock 
arc. I say no one has a better idea of 
a man than stock and station agents; 
we· stock and station agents are looking 
out for men. 

2699. You yourself, you say, had no personal 
knowledge of how much experience Mr. 
McG'ugan had ?-Well, I know he has 
been a good number of years--

2700. With cattle ?-With cattle and sheep 
too; but since I have known him I think 
he has had more experience with sheep 
than with cattle. 

2701. Further cros.~·examined by Mr. Feez: 
Have you had Lyndhurst lately in your 
hands ?-No, I have not had Lyndhurst 
since Mr. Barnes withdrew it from me 
early in July. 

2702. Well, do you know what the price of 
Lyndhurst is at the present time; do 
you know that Mr. Barnes is asking 
£200,000 for it ?-I had heard som·e con
siderable time back that it is offered at 
£185,000 cash. 

2703. And now he is asking £200,000 ?-Well, 
that is very likely, and it is worth it. 

2704. You, as a matter of fact, got a man 
at £125,000 ?-I did, immediately. 

2705. And Mr. Barnes at once turned it 
down ?-He never gave me a chance. 

2706. And you consider it is worth £200,000 
at the present time?-vVell, of course, I 
don't know what has transpired since 
those particulars were given to me. It 

all depends on what number of cattle 
there are on it, whether bullocks have 
gone off it. I cannot compare it now. 

2707. Assuming it is in the same position 
as it was with regard to cattle and every
thing else, do you consider. that £200,000 
is a fair price for it ?-It Is a very hard 
thing for me to go into. 

2708. I thought you said so. I don't wa::'t 
to put words into your mouth ?-I said 
if it is under the conditions, it would 
be-the way prices are now. 

2709. By the Commis"•ioner: It is worth it?
Yes. 

[The witness retired.] 

ED~IliND Cox, Stock and Station Agent, 
sworn and examined : 

2710. By Jir. JicGill: What are you?
Stock and station agent. 

2711. Carrying on business where ?-Hu~~en
den, Richmond, Winton, and Prairie
four offices. 

2712. On your own account?-! have a part
ner, Mr. Raym·ent. 

2713. How long have you been carrying. on 
business on your own account ?-Smce· 
the end of Ma"rch last year. 

2714. 1916 ?-1916. 
2715. Do you reside at Hughenden ?-Yes. 
2716. And what were you doing before March, 

1916 ?-With P. T. Gannan and Co. 
2717. As what ?-For the last twelve years, a 

member of the firm; prior to that I was 
only an employee. 

2718. For twelve years previous to March, 
1916, you were a partner?-Yes. 

2719. Were you in Hughenden just before 
vou came down here ?-I came straight 
from Hughenden; I left last Sunday 
night. 

2720. When did you last see Mr. Gannan ?
Not since he left the hospital at Charters 
Towers. · 

2721. How long ago was that ?-It must be 
over two months ago. I inquired of 
his health; I asked the doctor if it was 
any use my going up to se•' him. He 
said it was no use my going up to see 
him, that he would not know me. 

2722. vVoll, do you remember Wando Vale 
being in the hands of Mr. Gannan ?
Yes. 

2723. When was that ?-Well, the only par
ticulars we have were in 1910 and 1912. 

2724. The price ?-In 1910 we had it at 16,00() 
odd head of cattle for £37,500. 

2725. By the Commissioner : And in 1912 ?
In 1912, 17,000 odd head of cattle at 
£45,000. 

2726. By Mr. Me Gill: Who gave it to you? 
-We received particulars from F. A. 
Brodie and Co., Sydney. 

2727. Since 1912, can you say whether Mr. 
Gannan had it ?-No, I could not. I 
have been through all the books in the 
old office. I would like to explain that, 
since I left Mr. Gannan, I left him at 
the old office that still belonged to the 
two of us; and after that he shifted out 
of the office into new premises; and all 
the old bookB belonging to the firm of P. 
T. Gannan and Co. are in the old office 
with nobody to attend to them; so pos
sibly anything may have happened. to 
some of the papers. .I have everythmg 
I could get. There may be some other 
papers missing, but I don't think so; I 
have gone through everything I can. 
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2728. JJy the Commissioner: You say you 
searched through the papers in the old 
office?-Yes, in the old office. We have 
all the old correspondence dating right 
back from when I started with Mr. 
Gannan-that is, the outward correspond
ence-and there is nothing to show there 
\Y•'re any letters about the property 
itself; it is about stock. 

2729. By Mr. JfcGill: You mean you found 
no record of its having been in the 
hands of Ganann and Co. ?-Not since 
1912. 

2730. Do you know a man named Pym ?-I 
do. 

2731. Do you know a man named Edward 
Pym ?-Yes. 

2732. A cattle buyer?-Yes. I have known 
him since when he was a stock and sta
tion agent in Blackall. Since then I 
knew him as a cattle and sheep buyer. 

2733. Can you remember whether Pym was 
in Hughenden in September or October, 
1916?-I could not remember the exact 
date. I know he was in Hughenden 
last year, but I could not say what date. 

2734. Do you know that he was staying there 
for two months?-Yes, he was staying 
there for some time ; I would not say a 
few months ; he was there for a fair 
time. 

27~5. y,· as he ever in l\1r. Gannan's office, do 
you know ?-I could not say: I have not 
been in the office since I !eH. 

2736. Have you ever seen him talking to Mr. 
Gannan?-I dare say I have; but I 
would not take much notice of it. 

2737. Cro•·s-uamined by Mr. Fecz: What 
sort of man is Mr. Gannan? I don't 
mE'an in appearance. Is he a reliable 
man?-Yes. 

2738. Not a man likely to make wild state
ments ?-No. hardly; occasionally he 
would, w try and fi'nd something out from 
the other man. 

2739. By the Commissioner: What you would 
call "feelers," eh ?-Yes. 

2740. By .lfr. Feez: Is he the sort of man to 
say, for instance, he had a place in his 
hands for sale at £45,000, when he had 
not it ?-No, he would not; but still he 
mav have been misled about the date. 
He' would remember having a property 
in his hands, but not think of what time. 
Mind you, this property has never been 
taken off our books; it has been on the 
books the whole of the time. Perhaps 
he was not thinking of the date when he 
said he had it for sale at £45,000. 

2741. Mr. Gannan drank a good deal, didn't 
he?-Ye<. 

2742. I mean to say, for years past ?-Oh, 
yes, for a good number of years. 

2743. That was really the cause of your 
leaYing- him ?-That was the main 
trouble. 

2744. ·when he was drinking-, was he re
sponsible. or did he talk wildly ?-Oh, 
he did, at times; yes, he talked a bit 
wildly. 

2745. And I suppose, Mr. Cox-I have to ask 
you-it was a well-known fact that Mr. 
Gannan was drinking for years past?
Oh, yes, there is no use denying it. 

1917-6 G 

2746. I mean to say everyone-a '?an like 
Pym, for instance, must know It?-Yes. 

2747. Those are the particulars, are they not, 
that Mr. Gannan had of Wando Vale? 
[Hands witness typewritten sheets.} 
yes, that is the last one. 

2748. You, at that time, were a partner?
Yes. 

2749. 'rhose particulars, you say, Mr. Cox,. 
came from Brodie and Co. ?-Yes. 

2750. It does not appear on this that it is. 
so ?-How do you know they came from
Brodie and Co. ?-We have a copy 
attached to our particulars, the same as 
you have there. 

2751. Oh, well, I will tender yours, if you 
don't mind, [Tendtred and marked 
Exhibit 77.] You luoked for these among: 
the papers, and found them ?-Yes. 

2752. What is this piece of paper on top?
Those are other particulars on top. We· 
kept a " Property Book," and that has. 
been torn out of it. Gannan and Co. 
got the particulars from that list, and 
sent them out to their buyers. 

2753. Since then, Mr. Cox, so far as you 
know from being a partner in the firm, 
and so far as you have been able to find 
from a search of the papers, Wan do V ale 
was never placed in Gannan and Co.'s 
hands ?-No, never. 

2754. And, of course, because a property is 
put into a stock and station agent's hands, 
say three years ago, it does not mean that 
he has authority to sell it three years 
afterwards ?-No; because he would have 
no authority without referring it to the 
owner. 

The Commissioner: Mr. Suter ex
plained that. He said he has no author
ity until he gets a firm offer from the 
owner, and the proposed purchaser in
spects. 

2755. By Mr. Peez: I mean to say Mr. 
Gannan could not be under an impression 
that, because he had a place put into his 
hands in 1912, he was entitled to sell it 
in 1916, or offer it in 1916 ?-No. 

2756. And I ask you, is there any possible 
shadow of foundation, in your mind, for 
the belief in Gannan's mind that he had 
it in his hands in 1916 for £45,000 ?
The only thing, as I said before, is that 
he remembered seeing the particulars in 
a book, but he would not think what date 
they were. 

2757. Well, that is a very kindly way of 
putting it for Mr. Gannan; but perhaps 
Gannan never said it at all. That is the 
only explanation, if he said it ?-If he 
said it, it would be just on the old 
particulars. I am quite satisfied he would 
not have any further particulars, unless 
Mr. Barnes gave them to him. 

2758. The sale to the Government took place 
in August, 1916, at £82,000. Can .you 
credit Mr. Gannan telling anyone that, 
if he had been there about a fortnight 
before, he could have sold it to him at 
£45.000 ?-No, I don't think so; I don't 
think he would have said it. 

2759. Unless, of course, Mr. Gannan did not 
know what he was talking about ?-That 
is right; he would not make that state
ment if he was right. 
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2760. As a matter of fact, in August, 1916, 
was Mr. Gannan in a condition that he 
did not know what he was talking about? 
-No. I could not say from memory. 
I have been away so much since I left 
him, travelling, in that particular time. 
Some days he may have been quite right; 
on other days he may not have been. 

2761. I mean he had not got into this state 
that he is in at present ?-Oh, no, far 
from it; he was able to conduct his 
business. 

2762. And if he did make such a statement 
as that, you think he must have been 
verv far gone in his cups ?-Yes, I 
Cllho;Ild think so. 

:2763. You have no doubt in your own mind 
it was not in his hands ?-I am quite 
satisfied he had no later particulars. 

:2764. It would have been an absurd price 
at that time-£45,000 ?-Yes, rather too 
low. 

2765. Re-examined by Mr. McGill: When 
did you arrive in Brisbane ?-This morn
ing. 

2166. Did you see anybody before, in con
nection with this inquiry, before coming 
into court ?-No, no one_ The only man 
I spoke to in connection with the court, 
for about two seconds, was Mr. McGugan, 
outside as I went to the lavatory. 

2767. Did you give any particulars to any
bodv at all ?-No, sir, I did not. All 
the· particulars I have kept in this 
bag; and I have kept that with me. 

2768. Mr. Feez just showed you some particu
lars he had in his posse9sion ?-Yes. 

2769. Did you give those to anybody ?-No; 
neither gave them nor sent them. 

[The -witness then retired.] 

J£ r. j}f aegregor : May these witnesses 
leave for Hughenden, Your Honour? 

1'he Commissioner: I suppose so. You 
don't require them further, Mr. Feez? 

Mr. Feez: No, Your Honour. 
The Commissioner: Very well, they 

may go. That concludes the evidence, I 
suppose? 

Mr. Maegregor: Yes. 
The Commissioner: Are you prepared 

to go on with your addresses? 
Counsel: Yes. 
The Commi.~sioner: Who proposes to 

address first? 
Jir. Feez: I presume I have the right 

to sum up. 
Jir. 111aegregor: I presume Mr. Feez 

has not. I opened this at the beginning. 
Mr. Feez is really the accuser. If I had 
to take the responsibility of going on 
first, I would have the right of reply. 

After discussion on the point-
The Commissioner ruled that Mr. 

Macgregor had the right of reply. 
After Mr. Feez and Mr. Macgregor had 

addressed the Commission-
The Commissioner said: Well, gentle

men, I will get my report ready as soon 
as I possibly can. I hope to have it 
readv on Saturday, as I have to go away. 
I will send it, in the usual way, to the 
Chief Secretary. 

[This concluded the sittings of the 
Commission.] 

EXHIBITS. 
[Exhibit 1.] 

"Hansard," 12th September, 1917. 

"Mr. VowLES (Dalby): This is one of the 
o_ccasions on which members of the Opposi
tiOn have an opportunity of discm.sing 
grievances. The Standing Orders are so 
hard-and-fast that we do not get a chance 
of doing what we want to do, but on an 
occasion like this when the Government ask 
the House to vote a sum of £1,650,000, I 
think we are justified in asking the Trea
surer to let us know what is the state of 
his ledger account 

"The Treasurer: You will have the Finan
cial Statement soon. 

"Mr. VoWLES: When engaged in private 
business on his own account, or as a director 
of a company, has chequt>s to sign and large 
liabilities to discharge, does he not generally 
want to know what is the state of his credit 
before he signs thos8 cheques? Here we are 
aske-d to vote on the blind. 

"The Treasurer i No, no ! 
"Mr. VoWLES: We do not know whether 

we have the credit that will bear that ex· 
penditure. 

" The Treasurer : If vou do not know it, 
it is because you are too tired to look up the 
public statement. 

"Mr. VowLES: ·we got no statement. If 
we followed the practice of the House of 
Commons, the Government would give us the 
details of the financial position within a 
reasonable time after the sitting of Parlia
ment. We have endeavoured from time to 
time to get that information. 

"The Premier: Did the late Government 
do it? 

"Mr. VowLES: I understood that this Go
vernment were the model Government. I 
und~rstood that thev were going to do everv· 
thing on proper lines. We find that thev are 
holding off. We find that their Financi"l 
Statement is not forthcoming. \Vc cannot 
get that document on which the Opposition 
rely-that is, the criticism of the Treasurer's 
administration on the Auditor-General's re· 
port. \Ve have been told that it mav be 
expected shortly. We have been asking ~yeek 
after week for it, and now we are told that 
it is going to come forward some time next 
month. When one realises the financial posi
tion when the Government took over the 
Treasury benches, and compares it with the 
present state of the finances, I think it is 
only a fc.ir thing that they should give us 
some information before they ask us-not 
altogether to incur obligations, but to become 
parties to the expenditure of money which 
we do not know is in the Treasurv coffers. 
If we had the reports of certain enterprises 
on which the Government have f'mbarked, if 
we knew what was being done in that direc
tion, we might be in a better position to 
B:.mction the expenditure, but when we are 
kept in the dark as regards the conditions 
of these nr:w enterprises. when we know that 
there is a cloud over mo-:t of them, we cannot 
know how to act. We know that quite re
centlv the Government have claimed in con· 
nection with Mount Hutton that they have 
ma.de a profit. 

"Mr. Foley: Of £30,000. 
":'Yir. VoWLES: We will be very pleased to 

know that. All we know is that the Govern
ment entered into a most unbusinesslike 
transaction. They bought a property on a 
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book muster. We know that the quantity of 
stock was not forthcoming, and we have 
never been able to get the numbers of that 
mu<ter in this House. 

•' The Premier: \Valk in, walk out. 
"Mr. VowLES: I know that, so far as that 

i' concerned, a claim was made on Th1r. 
Glaswn to refund some of the stock after 
the question was asked in this House, and< 
I defy the Premier to deny it. 

" The Premier: And he is willing to buy 
it back. 

" Mr. VowLES: And so would I be willing 
to buy it back if I had the money. I would 
be willing to bliy it with 10,000 head of 
cattle if it was worth £70,000 two and a-half 
years ago, because, be it remembered, the 
price of stock has gone up enormously since 
then. 

" The Premier: All you are proving is 
that these stations are worth a great deal 
more than e gave for them. 

"Mr. YDWLES: That is not the fault of 
the Government; it is the fault in the rise 
of the price of cattle. 

"The Premier: But it is the fact, all the 
same: and the ~ ational Political Council are 
lamenting it. It is common talk on the 
trams and trains. 

"Mr. VowLES: \Ve have heard that the 
Gowrnment made a profit of £24,000 or up 
to £30,000. Now we are told that the profit 
was £30,000. I know myself that the muster 
was never made. I know that the informa
tion was suppressed in this House. I have 
asked question after question, and it was 
a notorious fact in the Roma district that 
the muster was short. The Secretary for 
Public Lands, who knows that it is so, and 
the whole of the front Treasury bonch sup
pree"ed that fact, and would not let the 
JWople know that the numbers were not 
there. 

" The Premier : That is not true. 
" Mr. VowLES: No, I know that it is not 

tnw that the numbers are there. 
"The Premier: Your statement is not 

true. 
";\1r. VowLF.S: My statement is true, and 

I court all inquiry. Another correct thing 
i.s that the Government have been reticent in 
giving information. 

"The Sccretftry for Public Instruction: If 
ynn say there has been no m'uster, how do 
you know there is a shortage? 

"Mr. VowLES: There has been a muster 
on country where it is easy to muster. There 
"\vas a bangtail muster on several occasion/~ 
Dnd there WftS something like 1,600 short: 
There have been several musters, but the 
numbers cannot be made up, and, although 
two vears have gone past, we have not 
got those figures yet. If they are able to 
make a muster on \Vando Vale. and tell us 
that they got more than the number they 
hergaine<d for, why can they not do it on 
Mount Button. which is easy country to 
mueter on? There has not been a complete 
muster in two and a-half years. 

" The Secretary for Public Instruction: If 
you say there has not been a complete 
muster, how do you say there has been a 
shortage? 

has been out for over two years. It is 
worth more than 5 per cent., and in those 
two years it represents £15,000 in interest. 
Add to that the revenue that would have 
been got from the les·,ee had he been paying 
rent to the Crown for that period, and then 
take into consideration the natural increase 
and the fact that the Government sold their 
stock to an m.-ner who had the privilege of 
taking them across the border--

" The Premier: Xo, he did not. 
"Mr. VowLES: He did. He sold some to 

the American meatworks-not for Imperial 
purposes-and in respect to the balance he 
had the privilege of taking them across the 
border, and he did take them across the 
border. 

" The Premier: He had no permio:>ion to 
take them acro· ''• then. 

"Mr. YDWLES: It wvs a notorious fact 
that when that c~le was made the stock were 
worth, in the South, £2 per head more than 
in Queensland. And !hey talk about a 
profit! In a busine'<", if a manager has the 
impudence to turn round and tell the direc
tors that the c01mtry has been idle all the 
time, and he c<1nnot show the cDst Df man
agement, and he had to sell them to some 
individual who, on account of the action of 
the Government, was in a better position 
than any other individual, would the direc
tors <tgree with him that he had made a 
profit? . 

" Tho Scocretat"<" for Public Instruction: I 
thought you said it was because of the 
market. 

":Mr. VDWLES: It was because of the fact 
that the market was better and he was able 
to take them across the border. If that is 
not so, that is one of the grievances I want 
redressed, and, in the face of what I have 
said, I hope the ::\Iinister will see that we 
get the necee>ary information, bec.au~e I 
make that as a direct charge of bad busmess 
management or somdhing else. 

" The Secretary for Public InstructiDn: It 
shows you do not know anything about it. 

"Mr. VowLES: I am very sorry to be criti
cised by the hon. member as to my men
tality, because. so far a~ his mentality is con
cerned, I think it is the worst in the House. 

" The Speaker: Order ! 
"Mr. YowLES: I know all about it, be

cause I made it my business to find out. I 
know how many went to the American meat
works and where the rest went to, and I 
know the numbers of the muster, and I am 
just wa1ting to s~e how much the Auditor
General's report discloses about the matter. 

" The Premier : I know how :, our party 
feel about tbe cattle stations. 

"Mr. VowLEfl: So far as I am concerned, 
I do not care a twopenny dump what the 
hon. member deals in. The only thing Is 
that he is dealing in a very dangerous thing 
when he takes on large quantities of stock in 
Queensland, and thot has been the experience 
of the big men in Queensland. If they have 
a reverse in Lad times, all the profits they 
make are gone. 

" The Premier: That is an argument 
against the cattle industry. 

"Mr. VowLES: I know that the Government 
now turn round and say that they have 
made a profit of £30,000. They incurred 
an expenditure of £73,000, and that money 

"Mr. VowLES: No, it is an argument for 
good management in the cattle industry. 
buying well and turning it over quicl~ and 
lively and getting what profit there is to be 
made on it. In reg-ard to thP purchase of 
Wando Vale in the -Northern Gulj' territory, 
beyond Hughenden, that is regarded as a 
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smellful transaction, to put the least expres
•ion on it. J t is notorious that it was in 
the hands of an agent at Hughenden at a 
very much less sum than the Government 
purchased it for. I believP an hon. member 
said here this afternoon that there was only 
a difference of £5,000. I would like to know 
what the Government paid. I understand 
they paid £83.000. I am in a position to 
say that it could have been bought on the 
same day Yiith all the stock on it for £45,0G~l, 
and less. 

·' The Premier: You are prepared to say 
anything. 

'' l\lr. VOWLES: I am not only prepared to 
say it; I am prepared to prove it. I can 
give the Premier the name of the agent in 
whose hands it was on the day it was pur
chased by the Government, and he ~ad in
structions to sell it for £45,000 .and not to 
refuse offers. 

" The Premier: That is a.bsolute rubbish. 
"Mr. VowLES: And that very property 

was purchased by the Government for 
£83,000. 

"Mr. Pollock: Who was the agent? 
"Mr. VowLES: I will give the Premier 

the agent's name. 

"Government Members: Give the House 
the name. 

"Mr. VowLES: Well, I will give the House 
the name; it was Mr. Ganna.n. · 

"Mr. Po!lock: Well, I asked Mr. Ga.nnan 
and he told me he knew nothing about it: 
(Government laughter.) 

"Mr. VoWLES: I do not care what the hon. 
member asked him. I have this information. 

" :Vir. Pollock : I asked him in the pre
sence of three or four men. 

"Mr. VowLEs: Wa.s that in the presence 
of the Home Secretary and the hon. member 
for Flinders? \V e know something about 
wha.t took place on that occasion when they 
said, " Sh." {Opposition laughter.) 
. " Mr. Pollock: That is only a dirty insinua

tion. 
"Mr. VoWLES: These are public enter

prises that are being carried on, and the 
Government is in a position to pay more 
money for them than the public can pay. 

" Mr. Pollock : Why not bring your proof 
to the House? 

"Mr. VoWLES: These are things we are up 
against. The next measure we a.re going to 
deal with is the Pro.duce Agents Bill, under 
which the Government· can create monopolies 
and carry on business in the way these trans
actions have been carried on. If there is 
anything in what I say in regard to the 
smellfulness of these traneactions, let the 
Premier put the whole of the facts in regard 
to Wan do V ale on the table of this House, 
let him put the whole of the dealings about 
Mount Hutton before the Chamber and allow 
the public to see them, and if the Opposition 
are not prepared to take his figures, let him 
have them submitted to some accountant or 
businc"' man and have his report on them, 
and then I venture to say we will get into a 
position where we will know something more 
about the Government's ventures than before. 

" The Secretary for Public Instruction: 
Something like your munitions statement. 

"Mr. VoWLES: My munitions statement? 
The hon. member told us that would be 
cleared up in the next Auditor-General's re
port. That is another case in point. The 

Auditor-General disclosed last year-! forget 
what the exact figures were-that· after £4,500 
had been spent on la.bour and £5,000 on 
material, we got £50 10s. as a result. 

" The Secretary for Public Instruction: 
Tha.t is an incomplete statement. 

"Mr. VowLES: That is the report of the 
Auditor-General, and I a.m more prepared 
to give credence to the report of the Auditor
General than to the statements of the Trea
surer and other members on the Treasury 
bench. It will be remembered tha.t he had 
certain words in italics to draw everybody'& 
attention to them-that the statement of the 
Treasurer was not a. proper business state
ment and that instead of showing a credit 
of £30,000 he should have showed a. debit 
of £100,000. 

"The Secretary for Public Instruction: 
He did not say that even. 

"Mr. VowLES: The Treasurer shakes hie 
head. 

" The Trea.surer : Because he did not say 
anything to that effect. 

"Mr. VowLES: He said that if the prac
tice of the previous years had been followed, 
instead of having a credit of £30,000, he 
would have had a debit of £100,000. The 
Secretary for Public Instruction has told us 
tha.t something is to be disclosed again so 
far as that munition work is concerned. 

" The Secretarv for Public Instruction: 
I say it was an incomplete transaction. 

"Mr. VowLES: The Minister for Educa
tion has challenged me to prove that the 
Auditor-General's report of last year pointed 
out that, instead of showing a credit balance 
of £30,000. if a. true state of affairs had been 
disclosed it would have shown a debit of 
£100.000. 

" The Treasurer: The Auditor-General did 
not make that definite statement at aiL 

"Mr. VowLES: I refer the Trea.surer to 
page 2 of the Auditor-General's report for 
last year, which concludes a.s follows:-

" As a result of the course adopted by 
the Treasury Department, the year under 
review (1915-16) has not borne the full 
year's expenditure as compared with the 
immediate preceding years." 

" The Treasurer: That is an entirely dif
ferent statement to what you said just now. 

"Mr. VoWLES: 
" Had the practice of previous years 

been followed, and the items above re· 
ferred to charged, the consolidated 
revenue fund at the 30th June last would 
have disclosed a deficit of approximately 
£100,000." 

" The Treasurer : Of course, if the practice 
of previous years had been followed. 

" Mr. VowLES: If we did not get a faked 
balance-sheet, then the Financial Statement 
for the year ending 30th June last year would 
have shown a debit balance of £100,000. 
That would have been shown if the practice 
of prf'vious years had been followed. 

" The Treasurer : The practice of previous 
years was wrong. 

"Mr. VowLES: A number of abstracts 
were presented for payment on the 30th 
June, 1916, but they were held over until 
the following day before they were disbursed. 
Anyone looking through the report will see 
that tha.t was done in the case of the 
Railway Department, Police Department, 
Department of Justice, if you please, Home 
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Department, and Agricultural Department. 
They are all absolutely cooked accounts. If 
the books had been audited, and the accounts 
acquitted at the proper time, then, instead 
of showing a credit balance, you would have 
shown a debit balance of £100,000. 

" The Treasurer : ::'{ onsense ! 
"Mr. VowLES: Having that history before 

us, \ve can only come to the conclusion that 
the Government are actuated by some busi
ness or other motives as they were actuated 
Ja.t year. Wher we are asked to vote such 
a large sum as £1,650,000 on the blind it 
would be only business on the part of the 
Treasurer if he would tell us the position of 
our funds to-day, so that we would know 
what we were doing. That is only ordinary 
business. I do not ever remember an occa
£ion like this in the House when such a large 
sum of money was being put through after 
the House had been asked to suspend the 
Standing Orders for the day to allow the Bill 
to be put through all stages at on'e sitting 
without the Minister in charge of the Bill 
giving some information of the position of 
our various accounts. I have dealt with 
matters which, to my mind, are of very great 
importance. They are of great importance 
to the public. 

"The Treasurer: National importance. 
"Mr. VowLES: They are of national im

portance, and, what is more, they are matters 
of moral importance. They are matters on 
which the public mind is very much exer
cised at the present time. Twelve months 
ago thel'f' were very few State ventures 
entered into by the Government, but since 
then they have gone on by leaps and bounds, 
and spent large sums of money without 
proper administration. They have entered 
into these undertakings without the authority 
of Parliament, and we have had no informa
tion about them whatever. We have had 
no balance-sheet and no statements concern
ing them, and we know nothing about the 
business at all. 

" The Treasurer : That is not correct. 

"Mr. VowLES: I was challenged by the 
Treasurer to state what happened in connec
tion with the manufact-ure of munitions. I 
will quote what is stated in the Auditor
General's report of last year, page 37-

, The account has not yet been closed, 
but it is anticipated that, inclusive of the 
loss in manufacture and the cost of 
alterations to buildings and machinery 
referred to above, the undert-aking will 
represent a loss of something like £10,000 
to the department.' 

" The Treasurer: Why enter into ancient 
history? ' 

"Mr. VowLES: I am entering into it be
~ause it hurts you. I am giving the history 
of your public enterprises. 

"The Secretary for Public Lands: No one 
will take any notice of what you say, anyhow. 

., Mr. VOWLES: The hon. gentleman ought 
to be the last to interject after his trans
actions in connection with Mount Huton. 

" The Secrctarv for Public Lands : I do not 
take any noti~e of anything you say. 

"Mr. VOWLES: I am very pleased to think 
that I have drawn the hon. gentleman, be
cause it hurt' him, and it is personal so far 
as he is concerned. I have just shown that 
the Government transactions in connection 
with the munitions showed a loss of £10,000. 

"The Treasurer: What date was that? 

" Mr. VowLES: I quot~ from the Auditor
General's report of last year. The Treasurer 
shrugs his shoulders, although he .knows th~t 
week after week we have been askmg for this 
year's Auditor-General's report. 

"The Treasurer: I don't present it. 
"Mr. VowLES: No, but you can expedite 

it if you want to. 
"The Treasurer: Ko, I cannot. You ask 

the Auditm-General about it. 

"Mr. VowLES: Another transaction of the 
Government which we might look intD is the 
purchase of the State sawmill. It was pur
chased as a going concern last year, and the 
first year's working showed a l'?ss of £1,~00. 
If all these Government enterprrses are gomg 
to be carried on in that wild-cat way we will 
have plenty of losses. When the Government 
purchase stations and fail to charg!" up any 
inter0st or any rates and taxes hke other 
stations have to do, no wonder they can make 
them pay. When the Government want to 
sell their stock they take them over the 
border to other Sta.tes-a privilege which is 
denied to everyone else. 

"'The Secretary for Public Lands : That is 
another untruth. 

" Mr. VowLES: The American meat com
pany were not allowed to send their cattle 
over the border. 

" The Secretary for Public Lands: 'I'hat is 
absolutely untrue. 

"Mr. VOWLES: The truth is foreign to the 
hon. gentleman. We have asked a number 
of questions about this, but the hon. gentle
man has always hedged and fen~(ld, al~hough 
direct charo-es were made agamst h1m. I 
would like to see him disprove some of those 
charges. His dealings in connection with 
Mount Hutton might be inquired into. 

" The Premier: I£ we have an inquiry it 
will be into you. You will be the subject of 
the inquiry. 

"Mr. VOWLEB: As far as Mount Hutton is 
concerned I am in a position to prove that 
the state:Uents made by the Minister for 
Public Lands on the floor of this House are 
not correct. 

"The Sec,-etary for Public Lands: You 
cannot prove anything. 

"Mr. VowLES: I have just ":s .much. infor
mation as he has, and I am g1vmg ~urn the 
opportunity to ventilate the whole thmg. 

" The Secretary for Public Lands: You 
make those charges. 

" Mr. VowLES: Make them! I have made 
them a dozen times. Now, there is another 
matter which, I think, wants bringing be~ore 
the public, and that is the representat!OJ?-S 
the Government have made. to the pubhc 
through the fact that a certam measure was 
thrown out of the Upper House-that was, 
the super income tax of last year. 

" The SPEAKER: Order ! The hon. gentle
man is not in order in discussing legislation. 

"Mr. VowLES: It is only a passing refer
ence to the incidence. 

"The SPEAKER: Order! I -do not intend to 
allow t.he hon. member to discuss legislation. 

"Mr. VowLES: I am not going to. ~ am 
o-oino- to discues the Estimates, and 1t ·;; 
~eee~sary to refer to a Bill which was ~hrown 
out in the Upper House. I am gomg to 
deal with appropriation mon";Y passed by 
this House. At .any rate, I w1ll leave that 
as it is. There was a sum of £100,000 placed 
on the Estimates last year for the purpos8 
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of soldiers. H cam!l in two vote,, of £75,000 
and £25,000 from two departments. Now, 
hon. members told the public that the reason 
that 1noney wa.3 not available was because 
certain legislation had not been passed in 
the Upper House and the necessary addi
tional expenditure in the way of income tax 
could aot be got. I want to point out that, 
not" ith-tanding the fact that that sum of 
£100,000 was passed by this House,. it .was 
utilised by the Goverm':'ent in other du::ec
tions-that money, which was put aside 
specially for the soldiers. Incidentally. they 
usc·d the sum of a quarter of a million m 
addition. 

'' Mr. Macartncy: It w-as passed by both 
Houses. 

"Mr. VowLES: Yes, it was passed by 
both Houses. They were very careful not 
to tell the public about that. Now, if the 
soldiers did not get the benefit of that vote 
it was not the .fault of this side of the 
House and ihe Upper House. It is for the 
Government to Sa\ what has become of that 
moncc·, LecausA it was spent. The soldier3 
nevei: got it; it went in other directions-in 
gi.-ing billets to their friends, in keeping 
tf,ese ·inspect<HS going and paying their ex
penses, in motor-cars for members of Par
liament, and so on; all sorts of expenditure. 
That is where the monev went, and the 
general public is asked to" believe that this 
side of the Hou,,c and the Upper House 
were the means of preventing that sum of 
money being made available to the soldie:s. 

" Another thing in connection with the 
actions of tl-,e Government is that the whole 
of their legislation in connection with land 
is retarding selection. This mania which 
thc>y havl' for perpetual lea·'e is keeping 
people off the land. 

" The Secretary for Public Lands: \Vhat 
about the .Jimbour selectors? 

":Mr. Cooper: You asked for perpe~ual 
lease for J imbour selectors 

"Mr. VOWLES :,.I did not ask for anything 
of the kind. 

"j,fr. Cooper: You did; it is in 'Han
sard.' 

" The Secretary for Puli1ic Lands : You 
said, ' Why should not they have it?' 

"::\1r. VowLES: The Jimbour selectors 
were a'king to havE' the alternative privilege 
of having that principle applied to their 
land; either one or the other. (Government 
laughter.) 

"The Secretary for Public Lane!, : You 
said, '\Vhy should not they have it as well 
as the soldiers? ' 

"Mr. VowLEs: \Vhen that meast>rB was 
going through, if you re•nm:1bcr, the Secre
tary for Public Lands took the huff. His 
principal was away in Sydney or 11r-lboun•o 
on holiday, and he -did not kn-Jw ''hat to 
do. He was cornered on his pr:nciples of 
the Labour platform when he was intro
ducing a Bill for the cio'''"' settlement of 
the Jimbour selc>ction; and when we asked 
him-as some of those men wanted that 
prin<'iple-' Why not give it tD them? ' he 
threw the Bill on the table in a huff and 
said that if I and other members referred 
to it again he would not introduce the 
n1easure. 

. " The Secreta,·y for Public Lands : I never 
did. 

"Mr. vo,VLES: You did. The whole fact 
of the matter was, his principal was aw-ay 
and he did not know what to do, although 

he had a telephone to the Trades Hall. Now, 
as far as tho Government policy on the 
land question is concerned, it is absolutely 
nil. They have introduced legislation which 
will bring about this universal principle of 
perpetual lease for the future. 

" The Secretary for Public Lands : What 
has that to do with this appropriation? 

"Mr. VowLES: What has it to do with it? 
It has a lot to do with it, because it is 
preventing people selecting land and making 
it productive. The revenue is falling off. 
Vl'hy, we have onlv eighteen prickly-pear 
selections for 1916-17. The majority of 
the men who went on to prickly-pear selec
tions in my district have uone to the war. 

"The Secretary for Public Lands: They 
would rather fight the Germans than live 
on the ]and you gave them·. 

" Mr. VowLES : Dealing with that question 
of the ~"istance which the Government is 
giving them, or any other prickly-pear 
selectors, where is their policy so far as the 
prickly-pear selections are concerned? When 
sitting in Opposition, as member for 
Maranoa, nobodv was more insistent than 
the Secrctarv for Public Lands as to what 
the provisio'ns should be as regards this 
nationel curse of prickly-pear. ·what have 
they done? Here we have had three 
Governors' Speeches. and not one reference 
to prickly-pear-which, they say, is the 
greatest curse Queensland has to face. 

" The Secrctar" for Public Lands : \V e 
extend0d the !oases to forty years. 

"Mr. VoWLES: They were brought face 
to face with their suggestions, an.d had un
willingly to adopt them. 

" The Promi<>r: \Vhy didn't you force it 
on the Denham Government? 

"Mr. VowLES: They refused it for a 
couple of years. 

" The SPEAKER : Order ! I ask the hon. 
member to keep to the subject of the motion. 

"Mr. VowLES: Yes, 11r. Speaker. The 
Secretarv for Public Lands drew me off the 
track. I had no desire to be drawn off. 
I say that when we are dealing with the 
question of finance, and are going to spend 
£1,600,000 in one vote, we people who are 
mixed up with the country lands, and who 
under•tand the ravages of the prickly-p<>ar 
and the increase which it is making daily
when we see the inaction of the Government, 
their apathy and their want of considera
tion for the national asset: when we find 
that this principle of perpetual lease is being 
universally adopted to land of that sort: we 
know that the ,land is only going to be 
exploited. A man will take up this land, 
and will not observe his prickly-pear con
ditions. He will stay on it until he has spoilt 
the land, and when he has done with it he 
will go elsewhere. Now, there are two 
important public appointments which have 
not been filled. One of them is in connection 
with the Treasury Department-that is, the 
deputy, as far as the Agricultural Bank is 
concerned. I would like to know why that 
appointment is being kept open. It is a 
notorious fact, admitted by members of the 
Government. that the gentleman who is 
in charge of its management-Mr. Deshon
is overworked; that he is undermanned in 
his staff; that he is underpaid. That has 
been stated by members of the Government; 
yet there is an important appointment of 
deputy left unfilled. ]\' o doubt it is being 
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held back as a political appointment, but 
which, if properly filled, would relieve him 
and the departm·ent of a tremendous lot of 
work which now falls upon him. 

" A Government Member: That is in the 
hands of the Commissioner. 

"Mr. VowLES: That is in the hands of the 
~o:nmis~ion€r, I admit. I want to know why 
It IS bemg held over. Is the Commissioner 
in the hands of the Go, ernment? Is this 
going to be a political gift? Why has it 
not been filled long ago? What is the good 
of the Government telling us they have been 
two and a-half years in office, and have not 
had a.n . opportunity of putting through an 
Act whiCh came into operation last year; 
when they are undermanned and one of the 
most important offices is lying vacant? 

" Then, there is that other plum-the 
Agency-General. Of course Sir Thomas 
~obinson is not fitted for th~t job. A man 
hke the hon. member for Maranoa is more 
suited-;-a man with such universal experience 
as he 1s could fill the place of a man like 
Sir Thomas Robinson l There will be no 
cattle stations there. Perhaps he will go 
away; and perhaps in a few years he will 
be: the sc7pe-l;l'oat of the Labour party, who 
wtll say, If It ha.d not been for the unbusi
nesslike action of one man who was a 
~Iinister, thr";e things might h'ave turned out 
a success instead of a failure.' 

" Then, there is the subject of the rail
ways. I suppose that you, Sir, will not allow 
me to refer at any length to the strike as 
that matter has a.h·eadv been .debated. 'But 
I :vish to po.int out that, apart from the 
strike, there IS the aftermath; there is the 
loss of revenue which has been suffered· 
an~ there are the retrospective payment~ 
which the rank and file of the party opposite 
would g_ive to the .strikers. I have got one 
lo<;al gnevance .w~wh may be only a. minor 
gnevance, but It IS one that should receive 
the attention of the Government, and that is, 
the deplorable delay in the transit of fruit 
and vegetables from Brisbane to Dalby. 
When those articles reach their destination 
they are not worth half of what was paid for 
them. It takes four days for perishable 
articles to get from Brisbane to Dalby a 
distance of 150 miles. ' 

· " The Secretary for Railways : You know 
that is not true. 

"Mr. VoWLES: I know that it is absolutely 
correct. This is a matter which will afford 
some work for the Railway Commission. 
They can find out the cause of the delay in 
the transit of vegetables and fruit between 
those two places. But it is evident that in 
appointing this commission the Government 
ha1·e appointed men who have no practical 
knowledge of the expert departments thev 
are going to criticise, and that neither the 
depart~1ent nor the Gove~·nment, nor anybody 
else, Will attach any we1ght to their conclu
sions. Their appointment is on a par with 
the appointment of the Public Works Com
mission, who know nothing about land values 
or local conditions, and who are nevertheless 
asked after one or two trips through the 
country to give an expert opinion as to which 
railway route should be preferred. 

"An Honourable Member: You appeared 
before the commission at Dalby. 

"Mr. VowLES: I had nothing whatever to 
do with the Public Works Commission at 
Dalby or anywhere else, though I was pre
sent when witnesses were giving evidence. 

I certainly had a trip with the Minister for 
Railways, and a. very €njoyable t~·ip it was, 
but I did not give him any adviCe. When 
monev is being thrown about by the Govern
ment" as it is at the present time, when we 
have a deficit such as we have, and hav€ a 
nrospective deficit ahead of us and general 
loss m every direction, when we have nothing 
but financial disaster ahead of us, it is our 
duty to consider th€se matters and endeavour 
to ascertain what the outcome will be. We 
know that the poor, overburdened taxpayers 
of the country are finding motor-cars for hon. 
members opposite. 

" The SPEAKER : Order l The hon. member 
has exhausted his time." 

[Exhibit 2.] 
(Private.) 

Lyndhurst, via Einasleigh, 
21st June, 1913. 

Mes~rs. F. A. Brodie and Co., Sydney. 
DEAR Sms,-If you have a buyer enquiring 

for a N. Q. property, and could rely on him 
inspecting immediately, I could offer Wando 
Vale at .£55 000-walk in, walk out. I do 
not want the' place listed or circularised, and 
unless a buyer would come up during this 
month or next I'd prefer to "a it till the 
spring of next year. 

You already have particulars of the leases, 
&c., and I append returns furnished last 
year. Of these, 1,500 bullocks (9's and older) 
have been sold, The manager tells me he 
could mu,ter another 350 of same age, indi
cating that .we have written off too large a 
percentage m the past. 

Thc·,e, together with estimated O's and 1's, 
bring the total available bullocks of saleable 
ages to over 3,000. 

About 2.000 calv€s have been branded to 
date, and he expects to put through 4,000 
foJ' the year. 

A bnver would naturallv conclude from 
same th;.t the estimated number on station is 
excessive, but that is not so. We were de
plorably short of bulls until last year, when 
we have purchased nearly 100 head. 

Yours faithfully, 
JOHN H. S. BARNES. 

[Enclosure.] 

Males, 
Returns, 31st December, 
9's and older 
O's 
1's 

Bulls 
2's 

Females, No. 7's and older 
8's 

" 
9's 

" 
O's 
1's 

" 
2's 

1913-Bullocks sold, about 1,500 

Calves branded 
And €Stimated 

1912. 
1,670 
1,850 
1,128 
1,710 

127 

2,413 
1,267 
1,393 
1,715 
1,076 
1,674 

2,000 
2,000 

Horses, about 350-J.H.S.B. 

6,485 

9,538 

16,023 
1,500 

14,523 

4,000 

18,52: 
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[Exhibit 3.] 
TELEGRAl'II FROM PASTORAL ESTATES to J. H. S. 

BARNES, LYNDHURBT. 
Have real good man prepared inspect 

W andovale. Will name him. Kindly wire 
if disposed offer property. 

PASTORAL ESTATES, 9-3-5. 

[Exhibit 4.] 
9th March, 1915. 

J. H. S. Barnes, Esq., Lyndhurst, Mt. Sur
prise. 

DEAR SrR,-We wired you to-day as fol
lows:-" Have real good man prepared 
inspect \Vandavale. Will name him. Kindly 
wire if disposed offer property. 

This message we now confirm, and our 
buyer has wired us stating he is now 
open to inspect a property up to :£100,000. 
This is an absolutely genuine inquiry, and if 
you are disposed to offer Wandavale now we 
should like you to kindly wire us. We do 
not want to trouble you otherwise. If we do 
not hear from you we shall know you are not 
a seller. 

Yours faithfully, 
FRED. E. BENNETT, 

Managing Director. 

[Exhibit 5.] 
TELEGRAl'II FROl'II J. H. -s. BARNES to PASTORAL 

ESTATES. 
Mt. Surprise, 15 March, 1915. 

Wandovale not for sale. 
BARNES. 

[Exhibit 6.] 
TELEGRAl'II FROl'II J. H. S. BARNES to PASTORAL 

ESTATES. 
Mt. Surprise, 10 Jul., 16. 

Can offer whole herd of Wandavale about 
ten thousand head at seven pounds including 
about six thousand bullocks and steers no old 
cows unweanable calves at thirty shillings 
writing. 

BARNES. 

[Exhibit 7.] 

TELEGRAM FROM PASTORAL ESTATES to J. H. S. 
BARNES, MT. SURPRISE. 

Thanks wire waiting reply McGugan 
will wire earliest opportunity. 

PASTORAL ESTATES, 12-7-1916. 

[Exhibit 8.] 
July 13, 16. 

Barnes, Esq., Wandovale, Pentland. 
DEAR Sm,-We appreciate your wire 

reading:-" Can offer whole herd of Wando
vale about ten thousand head at seven pounds 
including about. six thousand bullocks and 
steers no old cows unweanable calves at thirty 
shillings, writing," and have repeated the 
information on to Mr. McGugan and hope 
to hear from him immediately. We wired 
you as follows:-" Thanks wire waiting reply 
McGugan will wire earliest opportunity." 

This message we now confirm. 
Yours faithfully, 

FRED. E. BENNETT, 
Managing Director. 

[Exhibit 9.] 
Lyndhurst, Cairns (Queensland), 

16th July, 1916. 

The Manager, Pastoral Estates, Toowoomba. 
DEAR Sms,-I am in receipt of your tele

gram reading:-" Confidentially advise Go
vernment are buyers for big lot Northern 
cattle please wire us any lines offering" ; and 
I replied:-" Can offer whole herd on 
Wando Vale about 10,000 ·head ·at seven 
pounds; about 6,000 bullocks and steers no 
old cows unweanable calves at 30s. writing." 

I may state that about 50 per cent. of the 
herd on Wando Vale died in last year's 
drought, so that you can readily imagine no 
old cows would be there now, and the cattle 
offered would be either suitable to stock up 
with, or hold for fattening. 

Trusting to hear from you. 
I remain, 

Yours faithfully, 

JOHN H. S. BARNES. 
Please do not list or offer elsewhere.-J.B. 

[Exhibit 10.] 
17th July, 1916. 

J. H. S. Barnes, Esq., Wandovale, Pentland. 
DEAR Sm,-McGugan wired us from Chin

chilla on Saturday on his way through, 
which occasioned our sending the first wire 
to you. Later on our Mr. Bennett inter
viewed him at the train and sent the other 
wire. 

" McGugan wires us send full particulars 
awaiting your letter trust contains details." 

" McGugan enquires if you will offer 
vV andovale as a going concern may suit 
them better buy it." 

These messages we now confirm, and hope 
to hear from you early. He wants the 
cattle and yet he has not the country where 
he could put them. He has one or two pro
perties under consideration up that way, 
but so far has decided on nothing. The 
country the Government want him to take 
up he is not satisfied with, besides a good 
deal of improvements would have to be put 
on the place before it would be ready. He 
has asked us to post him particulars this 
week directly we get a reply from you. 

Failing Wandovale perhaps you would let 
us have particulars of Lyndhurst. 

Yours faitnfully, 

FRED. E. BENNETT, 
Managing Director. 

[Exhibit 11.] 
TELEGRAM FROM PASTORAL ESTATES to J. H. S. 

BARNES, MT. ScRPRISE. 
20-7-1916. 

McGugan definitely applies months' offer 
'\Vandovale catcle seven pounds guarantee 
inspection probably deal going concern if 
available can interview you Brisbane and 
wire him McGugan leaves Central district 
to-morrow thence North reply urgent. 

PASTORAL ESTATES. 
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[Exhibit 12.] 
20th July, 1916. 

Barnes, Esq., Wandovale, Pentland. 
DEAR SIR,-We appreciate your wire read

ing:-" Please leave matter in abeyance 
expect arrive Brisbane about end first week 
August will have full particulars and may 
offer property as going concern," and got 
Mr. McGugan on the 'phone, with a result 
that he has applied for the definite offer of 
the cattle on Wandovale at £7, and will 
leave the matter of purchase of the property 
as a going concern over until we can inter
view you in Brisbane. He leaves to-morrow· 
night for Rockhampton, thence Longreach, 
bu.t will not get to Townsville in time to 
interview you. He therefore suggests that 
we discuss the matter with you of selling the 
property as a going concern ; in the mean
while he will have the cattle inspected and 
either make a deal with you for the cattle 
or the property as a going concern. We 
await your further advices in the matter. 

We wired you to-day as follows, urgent:-
20th July, 1916. 

'' McGugan definitely applies month's offer 
\V andovale cattle seven pounds guarantees 
inspection probably deal going concern if 
available can interview you Brisbane and 
wire him McGugan leaves for Central district 
to-morrow thence North reply urgent." 

This message we now confirm. 
Yours faithfully, 

FRED. E. BENNETT, 
Managing Director. 

[Exhibit 13.] 
TELEGRA:M FRO~I J. H. S. BAR:'i<ES to PASTORAL 

ESTATES. 
Mt. Surprise, 20 Jul., 16. 

Please leave matter in abeyance expect 
arrive Brisbane about end first week August 
will have full particulars and may offer 
property as going concern. 

BARNES. 

[Exhibit 14.] 
TELEGRAM FROM J. H. S. BARNES to PASTORAL 

ESTATES TOOWOOMBA. 

Mt. Surprise, 21-7c1o. 
"'-ill grant you offer W andovale cattle as 

desired : Please advise McGuigan coach 
leaves Pentland for Wandovale every Tues
day morning. 

BARNES. 

[Kthibit 15.] 
TELEGRHI FROM PABTORAL ESTATES to J. H. S. 

BARNES, MOUNT SURPRISE. 
Thanks offer 'phoned McGugan who states 

if grant offer property going concern will 
arrange inspect himself if only cattle may 
have to send someone else. 

PASTORAL ESTATES, 21-7-1916. 

[Exhibit 16.] 
Lyndhurst, Cairns (Queensland), 

24th July, 1916. 
The Manager, Pastoral Estates, Toowoomba. 

DEAR SIR,-! am in receipt of your wire 
of the 22nd inst. reading : -" Thanks offer 
telephoned McGuigan, who states if grant 

offer property going concern will arrange 
inspect himself if only cattle may have to 
send someone else," and confirm my reply 
reading:-" Will offer property going con
cern at eighty-five thousand." 

Before going further in this matter .I ~ould 
ask you to quote your rate of commissiOn as 
is usual in big dealings. 

Trusting a deal may eventuate. 
I remain, 

Yours faithfully, 
JOHN H. S. BARNES. 

[Exhibit 17.] 
TEL!cGRAM FROM J. H. S. BARNES to PASTORAL 

ESTATES TooWOOMBA. 
Mt. Surprise, - July, 16. 

Will offer property going concern at eighty
five thousand. 

BARNES. 

[Exhibit 18.] 
Lyndhurst, Cairns (Queensland), 

24th July, 1g16. 

The Manager, Pastoral Estates, Toowoomba. 
DE~R SIR,-I am in receipt of your telegram 

of 20th inst. reading:-" McGuigan definitely 
applic; month'~ offer Wandovale cattle, seven 
pounds guaranteed inspection probable deal 
going concern if available, can interview you 
Brisbane and wire him. McGuigan leaves 
for Cent~al district to-morrow thence North 
reply urgent." 

I now confirm my reply as follows:-" Will 
grant you offer Wandovale cattle as desired. 
Please advise McGuigan coach leaves Pent
land for Wandovale every Tuesday morning." 

I expect to arrive in Brisbane about lOth 
prox., and will com.municate with you then. 

Yours faithfully, 
JOHN H. S. BARNES. 

LExhibit 19.] 
24th July, 1916. 

J. H. S. Barnes, Esq., vVandovale, Pentland. 
DEAR SIR .-\Ve appreciate your wire re

ceived on Friday, the 21st inst., granting 
us the offer of the whole of the W andovale 
herd at £7 per head, comprising about 6,000 
bullocks and steers, unweanable calves at 30s. 
and no old cows. 

We got Mr. McGugan on the 'phone and 
gave him a month's offer, which we have now 
confirmed to Rockhampton. He will be in 
the Rockhampton district this week and 
probably next week; however, we thought 
it better to wire you the gist of our conversa
tion with him and did so:-" Thanks offer 
'phoned McGugan who st~tes if gran_t offer 
property going concern w1ll arrange Inspect 
himself if only cattle may have to send some
one else." 

This message we now confirm, and if you 
care to give us a price as a going concern, 
we should be glad to hear from you. Possibly 
you cannot do this until you get to Brisbane; 
however, we await you further advices with 
interest, and sincerely hope b!-lsiness will 
result as the result of the enqmry. 

Yours faithfully, 
FRED. E. BENNETT, 

Managing Director. 
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[Exhibit 20.] 
25th July, 1916. 

J. H. S. Barnes, Esq., Lyndhurst, Cairns. 

DEAR SIR,-Enclosed please find copy of 
letter which have been sent on to Wandovale 
by mistake. \Ve now acknowledge receipt of 
vour letter of the 16th inst. conf1rming our 
;,·ire, and have sent a copy of it to Mr. 
:YlcGugan so that ho will kn"ow the position. 
We sincerely regret the effects of last year's 
drought, and hope that we are now in for 
a run of good seasons. 

Yours faithfully, 
FRED. E. BENNETT, 

Managing Director. 

[Exhibit 21.] 
29th July, 1916. 

J. H. S. Barnes, Esq., \Vandovale, Pentland. 

DEAR SIR,- We wired you to-day as follows: 
-" McGugan wires inspector will reach 
\V andovale first August McGugan expects 
return Brisbane WednesdaY." 

This message we now co"nfirm. 

Yours faithfully, 

FRED. E. BENNETT, 
Managing Director. 

[Exhibit 22.] 
'l'ELEGR.UI FROM PASTORAL ESTATES to J. H. S. 

BARNES, MOUNT SURPRISE. 
:McGugan wire' insppctor will reach W ando

vale first August ::YlcGugan expects return 
Brisbane \Vednesday. 

PASTORAL ESTATES, 29-7-1916. 

[Exhibit 23.] 

TELEGRAM FRO)! J. H. S. BARNES to PASTORAL 
ESTATES. 
Mt. Surprise, 3 Aug., 16. 

Please address all further correspondence 
Daniell's Hotel Brisbane. 

BARNES, Lyndhurst. 

[Elohibit 24.] 
8th August, 1916. 

J. H. S. Barnes, Esq., Hotel Daniel, Bris
bane. 

DEAR SIR,-\Ve have to acknowledge re
ceipt of your two letters of the 24th July 

·relative to the sale of Vil an do vale as a going 
concern to the Queensland Government, and 
aiso confirming the offer of the whole herd 
of \Vandovale, comprising about 10,000 cattle 
at £7 per head, and including about 6,000 
bullocks and steers with no old cows, un
weanable calves at 30s., for which we thank 
you. 

Mr. Jl.lcGugan wishes us to arrange an 
interview for Thursda.v morning as he is 
leaving for the North 'by Thur·,day's night 
mail. 

Mr. Bennett will come down on Wednesday 
night and will interview vou first thing on 
Thur:>day morninv • 

Re Commissiol \Ve will leave this matter 
over until we seP y<'u, but you can rely on 

our treating the ma~ter :·easonably, and 
arranging it on a basis whwh we .feel sure 
will be agreeable to your good self. 

Yours faithfully, 
FRED. E. BENNETT, 

Managing Director. 
p S -Should a sale eventuate, the Govern

mm;t ·would "-tilt you to ta!<edebentures for 
the bulk of the money. This IS the way they 
did when tlwy purehased Mount J?:utton, 
and as it carries a fair amount of mterest 
free from income tax, we trust the proposi-

. tion will appeal to you: As to the exact 
terms, we cannot yet advise, l;mt hope to put 
a proposition before you which Will appeal 
to you. 

[Exhibit 25.] 
Hotel Daniell, Brisbane, 

19th August, 191&. 
The Manager, The Pastoral Estates, Ltd., 

Toowoomba. 
DEAR SIR,-! am in receipt of your letter of 

the 17th inst., and note you have r;ot h~d 
.any communication from Mr. 11cGmgan m 
regard to W ando. V ale: 

I am in recmpt ot a le~ter from. the 
manager there (dated lOth n;st.) adv1smg 
that the inspection was proceedmg, and that 
Mr. Ferry was satic.fied with all he had seen, 
and had expressed himself as bemg sure that 
a deal would eventurtte. . 

Yesterday being mail day, I am surprtsed 
I did not get a wire; however, the next few 
days may decide the question. 

Yours faithfully, 
JOHN H. S. BAR.NES. 

[Exhibit 26.] 

URGENT TELEGRAM FROM J. H. S. BARNES to 
PASTORAL ESTATES, TOOWOOMBA. 

Brisbane, 21 Aug., 16. 
Consider McGuigan's request quite un

rertsonable you will remember ou': conversa
tion when he distinctly stated busmess c'?uld 
proceed on receipt inspector:s report th1s I 
presume he r.ow holds I wtll extend offer 
until Saturday next. 

BARN EEl. 

[Exhibit 27.] 
'l'Jo:LEGRAM FROM PASTORAL ESTATES to J. H. S. 

BARNES, 
Barnes, Hotel Daniel!, Brisbane. 

McGugan wire:; please got fortnight's ex
tension offer seems favourable reply. 

PASTORAL ESTATES, Aug. 21, 16. 

[Exhibit 28.] 
Hotel Daniell, Brisbane, 

21st August, 1916. 
The Manager, The Pastoral E'states, Ltd., 

Toowoomba. 
DEAR SIR -I am in receipt of your wire 

reading:-"' McGuigan wires please get fort
night's exten,ion offer reply," . and ~' now 
confirm my reply thereto r:eadmg :- Con
sider McGuigan's request qmte m;neasonable. 
You will remember onr conversatwn when he 
distinctly stated business coul~ proceed on 
receipt inspector's report. Thts I .presume· 
he now holds. I will grant extenswn offer 
to Saturday next." 
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My impression is at present that McGuigan 
has other irons in the fire and desires to 
pick and choose. 

I think that you will agree with me that 
a' the inspection is conduded he should in 
fairness_ giYe 1ne a decided answer one ~ay 
or the other. 

Referring to your letter of the 19th inst. re 
Greenvale. I know this property fairly well. 
\Jut would not care to purc):lase it. My object 
J5 to get out of the busmess, to a certain 
extent. and that is my chief reason for ufi'er
ing iYando Vale. 

Yours faithfully, 

JOHN H. S. BARNES. 

[Exhibit 29.] 
21st August, 1916. 

J. H. S. Barnes, Hotel Danieii, Brisbane. 
DEAR Sm,-We received the following wire 

from Mr. McGugan this morninu :-"Please 
get fortnight's extension \Vandovale offer 
seems favourable," and at once wired you 
as fo)lo";s :-" M'?Gugan wires please get 
fortmght s extensiOn offer seems favourable 
reply." This m()ssage WB now confirm and 
we note your reply. ' 

.We agree with you that it is not wise to 
give them .too. long an ext!"nsion as they may 
~mly. be usmg the offer With a view of beat
mg It elsewhere. 

\Ve wired McGugan to Ravenswood as fol
lows:-" B_arnes wir~''3 consider McGugan's 
request qmte unreasonable vou will remem
ber our conversation whe'll he distinctlv 
stated ,busine•s could proceed on receipt in
spec~or s report ±hi~ I pr~sume he now holds 
I Will, extend offer unti,I . Saturday next 
reJ?IY ; so that we antiCipate the matter 
bemg completed at an early date. 

Yours faithfully, 

FRED E. BENNETT, 
Managing Director. 

[Exhibit 30.] 
22nd August, 1916. 

J .. H. S. Bal'l!es, Esq., Hotel Danieii, Bris
bane. 

J(p Wandovale. 

DEAR Sm,-Thanks for your letter of the 
21st instant, and we note your remarks. 
_ l:,nfortunatel:y, both Sat":rday and Man

clays ur?"ent w1res he undelivered at Ravens
wood, although Mr. MPGugan asked us to 
reply to Ravcnswood. \Vhat put us astrav 
was the. fact that the one he sent first of ail 
was de!Ive;ed to us on Monday. asking for 
a .fortmght s <;>ffer, and the Satur·day's urgent 
w_ne \Vas. de.hvered Saturday night, so :·hat 
his applicatiOn for a fDrtnight's offer wa,s 
nC?t ma1e after he re.ceiv~d our Saturday's 
'?ll'e. 'Ih<; reply to this Wll'e apparently still 
lies undelivered. 

\Ve have now wired 
address, and hope to get 
within the next few davs. 
of a rush as Saturday" is 
bane. 

to his Townsviiie 
in touch with him 
It will mean a bit 

a holiday in Bris-

We will advise you further developments, 
and our Mr. Bennett will pop down imme
diately he is wanted. 

'\Ye enclose contract in duplicate, which 
might meet the case. You might wish to add 
some amendments. Perhaps I have made it· 
a bit too drastic; if so, we can easily modify 
it later on. 

Yours faithfully, 
FRED. E. BENNETT, 

Managing Director. 

[Exhibit 31.] 
Hotel Daniel!, Brisbane, 

23rd August, 1916. 
The Manager, The Pastoral Estate.s, Ltd., 

Toowoomba. 
DEAR Sm,-I am in receipt of your letter of 

the 22nd inst., and am sorry to ]earn there 
has been delay in getting your wires to Mr. 
McGugan delivered. Under the circum
stances, I would not be averse to extending 
the offer until Monday next. 

I return herewith contract, which I consider· 
is all in order with the exception of one or 
two minor errors. 

On due consideration, I think it would be
futile to insist on the stipulation of the 
interest being free from Federal and State· 
income taxes that might be imposed in the 
future. 

Yours faithfully, 
JOHN H. S. BARNES. 

[Exhibit 32.] 
Hotel Daniell, Brisbane, 

26th August, 1916. 
Sm,-Referring to our recent conversation 

on the 'phone in regard to Wando Vale, I 
have the honour to advise that I am com
pelled to leave for Warwick to-morrow morn
ing, and wiii return on Monday night. 

I trust my action will not inconvenience· 
you in any way. 

'Will you please communicate your wishes 
to me here by letter in the meantime. 

I have, &c., 
JOHN H. S. BARNES. 

The Under Secretary for Public Lands, Bris
bane. 

[Exhibit 33.] 
Hotel Daniel!, Brisbane, 

30th August, 1916. 
G01·don Graham, Esq., City_ 

DEAR MR. GRAHAM,-I am in receipt of the" 
draft agreement in connection with the sale 
of Wando Vale by Mrs. Barnes, and have 
lodged same with the manager of the Union 
Trustee Coy. of Aust., Ltd. He will now 
take the matter up on her behalf, and inti
mated to me this morning that he ,would con~ 
suit you in the matter. 

Yours faithfully, 
JOHN H. S. BARNES. 

[Exhibit 34.] 
Hotel Daniell, Brisbane, 

30th August, 1916. 
The Pastoral Estates, Ltd., Toowoomba. 

DEAR Sms,-With reference to the sale of. 
W ando V ale to the Queensland Government, 
I am prepared to pay your company a com
mission of £850 on the transaction. 

JOHN H. S. BARNES, 
Pro Sara Barnes. 



:2012 Royal Commission on [AclSE:JJBL Y. J Wando Vale Purchase. 

' [Exhibit 35.] 
26th June, 1917. 

J. H. S .. Barnes, Esq., Lyndhurst, Mount 
Surpnse. 

Re Sale of Wando Vale. 

DEAR Sm,-We find you will be away North 
for a month or so yet, and we cannot inter
yiew you regarding a matter utmost 
tmportance, so shall have to explain matters 

'by letter. 

A certa.in agent has made a definite state
ment whtch McGugan is anxious to refute 
Did you ever give the definite offer of Wand~ 
Vale to any agent twelve months or so before 
the Government bought at £40,000? If so, 
what stock were offering at the figure? 

A Northern agent is concerned in the state
ment. Perhaps you could write us fully by 
return post as the matter is urgent and Mr. 
McGugan asked us to inquire thre~ weeks or 
-a ~onth ago. We wrote you to Warwick 
-asku;g you to let us know when you would be 
p~ssmg through so that we could have a chat 
'Ntth you. 

Yours faithfully, 

FRED. E. BENNETT 
Managing Dire,o.tor. 

[Exhibit 36.] 
Lyndhurst, Cairns (Queensland), 

. 9th July, 1917. 
'The Manager, The Pastoral Estates Too-

woomba. ' 

DEAR Sm,-Subsequent to writing to vou a 
.dayh or so ago, I received your letter of the 
26t June, and note contents. As I have 
destroyed ":ll books, &c., in connection with 
W ando V aJe, I cannot give you a definite 
answer to your enquiry

1 
but, so far as my 

mem?ry serves me, I dtd give the offer at 
I thmk, £_42,000, in about 1913; this wa~ 
,?efore constderable sums had !:>een spent in 
l?lprov~ments. However, takmg into con
st?eratwn the fact that W ando V ale was sold 
w1th . a preponderance of male cattle 

'<l?caswned by drought, that cattle had appre: 
mated fully 90 per cent. on '13 values, and 
furthermore that I was accepting Govern
ment debentures at par which at the moment 
-were only worth 95 in the open market and 
above _all, not negotiable for five years; I d~ 
not thmk the !"gent you allude to has much 
reason for talkmg. 

Persona:Jly, all I can say is that, with the 
'Teports, &c., current at the time regarding 
-the corrupt business methods of the Govern
ment, I was agreeably surprised to know that, 
so far as the sale of Wando. Vale was con
-cerned, no fault could be found. 

Yours faithfullv 
JOHN H. s. BARNES. 

P.S.-I expect to be at Canning Downs 
.about 22nd inst.-J.B. 

[Exhibit 37.] 
TELEGRAl\I FRm! PASTORAL ESTATES to 

McGuGAN, GRANDE HoTEL, ROMA. 
Reference to Northern cattle what parti

.cular cla.ss catt!e are required Expect have 
BBveral likely big Jots submit you. 

PASTORAL ESTATES, 8-7-1916. 

[Exhibit 38.] 
TELEGRAM FROM PASTORAL ESTATES to 

McGuGAN, GRANDE HoTEL, RoMA. 

Confidentially advise can offer whole herd 
of W ando V ale about ten thousand at seven 
pounds including about six thousand bullocks 
and steers no old cows unweanable calves 
thirty shillings reply. 

PASTORAL ESTATES, 10-7-16. 

[Exhibit 39.] 
lOth July, 1916. 

McGugan, Esq., Grande Hotel, Roma. 
DEAR SIR, \Vo wired you to-day as fol

lows:-" Confidentially advise can offer 
whole herd of Wandovalo about ten thousand 
at seven pounds including about six thousand 
bullocks and steers. No old cows unwean
able calves thirty shillings reply." 

This message we now confirm, and in the 
absence of a reply to our Saturday's wire we 
thought we had better wire you the particu
lars to en-able you to gage whether the line 
would suit your requirements. This is a 
good opportunity of getting a first-class herd, 
and we trust that you will decide to inspect. 

Yours faithfully, 
FRED E. BENNETT, 

Managing Director. 

[Exhibit 40.] 
lOth July, 1916 . 

General Manager Stat-e Stations, 
Department of Public Lands, Brisbane. 

DEAR SIR,-We wired Mr. McGug-an to-day 
as follows :-" Confidentially advise can offer 
whole herd of Wandovale about ten thousand 
at seven pounds including about six thousand 
bullocks and steers. No old cows unwean
able calves thirty shillings reply." 

This mess-age we now confirm, and trust 
to hear that he will take offer of this line. 
We know the cattle on Wandovale to be a 
good lot of cattle, and trust to hear that he 
will inspect. 

Yours faithfully, 
FRED E. BENNETT, 

Managing Director. 

[Exhibit 41.] 
TELEGRA~I FROM MR. McGUGAN to PASTORAL 

ESTATES, TOOWOOMBA. 
Chinchilla, 15th July, 1916. 

Thanks wire letters just received write me 
Brisbane full particulars W andov-ale cattle. 

McGUGAN. 

[Exhibit 42.] 
Toowoomba, 15th July, 1916. 

A. MoGugan, Esq. 
DEAR SIR,-Your wire received this after

noon re Wandovale herd. Mr. Barnes said 
he was writing. We should get this letter 
next week, but wired him to-day again in 
case he has not gone into details. This seems 
a splendid opportunity of securing a first
class herd. 
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We have the offer of 50 male cattle on 
Springfield, t•ia Fossilbrook, including about 
300 number threes and older and 200 number 
fours, station delivery for cash by end 
August. Price, £9 per head. Cattle .are now 
fat. 

This reads a good line, and we advise 
prompt application for offer. 

PASTORAL ESTATES, LIMITED, 
Fred. E. Bennett. 

[Exhibit 43.] 
20th July, 1916. 

A. McGug~n, Esq., General Manager State 
Stations, Department of Public Lands, 
Brisbane. 

Re TVandovale. 

DEAR SIR, Mr. Barnes wires us to-day as 
follows:-" Please leave matter in abeyance 
expect arrive Brisbane about end first week 
August will have full particulars and may 
offer property as going concern." 

. We _should be glad to !earn if you would be 
m Bnsbane about the time mentioned in the 
wire, when we shall be glad to arrange for 
our Mr. Bennett to interview you. No 
doubt Mr. Barnes will be down for the 
show. 

Yours faithfully, 

FRED. E. BENNETT, 
Managing Director. 

[Exhibit 44.] 

TELEGRA:li FRO:\! Mn. McGuGAN to PASTORAL 
':Ul ...... ,___ ....... 

-, - ..... ...,uvVJ.Ulll!.. 

Marlborough, 28th July, 1916. 
Inspector will reach W andovale first 

August. Expect be Brisbane 'Wednesday. 

McGUGAN. 

[Exhibit 45.] 
24th July, 1916. 

}fr. A. McGugan, care of Criterion Hotel 
Rockhampton._ ' 

DEAR Sm,-We have pleasure in confirmin~ 
our verbal intimation to you that vou had 
tho offer until the 21st day of Augu~t of the 
whole of the Wandovale herd, about 10 000 
head, at £7 per head, inclu-ding about 6' 000 
bullocks and steei'o. There are no old c~ws 
in the herd and you have the offer of the 
unweanable calves at 30s. 

\Ve wired Mr. Barnes as follows:
:' Thanks offer phoned McGugan who statt's 
if grant offN property going concern will 
arrange inspect himself if only cattle mav 
h'!ve se:r;d someone else": and ·hope that he 
w!ll decide to grant us the offer of the pro
perty as a going concern. He mav not care 
tr; do this until he comes to Brisbane, bnt 
directly we get any news will at once wire 
you. Possibly Barnes doe• not care to give 
us the price until he has discussed the matter 
with his solicitor as to the taxation on his 
profit. 

Yours faithfully, 

FRED. E. BEN~ETT, 
Managing Director, 

[Exhibit 46.] 
25th July, 1916. 

A. ~1cGugan, Esq., care of Criterion Hotel, 
Rockhampton. 

DEAR SIR,-\Ve enclose copy of letter re
cpived from J. H. S. Barnes relative to the· 
cattle on \Vandovalc, which explains itself. 
\Ve hope to get you the offer of the property 
as a going concern, and anticipate hearing 
from Mr. Barne' any day; at the same time 
he may delay the matter until he comes to· 
Brisbane early in August, so that we would 
suggest that you go on with the inspection 
of the cattle. 

Yours faithfully, 
FRED. E. BENNETT, 

Managing Director; 

[Exhibit 47.] 
TELEGRAJf FROM PASTORAL ESTATES to McGuGAN, 

CRITERION HOTEL, ROCKHAMPTON. 
Pleased advise have secured offer Wando

vale going concern eighty-five thousand' 
country seven forty miles principally Here
ford shorthorn cross watered Clarke and' 
Broken rivers well improved trust you wilT 
inspect reply. 

PASTORAL ESTATES, 26-7-16. 

[Exhibit 48.] 
Toowoomba, 27th July, 1916. 

A. McGugan, Esq., General Manager, State 
Stations, Department of Public Lands, 
Brisbane. 

DEAR SIR,-\Ve wired you yesterday a'S 
follows:-" Please advise have secured offer 
\Vandovale going concern eighty-five thou
sand country seven forty miles principally 
Hereford shorthorn cross watered Clarke and 
Brok•m rivers well improved trust you will 
inspect reply." 

This message Wf' now confirm, and we have· 
pleasure in enclosing particulars of V\;' and o
vale. Mr. Barnes wired that he will grant 
you the offer as a going concern at £85,000, 
but does not give us any particulars. We 
have taken the particulars from old details 
which we had of the property, and think 
they will be quite correct. There may be 
additional improvements made since. 

Yours faithfully, 
FRED. E. BENNETT, 

Managing Director. 
Barnes 1s in a very healthy position 

financially, and may accept bonds in part or 
ful! payment of purchase money.-F.E.B. 

P.S.-A copy of this letter has been sent 
on to the Criterion Hotel, Rockhampton.
F.E.B. 

[Enclosure.] 
WANDO VALE. 

Situated in the North Kennedy district, 
On<'ensland, about 80 miles from· the Norman 

~t Railwav line. 
.lrra~-755 square miles, tenure from thirty 

to thirty-five years. 
C ountry.-First-class cattle country. 
TVater.-Permanently watered by the 

Clarke and Broken rivers, besides numerous 
creeks and springs and wells. 

lmpro1'ements.-A comfortable homestead, 
well built, surrounded by a good garden and 
orange grove: abundance of water, raised by 
two hydraulic rams and hot air engine. 
There are four branding yards, wit-h weaning 
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paddocks at each. Six hevding paddocks, 
five at homr"''tead. 

1T' ells.-Three have lately been put down 
on the driest portion of the run, and wind
mills and troughing have been erected at 
two of these sites, whilst another is on the 
ground for erection at third site. 

Dip.-A splendid concrete dip has been 
·Brected at the head station. 

Stock.-CattlB about 10,000 head, princi
pally Hereford and Shorthorn cross, com
prising about 6,000 bullocks and steers. No 
.old cows. Besides horses. 

Price.-£85,000 as a going concern. 
For further particulars and firm offer 

please apply to-, 
PASTORAL ESTATES, LIMITED, 

n,1argaret street, Toowoomba. 
(E. & O.E., 26-7-1916.} 

[Exhibit 49.] 
Toowoomba, 29th July, 1916. 

A. McGugan, Esq., Criterion Hotel, Rock
hampton. 

DEAR Sm,-V\"e appreciate your wire from' 
J\:1arlborough reading : -" Inspector will 
rP1.ch W andovale first August expect be Bris
bane V\·cdnesday"; and at once replied as 
follows:-" V\"ired Rockhampton twenty
Bixth secured offer W andovale going concern 
-eighty-five thousand country seven forty 
miles principally Hereford Shorthorn cross 
watered Clarke and Broken rivero well im
proved will inspector look at property going 
.concern reply" ; hoping we would catch you. 
This message we now confirm. 

We should like to be able to advise Barnes 
whether your inspector will be viewing the 
property with a view to purchase as a going 
concern, or would only be inspecting the 
·stock. Kindly advise Ui' and oblige. 

We wired Barncs to-day in the hope that 
we would catch him before he left for Bris
b~tne, stating that your man would reach 
'\V andovale on the 1st August. 

Yours faithfully, 
FRED. E. BENNETT, 

Managing Director. 
A copy of this letter has been sent on to 

Brisbane. 

[Exhibit 50.] 

TELEGRAllr FROllr PASTORAL EsTATES to 
n,icGt:GAN, MARLBOROUGH. 

Wired Rockhampton twenty-sixth secured 
offer Wandovale going concern eighty-five 
thousand country seven forty miles princi
pally Hereford Shorthorn cross watered 
Clarke and Broken rivers well improved. 
'Will inspector look at property going con
cern reply. 

PASTORAL ESTATES, 29-7-1916. 

[Exhibit 51.] 
2 August, 1916. 

A. McG'ugan, Esq., General Manager, State 
Stations, Department of Public Lands, 
Brisbane. 

Re 1Vandorale. 

DEAR. Sm,-We had a wire from Mr. 
Barnes stating that he will arrive in Bris
bane on the lOth instant, and will be stopping 

at Daniels Hotel, and we should be glad 
to arrange an interview with you, say for 
Friday morning, the 11th instant. Would 
you have your report i? by this date? _We 
a wait your further ad viCes. We have smce 
had a telephone mes,·age from you, and note 
that you are not quite sure of your move
ments, but will ad vi ~e us in due course. 

In the event of purchase, we take it th!tt 
vou want to pay the bulk of the money m 
'Treasury bonds. Could you give us some 
idea of their currency, interest, &c., and 
what proportion would you want Mr. Bar:>es 
to accept in lieu of the property. We thmk 
the proposition a feasible one, and our Mr. 
Bennett will, we trust, be able to influence 
Mr. Barnes to sell in this way, specially if 
such bonds are free of income tax. 

Yours faithfully, 

FRED. E. BENNETT, 
Managing Director. 

[Exhibit 52.] 

Toowoomba, lOth August, 1916. 

The General Manager, State Stations, 
Care of Lands Department, Brisbane. 

Re W andovale. 

DEAR Sm,-I have interviewed Mr. Barnc~, 
and he is prepared to accept £8.5,000 for 
WandoYalc as a going concern, wrth about 
ten thousand cattle, three hundred and fifty 
hm·ses, plant, &c., &c. Ten thousand pounds 
storlino- to be uaid in cash, and seventy-five 
thou'a~d pounds by way of deb.entu:es ex
tending over ten years, and Learmg mterest 
at the rate of 4:', per cent., free of State and 
Federal income tax. 

PASTORAL ESTATES, LIMITED, 
Per Fred. E. Bennett, Managing Director. 

[Enclowre To. 1.] 

Hotel Daniell, Brisban0. 
lOth August, li116. 

WANDO VALE. 

ESTIMATED 
Males, No. 

NuMBER OF CATTLE, 2-8-16. 

3 and older 2,450 
4 ... 1,800 
5 .. . 1,000 

Females 

Horses 

5,250 
5,000 

*10.250 

350 

*:"<at including about 600 male cows 
branded to date. 

[Enclosure No. 2.] 

LEASES, W ANDOVALE. 
-------,~-.-----,---~--------

Namt:. \~G.\ Rent. ~~f~1 DL~t,:'~~·! Term. 

wan.d~~ale ... \445-~4~7 8~ ~ \ 21!- 1.Tu1Y, '06 Ye3a2r{ 
Jam1son 38 : 23 1;) 0 12 '6 1 .Tart , '10 42 
Bulgeri 'i 12o I 93 15 0 15/- 1 Jan., '07 42 
Ktnlcck ... , 170 170 0 0 \ 20,'- 1 Jan., '/Jl 42 

1-m:m~ i50i 
I , 
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[Enclosure No. 3.] 
Hotel Daniell, Brisbane, 10·8-1916. 
W ANDOVALE IMPROVEMENTS. 

Yards 
Fencing 
Buildings 
Wells 
Windmills 
Tanks 
Troughing 
Engine' 
Hyd. rams ... 
Concrete .dam 
Watering place 

... £1,785 
1,520 

525 
937 (about 9 wells) 
630 (about 9 mills) 
670 
270 
230 

25 
25 
25 

£6,642 

[Exhibit 53.] 
Ravenswood Junction, 19th August, 1916. 

The Under Secretary, Lands Department, 
Bnsbane. 

Re 1Vando~·ale. 
Sm,-I have the honour to report that I 

have received Mr. Ferry's report of his 
inspection of the above property and stock. 
The property is situated 90 miles from Pent
land Railway Station, and about 120 miles 
from Charters Towers. The area is about 
776 square miles. The offer e<tpires on 20th 
mstant. I have asked for two weeks' exten
sio~. .In event of !'- sale, the price to be 
pmd Is £85,000 ( mghty-five thousand) for 
\V andovale as a going concern-£10 000 
cash, and balance in ten-year currency deben
tures. 

Stock.-Mr. Ferry reports that 5,000 cows 
have been counted. The manager states that 
he will not at present muster any more 
~attle, as they are ver3- much scattered, and 
It would knock them about too much to 
muster. Mr. Ferry states that he is certain 
there are 10,000 head of cattle on the sta
tion. He considers there are nearer 12 000 
than 10,000, and that does not include 'the 
calves branded this year. 'The large number 
of bullocks makes the proposition worth con
sidering. If the season holds good, about 
3,000 bullocks can be turned off at end of 
this and next year. About 1,000 should be 
ready to go at the end of this year. The 
cattle are good quality and in good con
dition-Hereford-Shorthorn cross. 

Mr. Barnes, tne owner, states that he 
would not give a muster delivery, as he 
knows that he has underestimated the num
ber (10,000) offered. The number and values 
of the cattle are as per the attached memo. 
. Country.-Is fl'Ood sound cattle country
nonbark and thm-leafed boxwood. There is 
a small area of inferior country but the rest 
of the country is good cattle ~ountry. The 
country as at present will carry the present 
herd safely until the end of the year. 

1Vatt'r lmprovements.-There are ten wells 
on the property, at a depth of about 50 feet 
each; all good water, but more wells will 
require to be sunk if more cattle were put 
on. There are also several good springs and 
water-holes on the property. 

I attach a list of improvements, all of 
whi?h are. in. fairly good order, though the 
statu:m bmldmgs are pretty old, but won't 
requne much to put all in order. 

Plant.-There is sufficient for the working 
of the place, and in fair order. 

I do not like the idea of a " walk in walk 
o~t" d.elivery, but, considering everything, I 
thmk It would be safe to make a purchase 

on these lines. I think that there is sure to 
be more than 10,000 head of cattle on the 
place. Therefore, I recommend that the pro
perty be purchased aG £85,000 (eighty-five 
thousand), viz. :-

Stock-10,000 cattle, 350 horses 
-horses 

Improvements 
Plant ... 

Lease 

... £69,900 
2,100 
5,500 

120 

£77,620 
7,380 

£85,000 

Should you decide to purchase, I will 
arra~ge that the present manager (Bowman) 
?arnes on; he IS well spoken of, and I think 
IS a ca12able man. He can take delivery, 
and delivery can be taken at any time as 
soo~ as t~e contract is signed; but best allow 
a httle time> to elapse after signing the con
tract. On Thursday Mr. Bennett (Pastoral 
Estates), of Toowoomba will ring you up 
and he will arrange th~t Mr. Barnes call~ 
to see you and arrange the sale if required. 

My address for telegrams will be Ravens
wood Junction until 26th night· on 27th I 
wjl! be in Townsville, care of D~lgety. You 
Will please wire me promptly if a sale has 
been made, as I would like to arrange mat
ters with the manager of Wandovale before 
I leave on the 28th aftPrnoon for Cairns. 

I am, &c., 
A. McGUGAN. 

[Enclosure .:Vo. 1.] 
WANDOVALE. 

PARTICGJ.ARS OF IMPROVEMENTS. 
W:ells.-Ten, equipped with windmills and 

engmes, tanks, &c. 
Dips.-Three cement-in good order. 
Fencing.-90 miles-two barbed boundarv 

fencing. 87 miles division fences-three 
wires-two barb, one plain-including two 
bullock paddocks and several smaller pad
docks. 

Four stock yards. 
Eleven small tailing vards. 
Homestead, buildings: &c. 
Total value of above, £5.500. 
Plant.-Two drays, buggy, wagonette, 

saddles, &c., all sufficient for the working of 
the station. Value, £120. 

[Enclosure No. 2.] 
Hotel Daniell, Brisbane 10-8-1916. 

LEASES, Vi-ANDOVALE., 

Name. Sq. I R~nt. lyr .. sq.! Date of IT r 
. ml~ ~ I mrlt·.l Lea.51r ! e m • 

------·--~~-£-·--;-;;.--~-----~Tears, 
Wandovale .. -Ho · 467 5 o : 21 '- I I .Tuly 'C6 3'" 
Jatlll!--On 3.., , 2'-{ lil 0 I I'i 611 Jar>~.: '10! 42 2 

Bulgeri lz5 .11 ~8 15 0. 15/· l ,Jan. '07142 
Kinlock -~~~-; 1;0 ~~ ~~~/- ! 1 Jan.: '07 .12 

778 ]£7u4 15 o I 
[Enclo,ure No. 3.] 

WA~DOVALE. 
and older Males, 3's 

4 
5 

Females 

2,450 
1,800 
1,000 

5,250 
5,000 

*10,250 (• 

*Not including about 600 male calves 
branded to date. 
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[Enclosnrc No. 4.1 
\VANDO VALE STOCK VALcATIO!\, 

:\fL,leR-
3'" and older 
4's and olclt->r 
5:s and <.1l(ler 

~,4ii0 @J £8/10/- per heed 
1,800 (o" £/.'10/- pPr head 
1,000 (Q, £4;ll,G per hebd 

£20,82il 
13,~£~ 
4,ntn 

5,:2;)0@ £7;R,2 £3~,000> 
800, Bulls ... 

:Females-
RO CrC £10/-J-

3'., and older, 2,200 ({:"' £-1i-/-
4's ancl older, l,IJOO (ol £5!- '-
5's Hnd older, l,t·OO (aJ £1/-/-

5,0CO 5.000 

10,330 

£4/7/2 per hettd 

£8,800 
9,000 
4,000 

£21,800-

2,000 head ctttt;e @; £4;-±i· 
£(;1,500· 

8,400 

12,330 approx. £5· 13 4 £1)(),900· 
2,100 350 hor~es @; £6j -/-

fi,2ii0 male' (if. £7/8/2 per head 
80 Bnlls (0: £10;-/- per head 

5,000 fem.tle' nt £4/7/2 per head 
2,000 mixed@ £4/4/- per hea I_ __ 

l:l,330 
350 horses@ £6/-/-

(2 entires, 1 dft., 1 saddle) 

[Enclosure No. 5.] 

Hotel Daniell, Brisbane, 10-8-1916. 
WANDOVALE IMPROVEMENTS. 

Yards ... £1,785 
Fencing 1,520 
Buildings 525 
Wells 937 (about 9 wells) 
Windmills 630 (about 9 mills) 
Tanks 670 
Troughing 270 
Engines 230 
Hyd. rams 25 
Concrete dam 25 
Watering place 25 

£6,642 

[Exhibit 54.] 
Townsville, 21st August, 1916. 

A. :McGugan, Esq., Pastoral Inspector, 
Lands Office, Brisbane. 

DEAR Sm,-I now confirm your wire of the 
14th instant, which I received at Wando Vale, 
reading, viz.:-" Endeavour complete inspec
tion by 18th and meet me Pentland midday 
nineteenth." I now also confirm my conver
sation with you of the 19th instant in re
ference to the \V an do V a.le country that I 
have inspected since my last report. 

Page's Creek Country.-Third-claoos country; 
very poor; sandy surface, with rock at 
shallow depth; stunted silver-lea£ ironbark 
timber; narrow-lea.£ box flats; limestone; 
rough ridges. Mo'st of the timber is in a dying 
state; lot of poison heart leaf bushes on the 
b<'~t quality country towards the Broken 
River. There is about 100 miles stretch of 
this country; could be fenced off with· about 
6 miles of fencing-that is, by running the 
line of fence from Gorge to range to range 
across the Ga.p's Clarke River; sandy; no 
permanent water-holes on the surface, but• 
water easily procurable in bad times by sink
ing in the sand a. few feet. I should say 
from about 8 to 10 feet deep to get a good 

£:i8,900 
SOD 

21,800 
8,400 

£69,900 
2,100 

£72,000 

£72,000• 

supply. There is a good permanent spring 
in Brandy's Creek, which runs the creek down 
into the Clarke River about quarter of a 
mile, filling some good holes. The Broken 
River is a splendid river for water, although 
in most cases it is bad to get at, and requires 
a. lot of climbing for weak cattle to get out 
again. This I consider is the cause of the 
losses being so heavy in a. bad time, as there 
seems to be always plenty of dry feed on the 
back countrv, which is so far away from the 
water at p;esent. It would be advisable to 
put down more wells in this country in· the 
event of you purchasing this property. 

The reet of the country, with the exception 
of this 100 mile strip of bad, is good, sound, 
healthv country; basalt ridges; blacksoil flats
and s,;:ndy loamy soil. 

Grasses.-Spear grass on the basalt 
country ; blacksoil flats blue grass ; small 
patches Mitchell grass ; mostly light kan
garoo gra.ss and blue grass and spear grass. 

Timber.-Narrow-leaf ironbark ridges; 
narrow-leaf box flats; patches of sandal
wood; black ti-tree flats, with coolibah, 
bloodwood. cabbage gum, and one or two 
small patches poplar gum, a.nd a few gravel' 
ridges. 

The main waterin(l placeB.-Broken River 
at present; the Clarke River; Brandy's 
Creek ; spring and well; hut; windmill; 
tank and troughs; good supply. This well 
is 72 feet deep; the water rises when full to 
fifty feet-22 feet from the surface. 

The number of cattle estimated on the· 
place is 12,000. According to their book they 
have square-ta.ilcd 5,000 breeders to date, and· 
on the country they have already mustered 
they have missed about 30 per cent., and 
about 10 per cent. of the ea! ves are still un
branded on this country. They have branded 
1,400 calves this year up to the present .. They 
will onlv brand about 25 per cent. th1s year 
on a.ccount of the last year being so dry, the 
bulls being too poor to work. There are -
about 252 horses on the place. 
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I gave you a list of the improvements, &c., 
also the list of cattle and the ages that they 
sent in on their last returns-December, 1915. 
I have included in these the 1,400 calves 
branded this year. 

'rhey have allowed 7 per cent. for their 
losses since 1912. Each year, with the excep
tion of last year, they wiped off 12~ per cent. 
when sending in their returns, which left, 
roughly, about 17,000 head. Mr. Barnes cut 
this down again to 10,000 when he gave you 
the offer. In this I am sure they have over
estimat<:·d their losses. 

Yours faithfully, 
STA~LEY H. FERRY. 

P.S.-I think this is a good proposition.
S.H.F. 

[Enclosure.] 

\V \::\TDOVALE. PENTLA~D. 

CATTLE. 

;>dales, agee Ko. 5 and older 
FcmalP~, ages ~o. 5 and older 

Total 

0 6,000 
6,000 

12,000 

(Small branding for 1916, about 25 per 
cent. Bulls being too poor to work 1915.) 

BULLS. 

80 head on tlw station at present time. 

HoRSES. 
All dPscriptions 352 head. 

STATIO:-< h!PllOVE:l>IENTS. 

Rooms. 
Head Station 
Office room 
Bath room 
Kitchen 
Store, harness, 

one roof 
}Jeathouse 
Laundry 
:'den's hut 

feed mom under 

DESCRIP'fiON. 

10 
1 
1 
1 

3 
1 
1 
4 

22 Rooms. 

Hwrl Station.-Ironbark slabs in walls, 
and flooring boards all rough bush timber. 
All the out buildings similar, with the ex
ception of the men's hut, and all without 
floors. 

Men's hut gal \"anised iron throughout; 
four rooms 12 feet by 12 feet; walls, 8 feet 
high; window and one door in each room; 
water tap close handy. 

The hPad station leJ.ks through the roof 
in places in wet weather; this requires alter
ing. The iron could be replaced on new 
rafters. The buildings are all very old, but 
still with very little c• pense they r.ould be 
made yer~' comfm·table, and would last a 
number of years. 

The blacksmith shop and buggy-shed will 
have to be rebuilt as it is about worn out ; 
the iron will come in again for use. Two 
drays, 5 sets harnpss, 1 huckboard buggy, 1 
wagonette, 5 sets buggy harness. 7 riding 
saddles, 8 pack saddles. 

1917-6 H 

FENCD!G. 

Boundary fence 90 miles. Two barbed 
wires. posts 15 feet apart. Division fences 
87 miles. Three wire fences, two barbed, one 
plain. 

STOCKYARDS. 

Page's Creek-small yard ... 
Head Station-big yards, old 
Craigy-good, big yards and dip 

(no water) 
Tweh·e-miJe Ynrde-good. small 

£ 8. d. 
90 0 0 

140 0 0 

200 0 0 
150 0 0 

£580 0 0 

Eleven small r!'cciving ynrds, top 
rail, 4 barbed wires, at £60 
each £660 0 0 

WATER CONSERVATION. 

Ten wc·lls, average depth about 50 feet. 
One of these is a duffer; the rest are all 

\'Pry good. 'I'here is one 72 feet deep ; this 
is the deepest WPII on the place, and a good 
supply. Craigy is the duffer. 

Windmills 9 
Engine" (strength, 2~ horse power; 

makel'S : 3 of Coopers, 1 Fuller and 
Johnson) 4 

Hot-air engines 1 
Hydraulic rarr:'s head 1 

Three cement dipping places
Head Station dip ... 
Craigy dip 
Twelve-mile ... 

[Exhibit 55.] 

6 

300 
300 
400 

£1,000 

TELEGRA:l!l: FRO'If MR. McGUGAN to PASTORAL 
EsTATES, •roowooMBA. 

Homestead, 19th August, 1916. 
Pie <€e get fortnight's extension Wandovale 

offer seems fa.-ourable. 
McGUGAN. 

[Exhibit 56.] 

lJRGEXT TELEGRA:\1: FRO~I PASTORAL ESTATES to 
MR. MoGUGAX, RA VENSWOOD. 

Owner prepared to do anything reason
able regarding extension but thinks should 
haye decision early. Wire longest extension 
necessary will try meet you at same time he 
understood if Ferry's report favourable that 
whole thing woul<l be settled without delay 
reply. 

PASTORAL ESTATES, 
Toowoomba, 19-8-16. 

[Exhibit 57.] 

URGENT TELEGRAM FROM PASTORAL ESTATES to 
MR. McGUGAN, RAVENSWOOD. 

Barnes wires considers McGugan's re
quest quite unreasonable you will remember 
our conversation when he distinctly statEd 
businees could proc<>ed on receipt inspector's 
report this I presume he now holds will ex
tend offer until Saturday next. Reply. 

PASTORAL ESTATES, 21 Aug. 16. 
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[Ea:hib;t 58.] 

rRGENT TELEGRAM FROM MR. McGUGAN to 
PASTORAL ESTATES, 'I'oOWOOMBA. 

Charter~ Towers, 19 Aug., 1916. 
Ferry reports faYourably think business 

will rec,ult ring Bri· bane office Thursday get 
longest extension possible reply Ravenswood. 

[Exhibit 59.] 

Market street. 

McGUGAN. 

Toowoomba, 21st August, 1916. 
A. McGugan, Esq., care of Dalgety and Co., 

Townsville. 
DEAR Sm,-\Ye .appreciate your wire read· 

ing " Ferry reports f.ayourably think business 
will result ring Brisbane ofiiee Thursday get 
longest extension possible reply Ravens
wood " ; and at once got in touch with 
Barnes, with the result that we wired you 
urgent on Saturday night as follows:
" Owner prepared do anything reasonable re
garding extension but thinks should have 
decision early. \Vire longest extension neces
sary will tr'y meet you at same time he 
understood if Ferry's report favourable that 
whole thing would bP settled without delay 
reply." This n1essage we now confirn1. 

We had the following reply from you this 
morning:-" Please get fortnights extension 
Wandovale offer seems favourable"; and at 
once wired Mr. Barnes, with the result that 
we wired vou later:-" Barnes wires 'Con
si·der McGugans request quite unreasonable 
vou will remember our conversation when 
he distinctly stated husin0ss could proceed 
on receipt inspectors report this I presume 
he now holds I will extend offer until Satur
day next' Reply." This message we also 
confirm. 

WP trust that thf' tim<> g-ranted will be 
sufficient and that w" shall have the pleasure 
of doing busine··s with you. \Ve wired to you 
at IT omestead as per enclosure. 

Yours faithfully. 

FRED. E. BEN.:\TETT. 
Managing Director. 

[Exhibit 60.] 

TELEGR.UI FRO~I PASTORAL ESTATES, TO 
McGuGAN C.\RE OF DALGETY'S TOWNSVILLE. 
Barnes wires consider your request quite 

unreasonable you will remember our conversa
tion when McGugan distinctly stated business 
could proceed on receipt inspectors report 
this I presume he now holds I will extend 
offer until Saturday next Wires Ravenswood 
nnckliYcred Reply. 

PASTORAL ESTATES, 22-8-16. 

[Exhibit 61.] 

C'RGrXT TELEGRA:U FROM McGUGAN to PASTORAL 
ESTATES, TOOWOOMBA. 

Townsville, 23 August, 1916. 

Sav fourteen days after contract signed 
wire" me Tuesday only Hydes Hotel Cairns 
afte,·wards Mount Molloy. 

MoGUGAN. 

[Exhibit 62.] 

24 August, 1916. 
A. McGugan, Esq., care of Dalgety and Co., 

Townsville. 
DEAR SIR,-We rung up the Brisbane office 

this morning, and they had not knowledge of 
a letter from you. 

W o asked them your addre;s and they told 
us Ravenswood Junction. We can only con
clude that your wire which you asked us to 
reply to Ravenswood was incorrect, and 
»hould have read Ravenswood Junction. 

We therefore repeated the wire to you at 
Ravenswuod Junction:-" Barnes wires con
sider roquut unreasonable you will remem
ber our conversation when McGugan dis
tinctly stated business could proceed receipt 
inspectors report this I presume he holds I 
will extend offer until Monday next Two 
wires Ravenswood undelivered Reply." This 
message we now confirm, and you will see 
how the mistake occurred, and why so many 
wires dealing with the same subject-matter 
have been sent you. It was purely neglect 
on the part of the Telegraph Department, 
and Wf' are inquiring into it. 

Yours faithfully, 
FRED. E. BENNETT, 

Managing Director. 

[Exhibit 63.] 

, 28th August, 1916. 
A. JYicGugan. Esq., care of Me,srs. Burns, 

Philp and Co., Cairns. 
DEAR SIR,--We wired you to Tow:nsville 

this morning as follows:-" Endeavourmg get 
owners Kamilaroi and Hamilton Downs 
accept bulk purchase money debentures 
cabling home will advise later." 

This message we now confirm. \V e also 
wired vou a line of bulls at Kamilaroi, and 
trust to hear that you are interested :
" Offer hundred fiftv Kamilaroi bulls fifteen 
guineas Station bred advise wire promptly 
if dispose inspect." 

lie TT'ando valc.--\Ve are not sure when you 
would require cloliYery, should the Gov~rn
ment purchase this property, and have ra1sed 
the point with you by urgent wire thi~ morn
ing, in case we cannot get in touch w1th you 
for a few days:-" Should sale Wandovale 
take place when do you take delivery." 

This mebsage WD also confirm. 

Yours faithfully, 
FRED. E. BEKNETT, 

Managing Director. 

[Exhibit 64.] 

LHGEKT TELEGR·IM FRO:\I UNDER SECRETARY FOR 
LAc:;;DS to ALEX. McGuGAN, HYDE'S HOTEL, 
CAIRKS. 

Have closed for \Vandovale eighty-two 
thousand pounds. \Vire urgent earliest date 
you can arrange for delivery. Matter em
ployment manager and staff left to you. 
Advise an~- special terms you consider necRs
sary for i1Bortion in agreement. 

UNDER SECRETARY LANDS 29-8-6. 
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[Exl!ibit 65.] 
:("RGENT TELEGRAM FROM MR. McGUGAN to 

l"NDER SECRETARY FOR LANDS, BRISBANE. 
Kuranda, 30 Aug., 1916. 

Ananging Bowman retain management 
W andovale he will give and take delivery on 
seventh September. Endeavour have some 
elause guaranteeing numbers. 

McGUGAN. 

[Exhibit 66.] 
Croydon, via Cairns, 31st August, 1916. 

The Under Secretary, Lands Department, 
Brisbane. · 

SIR,-! have the honour to state that I 
received your wire advising the purchase of 
Wandovale late on Tuesday, 29th night, and 
replied from Kuranda at 9 o'clock on 30th 
morning as follows:-" Arranging Bowman 
retain management vVandovale he will give 
and take delivery on the Seventh September. 
Endeavour have some clause guaranteeing 
numbers.'' 

I do not expect Mr. Barnes would guaran· 
tee the numbers, but he may. I do not know 
any special clause to be inserted. 

I have ~Jngaged Mr. Bowman at the rate of 
£250 per amium, and instructed him carry on 
until I see him. He will send you specimen 
copy of signature. I will visit " Wando
vuic" upon my return from the Gulf, and 
will arrange to have the muster completed 
,~t once. 

ranrook, &c.-I note that you expect to get 
'' month's offer of these properties; if so, I 
will inspect the cattle there first, but you 
will require, I think, to get extension of time. 

Dotswood, &c.-I note what you wired and 
>'.m o-oing on with the inspection. Dotswood 
cattl~ are good quality, and if the numbers 
stat,,d are there, is worth buying. I am now 
at Brooklyn. Mr. Ferry will go on ]\'orth to 
York Downs. I will send you the report 
a., ,,,oon as I can. 

A.ddress.-I will leave Brooklyn on the 6th 
morning and reach Almaden that -;vening, 
and arrive Forsayth on the 7th evenmg and 
reach Croydon on the 9th evening. For 
the present until further notice my tele
graphic and pos~al ad~re~s will be Croydon, 
rid Cairns. I will advise you my address as 
I go along. 

I am, &c., 
A. McGUGAN. 

[Exhibit 67.] 
Hughenden, 23rd June, 1917. 

A. ::'lfcGugan, Esq., care of Messrs. Dalgety 
and Co., Limited, Townsville. 

DK\R Sm,-We regret to find that the par· 
ticulars we held of \V an do V ale were 
dcstro,ed when they became of no use to us, 
on the Government purchasing, but the main 
particulars were :-Price £65,000, with 
10,000 head of cattle, walk in walk out. 

\V e never offered it under this price, and 
consider you made a good deal for it, when 
the terms of payment, &c., are taken into 
consideration. 

Yours faithfully, 

J. V. SUTER AND CO., 
J. V. Suter. 

[Exhibit 68.] 

2\'Iargaret street, Toowoomba, 
19th July, 1917. 

A. McGugan, Esq., Molloy. 

DEAR Sm,-\Ve wired you to·day as 
follows:-" Posted copy Barnes letter Molloy 
also Graham no foundation statements made 
Barnes gave offer nineteen thirteen forty.two 
thousand pounds before considerable amount 
spent improvements considering preponder· 
ance male cattle owing drought debentures 
rise in values least ninety centum considers 
price paid fair value." 

This message we now confirm, and en· 
close copy of letter received from Mr. 
Barnes, which explains itself. You will see 
there was no foundation for the statements 
mad·:·. 

Yours faithfully, 

FRED E. BE:!S"NETT, 
Managing Director. 

[Enclosure.] 

(Copy.) 

Lyndhurst, Cairns, 9th July, 1917. 
The Manager, The Pastoral Estates, Too· 

woomba. 
DEAR Sm,-Subsequent to writing to you 

a day or so ago, I received your letter of 
the 26th June, and note contents. As I have 
destroyed all books, &c., in connection with 
vVando Vale, I cannot give you a definite 
answer to your inquiry; but, so far as my 
memory serves me, I did give the offer at, I 
think, £42,000 in about 1913. This was be
fore considerable sums had been spent in 
improvements. However, taking into con. 
sideration the fact that Wando Vale was 
sold with a preponderance of male cattle 
occa -ioned by drought, that cattle had appre
ciated fully 90 per cent. on '13 values, and, 
furthermore, that I was accepting Govern
ment debentures at par, which at the moment 
were only worth 95 in the open m:1rket, and, 
above all, not negotiable for five years, I do 
not think the agent you allude to has m:uch 
reason for talking. Personally, all I can 
say is, that with the reports, &c., cu~rent 
at the time regarding the corrupt busmess 
methods of the Government, I was agreeably 
snrpriscx1 to know that, so far as the sale 
of \Vando Vale was conce>rned, no fault could 
be found. 

Yours faithfully, 
J. H. S. BARNES. 
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[Exhibit 69.] 

Extract from " Votes and Proceedings," 
Legislative Assembly, 13th September, 1917. 

5. Mr. VowLES to ask The Secretary for 
Public Lands-

(1.) 

(2.) 

Will he place on the table of the 
House all reports, documents, and 
writings connected with the inspec
tion of, negotiations for purchase of, 
and purchase of W ando V ale by the 
Government? 
Will he also place on the table of the 
House the letter referred to by him 
in this Assembly on Wednesday, 12th 
instant, which refers to the destruc
tion, by fire, of certain documents 
connected with the purchase price put 
on the above property by the owner 
thereof? 

[Exhibit 70.] 

Extract frorn " Votes and Proceedings," 
Legislative ,lsscmbly, 18th September, 1917. 

1 Mr. VowLES to ask The Secretary for 
Public Lands-

(1.) Will he place on the table of the 
House all reports, documents, and 
writings connected with the inspec
tion o£, negotiations for purchase of, 
and purchase of vV ando V ale by the 
Government? 

i2.) \V ill he also place on the table of 
the House the letter referred to by 
him in this Assembly on Wednesday, 
12th instant, which refers to the 
desh·uction, by fire, of certain docu
m'ents connected with the purchase 
price put on the above property by 
the owner thereof ? 

2. Mr. WINSTANLEY to ask The Secretary for 
Public Lands,-

(1.) The number of cattle estimated to 
be on \V an do V ale on date of pur
chase? 

(2.) The number of cattle actually on the 
run when taken over? 

(3.) The number of cattle at present, ex
clusive of those since purchased ? 

(4.) 'fhe number of cattle since pur
chased (giving description)? 

(5.) The amount of money paid by the 
Government for Wando Vale pro
perty? 

(6.) The estimated value of Wando Vale 
with stock and improvements at pre
sent? 

[Exhibit 71.] 
Extract frorn " Votes and Proceedings," 
Legislatit·e Assembly, 19th September, 1917. 

1. STOCK ON WANDO VALE.-
Mr. W'instanle;;·, pursuant to notice, asked 

The Secretary for Public Lands,-

(1.) The number of cattle estimated to 
be on vVando Vale on date of pur
chase? 

(2.) The number of cattle actually on the 
run when taken over? 

(3.) The number of cattle at present, ex
clusive of those since purchased? 

(4.) The number of cattle since purchased 
(gi.-ing description)? 

(5.) The amount of money paid by the 
Government for W ando V ale pro
perty? 

(6.) The estimated value of Wando Vale 
with stock and improvements at pre
sent? 

A.nswers :-

(1.) "10,000." 
(2.) "12,711." 

(3.) "15,367, and 
calves.'' 

500 unbranded 

(4.) "130 Archer stud bulls." 
(5.) " £82,000." 
(6.) ·' £138,490." 

[Exhibit 72.] 

ExtNct from " Yotes and Proc,,edings," 
Degislatire .J!sscrnbly, 20th September, 1917. 

1. PURCHASE OF \VANDO VALE STATION.

Mr. Corser, for Mr. Vowles, pursuant to 
notice, asked The Secretary for Public 
Lands,-

(1.) Will he place on the table of the 
House all reports, documents, and 
writings connected with the inspec
tion of, negotiations for purchase of, 
and purchase of W ando V ale by the 
Government? 

(2.) Will he also place on the table of 
the House the letter referred to by 
him in this Assembly on Wednesday, 
12th instant, which refers to the 
destruction, by fire,. of certain docu
ments connected wrth the purchase 
price put on the above property by 
the owner thereof? 

.J!mwer:-(1 and 2.) "So many false state
ments have been made by the Honour
able Member and some of his colleagues 
with respect to the purchase of W ando 
V ale, that the Government has decided 
to have an inquiry, by evidence on 
oath, into the truthfulness or otherwise 
of the Honourable Member. The 
Honourable Member made a most 
specific statement in this House recently 
with regard to the purchase of W ando 
V ale, and, moreover, it was a. state
ment which he declared he could prove. 
He will be given that opportunity 
through the medium mentioned. The 
papers will be made available for that 
investigation." 
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[Exhibit 73.] 

TELEGRAM FROM MR. LIVINGSTONE, HUGHEN· 
DEN, to MR. SuTER, QuEEN's HoTEL, 
TOWNSVILLE, 8TH OcTOBER, 1917. 

Peel remembers us offering him W ando 
Vale in May sixteen at sixty-five thousand 
with ten thousand cattle. 

LIVINGSTONE. 

[E:vhibit 74.] 
LRGEXT TELEGRAM FROM MR. SUTER to MR. 

BARNES, HOTEL CECIL, BRISBANE, 27TH 
SEPTEMBER, 1917. 

Believe it was June or July nineteen six
teen you gave me Wando Vale's price at 
sixty-f1ve thousand with ten thousand cattle. 

SUTER. 

[Exhibit 75.] 
TELEGRAM FROM MR. SUTER to MR. FOWLES. 

PARLIAMENT HousE, BRISBANE, 2ND 
OcTOBER, 1917. 

Barnes gave us Wando Vale at sixty-five 
thousand in June or July sixteen with ten 
thousand cattle. 

SUTER. 

[Telegram marked "For Mr. Vowles. 
::OLL.A."] 

[Exhibit 76.] 

Lyndhurst, Cairns (Queensland), 
26th June, 1916. 

::\Iessrs. J. V. Suter and Coy., Hughenden. 

DEAR Sms,-I am in receipt of your wire 
reading : " Thanks letter, our buyer Hon. 
Frank Bond of Tasmania please send full 
parts." 

I now enclose pars., which I hope will 
suffice. I could not give rent, &c., of Ra-nge· 
stead, but you could a-scertain same from last 
Govt. Gazette (dist. Nth. Kennedy). I might 
mention the brandings for the past three (3) 
years are as follows :-1913, 4,679; 1914, 
4,869; 1915, 4,850; and have branded about 
3.000 to date this year, with a further 1,000 to 
eome, this notwithstanding a drought last 
year. 

I estimate 3!, and older bullocks on station 
at 2,500 to 3,000 head. 

The stud herd will compare favourably with 
any in Ql. or N.S. Wales. And I make this 
statement without fear of contradiction. 

I value the stud herd and horses at £8,000. 
Lyndhurst has never changed hands from the 
Barnes family ; was taken up in the early 
60's, and is considered a particularly safe run. 

The water supply in bores and wells has 
been obtained from depths of 40 to 80 feet. 

Please treat particulars as strictly con
fidential and not disclose offer property else
where. 

Hoping to receive your advice asking for 
firm offer, and that business will result, 

Yours faithfully, 

JOHN H. S. B.\RNES. 

[Enclosure.] 

LYNDHURST. 

Situated about 70 miles from Einasleigh 
Railway Station, adjoining Carpentaria 
Downs. 

Area-

Lyndhurst lease, 939 sq. m. 
period ending 31/12/16. 
31/12/48. 

Rent 14/3 for 
Lease expires 

South Downs lease, 43 sq. m. Rent 10/- for 
period ending 21/12/17. Lease expires 
31/12/37. 

D) raaba lease, 54 sq. m. 
period ending 31/12/16. 
31/12/48. 

Rangestead lease, 25 sq. m. 

Rent 15/ · for 
Lease expires 

Countr11.-Ironbark chocolate ridges, black 
soil plains. 

Watered by Einasleigh River and nu~er
ous creeks 3 dams and about 15 sub-artesra-n 
bores and' wells, about 10 of which are fitted 
with windmills, engines, tanks, and trough
ing. 

I mprovements.-Good homestead, with all 
necessary outbuildings, 4 cattle dips, 5 work
ing yards, and about 5 herding yards. 
Numerous paddocks. Improvements valued 
a.t about £12,000. 

Stock.-20, 700 (more or less) well-bred 
Herefords, including a stud herd of about 
250 head, being the progeny of the Dyraaba, 
N.S.W., stud herd. 350 horses (more or less}, 
including about 50 stud-book mares, 3 
thoroughbred stallions, 2 draft stallions, one 
(1) imp. English hackney stallion. 

Prirr.-£125,000, wa-lk in walk out. 

Tc,·;as.-Hal£ cash, balance in three equa-l 
annual instalments, plus interest at 5! per 
cent. p.a., payable half-yearly; all payments 
to be made free of exchange in Sydney. 

Three stud bulls (now in Brisbane) lately 
purcha-sed at show sales in Sydney to be 
taken at cost price. 

[Exhimt 77.] 

F. A. BRODIE & COY., 

STOCK AND STATION AGENTS. 

J.B. 

Lombard Chambers, 107 Pitt street, 

Sydney, 19th April, 1912. 

DEAR Sm,-\Ve have much pleasure in en
closing you the lat<est particulars of Wando 
Vale, received direct from the owner to-day, 
which are as follows:-
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WANDO VALE. 

Situated in the North Kennedv District, 
Queensland, about 80 miles from the Northern 
Railway Line. 

Area.-755 square miles. Tenure from 
thirty to thirty-five years. 

Country.-First class cattle country. 

Watu.-Permanently watered by the 
Clarke and Broken Rivers, besides numerous 
creeks and springs and wells. 

lmpr~vements.-A comfortable homestead, 
well bmlt, surrounded by a good garden and 
orange grove, abundance of water raised by 
two ~ydraulic rams, and hot-air engine. The 
run IS fenced on three sides and subdivided 
into three portions. There are also 4 brand
ing yards, with weaning paddocks at each 
six herding paddocks-five at homestead. ' 

lVells.-Three have lately b0en put down 
on the driest portion of the run and wind
mills and troughing have been er~cted at two 
of these sites, whilst another is on the ground 
for erection at third site. 

Dip.-A splendid concrete dip has been 
erected at the head station. 

Stock.-Cattle, about 17,600 head princi
pally Hereford and Shorthorn cross.' Details 
are as follows :-

Males- J5u!Is, 100. 
Oxen Frs and older l937 

9's I5'l1 
O's 1948 
l'R ] 150 
2's lOll 

~'ema1cR-
6's and olaer 
7's 
R's 
H's 
O's 
l's 
2's 

Total 

Which makes a total of 17,652. 

About 350 horses. 

l8iil 
92~ 
032 

H98 
1845 
1130 

9n4 

S18i6 

Price.-£45,000 (forty-five thousand pounds) 
walk in wa.lk out. T0rms may be arranged: 

.Remarks.-There are over 350 bullocks, 
No. 9 and older. The first 1,200 have ah>adv 
been booked to the meatworks, at 17 i- per 
100 lb., the proceeds of which go to the 
purchaser. 

For firm offer or further particulars apply 
to F. A. Brodie and Co., Lombard Ch~mbers 
107 Pitt street, Sydney. ' 

E. and O.E. 

[Enclosure.] 

P. T. GANNAN & CO., Stock and Station 

Agents, HUGHENDEN, Q. 

Have for sale: 

WANDO VALE. 

Situated in the North Kennedy District, 
Queensland, about eighty (80) miles from the 
Northern Railway Line. 

Area.-Seven hundred and fifty-five square 
miles. Tenure from thirty (30) to thirty-five 
(35) years. 

Country.-First class cattle country. 

WaterecZ.-Permanently watered by the 
Clarke and Broken Rivers, besides numerous 
creeks, springs, and wells. 

lmpJ•ovements.-A comfortable homestead. 
well built, surrounded by a good garden and 
orange grove, abundance of water raised by 
two (2) hydraulic rams, and hot-air engine. 
The run is fenced on three sides, and sub
divided into three portions. There are also 
four branding yards, with weaning paddocks 
at each. Six herding paddocks, five at home
stead. 

H'ells.-Three have lately been put down 
on the driest portion of the run, and wind
mills and troughing have been erected at two 
of the sites, while another is on the ground 
for erection at the third site. 

Dip.-A splendid concrete dip has be<'n 
erected at the head station. 

Stock.-Cattle, about seventeen thousand 
six hundred (17,600) head, principally Here
ford and shorthorn cross. Details are a·o 
follows:-

3Iales~- nuns, 100 PemnlP~-
Oxen H's ~md ol<l{'-1 1937 G's and older 

9', IoS I 7'!-i 
n·~ 19±A M'~ 

l's 115H 8's 
~·s lOll (l's 

1 's 
2'& 

T1)tal 7776 •rota! 

Which makes a total of 17,652. 

Horses.-About 350. 

l.S3 ~ 
923 

lf.H2 
U9H 
J84!i 
1130 

~~· 
0870 

Pricr.-Forty-five thousand pounds (£45,000), 
walk in walk out. Terms may be arrang<'d. 

.Remarks.-There are over 350 bullocks, No. 
9 and older. The first 1,200 have already 
been booked to the meatworks, at 17/- p1;r 
100 lb., the proceeds of which go to the 
purchaser. 

For further particulars or the firm offer. 
please apply to P. T. Gannan & Coy .. 
Hughenden. 

30th April, 1912. 

ALLEGATIONS RE PURCHASE OF 

WANDO VALE STATION. 

VOTE OF CE:liSURE. 

The PREMIER, in moving-

" 1. That this House deprecates the 
conduct of the hon. member for Dalby 
(Mr. W. J. Vowles) in abusing the 
privileges of Parliament by making, in 
the course of a speech in this Assembly 
as recorded in ' Hansard ' of the 12th 
September, 1917, false allegations in re
gard to the purchase by the Government 
of Wan do V ale Station, which allega
tions a Royal Commi,tsion, after judicial 
inquiry, found to be untrue, and that the 
hon. member was not justified in making; 

"2. That this House deems it to be a 
duty to record its severe censure of such 
conduct, inasmuch as it is subversive of 
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the public interests, and calculated to 
lower tile standard which should be set 
by the elected representatives of the 
people, and generally to damage the 
reputation of this honourable House," 

said: I regret the necessity that devoh·es 
upon me of moving this motion. 

Hon. W. D. ARMSTRONG: Where is the 
IH'ce:::,dity '? 

The PREMIER: Well, I conceive it to 
be the duty of this House to record its 
diepleasurc at the action of one of its mem
bers who deliberately made a statement in 
this House which has been proved to be 
untrue, and which he deliberately stated he 
could prove. In this House we are all 
protected by what is known as "the privi
lege of Parliament "-parliamentary privi
lege. We can rise in our place,; here and 
say what we think fit, provided, of course, 
we are within parliamentary language and 
within the Standing Orders; and there is 
no liability attaching for the speaking of 
defamatory matter. The reason for that is 
that it is desirable in the public interest that 
there should be the utmost freedom; that 
there should be no restraint upon hon. mem· 
hers in the statements which they make in 
Parliament with respect to the public busi· 
ness of the State or with respect to any 
other matter; and, fortunately, in the ex
perience of this Parliament very few in
stances have occurred in which that privilege 
has been abused. I regret to say that in 
this case I conceive that the hon. member 
for Dalby has been guilty of a very gross 
breach of his duty; he has done something 
that is not befitting a member of this House. 

GovERNMENT MEMBERS : Hear, hear ! 
The PREMIER : He has made a state

ment which has been proved to be untrue; 
and the judge who inquired into the matter 
has found that he was not justified in making 
that statement. 

GOVERNMENT ME)IBERS: Hear, hear ! 
The PREMIER: Not onlv was it not 

true, but the information upon which he 
spoke was such that he was not justified 
even in suggesting that there was truth in it. 
I would like to refer to the history of the 
matter, and I hope, in discussing this ques
tion, that hon. members will approach it in 
the spirit in which it ought to be approached. 

GOVERNMEJ>OT :MEMBERS : Hear, hear ! 
The PREMIER : There is no need for 

heat in a debate of this 'Ort. For my own 
part, I should much have preferred it had 
the hon. member for Dalby taken the honour
able and manly course of coming forward and 
saying, " Well, I said it ; I said I could 
prove it; I find I coul'd not; I was wrong; 
I am sorry; I apologise." 

Mr. VowLES: Apologise to whom? 
Mr. MuRPHY: You didn't say that in 

regard to Denham. 
The PREMIER: That would have been 

the manly thing. 
Mr. VowLES: What about the member for 

Fortitude V alley? 
The PREMIER: I don't want any com

parisons at all with what other hon. members 
did. 

Mr. VowLES: He was your leader. 
The PREMIER : You will find there is no 

more honoured man who has ever sat in this 
House than the late David Bowman. 

GoVERNMENT MEMBERS: Hear, hear ! 

The PREMIER: I am sorry that the hon. 
member for Dalby has drawn in his name as 
he has done. 

Mr. MURPHY: You can blame me for that. 
The PREMIER : It is the hon. member 

for Dalby who brought in the name of the 
late David Bowman, and said that he was 
my leader. He was an honoured leader. 

GovERNMENT MEMBERS: Hear, hear! 
Mr. CoRSER: More than you are. 
The PREMIER : He was a credit to this 

House; he was an ornament to this House. 
:vir. VowLES: Did he apologise? 
The PRE::\IIER : The late hon. member 

for Fortitude Vnlley offered to have a oom· 
mittee of this 1louse to investigate what he 
said, but his offer was refused time and 
again. 

Mr. J'v1oRGAX : The ('ourt investigated it. 
The PREMIER : I remember the late hon. 

g·cntleman camo to ~y room-I. was leader 
of the party at that tnne-and drsc':'ssed the 
matter with me-as to the formatwn of <~. 
committee to investigate that matter; but 
the then Premier refused it. But in thie 
case we have a Royal Commission consisting 
of a judge, who has investig_ated th~ matt~r, 
who has taken an oath to grve an rmp.1,rtwl 
decision; and he has found that what the hon. 
rrentleman said was not true; and, moreover, 
he has found thaL che hon. gentleman waa 
not justified in "" ying what he did. 

Mr. \ OWLES: He sa.id "then." 
The PRE:YIIER: "Was not 'then' justi

fied" ? Does the hon. gentleman suggest that 
he is now justified ? Does he sugges~ that the 
finding of this court w~s not an rm_Partral 
finding; that it \vas an Improper findrng, an 
incompetent finding? 

Mr VowLES: We will leave it to you to 
criticise the judge. 

The PREMIER : Well, I content myself 
with relying upon th0 report of the judge. 

Mr. MoRGAN: \Yhen it suits you. 

The PREMIER: Now, this inquiry was 
asked for by hon. gentlemen opposite. As 
you know, Mr. Speaker, for many mon~hs 
past certain hon. members on the opl?osrte 
side of the House--and I speak a,dvrsedly 
when I say "certain hon. rnemberR," becau.se 
I am sure there are hon. gentlemen ~ve• 
there who would not stoop to the suggestiOns 
that emanate from some other hon. gentle· 
men-have· been making suggestions and 
innuendoes that there was somethmg wrong. 

:\lr. VOWLES: The public are doing that 
all the time. 

The PREMIER : Perhaps, Mr. Speaker, 
it is because hon. gentlPmen over there have 
been suggrBting it; but aiter Wando yaJe 
inquiry there will be no more suggestwns 
among the public. 

GovERNMENT MEMBERS : Hear, hear ! 
Mr. VoWLES: You ask the people of Rom .. 

what they think about it. 
The PREMIER: However, as I say, hon. 

members opposite-or some of them-have 
been carrying on a cai!IPa!gn of slande.r
because I can only dei-errbe rt as a campar~n 
of slander-against the Government wrth 
regard to the transactions in which tile 
Government were concerned. Now, I have 
listened on this front bench patiently night 
after night and month after moJ?.th to these 
vague innuendoes, to .tl':e suggestron~ thrown 
out from which a smrster conclusiOn may 

Hon. T. J. Ryan.] 
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be drawn; and became no action was taken 
by the Government in the way of appoint:ug 
a Royal Commission to investigate the matter 
at public expense, hon. members became 
bolder-more particularly the hon. member 
for Murilla and the hon: member for Dalby 
-and instead of making innuendoes. sugges
tions from sinister conclusions might be 
drawn, the hon. member for Dalby marches 
in hero-after having heard the very vaguest 
of rmrours, making no inquiry into the truth 
or othcrwi'e of them-he comes in here and 
what does he tell the public of QueenslanJ 
under the privilege of Parliament and from 
his place in the House? He says-

,, I am in a position to say"-

This is in regard to \Yando Vale--
·' that it conld have been bought on the 
same day with ell the stock on it for 
£45,000 and less." 

;\;ow, he said that from his place in the 
House deliberately. I interjected-

" You arc prepared to say anything. 
"l\1r. VowLES: I am not only pre

pared to say it, I am prepared to prove 
it. I can givo the Premier the name of 
the agent." 

And so on. Now, he made a deliberate and 
specific statement, and he went beyond tlw 
vagueness ihat had characterised previous 
slanders, and he said : " I can prove \t" - and 
he believed that the Government would still 
go on ancl pnt up with this campaign of 
slander, and that they would not appoint a 
Royal Commission to inquire into it. The 
hon. member for M•uilla let me tell you 
'what he said in refcr,'nce to Wando Vale. 

Mr. VOWLES: \Vhat has that got to do 
with this? 

;r'h~ P~EMIER: I am pointing out that 
this mqmry was ash•d for by hon. members 
opposite. It is not an inquiry that has been 

forced upon them ; it is an in
[7.30 p.m.] 9ui:-y they have asked for and 

mv1ted. and they thou~ht it 
would not be granted. The challenge was 
accep}ed, _and the commission was appointed; 
3;nd ,he Judge makes his report, and says 
· You sland_er-:d the Government," and they 
say that tins Is malevolent ! The leader of 
the Opposition actually referred to my 
malevolence to the hon. member for Dalby. 

Hon. J. ToLMIE: It was most pointed. 

Th~ J?REMIER: Was it malevolence in 
appomtmg, as a Rc"'al Commission, a judge 
who_ was .a member of the late Government 
to mvestigate the statement made by the 
hon. member for Dalbv which he said he 
could prove, and which ·I was challenged to 
have investigated? The hon. member for 
Murilla said-

. " I. infer there ought to be a proper 
Inquiry." 

¥r. VOWLES: I rise to a point of order. 
WIll the leader of the Government be in 
order in dc,aling with any other statements 
than the statements made by himself and 
contained in this notice of motion? 

The SPEAKliJR : The hon. member is quite 
in order in tracing the history of the matter. 
The hon. member for Dalby will have an 
opportunity of replying. The hon. member 
will be called to order if he goes outside the 
rules of the House. 

l\1r. VOWLES : The accusation was made 
by me and by nobody else. 

[Hon. T. J. Ryan. 

The SPEAKER: The application to the 
case by the Chief Secretary is quite in order 

The PREMIER : I was dealing with the 
fact that the hon. member for Murilla hac 
specifically, on the same evening that thc
hon. member for Dalby spoke, invited an 
inquiry to he held into this matter. On page 
1087 of "Hansard," the hon. member for 
:Wurilla said-

'· I infer that there ought to be a 
proper inquiry into it. I know that the 
typewritten list of properties for sale 
which I obtained shows, in round figures, 
that that property could have been pur
chased at £5.000 less than the Govern
ment actually paid for it. We want to 
know why did the Government pay £5,000 
more for that property." 

Then later on. after the Secretarv for Rail
wa: s interjected. the hon. member for 
::\1urilla said-

" I challenge the Minister to have an 
inquiry made into that matter." 

There is the position. I had gone for months 
previously simply denying these charges and 
refuting them. 

::\1r. VowLES: You did nothing of the sort. 

The PREMIER : The hon. gentleman may 
sav that, but hon. members need only look 
at' the pages of "Hansard" to see. \Ve do 
not often get this opportunity where an hon. 
member specifically states that he can prove 
it. On previous occasions they had oppor
tunities of wriggling out of it by saying "I 
heard it," or " Someone said so." But the 
stat0ment was ma.de so boldly by the hen. 
gentleman. under the privilege of Parliament. 
when he was prepared to get up and say that 
the Government could have bought it for 
£45,000 but thf'y paid £82,000 for it, and 
he added that he could prove it. What would 
people think who read that statement in 
'' Hansard" if the Government did not 
accept the challenge and investigate it? We 
had to inv<'stigate it, and what is the result? 
The result is the report made by the learned 
judg<' who was appointed to conduct the 
inquiry. The judge finds- · 

·'That in 1916 the property was not in 
Mr. Gannan's hands at £45,000, and that 
he had not instructions to sell it for that 
or any other sum." 

Then• is a direct finding. It is a finding that 
the statement made by the hon. member was 
absolutely untrue. The judge also states-

" I find that the information then in 
Mr. Vowles's possession was not sufficient 
to justify him in making thE' allega
tions.'' 

It is possible to conceive that an hon. member 
may -make a statement, and that an hen. 
member may be misled in making it. An 
hon. member may have some justification for 
making a statement because someone misled 
him, but the judge finds specifically, because 
he was directed on that question, whether or 
not the hon. member was justified in making 
that statement. The judge says he was not 
justified, because of the casual nature of the 
conversation and the length of time that 
had elapsed. The judge finds-

" I find that the information then in 
Mr. Vowles's possession wa' not sufficient 
to justify him in making the allegation, 
because of the casual nature of the con
versation and th<' length of time that had 
elapsed." 
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He also finds-
" Mr. Pym's statement that Mr. Gan

nan had the property on his books for 
£45,000, oven if correct, would not pi·ove 
that the property could have been bought 
for £45,000, as the agent's authority 
would only extend to obtaining and sub
initting offers." 

Yl:r. VowLES: What do you think of that 
1 ~;t sentence-even if correct? 

The PREMIER: I think that the finding 
is absolutely correct, and I think, moreover, 
that by the hon. gentleman's interjection he 
1., endeavouring-now, at this moment-to 
;uggest that there is something in his charge 
rhat that property could have been got for 
£45,000 on that day. That sum of £45,000 
was mentioned right back in 1912-some four 
or five years before the property was pur
<'hased by the Government. Everyone knows 
that properties have doubled in value in 
that time. As a matter of fact, on the day 
rhat \Vando Vale was bought it was a 
,'plendid .deal, as the judge found. It was an 
•'xcellent deal. The judge finds that the 
price paid was a fair and reasonable price. 
He finds that the rumour-that malicicus, 
vile suggestion against my colleague the 
Treasurer-he finds that that rumour was 
.pntirely without foundation. 

Mr. VowLES: \Vho made that rumour., 

The PREMIER: \Vho made that rumour? 
Someone outside this House ,made that 
rumour. But there was someone insid<> this 
House who asked the question of the Tr0a
;urer wanting to know where the £5,000 
went to. 

Hon. J. TOL:UIE: Someone on your side. 
The PREMIER: It was the hon. mem

ber for Mur·illa. 
::Ylr. MoRGAN: Kot in reference to that at 

all. 

The PREMIER: Of course it was. Does 
the hon. gentleman think we have no intelli
o:ence? Does he think that the p~ople of 
Queensland are fools that thev cannot con
nect the two things? The hon: member gets 
U,P a:r:d talks about a rnmour of £5,000 got
rmg mto someone's pocket. To what did he 
refer? 

Mr. VowLES: What has that got to do 
with it? 

The PRE::WIER : It has this to do with 
the hon. member for Dalby: that the evidence 
in this case shows that he and the hon. mem
ber for Murilla were in collaboration before 
he made his speech. 

1-h. VowLES: No, it does not. 

The PREMIER: The hon. member for 
.Ylurilla spoke first, and th0 hon. member for 
Dalby spoke after him. He admits that he 
had spoken to the hon. member before he 
addressed the House, and he admits that thev 
were both present at this conversation. · 

}1r. VowLES: Eighteen months before. 
The PREMIER: It was eighteen months 

before that he spoke to Mr. Pym. Imagine 
an hon. member in this House having that 
casual conversation eighteen months before-

YI:r. VowLES: Twelve months before. 

The PREMIER : Well, twelve months be
fore, and then twelve months afterwards 
"?ming .to. this House and charging respon
stble Mtmsters of the Crown with what is 
tantamount to corruption by saying that that 

property could have been bought for £45,000 
on the same day that the Govern,ment paid 
£82,000 for it. Only a fool could come to 
any other conclusion than that there had 
been corruption. If you give £82,000 for a 
propcrtv that vuu can gef for £45,000 then• 
is •omething wi·ong. 

:;'11r. VowLEs: Bad management. 
The PREMIER : Is there any elector in 

Queensland that will believe that the hon. 
gentleman was justified in coming into thi" 
House and deliberately saying that he could 
prove a thing and make a charge of that 
nature without having any foundation for it" 
Would it not be a manly thing for him to
night to get up and say, "I "as wrong. I 
maclo a n1istake. I am sorry"? I a1n sure 
that the public of Queensland would hold 
him in much higher estimation if he did 
that than they will if he adopb any different 
course. The hon. me,mber has said ·that 
there is no one talked about more than he is 
to-dav. I do not envY him his notorietv at 
all. He is not talked' about in the wav that 
hon. gentlemen should desire to be talked 
about, and it is certainh· not a wav that 
reflects anv credit on Pariiament. It is with 
Parliamm1t that I am mainly concerned to
night. What was the motive 'behind the hon. 
gentleman's mind in making that deliberate 
statement? He admits it under cross-exam
ination. He admits, when he is pressed if 
he was not trying to make political capital. 
and says, "I was, as a matter of fact." 

11r. VoWLES: Exactly. 
The PREMIER: His own sworn testi,mon,\· 

on oath was that he came and made that 
stah•mcnt which is untrue, which he said hP 
could prove in this House. and he did it--

Mr. VOWL[S: To show you up. 
The PREMIER: To make political capital. 

Now the hon. gentleman says it was to show 
me up. Does he intend suggesting that ther0 
is anything in his charge, and that there is 
any foundation for it'! Is he doing that? No, 
he said he did it to make political capital. 
I am using his own words. and they wC'rc 
that he made the statement in order to make 
politi.·al capital. That is his evidence in cold 
print, and it is evidence that any elector will 
be able to read. 

Mr. VoWLES: Would it be said for anv 
other purpose'! · 

The PREMIER : I understand from the 
statement made by the hon. member when he 
went before that Royal Commission that he 
was doing it in the public interest. 

11r. VOWLES: So I a,m. 
The PRE11IER : The hon. member asked 

me to have counsel briefed for him at the 
public ,-xpense because he was defending the 
public interest, and outside the responsible 
Ministers of the Crown in whose interests 
were they made? In whose interests was I 
acting when I appointed that Royal Com
mission'? 

::\1r. VOWLES: Your own. 
The PREYJ:IER : If the hon. gentleman 

persists in that way he will only lower him
self further in the estimation of the people 
of Queensland. I am sorry that, after the 
finding of the Royal Commission, the hon. 
membe!' -does not freely and frankly admit 
that he was wrong. 

Hon. J. TOLJ\IIE: To get you out of a dif
ficulty? 

The PREMIER: It will not get me out 
of a difficulty, because I am in no difficulty. 

Hon. T. J. Ryan.] 
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I am sorry indeed that the duty devolves 
upon me of moving the motion I am. I 
consider I would be failing in my duty as 
leader of this House, if I failed to rr:ove 
the motion I am now doing. I remind the 
hon. gentleman that if he were in some 
other Parliament with a majority as large 
as I have, it would not be a motion of 
censure that would be moved but a motion 
for expulsion. He would have to face the 
electors then whether he liked it or not. I 
think the hon. gentleman ought to take the 
course of going before the electors and allow 
them to investigate the matter. 

JHr. VoWLES: You cmne along with me. 

'I'_he PREJdiER; You put in _your rcsig
nutwn and you Will sco what will happen. 

Hm1. \V. D. AmviSTRONG: \Vhorc is vour 
precedent for snch a suggestion? You "can
net find one. 

The PREMIER : I hope the hon. gentle
ma? will not cDntinue to pursue the course 
whiCh he has taken from the beginning. 

Mr. VowLES: You resign, and I will 
resign. 

?'he PREMIER : The hon. gentleman has 
said that he could prove a thing, but he was 
not able to prove it. He then pretended that 
he was doing it in the public interest. He 
:' antcd counse_l to defend him in the public 
mterests, but m the witness-box he said " I 
was trying to make political capital." Com
pare the two things. In whose interests was 
he trying to make political capital? We all 
kno": that the hon. gentleman has been 
anglmg, because we cannot help hearing 
what is abroad; he was angling for the 
leadership of the Opposition and that was 
why he said he could prove that the Govern
m<;nt. we1:e doing these things. Even since 
this mqmry took place the hon. gentleman 
has come into this House and made a 
speech on the Finaneial Statement. In that 
speech on the Financial Statement he refers 
to \Vnndo Vale. 

:'.lr. VoWLES : I ref0rrcd to the Estimate,. 

The PREMIER': The hon. gentleman re
ferred to the Estimates. He knew what the 
Jindinp; of the judo-c was and he knew that 
the station was b,;'up;ht t'or £82 000-£10 000 
in cash and £72,000 'in debentur~s. · 

Mr. VowLES: There was no finding on 
that. 

The PREMIER: If the hon. gentleman 
says there was no finding on that I can show 
him in the papers of this House where that 
information was here in Julv. On the 17th 
July there was laid on th'e table of the 
House, pursuant to a question, a return show
ing a detailed list of stations purchased by 
the Government, the number and description 
of stock on each station when purchased. the 
price paid for each station separately, how 
the payment was made including the amount 
in debentures and the amount in cash. The 
table is as follows:-

2\.Tount IIutton 
\1\'andovale 

~ :.'\ToCK. l P.\TJ}l.V--
1~--- ---

I £ £ £ 
I0.2·t:~ 260, 78,500 35 ooni 38.500 

I 12,73u 300 R2,00(' lO.fiO(l 7:!.000 
I I 

[Hon. T. J. Ryan. 

That information was in the possession of 
hor;. member' of this House on the 17th of 
July, before the hon. member for Dalbv 
made his speech in this House, and before h-;, 
made his 'peech on the Financial Statement. 
And vet, on the Financial Statement-after 
the evidence at the inquiry was concluded
he comes in here and sayS------

Mr. VowLES: Read what I s'aid. 

The PREMIER: I am going to read what 
the hon. member said. He said-

" The report is not before us, but 
everything has been disclosed. You will 
find on page 15, ' Purchase of W ando 
Vale, £72,000,' which we know to be 
correct, and in unforeseen loan expendi
ture, oh page 9, you will find ' Purchase 
of Wando Vale Station, £28,620.' The 
only rea'•On I am referring to that is 
this: That the evidence shows that item 
is £10,000. There is £18,620 unaccDunted 
for. 'l'he information elicited the other 
day by a question by the hon. member for 
Winton shows that the only stock pur
cha,ed in addition to those taken over 
with the station were 130 stud hullo, and 
vet that item shov.-s u difference of 
£18,620. Probably it has something to 
do with the co·t of management and up
keep, but, dealing with this do~ument as 
a ·document, how can I. apart from that 
inquiry, intelligently discuss tha_t matter 
when you have a bare figure like that. 
and when we know the figures are 
£18,620 more than was actually paid in 
c<~sh. I say that in passing to show how 
necessary it is that we should have every 
detail when we arc discus·.,ing these 
matters, so that we can go into them 
properly. If not, we cannot criticise 
them as ''"e should.'' 

Mr. VoWLES: \Vhat do you see wrong in 
that? 

The PREMIER : I will tell the hon. 
gentleman what is wrong in that. The hon. 
member sugge.,ted by hia speech that there 
was a sum of £18.620 which was not 
accounted for ; and that the Government had 
given no informHtion in regard to it, ·wherea':, 
the fact is that on the 17th July the Govern
ment had placed all the information on the 
table of the House. Yet the hon. member 
comes in here and makes a statement of that 
kind, trying to continue his slander, becausP 
that is all it is ! 

Mr. VowLES: I asked for an explanation 
of certain figures in your statement. 

The PRE:\1IER: There are ways and 
1nPans of obtaining infonnation. You can 
get up and ask for information, and, at the 
R<tme time, suggest. by innuendo, that there 
is something ,,.,-ong-that yoct cannot intelli
gently follow the figures. 

Mr. VowLES: Can you? 

The PREMIER: I can 
Mr. VowLES: How? 

The PREMIER : By. my intelligence; by 
the intelligence that God has given me. 

Mr. VoWLES: ('\m you make £72,000 and 
£28,000 into £35,000? 

The PREMIER: No. The £72,000 and 
the £28,000 are not to be added together. 
If the hon. member will study the Auditor-
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General's report, he will find that the 
£82,000 paid for Wando Vale is made up as 
follows:-

Loan fund, debenturu 
Trust fund, debentures 

Total debentures 
Trust fund, cash 

£28,620 
43,380 

... £72,000 
10,000 

Total amount of purchase £82,000 

The total amount paid from the loan fund 
was £28,620. 

::VIr. VowLES: That is all I asked. 
The PREMIER: The suggestion made was 

that there "\Yas something Yvrong. 
Yl:r. VOWLES: Nothing of the sort. 

The PREMIER: The attitude taken up by 
the hon. member is that then: was something 
"smcllful" about the transaction. 'l'hat is 
the v, ord he used. \Vhat are we to under
stand by "smollful':? Some corruption, 
some undc·rhand bu"noss-that someone is 
getting ,'omething out of it. Yet the hon. 
member says now that all he meant was that 
he wanted an explanation from the Govern
:nent, al~hough we had previously given that 
mformatwn to the House. First, he invents 
~he stat<;ment that we would not give the 
mformatwn, and then he says: "Because 
you did not gi~e the in,~ormation,_ I am ju~ti
fied m slandermg you. There Is one thmg 
that hon. membe-rs ought to bear in mind 
and that is that when thev are members of 
this House they should not "endeavour to take 
away the good name of other hon. members. 
(Hear,. hear !) They <;re here protected by 
the pnnleges of Parliament. There is no 
one who would be more readv than I would 
~e to accept the hon. memb'8r's disclaimer, 
If he got up in his place and said he was 
wrong, and th!'t it had been proved that he 
was wrong. ::"oio one would be more pleased 
than I would be If the ~on. mem):ler a~opted 
that course. But the attitude he Is takmg up 
leaves me only one alternative. It is a 
course I object to take, but it is one which 
I am inclined to think is much more lenient 
than would be likely to be taken in New 
South \V ale·-• if a member there made such 
~·eckle'·' charges against a Minister. There 
IS no doubt that these are wanton and 
reckless charges. 

GoVERN:MENT :MEMBERS : Hear, hear ! 

The PREMIER: I feel certain that the 
hon. member will yet regret the position he 
has taken up in this m·atter. Hon. members 
opposite must not run awaY with the idea 
that the public of Queensland are a lot of 
fool'•. It may be very easy to make a state
ment to the effect that there is something 
wrong-to say that large sums of monev 
have bee_n handled, that properties are being 
dealt With, and that somebody is getting 
something out of them. It is very easy to 
say you !fl':Y be sure that some~me is getting 
a commissiOn out of the busmess with a 
view of trying to make the people s;_,spiciou". 
But when the people realise that, instead of 
!h~re being anything in such a statement. 
It IS only a corrupt method to gain political 
capital, they will visit the members who 
have been guilty of such conduct with the 
pnnishme:'-t . they deserve. I am sorry to 
say that It IS not only the hon. member for 
Dalby who is associated with statements of 
this kind, but he is the onlv member I am 
able to deal with at the present moment. 
vVe have a specific finding of a Royal Com
mission who inquired into the matter, and I 

feel that I would bo wanting in my duty 
if I did not move the motion of which I 
have given notice, and which I hope will be 
<'Uried. I hope that the Opposition will 
take up the attitude which ought to be taken 
up by an Opposition in circumstances of 
this sort. If they do not, they will brand 
themselves with the same brush as brands 
the hon. member for Dalby; they will. be 
branded as members who make suggestwns 
similar to those made by the hon. member 
for Dalby. Such tactics will nof go down 
with the public. At all events, I, as a 
member of this Assembly-and particularly 
as leader of the House-am not going to 
allow such things to pass b" without censure. 
That is the least we cctn do in a matter of 
this kind. and I hope the motion will be 
carried unanimously. 

GoYERN'>rEXT ::VIE,rBEn~: Hear, hear! 

Hox. J. TOLMIE (Toowoomba): I cannot 
allow a motion of this kind to pass without 
eome comment. The Premier told us that he 
desired to d<'al with this motion in a calm 
> nd collected manner. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: Which he 
did. 

HoN. J. TOL:MIE: It was quite evident 
to hon. members that he entered into the 
discussion of the matter in such a way that 
his physical strength could not bear the 
strain. 

ThE' PRE~!IER : If you had the work to do 
that I have, you would perhaps not be able 
to bear the strain. 

Hol\. J TOLMIE: Perhaps hon. members 
will rccoilect that when the great Richard 
Brinsley Sheridan was dealing with spe<;kers 
of the same character as the Premier
speakers who relied upon the use of lo!'-d
sounding phrases and inflated words to II!l· 
prc'ss their audience-he referred to them In 
the,e terms--

·' With blood-red moon 
In the blaze of noon, 
And the wolf cries out 
'''ith glittering shout . 
Too whitt, too whitt. too whoa! ' 

Those lines aJlply to the grandi~oquer;t styl_e 
adopted by the Pr<>mier in dealmg with this 
motion. The hon. gentleman must have 
felt when he was speaking, that. he could 
not' justih· his arguments by the findings of 
the court" or the evidence submitted to the 
court. The hon. gentleman spoke of the 
privilege that members enjo:y in this House 
of bring·ing under the public gaze all the 
acticns cassociated with public men, in order 
that the bright light of public criticism may 
shine on all thos<' actions. Because hon. 
members in this House have endeavoured 
to ·do their dutv by the public, and because 
in the doing of that -duty they have h?-d. to 
de 11! somewhat sevcreh with members sittJ_ng 
on the other side of the House, the Prem1er 
tal«'' advantage of this opportunity to 
tvra.nnise over a particular member of the 
(Jhamber. Action of that kind is not foreign 
to the hon. gentleman We know that on a 
former occasion he introduced a Bill in this 
House for the purpose of trying to secure tJ:c 
c·xpulsion of certain members because m 
their ordinary business they ran counter to 
the wishes of the bon. gentleman. On tJ:e 
12th Sentcmber a discussion took place m 
this Chiunber, and the hon. member for 
Dalby on that o~casion referred to the 
extre1ne difficulty that members experienced 

Hon . .J. Tolrnie.} 
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in ascertaining what tlw Government were 
doing with a very considerable amount of 
public money. 

The PRE:\JlER: Although he had the infor· 
mation on the 17th July. 

HoN. J. TOL:\HE: Not only the hon. 
membe1· for Dalby, but other members on 
this side of the House. on many occasions 
drev public attention to the condition of 
things that prevailed. The Press of the 
city of Brisbane also took similar action, 
and .all for the purpose of trying to dis
cover what the Government were doing with 
very conaiderable mms of public money. It 
was not money that had been voted by this 

House, but trust funds with 
[8 p.m.] which the Government ha,d abso-

lutely no right to deal, in the 
manner they were doing. Certain portions 
of those funds might be dealt with for certain 
purpoees, but thos0 purnoses are distinctlv 
laid down, and they a;e called gilt-edged 
securities-securities which he believed to be 
absolutelY safe. But what securitv is there 
in the purchaec of a station on -which all 
the assets of the station may be destroyed in 
one snmrner, or at thE' n1ost bvo summers. of 
continued drought, wbere the whole of ·the 
bone£. of the c.a.ttle of the station might repre
sent the ascets which had cost manv thou-
>ands of pounds of trust funds • · 

Mr. CoLLIXS: No wonder we do not get 
land settlement when people read your 
sp0eches. 

HoN. J. TOLMIE: The public Press have 
-endeavoured to show the Government the 
~norn:ity of their action in this respect, and 
m domg so they werfl not actuated by animus 
against the Government, but as watch dogs 
{)f the public interest they have carefully 
W<ttched the actions of the Government in 
this respect? Just as the Press experienced 
o, difficult_,. so we experience a difficulty in 
endeavouring to ascertain where this three
quarter of a million came from and under 
what authority and conditions it was being 
spent. 

The PRE:IliER: You had all the informa
tion. 

Hox. J. TOLMIE: \Ve endeavoureJ to get 
that information by questions, but wherever 
it was possible to turn the questions down 
.and refuse to answer them the Government 
did so. Hon. members sought to obtain 
information which it was desirable the public 
should know, but the Government en
dea v<;ured to prevent them on all possible 
-occasrons. 

'I be PREMIER: Gin• an illustration. This 
is all generalities. 

HoN. J. TOLMIE : We find a speech in 
"Hansard" made bv the hon. member for 
Dalby, in which he. dealt very specifically 
with the question for the purchase of these 
;tations, and spoke of the difficulties that he 
and others had experienced in getting infor
mation in regard t{) the matter. He was 
most specific in dealing with one property 
not so many miles from his own electorate. 

The PREMIER: Did he not say he could 
prove that? 

HoN. J. TOL:I<IIE: He spoke in connec
tion with that property all the way through, 
and pointed out that the public were not 
receiving the information with regard to 
the purchase of it, and that statements had 

[Hon. J. Tolmie. 

been made broadcast throughout the country 
that the Government were making a bad 
bargain in relation to it. 

The PRn!IER: That is just as false as 
this. 

HoN. J. TOLMIE: He took occasion to 
point out that the Minister for Lands had 
made certain statements with regard to the 
value that he had got for the station, not 
taking into consideration that for fifteen 
months no account had been kept of the 
increase of cattle that had been sold, and 
pointing out other difficulties in connection 
with this station. He also referred to the 
purchase of Wando Vale, and from the 
knowledge that this Chamber possesses he 
stated that tiw purchase of that property had 
left in the minds of the people the impres
sion that things were not what they ought 
to be, more particula.rly when h_e hea~d state
ments made by individuals outside this House 
in relation thereto, and when we had state
ments made by an hon. member opposite 
who when he heard the statement made, 
was' astonished at it and took the precaution 
next morning--

The PREMIER: He did not believe it. 

HoN. J. 'l'OLMIE : I mean the hon. mem
ber for Flinders, who had the courage to 
stand up to the statements that he made 
and not to go back in the slightest degree 
upon them. 

Mr. MAY: I said it was purely hearsay. 

HoN. J.' TOLMIE : And he took the pre
caution to note down in his pocket-book what 
he had heard and to take a Minister of the 
Crown and an Under Secretary representing 
the department as witneooes the next morn
ing to the individual who made the state
ment, ;and there obtained the 'statement 
afresh from that individual. When he came 
down from his electorate he went to the 
Chi<?f Secretarv and laid before him the 
statements he had heard in connection with 
one of the member., of the Government and 
the purchase of this particular property, and 
although the Chief Secretary had heard that 
direct statement by the hon. member for 
Flinders, verified in the manner indicated. 
he took no notice of it. 

The PREMIER : I said that it ought to be 
treated with contempt. 

HoN. J. TOLMIE: When these statements 
were circulated through the country that the 
hon. member claimed he had been advised 
in relation thereto--

The PREMIER : Of course, I know there was 
a campaign of slander going on against the 
Government. 

HoN. J. TOLMIE: Was it possible to be
lien• anything else, when the hon. gentleman 
would take no action to protect himself or 
the fame of his colleagues or the fame of his 
Government, that there was possibly some
tbing in coneetion with it? 

The PREMIER: The judge proved that I 
acted right. 

HoN. J. TOLMIE: In dealing with these 
matters the hon. member for Dalby was 
endeavouring to bring before this Chamber, 
and he could bring them before no other 
place, the rumours he had heard. 

The PREMIER : He did not say they were 
rumours ; he said they were something he 
could prove. 

HoN. J. TOLMIE: In regard to one thing 
he made the statement that he could prove 
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what he had said. The possibility is that he 
may be able to give some explanation of that 
himself. 

The PREMIER: That is too much for you. 

HoN. J. TOLMIE: In connection with the 
statement that has been made we have here 
the finding of His Honour th~ Commissioner 
who was appointed. He set it out in three 
special findings. He says-

" I find that the information then in 
Mr. Vowles's possession was not sufficient 
~o justify him in making the allegations 
m sub-paragraph (a), because (1) of the 
casual nature of the conversation and 
the length o£ time that had elapsed." 

The conversation was casual-he had been 
informed by a certain individual. Probably 
that was casual. Later on he had got the 
i::lformation through a member on the other 
side that that statement was made by a 
person who was a buyer in relation to the 
st.atim;, and that buyer came up and gave 
his evidence afterwards. Then in the second 
place, Mr. Gannan's evidence' was necessary 
to prove the allegation and he had been 
communicated with. A~ a matter of fact 
l~e had been communica~ed with by th~ 
Crown before an opportunrty had been given 
to the hon. member for Dalby to do it. 

The PREMIER : He had twelve months to 
do it. 

HoN. J. TOLMIE: And the Crown, even 
though Mr. Gannan, who was a man very 
lrkely to be able to prove this charge was 
in such a condition-- ' 

The PREMIER : Shame ! 

Mr. VowLES: That is why you held the 
commission-because you knew he could not 
come. 

HoN. J. TOLMIE: He was in such a con
dition that he could not give evidence. 

The PRE~IIER: Shame ! 

. Ho:N. J. ::r'OLJYIIE: Another thing in rela
tion to this: It was stated in this House 
that the books and papers in connection 
with the purchase of this station had been 
destroyed. Those are two most important 
factm·s. 

The PRE;\IIER : You are still slandering. 
The people of Queensland can sum up your 
party. 

HoN. J. TOLMIE: Let us see what was 
the c~aracter of ~1r. Ganna.n. On page 20 
o! this report there are a series of ques
tiOns put to Mr. Pym. He related his con
versation with Mr. Gannan-

" 'What was it Mr. Gannan said?
Well, he said it is ~ rather funny thing 
!he Government paid such a price for 
It when he could have sol·d it for so much 
less. He talked in that strain. 

"Do you know how much the Govern
ment had agreed to pay for it ?-No I 
did not know at the time. ' 

" And did you know how much less it 
was that he could ha.ve sold it for?
Yes; he t-old me I could have bought it 
for £45,000. 

"Did he say when you could have 
bought it f-or £45,000 ?-No; he just 
sai·d, 'If you had wanted to buy W ando 
Vale you could have bought it for 

£45,000; if you did not like it at 
£45,000 you could probably have got it 
for a little bit less.' 

"Did he say anything about having it 
on his books at that pr.ice?-Yes. I got 
interested a bit in it then. I know the 
old man so well that I suggested to him, 
in a friendly sort of way, that if he were 
not quite sure of what he was talking 
about, he ha·d better not say anything 
more about it. He got very emphatic 
then. He said he had it from Mr. 
Barnes for £45,000, with instructions not 
to let a buyer go past. I jumped him 
up again on that. I said, 'Are you 
auite certain of that?' He said, 'Yes, 
f am absolutelv certain; I have it on my 
books at that ],rice.' " 

Then, at question 310-
" Did you acept it as a fact ; did you 

believe Mr. Gannan ?-Oh, yes, I always 
believe Mr. Gannan. 

"At that time vou were telling Mr. 
Yowles what vou believed to be true?
Oh, yes; I hO:d no reason to think any
thing else." 

:\row, we will take the evidence of Mr. 
Barnes the owner of the station, which will 
be fou;Id on page 25. I am giving all this 
tu show what the character of JI.Ir. Ga.nnan 
1S. 

The PRE~!IER : There is no reflection on 
:1\h. Gannan's character. That proves that 
the others were telling lies. It was on Gan
nan's books five years before that for £45,000, 
and that is what you suppre,sed. You made 
out that it was the same week and the same 
da:v. The propertv more than doubled in 
value the last five 'years. That is the little 
link that vou left out. 

Mr. VO'I;,LES: It proves that Pym was tell
ing the truth. 

HoN. J. TOLMIE: Then, question 704-
" Pym said he thought Gannan a very 

honourable and upright man ?-He is a 
very honourable man." 

Now, we turn to the evidence of Mr. O'Con
nor--

The PREMIER: Hn is the man who said it 
was a wicked lie if he said it. 

Mr. VoWLES: He said he never said any
thing about the £5,000 in reference to Mr. 
Theodore ; not about the pr.ice of the sta.tion. 
Mr. Connor was asked-

" Is Jl.fr. Gannan a man of goo·d re· 
pute ?-Yes, he is very highly respected." 

Thon we turn to the evidence of Mr. Cox. 
question 2737-

" Cross-examined bv Mr. Feez: What 
sort of man is Mr.' Gannan? [ don't 
mean in appearance. Is he a reliable 
man ?-Yes.'' 

The PRE~HER: The judge has found that 
Gannan had not it in his hands in 1916. He 
had it five years before. It was in 1912 tha.t 
he had it in his books. 

HoN. J. TOLMIE: I am dealing with the 
evidence which was adduced in connection 
with the inquiry. 

The SECRETARY FOR PuBLIC INSTRUCTION : 
You are trying to shuffie. 

The PREMIER: You are trying to bring the 
£45,000 that was five years before on to the 

Hon. J. TolrniF.I 
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eame day we bought the station; and it is 
a scandalous shame that you are trying to 
do that in face of the evidence. The public 
will sum it up in that way. 

HoN. J. TOLMIE: Mr. Cox is being cross
examined, and at question 2737 he is asked 
"Is he a reliable man ?-Yes." Now, there 
are statements made with regard to Mr. 
&annan-the principal witnes£, or who would 
have been the principal witness in this oase if 
his physical condition had been such as to 
allow his evidence to be taken, even on com
mission at his home in Hughenden, or if he 
had been brought down here--

The PREMIER : If he had come down we 
\vould have proved our case better. 

HoN. J. TOLMIE: In regard to whether 
Gannan had this property for sale, Mr. Pym, 
on page 20, says--

The PREMIER: You are trying to prove 
that the judge is wrong. Now you are 
fighting the judge, not the Government. It 
is just as well that the public should know 
whom you are fighting. 

HoN. J. TOL~HE: I think I have quoted 
this evidence before-in relation to what 
Pym said concerning Gannan. These ques
tions might, however, go in again for the 
information of the Chief Secretary, because 
he seems to be enjoying it. At question 
301-

" And did you know how much less it 
was that he could have sold it for?
Yes; he told me I could have bought it 
for £45,000. 

"Did he say when you could have 
bought it for £45,000 ?-No; he just 
said if you had wanted to buy W ando 
Vale, you could have bought it for 
£45,000; if you did not like it at £45,000 
you could probably have got it for a 
little bit less. 

" Did he say anything about having it 
on his books at that price?-Yes; I got 
interested a bit in it then. I know the 
old man so well that I suggested to him, 
in a friendly sort of way, that if he were 
not quite sure of what he was talking 
about, he had better not say anything 
more about it. He got very emphatic 
then. He said he had it from Barnes for 
£45,000, with instructions not to let a 
buyer go past." 

Then Mr. Connor, at page 64 of the report, 
in relation to the same matter, says--

The PREMIER : The public are looking to 
what the judge said. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INS'rRUCTION: 
Are you trying to tell us that he had it for 
sale at £45,000 on the day we bought it? 

HoN. J. TOI,MIE: I am trying to prove
and I am moving-that Mr. Gannan had it 
on his books, if tl·e statements of these men 
arc to be believed. 

The PREMIER: Five years before. 
HoN. J. TOLMIE: Question 1614 was-

" Mr. May wrote a note of what he 
said took place. He wrote the note down 
at the time or the next day that 'Mr. 
Huxham called in at Cloncurry on the 
18th May, and a gentleman named Con
nor, a buyer of stations and a station
owner, said that Wando Vale was offered 
for sale for the sum of £45,000 a fort
night before the Government bought it 
for £82,000, and that Mr. Theodore got 

[Hon. J. Tolmie. 

£5,000.' Do you remember whether you 
made such a statement ?-I remember 
saying that Mr. Gannan said it was 
under offer before it was sold to the 
Government for £47,000." 

The PREMIER : How long before? 
HoN. J. TOLMIE: He said that that offer 

could have been secured-that is the offer 
at £47,000. Then he is further asked by 
Mr. McGregor-

" Had Mr. Gannan said that to you?
Ye,. 

"Can you tell us when and where Mr. 
Gannan said it to you?-Yes. Mr. Gannan 
said it to me about August or September 
of the previous year-about the time the 
sale took place, I think." 

::Ylr. FOLEY: He was the most shuffling 
witness ever I heard in my life. 

HoN. J. TOL::YUE : 'l'hat may be your 
id< a ; but here are the statements. 

::\1r. VOWLES (to Mr. Foley): Did you hear 
}Ir. Barnes give his evidence? He destroyed 
his books. 

HoN. J. TOLMIE: That is so far as con
<'E'rns Mr. Gannan having it for £47,000. 
Then we have another offer. Mr. Barnes is 
stated to have put the property in the hands 
of another firm for £65,000 only a few weeks 
before-or it was in their hands only a few 
weeks before the Government purchased it 
for £82.000. 

The PREMIER: Does not that show that the 
£45,000 was an invention if that were so? 
Those two <lifferent .storics show they are 
l>oth lies. 

IloN. J. TOLMIE: It does not. 
The PREMIER : They can't both be true. 

liON. J. TOLMIE: Because the vendors of 
the station admit the fuct that the station 
was placed in the hands of Snter for 
£65,000-

The PREMIER: No, he does not. 
HoN. J. TOLMIE: Just a short time 

before the Government bought it, and paid 
an additional £17,000 for it. The country 
want to know why the Government paid 
£17.000 more for it? 

The PREMIER: Tell us where he said that. 
HoN. J. TOLMIE: I listened while the 

hon. gentleman was speaking, and did not 
interrupt him all the way through. But he 
is showing that bad manners are becoming 
quite characteristic of him within recent 
times. 

Mr. KIRWAN: I would sooner be guilty of 
ba<:l manners than telling untruths, at any 
rate. 

HoN. J. TOL:iVUE: At page 36, Mr. Suter 
writes to Mr. McGugan as follows:-

" 'De;tr Sir,-We regret to find that 
the particulars we held of Wando Vale 
were destroyed when they became of no 
use to us on the Government purchasing, 
but the main particulars were: Price, 
£65,000, with 10.000 head of cattle; walk 
in, walk out. We never offered it under 
these particulars, and consider you made 
a o-ood deal over it when the terms of 
payment, etc., are taken into considera
tion.'" 

The PREMIER: That shows that it was a 
good deal for the Government at the price 
paid. 
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HoN. J. TOLMIE: 
" ' Will you, or will you not, swear 

positively that Sute:r had no authority 
to sell? ' " 

This was a question to Mr. Barnes. Mr. 
Barnes said-

" ' I am not going to swear anything 
I am not sure of. I am here to tell the 
truth.' " 

There was the distinct admission on the part 
vf Mr. Barncs. 

The PREMIER : Barne·cc swore he would not 
have sold for £65,000. I heard him say that 
myself. 

HoN. J. TOLMIE: Then, to return to Mr. 
Barnes's evidence, at page 35. 

:Mr. KIRWAN: Read where Barnes said he 
would buy it back from the Government at 
the price he had sold it for. 

HoN. J. TOLMIE: Page 86 shows what I 
require from Mr. Barnes. 

The PREMIER : Are you trying to say that 
the judge was wrong? 

HoN. J. TOLMIE: Mr. B<unes was re
called, and he was asked (question 2239)-

" If Mr. Sutcr says you put Wando Vale 
in their hands at £65,000 in June or 
,July, 1916, with 10,000 cattle, will you 
deny it ?-I told you before that it would 
be very improbable." 

The next question is-
" Will you· deny that you put Wando 

Vale into Mr. Suter's hands for sale at 
£55,000?-I won't Jeny it." 

The PREMIER : Suter himself afterwards 
denied it. 

HoN. J. TOLMIE: There vou have the 
evidence given by Mr. Barnes" himself with 
regard to the price at which Wando Vale 
could have been bought. :Now, the statement 
in the public mind was that the Government 
paid more for W undo V ale than they need 
ha ye paid for it; and that statement grew 
in the public mind because the Government
the members of the :Yiinistry associated with 
tht' purchase of this property-took every 
possible precaution to keep the public in 
ignorancn of what ha<:! been clone. 

The PREMIER: That is not true. 
HoN. J. TOLMIE: Thcv knew thev were 

financing the station in an illegal way, that 
they were using loan money for other pur· 
poses-for the purpose of purchasing these 
-tations, and that loan money shouLd not he 
utilise<:! for that particular purpose. Loan 
money is obtained for the purpose of carry
ing on reprnductiye works, and the Govern
ment were using this loan money for specu
lath·c purposes. 

The PREMIER: The suggestion was that 
they were using it for their own purposes. 

Ho~. J. TOLMIE: I say the Government 
were using it for speculative purposes; and, 
because they were using it for speculative 
purposes, they would not give the public an 
opportunity of knowing exactly what was 
heing donP, If they en<leavoured to clothe 
themselves in mystery, is there any wonder 
that a cloud of suspicion grew up round 
about them? Now, I made the statement 
that there was a Jifliculty in obtaining infor
Jnation. 

The PREMIER : That is just as false as this 
is. 

HoN. J. TOLMIE: All we have to do is 
to turn the the evidence given by the Hon. 

the Secretarv for Public Lands in regarJ to 
this. It will be a real pity to keep this 
evidence out of "Hansard," particularly 
seeing that we have not an opportunity of 
getting the whole of the evidence put in, so 
that the public might see for themselves. 
\V c ha vc the statement made by the Secre
tary for Public Lands. 

The PREMIER: I will supply you with free 
copies for all your electorate. That will 
settle your se:tt. 

Hox. J. TOLMIE : There was a state
m•cnt made that all these stations were pur
<'hased after very close investigation, more 
particularly as "public money was being 
utilised. '\Ve knew, from the experience that 
we had, that such was not the case-that 
there was a degree of looseness aJCld slackness 
about the purchase of these stations that was 
absolutely reprehensible, and that is what 
we have been trying to sheet home to the 
Government \\hencver we have had the 
opportunity. 

The SECRETARY FOR PcBLIC LANDS : Which 
you failed to do. 

Ho:'i". J. TOLMIE: Yes, we failed to do 
it; and I am going to show why we failed. 
Because the Government refused to answer 
que~>tiom, or, when they <lid answer them, 
they answered them in such a manner as to 
convev no information at all. But when the 
Hon." the Secretary for Public Lands got 
into the witness-box, he was in quite a 
different position ; he had to answer the 
qm",tions that were put to him. 

Mr. MORGAN : And he told a lot of false
hoods. 

Hox. J. TOLMIE : One of the statements 
made by him was that there had been a 
thorough inspection. Speaking the other even
ing. I pointe·d out ihctt when thPre was a 
£20,000 job in connection with railway oon
struction, the architect, the engineer, the 
Commissioner for Railways, and a special 
committee had to report upon it in regard 
to the expenditure of that money; and that 
was money that was voted by Parliament 
out of the consolidated revenue. But here, 
moncv that was not voted was used. There 
\\as ;,o safeguard with regard to its expen
diture at all. All that it was necessary to 
do was for the Minister to intimate that he 
wanted to purchaE'O a certain station, and 
the price he agreed upon being satisfactory, 
the purchase was made, irrespective of 
whether there was a thorough investigation 
or whether there was not. :Now, the Secre· 
tary for l)ublic Lands, in all the statements 
he made in regard to this particular property, 
stated that a Goyernment representative had 
been for months on the station. 

The SECRETARY FOR PuBLIC LANDS: No. That 
is not so. 

HoN. J. TOLMIE: Months on the station 
and in the district obtaining information 
in relation thereto. 

ThP SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : I did 
not say anything of the sort. 

HoN. J. TOLMIE: When you take into 
consideration that the Government have had 
Mount Button Station over eighteen months. 
and during the whole of that time they have 
not been able to make a muster of the cattle, 
and that a great many mor<:~ cattle were 
i1wolved than were thought to be on '.Vando 
V ale Station, you would think it would be 
necessary under those conditions to have 

Hon. J. Tolmie.] 
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proper inspection. Let us hear what the 
hon. gentleman says himself. This is an 
answer to a question put to the Secretary 
for Public Lands-

" What is more, before we bought the 
cattle, we had a man up there for 
several months." 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : Three 
months. 

HoN. J. TOLMIE: And yet two minutes 
ago the Secretary for Public Lands denied 
that. 

The PREMIER: You said "on the station." 
HoN. J. TOLMIE: What is the use of 

this quibbling by the Premier when he says 
I said " on the station." If he was up there 
for the P)lrpose of inspecting this property 
and learmng what the value of it was would 
he go to somebody else in another part of 
the C?untry for the purpose of making dis
coveneR? Is that the way in which properties 
are bought? 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LA~DS : He 
inspec·tcd Dotswood at the same time. 

Mr. MORGAN: He didn't. 

Ho~. J. TOLMIE : " Do you still stick to 
that?" was asked the Minister for Lands. 
He said, "Yes." We will see later on how 
he shuffled out. 

" You had a man there?-Yes. 
" Who was it ?-Mr. Ferry. He was 

up in the district two or three months." 
Then, at question 2191 there is the question-

" You say, 'before we bought the cattle, 
for several m·onths.' You actually signed 
the agreement on 31st August, 1916. How 
long b~fo~·e that do you say he was in 
the distnct on the station ?-A few 
weeks.'' 

It v. as " months" before; now it is down 
to " a few weeks.'' The hon. gentleman said 
that he was in the district. What was the 
use of being in the district unless the state-

ments made bv the Minister for 
[8.30 p.m.] Lands was to "lead the people to 

believe that for several months 
J-:e was engaged in inspeding station proper
t!8s and makmg d1scovery whether it was 
a good propert;,'. If it ~'as made for any 
other purpose, it was made to mislead the 
public. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : Read 
my answer to that. 

HoN. J. TOLMIE: I am reading the an
swers. To show the morality of the Govern
,rnent-they question the mo;ality of the hon. 
member for Dalby-but to show the morality 
of the Government, just listen to this-

" 2200. I suppo'-·e with your pastoral 
experience if you knew that there were 
12,000 head of cattle on the station, and 
you knew that the man believed that 
there were 10,000, would vou tell him 
that there were 12,000 ?-W~uld you?" 

The Minister for Lands, instead of answc>r
ing the question, replied, "Would vou ?" 
The barrister then followed with th~ next 
question-

" 2201. I believe I would. I do not deal 
in stock. 1 would say, 'You think you 
have 10,000; I think vou have more.' 
\Vould you do it if you 'knew that a man 
had 12.000 cattle and vou knew that he 
thought he had only 10,000? Would vou 
tell him that he had more ?-It wa~ a 
book muster that we bought on. We 

[Hon. J. Tolmie. 

'atisfied ourselves of the book muster-
that the cattle were there, and we paid 
on that.'' 

Then question 2202-
" If you knew that he had 12,000 and 

vou knew that he thought that there W<·,·c 
~nly 10,000, would you tell him ?-No.'' 

Then the barrister followed with the fol
lowing questions :-

" 2203. You rea,d a letter to the House. 
You asked him if there was any truth in 
it. Did you suppress any part of thar 
letter?-Yes, because it was irrelevant 
to the whole matter. 

"2204. You didn't tell the House that 
you were suppressing anything-everyone 
would believe that you read the whok 
letter-everyone in the House ?-Not 
necessarily. 

" 2205. Everyone except those on yom· 
own side of the House ?-That part of 
the letter that I read dealt exclusivt>ly 
with the subject under review. 

"2206. You deliberately supprrcsed it·· 
-Yes, that part. 

"2207. Without telling the House that 
you were suppressing a part of the lettPr. 
you a voided presenting that letter to 
the House, didn't you ?-No. 

"2208. Mr. Vowles asked on the 12th 
September, ' ·will the Hon. the Minister 
for Lands pl>tce that letter on the table;· 
You never did place that letter 011 tlw 
table of the House, did you ?-No; th<· 
~eply was that it would he made .avail
able with other documents at th1s Ilt

quiry. 
"2209. ln the ,meantime ;ou got Mr. 

vVinstanley to get up and ask quec;tiom 
about vVando Vale ?-Yes." 

The PRE>IIER : You know that that letter 
was made available to the judge at the in
quiry. 

HoN. J. TOLMIE: The Minister for Land
was asked that night to table the lett-er, and 
he declined to do su. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: That i,.. 
not so. 

Ho:-~. J. TOLMIE: There is no doubt that 
evervbody in the House believed that tht· 
hon." member read the whole of the letter. 
with the exception of the hon. member for 
Dalby, who was suspicious. We know ~hat 
the hon. member for Dalby asked questwnF 
about \Vando V~tle, but he was asked to post
pone his questions. In the mean~ime, the 
hon. member for Queenton, Mr .Wmstanley. 
got up and asked a question. The barrister. 
Mr. Macgregor, then asked the Minister for 
Lands-

" It is a serious ma,tter for you. 
though?" 

And the Minister for Lands replied-" l don't 
think so." 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: You an· 
not reading it properly. Read. what I saicl 
before that. 

HoN. J. TOLMIE: Question 2213-
"You thought that you would haw• a 

little fun on vour own ?-There is no fun 
in this matt"er; it is serious for Mr. 
Vowles." 

The SECRETARY FOR PcBLIC LANDS: You sup
pressed that. 
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Hox. J. TOLMIE: I wanted the whole of 
this evidence to be put into " Hansard " 
Later on-q1;estion 2218-the hon. gentlem~n 
was re-exammed by l'vh-. Feez. 

" You were asked about a letter quoted 
by you, or read by you in the House, 
and you were asked whether vou did not 
suppress a certain part of it. I think 
you said, 'Yes; a part had been sup
pressed '-is that a fair word to use, 
·suppressed' ?-I perhaps omitted the 
letter." 

The PRE~IIER: You read that wrong. 
The SECRETARY FOR PcBLIC LANDS : You 

should be ashamed of yourself. 

HoN. J. TOLMIE: Mr. Speaker, under the 
rules of tl:w House I ask you to read the 
staten:ent 1f the hon. gentle,man thinks I have 
~·ead I~ wrong·. I , '':Ill read it again (reads 
1t anLin}. The Mimoter for Lands was also 
asked \Vhat portion of the letter he omitted 
W~Jcn he re::td it in this House, and he re
plied that the words he omitted were "with 
the reports :urrent at the time regarding the 
corrupt busmess methods of the Go,·ernmeut 
I was agreeably surprised to know that." 

The PRE:VIIER: Those were the slanders 
that were going about:. 

Ho,x. J. TO~J~IIE: ~hat is the Govern
n1e~1t s \Y.ay of ao1ng bunness. 

The SPE'.~KER: 01Yler! The hon. gentle
man has "Xhamtcd the time allowed him 
under the S+anding Orders. 

Hox. J. TOLMIE: I have endnvoured to 
put the hcts before the House in the time 
at my disposal. Perhaps som'e other hon. 
member can carry on the discussion. 

;y1r ... VO\YLES (JJalb!J): As the hon. mem
ber .m this Hon'e chiefly interested in the 
motion. before the Chamber, I think it is 
only right-;a,; one more in touch with the 
details of the evidence of this commission
th~t I should speak on this matter. In 
domg so,. I am not doing it in defence of 
myself. I am not cor:>ing here to plead 
to hon. members opposite to vote for me 
because. I lmm; that the whole thing is cut 
and dried. \V e kJ?OW very well that they 
~ave .a party opposite, and that my position 
m this matter has already been decided in 
c'!'.ucus. There is not a man on the other 
s1~e of the Chamber, no matter what he 
thmks. who woukl have the temerity to 
C?me J:ere ":nd vo~e on this side in connec
tiOn With this _mc;twn. So far as the motion 
IS concerned, It 1s a personal attack on my
self by the Premier. 

Mr. FOLEY : You are used to making wild 
statements. 

~1r. VOWLES : If you would ask the hon. 
member to keep quiet, I will give vou some 
ho,me truths before I have finished. When 
!his case was brought. before the commission, 
It was brcught hurnedly. I spoke in the 
House and I got. home on the Saturday night. 
I was sen;e~ with. a subpoena that night to 
come and g"IYe ev1dence. It was impossible 
for me to do it. iYhen I got down on the 
\Yednesday I discovered why this commis
sr'?n was broug:ht about at all. The Pre
mier a!1d the 9rown Law Office were in the 
possc;<swn of mFormation that :!'.fr. Gannan 
was. 111 suc_h a stat0 of mentality that it would 
be Impossible for him to give evidence. 

The PREMIER: Shame ! Shame! 

1917-6 I 

~Ir. VOiVLES: To my mind, that is why 
the Premier brought the proceedings. He 
knew full well who my authority was-be
cause I mentioned his name in this Chamber 
-and he knew 1t v.as not possible for ::Ylr. 
Gannan to give evidence. That is why he 
rushed it. 

The PREMIER: The judge had the whole 
matter before him. 

lvlr. YOWLES : That is why it was stated 
my statement was not proven, because Judge 
O'Sullivan said my allegation failed because 
I was not in a position to produce Mr. 
Gannan to bear out what both Mr. Connor 
and :!l.lr. Pym said he had told them. 

The PRDIIER: You ought to be ashamed to 
say such a thing. 

Mr. VOWLES: I am ashamed of the Pre
mier as a professional man trying to place 
me in such an invidious position when he 
knew it was impossible for me to defend 
myself by producini" Mr. Gannan. 

'l'he l'RE:V!IER: 1 will refer it back to the 
judge again if you like. 

Mr. VOWLES: You can do what you like. 
vV e know the tacti< ~ of the hon. gentleman
we know how generous he is to his opponents. 
'When he saw it was impossible for me to 
bring certain evidence, and to bring the 
man who,e name I had given him. he took 
these procccdinge. I gave the name in the 
House-I caid that my author was ::Yir. 
Gannan, of Hughenden. The hon. gentle
man had the whole information. 

The PRE1IIER: Your author was not ::Yir. 
Gannan. You never saw ::Ylr. Gannan. 

:11r. VOWLES: It came from ::\'Ir. Pym. 
The PRDULa: It is like "A woman told 

me that a woman told her." (Laughter.} 

Mr. VOiYLES: I do not care what a 
woman told vou. There has never been a 
motion similar to this moved in this House 
in the annals of Parliament. I am unable 
to find any similar proceedings taken here. 
'I'here is a reco1'd of a case in which a 
simi].ar proceeding might have been adopted, 
but it was not. The case was referred to 
to-night, but I do not propose to go further 
with it, seeing that the gentleman interested 
is now dead. But there was another ca'e 
brought under a previous Act of Parliament, 
and it is in connection with a statement 
made by a member of this House and a 
Minister of the present Government, then a 
private member. It is referred to in the 
"vValsh and Tinaroo Miner." That was the 
subject-matter of a commission. The ques
tion was as to whether the hon. gentleman 
said certain thinrrs, or if he did not say 
them. A police magistrate was appointed. 
As my time is limited I do not propose to 
read the whole of these two paragraphs, but 
I will briefly read the conclusion. There is 
a Mr. :\fcCo.rmack mentioned in this matter. 
If you are the gentleman referred to, Mr. 
Speaker, I am sorry to have to introduce it, 
and I hope you will not think that I am 
introducing it for the purpose of having a, 
stah at you. This is t]ue statement-

" To all whom it may concern. 
"vVhereas a dispute has arisen between 

the ' W alsh and Tinaroo Miner News
paper' and Edward Theodore, M.L.A., 
as to whether the said Edward Theodore, 
at the conference held at Stannary Hills 
on 25ih January, 1909, made the follow
ing statement-that is to say, ' Could we 
come to some arrangement whereby we 

Mr. Vowles.] 
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could twist our consciences a little and 
make our men believe they were only 
working forty-four hours, and you do 
the same and make your shareholders 
think you were paying for forty-eight 
hour.s.'" 

lou will see there that it refers to twisting 
Q'lr consciences. That was emphatically 
denied by Mr. Theodore. Then the police 
magistrate gave this finding-

" Whereas special parties appointed 
me to be arbitrator in respect of the 
matter aforesaid, and whereas I have 
heard the evidence tendered before me 
by both the said part,ies at Stannary 
Hills on the twenty-third day of June, 
1910, and read the minutes of the said 
conference: Now I do hereby find, on 
the evidence and minutes so tendered, 
that' the words alleged to have been used 
by the said Edward Theodore were so 
used by him." 

The PREMIER : There is no suggestion of 
corruption there. 

Mr. VOWLES: The result of that com
mission wa.s not put into "Hansard," •and 
the question was not brought before this 
House, although it was a similar proceeding 
to the one now before that House. 

The PREMIER : It is an entirely different 
matter. 

Mr. VOWLES: The Premier said that 
there it was not a charge of corruption in 
that case. I defy the Premier or any mem
ber of this House to point out any word 
in my speech of the 12th of last month that 
can be construed into corruption. 

The PREMIER: Your own evidence stated 
that you made the statement for political 
capital. 

Mr. VOWLES: I said nothing of the sort. 
The hon. gentleman has got plenty of time 
at his disposal, and I ask him to look it up 
again. 

The PREMIER : What do you mean by the 
word " smellful " ? 

Mr. VOWLES: You will find that in 
clause (2) of the matters referred to the 
commiBsion. 

The SPEAKER: The hon. member just 
now said that he was going to read something 
where my name was mentioned, and that he 
did not want to have a stab at me. I do not 
know if it has anything to do with the 
matter now before the House, but the hon. 
member mentioned my name in connection 
with it, and I did not hear him read out 
anything where my name was referred to. 

Mr. VOWLES : I will rewd it. 
The SPEAKER: Having mentionod my 

name, the hon. member puts me in an awk
ward position if he does not read it. 

Mr. VOWLES: I said there is a Mr. 
McOormack mentioned, but that I did not 
know if it referred to you. 

The SPEAKER: The hon. gentleman said 
he did not intend to have a. stab at me. It 
has nothing to do with the question before 
the House .. 

Mr. VOWLES: It has. 
The SPEAKER : It seems to me that it 

has nothing to do with the question before 
the House. But the hon. member will 
observe that he puts me in rather an awk
ward position by having mentioned my name. 

[Mr. Vo~vles. 

l'.Ir. VOWLES: I will read the extract-
" Mr. McOormack, evidently forget

ting Shakespeare's warning about the 
man that protesteth too much, repeatedly 
denie-d signing minutes containing the 
phrase under notice. That denial has 
been his undoing. He challenged the 
editor of this paper (and incidentally 
spoke about ' punching noses') to put up 
£50 in regard to his ' honesty ' over 
the affair; and the £50 being put up, 
Mr. McOormack promptlv left the town 
next morning, and apparently through 
a lapse of memory forgot to put up his 
£50." 

The SPEAKER : I ask the hon. gentle
man now, does he argue that the extract has 
anything to do with the matter before the 
House? 

Mr. VOWLES: It is a statement in a 
newspaper. I did not want to refer to it, 
because there is a Mr. McOormack men
tioned, and I did not know whether it 
referred to. you. 

The SPEAKER : I want the hon. gentle
man to understand that in using my name 
he placed me in an awkward position before 
the House. I had no objection to his read
ing the extract, but he must recognise the 
awkward position he places me in. He has 
some sinister motive for introducing the 
matter. 

Mr. VOWLES: Well, you compelled me 
to read it. 

The SPEAKER: I did not object to the 
hon. gentleman reading it. VI-" ere I on the 
floor of the House I '' ould have the oppor
tunity of replying. If the hon. member 
states that it is a statement made in a news
paper article, he will clear up any miscon
ception that may arise. 

Mr. VOWLES : The statement is made in 
the newspaper, and I deliberately omitted 
to read it because it mentions a "Mr. 
McOormack," who may be another Mr. 
McOormack. 

The SECRETARY FOR Pt:BLIC INSTRUCTION : 
Look at question 136. page 13, and you will 
see that you made a reference to graft in 
this transaction. 

Mr. VOWLES: Question 136 reads as fol
lows:-

" I asked you before whether you in
tended to convey that there was some
thing in the nature of graft in this trans
action ?-Yes." 

And in the next question I asked the 
examiner, "\Vhat do :you describe as graft?" 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION : 
That is a quibble. 

The PRE'\!IER : He is as s,imple as a boy ; 
he does not understand the meaning of 
vvor·ds. 

Mr. VOWLES: I want to point out that 
the Premier made a personal attack on me 
to-night, and that he engaged counsel to do 
the same thing when the case was before 
the commission. The counsel who appeared 
for the Crown, Mr. Feez in particular, pro
ft>ssed the whole time that they were not 
there as partisans, but that they were there 
only to elicit the truth in the public intere,t. 
Well, if ever a man held .a brief for the 
Hon. the Premier or for some other member 
of the Government it was Mr. Feez. He 
always referred to " the .other side " when 
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addre •sing the court. Apparently it was 
necessar.v that Mr. Macrossan and Mr. Feez 
should be paid out of the public purse to 
bring out what the Premier said. After having 
suppr("'sed the information that I am going 
to refer to presently, the hon. gentleman 
urged the counsel who were reprecc.enting him 
to try harder and harder to make the case 
more personal, so that, if possible, he could 
put me in a false position. In fact, at the 
instance of the Premier, he asked the com
mission to find, as a fact, that no conversa
tion took place between Mr. Morgan, Mr. 
Pym, and myself 

The PREMIER : I never asked him to do 
that; I never suggested such a thing. 

Mr. VOWLES: The hon. gentleman was 
all the time asking Mr. Feez to get Mr. 
Macgregor to agree to that. 

The PRE:>!IER : You will say anything; 
there is no dealing with you at all. 

i\lr. ·VOWLES: And now, as soon as the 
Premier gets the opportunity, he must have 
his knife into me, and he brings forward 
this motion with a view of trying to belittle 
me. 

The l'REMIER: You don't want anv hit
ting; you will fall down yourself w'ithout 
anybody hitting you. (Hear, hear 1) 

Mr. VOWLES: If there is any person who 
-does not come too well out of this matter, it 
is the Minister for Lands. I should like to 
point out the misrepresentation of that hon. 
~entleman when referring to a letter from 
Mr. Barnes respecting \Vando Vale. I asked 
the hon, gentleman to have a commission 
of inquiry_ into the purchase of Mount 
Hutton, but he very carefully side-tracked 
that, \Vhen this commission was originated, 
I asked that Mount Hutton should be in
cluded in the scope of the inquiry, but there 
wa, no reply to my request. I shall now 
refer to the remarks made by the Minister 
for Lands when speaking about \Vando Vale 
on the occasion I have mentioned. He 
said-

" I have no desire to shirk my respon
sibility as a 1finister, but members must 
know it is not the Minister entirely, and 
often not at all, who is responsible for 
some acts of administration. \Vith regard 
to the statement made about the pur
chase of \Vando Vale Station, I rray say 
that the Government appointed Mr. 
l\1cGugan as general manager, and made 
him absolutely responsible for the pur
chase, control, and general management 
of those properties. There were some 
250 applications for the position. Mr. 
McGugan was chosen, not for natiorality 
reasons, and not for political reasons, 
but because of the outstanding qualifica
tions he seemed to possess, according to 
the testimonials he submitted." 

Further down the hon. gentleman said-
" Mr. McGugan invariably consults 

the Under Secretary for Public Lands, 
and also r0fers to me in connection with 
the purchase of property and other mat
ters of importance. All station proper
ties that are to ba purchased have first 
of all to be inspected by him, and the 
Under Secretar.v for Public Lands and 
myself are consulted before final approval 
is given for the purchase of the property 
and cattle, ard the ' purchase finally 
ratified by the Cabinet." 

'What do we find? We find that Mr. 

l\1cGugan never saw the propertv or the 
stock until after the deal was completed. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: You 
arc not so simple as to suggest that Mr. 
McGugan should see all the stations? 

Mr. VOWLE'S: You have appointed a 
man as general manager of station proper
ties, a man who was the choice of 250 appli
cants, and who was selected on account of 
his special ability, and now we are told by 
the Secretary for Public Lands that it is 
impossible for Mr. MeGugan to inspect all 
station properties. \Ve did not discover that 
information in this House. We got it when 
the papers were put before the commission, 
and we find tha.t, not only did he not inspect 
Wando Vale, but that he did not inspect 
three other properties, which involved the 
expenditure of hundreds of thousands of 
pounds. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION : 
He recommended their purchase, though. 

Mr. VO\VLES : The sworn testimony shows 
that Mr. McGugan did not inspect W ando 
Vale. But you would imagine that he carried 
out the usual procedure, and we were told 
that he had a man up at Wando Vale for 
s'weral months. But what do we fin1:l when 
he gets into the witness-box'! We find that 
he had a man there for ten days. If you 
will remember, when the Secretary for 
Public Lands was reading that letter which 
he held nervously in his fingers and twisted 
about, I said he was not giving us the whole 
of the contents of the letter, 

The PREMIER: You said that to yourself? 
Mr. VOWLES: No, I said it to members 

on this side of the House, and next day I 
asked for the letter to be tabled, but it 
was not tabled. Thus the matter was side
stepped by the Government. 

The PRE:lliER: There was no sidestepping. 
Mr. VOWLES: I got that information in 

the witness-box. If hon. members will look 
at the words which were omitted by t~e 
Minister when reading the letter, they will 
see that a charge was being made, and that 
there were some ugly rumours going about 
to the effect that \V ando V ale was purchased 
for a larger sum than it could have been 
bought for, Mr. May, the hon. member for 
Flinders, had just come down from the 
North, and he had another story from a man 
named Connor. 

Mr. MAY: It was hearsay. 
Mr. VOWLES: Yes, but it was taken very 

seriously in this House. \Ve know that the 
hon. m£mber for Flinders had that story 
confirmed in the presence of a Minister of 
the Crown, and that he came down to Bris
bane with a statement in his pocket-book, 
which he produced to the Premier three 
months before this thing occurred, and that 
no action was taken by the Premier or the 
Treasurer in regard to it. 

The PREMIER: Because I knew it was. a 
slander. Do you think that I take notice 
of all the slanders that you pe?ple spn;ad 
about? If I did, I would be domg nothmg 
else. 

Mr. VOWLES: I did not start this yarn. 
It came from the North, and was repor~ed 
to members by a supporter of the PI:emier. 
That rumour was current all over Bnsba~e. 
Even'where I went I heard reference to It. 
Th~ PREMIER : Of course, you were spread

ing it all over Brisbane. 

Mr. Vou·les.1 
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::\Ir. VOWLES: I have heard it in trains, 
I have heard it in this Chamber, and I have 
heard it in the smokcroom. 

The PRE1IIER: And you have helped it 
along. 

::\Ir. VOWLES: I have not helped it ltlong. 
I had an opportunity of inspecting the note
book of the hon. member for Flinders, and I 
refuecd to look at the note that he had made 
of the rumour. But I was dealing with the 
remark made by the :.\linister for Lands. 
There are the words which he omitted from 
the letter he read to the House on the occa
sion referred to. The words omitted are-

" \Vith the reports current at the tim:e 
regarding the corrupt business methods 
of. the Government, I was agreeably sur
pnsed to know that--" 

Those words were not read out to this 
C)lamber by the Minister for Lands. Why? 
Simply because ::Wr. Barnes, the gentleman 
who sold his property to the Government, 
was referring to rumours about the corrupt 
practices of the Government. 

The PRE:\IIER : You and the likes of you 
1nako those reports. 

'\Ir. VO\VLES : The hon. gentleman has 
had his chance. 

The PRE1!IER : You tried to get into power 
on slander. 

::\Ir. YOWLES : Fancy the hon. gentleman 
talking about slander ! If ever a man got 
into power through misrepresentation, it is 
the Premier. 

0PPosrno::-; IVlEoiBERS: Hear, hea~: 

J\lr. VO"WLES: That letter was dated 13th 
June, 1917. I refened a little while ago 
to certain suppre·'sions. Vir e have the sup
pression of a portion of the letter by the 

:\Iinister for Lands. There is one 
[9 p.m.] little incident in connection with 

the proceedings before the com
mission which is worthy of note. On the 
27th of last month, Mr. Barnes, who gave 
evidence two days later, was in possession 
of and received a wire from JY1r. Suter 
similar to the wire that I got, and mine 
was purely by accident, informing him that 
you gave him particulars of Wando Vale
£65,000, and 10,000 head of stock, about 
June or July, 1916. 

The PRE1!IER : And in the box he admitted 
that that was not true. 

::\Ir. YOWLES : This is the point I wish to 
impress upon the Attorney-G cneral-that 
the Crown Law Office were in possession of 
that information. 

The PRE~IIER : They were not. 

}Ir. VOWLES: Mr. Feez had that tele
gram. and it was only on the 12th of the 
next month, fourteen or fifteen da:;s after, 
when, by accident, again Mr. Suter is being 
re-examined, just before leaving £he box he 
is asked how he came to send that wire. He 
said that he sent it to Fowles, believing that 
it was going to the Under Secretary. 

The PRE:MIER: E. W. H. Fowles he thought 
it was. 

Mr. VOWLES : He said this: " This was 
~nly similar to the wire I sent to Mr. 

[Mr. Vowle.<J. 

Barncs on the 27th." To our astonishment,. 
\Ve l."arncd tha: tl1 ere \V::.ts another \Vi re \Vith 
the same information. \Yo applied for it, 
and where did it con1e frorn? It came front, 
the prper in ~'""''·'ion of the Crow11 Law 
Office; and it it had not been for an acci
rlcmt the Cr.m •Ji ion v ould not have got it. 

The PRE:\IJER: It has nothing to do with· 
the case. 

Mr. VOWLES: It has a lot to do with the· 
ca2e. Look at the findings of the judge. 
He says on p.1ge 6-

" I am of opinion that Mr. Barnes did 
inform :\Ir. Suter of his willingness to. 
sell at t-he price stated (that i€, to con
sider a ' firm' offer), probably in con
versation, but did not formally place the 
property in his hands in the ordinary 
bu~iness ':vay." 

That is referring to a sum of £65,000. 

The PRE}IIER: Read all that the judge 
said. 

Mr. VOWLES-
" as he did in the case of Lyndhurst, 
of which he gave the usual written par
ticulars in June 1916 (Exhibit 76)." 

Mr. Barnes's evidence throughout the whole 
of that case was most unsatisfactory. ::\-fr. 

· Barnes was giving evid0nce in a Chinese 
fashion. He destroyed his books-a most 
unusual proceeding, more particularly in 
connection with station and stock books, 
because they go with the station to the new 
purchaser. 

The PRE~IIER : You know that he had 
shifted from Xorth Queensland to live at 
Canning Downs, near Warwick, and could 
not carry all his books with him. 

2\.Ir. VOWLES: In the ordinary course 
of affairs the station should take the books 
over. ?>h. Barnes was not able to show 
whether the station sold 1,500 bullocks before 
the sale. He would not definitely say that 
he had not given Mr. Suter those particu
lars; in fact, when pressed for it he said if 
Mr. Suter said so he would say that it was. 
correct in effect. Remember this, that it 
was agreed that, as far as the time Suter 
was given those particulars was concerned, 
if it was not in June or July it was not 
later than May. If there was any proof in 
the statement, all you have to remember is. 
that when Barnes put the property in Ben
nett's hands to sell at £85,000 he came to 
Suter's office to tell him about it. Suter had 
the property on his books for £65.000, and 
the propert:' was not withdrawn or revoked. 
There was simply the bare statement, "Until 
I speak to you again have nothing to do 
with the sale." 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRcCTIO~ : 
The judge said that was untrue. He said 
that Gannan had not the station on his books 
at any time during 1915. 

Mr. VOWLES : I am not referring to 
Gannan. Connor was there at the time the 
property. was sold. He was in Suter's office. 
See what the evidence of Connor comes to. 
Connor tells us that he happened to turn 
up in Hughenden, I think, from Richmond. 
Being a buyer of big properties, the agents 
were chasing him about; as they generally 
do, and he was in conversation with Suter-
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11nd went into the office. \Vho should walk 
·.out but Barnes--

The PREMIER : Sutcr ~ays Barnes was not 
there at that time. 

Mr. VOWLES : This man mys he never 
saw Barnes before or after that in his life. 
"Suter said, "That is the owner of vVando 
V ale, and he sold his propertv to the 
-Gon'rnlllcnt for £85.000." ' 

The . PRE~HER : Suter says he does not 
remember it. 

Mr. VOWLES: That fixes the time that 
Barnes was there. The incident is correct. 
It fixes the time that Connor had his con
vers"tion with Gannan, when Gannan told 
him he could have sold him the property for 
£47.000. When information is given to hon. 
members of this House, are we to go looking 
up a man's pe~igree to see whether he is to 
b,, beliPYc•1 or not·: If a reputable mc.n come•> 
and tells me that a reputable agent has made 
a statement to him, and that he is pre
.pared to support it, and I make use of it 
in this House, after hearing from a member 
of the Government party that a similar state
ment was made by :Mr. Connor who also 
interview,•d Gannan, in Hughenden about 
the same time, that he could have 'got the 
pr?perty for a simJiar ·amount, _is there any
thmg remarkable m a man savmg when he 
bas those fa us, that lw is able' to ~rove it? 

The PREJliiER: The judge found against 
·you. 

Mr. VOWLES: He found against 
,because I am unable to produce 
Gannan. 

The PRE~IIER : Oh, no ! 

me 
Mr. 

Mr. VOWLES: I had the proof and I 
·have the proof yet, if Mr. Ganna'n could 
1.COine and give evidence. He says-

"I find that the information then in 
JYir. Vowles's possession was not suffi
cient to justify him in making the alle.,.a
tions in subparagraph (a), because (1) "of 
the cesual nature of the conversation and 
the length of time that had elapsed; (2) 
lHr. Gannan' s evidence was nece;,sary to 
prove the allegation, and he had not 
been communicated with; and (3) Mr. 
Pym's statement that JYlr. Gannan ha<l 
the property on his books for £45.000, 
even if correct. would not prove that the 
property could have been bought ·for 
£45,000, as the agent's authority woul<l 
only extt'nd to obtaining and submitting 
offers." 

-.fie finishes up hy Faying-

" I. find that in 1916 the property was 
not m J\Ir. Gannan's hands at £45,000, 
and that he had not instructions to sell 
it for that er any other sum." 

The PRE}IIER : There is a dire et finding of 
·fact against Mr. Vowles. 

Mr. VO\VLES : He finds that because he 
"telh you that I have been unuble to prove 
my allet;J.tion, as :Mr. Gannan cannot be 
produced. M1·. Feez put me in thut position. 
'rhe questions were framed in such a way 
that the scope. as far as I am concerned, 
was limited. The judge was not able to say 
·this, as he shoul·d have lwE'n asked to sav in 
the first place, "Did Mr. Pym tell 'Mr. 

Vowles so-and-so?" \Vhcn I made the state
ment to the House, wos I ac.ting· in goo<l 
faith? Ko; the whole question was v;hether 
the statement was true or otherwise? The 
judge found that the reason, and Mr. Feez 
e.aid I w >.s in the nature of a plaintiff-that 
the onm. was on me to prove the whole of 
my charge up to the hilt. My case was not 
proved, and why? It is just the same as any 
plaintiff if he could not produce his chief 
witnc>s to give evidence. That is the sum 
and substance of tho finding. 

\'{ith regard to the other portion. I am 
onlv concerned a bout the statements I made. 
I g'ave my authorities, and I hnve no regret 
for what I have mid. I still believe them to 
he correct, and I am positively certain as to 
the chNracter of J'v1r. Gannan, as tc,tified to 
by several witnesses, knovdng that ho is a 
reputable and honest man. If Mr. Gannan 
could give the evidence now--

The PREMIER: The proper treatment for 
yoa is expul, lon. 

Mr. MORGA::-1: You are not game to bring 
it forward. 

::\Ir. VOWLES: He would sav that the 
statement made bv me is correct. · (Interrup-
tion.) · 

The SPEAKER: Order! 

Mr. VOWI,ES: lf he were in a position to 
give that evidence, then he would, on account 
of the character which had been given to 
him by every witness. including Mr. Barnes, 
nu doubt tell us that he <lid have a con
versation with Pym and with Connor. The 
judge was asked to find that he <li·d not have 
those conversations, but he did not come to 
that conclusion at all. He simply summed 
up that the case was not proven. because I 
was unable to produce my chief evidence. 
What was the reason for the indecent hurry 
about the matter? I subpoonaed Mr. Gannan, 
and ho remains subpamaed to-day. The com
mission was closed. Why was it not kept 
open for a reasonable time to enable Mr. 
Ganmm, in case he recovered, to give evi
dence, or his evidence taken on commission? 

The PREMIER: \Vhat do you say he would 
prove? 

Mr. VOWLES: ThP commissioner says that 
it was the dc>ire of the Gm·ernment that his 
decision shoul·d be given as soon as possible. 
The Government knew thev would be in a 
corner as far as Gannun was concerneci. and 
they wunted to get o.ut of it probably before 
G;mnan could sufficiently recO\·er to upset 
their plans. 

The PREJlHER: Some of your colleagues are 
surelv self-respecting; they cannot back you 
up ir'i that. • 

Mr. VOWLES: They would not have any
thin"' to do with v·Ju. I have been called to 
ncco~mt for something I Baid the other night. 
This strike·< me as being one of the most 
modest criticisms that anv member of the 
House could make on finance. I showed how 
necessarv it is thut detailed information 
should b:e given to members of this Chamber, 
givin"' an instance in point where I was able 
to pr~duce two items in the Auditor-General's 
Teport that I could not understand. I quoted 
the fig·ures; I made no innuendo; and con
cluclPd by Fnying-

" Probably it has something to do with 
the cost of management and upkeep; 

Mr. Vowles.] 
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but, dealing with this document as ,a 
document, how can I. apart from that 
inquiry, discover anything," 

If I had not been at that inquirv, I would 
have been in the dark, because I would have 
known nothing a.bout the particulars-

" intelligently discuss that matter when 
you have a. bare figure like that, and 
when we know the figures are £18,620 
more than was actually paid in cash." 

I was then referring to " unforeseen expen
diture," and, if members will look again at 
thP Auditor-General's report, they will find 
that on page 9 he says-

" The total loan expenditure <luring 
the year 1916-17 amounted to £2,267,961." 

Then in clause 20 he talks about repayment 
of loan, and in clause 21 he says that the 
unforeseen loan expen<li tu re in 1916-17 
amounted to £123,507. Now, if you will 
look a little lower down vou will find "Pur
chase of \V an do Vale 'station." That is 
""Cnauthorised Expenditure"; it is £28,620. 
If you will look a little further on page 15 
you will find that the Jebentures which have 
been issued in re~pect of \V an do V ale total 
£72,000. According to the evidencA given 
before the commiesion that figure is correct. 
How, then, on these figures, am I to know 
how the £28,620 is made up? I was simply 
asking for fmther information. I go so far 
as to say it might possibly have been in 
connection with the purchase of bulls. \V e 
got that information on the commission
that they cost about £3.000. Then there 
will be the cost of u pkecp. At one time I 
thought possibl:-· that interest might have 
been charged up againot it. But there is a 
figure of £28,620 unexplained, and I venture 
to say there is not a -man in the House to
night who understands those figures or who 
coul·d give the necessary details of that such 
as I asked for. 

The SPEAKER intimated that the time 
allowed the hon. member under the Standing 
Orders had expired. 

On the motion of ::Yir. Gu"N, the hon. 
member \1 as granted an extension of time in 
which to coni))lete hi6 speech. 

::\1r. VOWLES: ::'\row, I notice that I have 
come in for some rather adverse criticism on 
~ho findings in certain newspapers. There 
B a very important newspaper published in 
Brisbane kno\Yn ae "The Patriot." That 
says that "Vowles should apologise or 
r("'ign." Xow, when I saw that I thought 
what excellent adYice that would be to the 
PremiAr as far as some of the appointments 
to the "Cpper House arc concerned-to either 
apologise to the intdligent people of Queens
land or to resign his position as leader of the 
House. 

'Ibe SPEAKER: Order! That has 
nothing to do with the question before the 
House. 

Mr. YO\YLES: It a]cplies to me-that I 
should ·either apologise or resign. 

The SP:E.AKER: Order ! The hon, mem
beT is not in order in referring to the mem
beTs of the Upper House in a disrespectful 
1nanner. 

:.VIr. VOWLES: Xow, the Premier last 
night attacked me in this manner: In fact, 
he was so kePn that he g-ot out {)f order 
altogether, and got on to \Vando Vale. He 
has had another go at me to-dav in that 
<lomin.eering, pseudo-political, · bluffing, 
bouncmg way of his, throwing his arms 

[Mr. Fowles. 

round his head and castigating the whole· 
House, ecreaming out to the people of· 
Queensland-" the intelligent electors of the 
State"-electioneering and trying to score· 
off everybody here. Let me tell the hon. 
gentleman that the. general pul_>lic can s~e· 
through it all. Th1s petty partisan way 111 
which he is treating me is going to do him 
no good. The public of Queenslanp _ar.:; not 
going to allow anybody to be viCtimised; 
they are not going to alia~ him tq abuse 
his position to try and belittle me or any 
other member her'e. Only quite recently he 
tried to belittle another member of this 
House, and shortly after that some of his 
legislation went before the people of queens-. 
land; and how did the people treat It? If 
ever a man got a censure from the public it 
was the Premier on that occasion. 

A GovERX>IENT L\IE~!BER: What about the 
Rockhampton by-election? 

Mr. VOWLF.S: \Ve are conetantly hearing 
about that Rockhampton by-election; but the 
hon. gentleman, when he cpeaks of Rock
hampton, does no~ tell you. that the Labour 
vote of the prevwus electiOn waB reduced 
by 50 per cent. at the last by-election. 

A GovERX:.IEXT ::\1E:IIBER: And it was 100 
per cent. over the Teferendum figures. 

Mr. VOWLES: I am not talking about 
the referendum. I 'am talking about the 
State bv-electiou. It was a 50 per cent. 
reduction; it dropped from 1,300 down to 
about 730. 

]\fr. Km wAx: If '"e can have forty-five 
Yictories like that at the next election we 
will be doing lovely. 

Mr. VO\YLES: After the next general 
election a let of hon. members opposite 
will not be here at alL ::-.Jow, the Premier 
ba,,, nQt giYen us any informa~ion at all as 
far as theee 'public transactiOns are con
cerned. There is a Select Committee sitting 
here at prc<.ent on the premises, and I see 
by the papers that the Prm':lier has been 
interfering there, and preventing them get
ting information. For what purpose? All 
the:v are trying to do i~ this: There were 
rumours floating round m Teference to these 
transactions-that thev are unbusiness-like 
and other thing-s. The Select Committee. is 
trying to clean np these rumours, and trymg 
to' get at the truth of them; and here we 
have th<' Premier stepping in and interfer
ing, and putting every impediment he pos
siblv can in the wav of these men. You must 
haYe noticed, in 'this House, more parti
cularly in rderence to :\fount Hutton-a pro
perty to which I haYe g·iven P';'rticular atten
tion-that I have asked questiOn after ques
tion; and on every occasion they have been 
scientificallY and skilfullv evaded. I have 
not been O.iven anv information to date; 
although I asked for it tw0lvo months ago, 
I <Xtnnot get particulars of the muster. 

Tlw SPEAKER : Order ! The hon. gentle
man is not in or·der, and he knows he is not 
in order. 

::Yh. VOWLES: I am dealing with public 
enterprises. (Government laughter.) 

The SPEAKER: The motion as it ~ppears 
on the businecs-sheet is the business before 
the House. 

Mr. VOWLES: Exactly. At an (•arlier· 
stage yon toJ.d me you would give me every 
latitude when I was dealing with a matter 
that I said was outside the scope of the· 
motion. 
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'I'he SPEAKER: I referred to Mr. Mor
gan's statements made in connection with 
Wan do Vale; that the hon. member could 
deal with anything in connection with 
Wando Vale. 

:Mr, VOWLES: I submit I am entirely in 
order In my speech I was dealing more 
with Mount Hutton than with Wando Vale. 
That is the very thing I am talking about; 
it is part of the proceedings. They are in 
" Hansard." However, I don't want to 
waste time. 

The SPEAKER : Order ! If the hon. 
member's argument is correct, he could deal 
with every other purchase made by the 
Government. 

Mr. VOWLES: There is my speech
[Exhibit 1.]-It refers to Mount Hutton. 

The SPEAKER: Order! The hon. mem
ber would be in o!'der in discussing those 
matters in the speech; but he will not be in 
order in discussing them on this motion. 

:Mr. MACARTNEY: The Premier discussed it, 
anyhow. 

The SPEAKER : Order ! The Premier is 
treat'ed the same as every other hon. mem
ber. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: He discussed the fact. 
The PRDIIER: He discussed W ando V ale. 

The SPEAKER : If he discussed it, he was 
out of order. 

Mr. VOWLES: Well, he did. 

'rhe SPEAKER : The hon. gentleman did 
not discuss it to my knowledge. 

The PREMIER: No, I did not discuss it. 
Mr. :MACARTNEY : He specifically stated he 

did not say in reference to it that he could 
prove it; and he ·did say it. 

The PREMIER: That was a passing refer· 
ence. 

Mr. VOWLES: And you don't expect me 
to reply to it on an occasion like this. You 
cast aspersions on me, and I am not to 
reply. 

The SPEAKER : Order ! The hon. gentle
man is again getting out of order. 

Mr. VOWLES: Well, I don't propose to 
delay very much further. I want to say 
that, as far as the findings are concerned, I 
am not satisfied. I am not satisfied in this 
direction: I am not going to criticise the 
judge like the Premier did. He took ad
vantage of his position to throw aspersions. 
There is a lot said about people slandering 
others and taking advantage of parliamen
tary law here. The Attorney-General made 
a statement h<>re in this House under par
liamentary privilege which, had he made it 
in the Supreme Court, he wouLd ha.-e been 
struck off the roll. 

The PREMIER: Nonsense! 

Mr. VOWLES: He took advantage of this 
House. 

The PREMIER: What are you referring to? 

Mr. VO\VLES : You accused the Chief 
Justice of not knowing the law. 

The PREMIER: No; I suggested he had an 
imperfect knowledge of the law. 

Mr. VOWLES : And of course you had a 
perfect knowledge? 

The PRE:IIIER : I did not suggest that. 

Mr. VOWLES: Oh, no; you are just a 
little bit too modest. At any rate, I am not 
going to criticise the judge. 

The SPEAKER: Order! The hon. gentle
man is quite in order in criticising the find
ings of the judge, so long as he does not 
impugn his honesty. 

Mr. VOWLES: I am not going to im
pugn his honesty, or discuss him in any 
way, except to say that if that is his opinion, 
it is the opinion of one man. There are 
hundreds of other men who have read the 
same evidence and who have formed differ· 
ent conclusions. I have had not one but 
dozens of letters sent to me, congratulating 
me on the good I have done the State of 
Queensland in ventilating this matter. 

l\'Ir. PAYNE: I don't believe it. 
The PREn!IER : Produce them; put them 

on the table. 

Mr VOWLES: Would you like to get the 
name~ and addresses, and victimise them? 
Some of them cc>me all the way from up near 
Hughenden. Everywhere . I !SO, pe;ople are 
congratulating me on ventilatu~g this matte.r 
and forcing the Go:·ernm~nt mto t!re posi
tion of having to give e:Idence whi~h pre
viously they refu•ed to give. N~w, In con
clusion we know very well that It does not 
m<tttcr' what is said by myself or by any 
other hon. member on this side of the House, 
there will be just the same o)d vote. y;e 
knew before it started how It was gomg 
to finish. There are twenty-eight Governrr:ent 
members and they are going to vote agamst 
me. Vlo' could have told you this morning, 
if we had known how many Labour members 
were in town, how the voting is going to 
go. It is a pity we cannot pick the Mel
bourne Cup s? easily. W?ether t,~ey vote f~;' 
me or agamst me, I don t care tuppence 
for their opinions. The only persons I am 
answerable to are my electors. 

Mr. P.HXE : They will turn you down. 

Mr VOWLES : We will see whether they 
will ·turn me down. I have asked the 
Premier to come out to Dalb:, and fight the 
next election against me. 

A GovERN;\!EXT MEMBER : Contest· the 
Premier's electorate. 

Mr. VOWLES: He says I will go down. 
\Veil, let him come up and see how he 
will get on. I don't care wh -,t hon. 
members opposite say or thin~. The only 
persons I am responsible to, outside my part;v, 
are my electors. The party agr":e that I. did 
the corred thing. If I had evidence given 
to me I would not be doing my dutv to the 
party 'or the public if I did not bring that 
matter before the House and clean the 
trouble up, whether it be right or whether 
it be •vrong. And remember, these state
ments that I made in this House were made 
bona fide, believing them to be true; and I 
still believe them to be true. They were con
firmed bv a member of the Government, who 
distinctlv said that a charge of corruption 
had been levelled against one of the members 
of the Government. 

A GOVERNMENT MEMBER : He didn't believ9 
it. 

Mr. Vowles.] 
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Mr. VOWLES: He said he didn't believe 
it; and s0 did I, because I said I could 
scarcely realise it. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS : You 
said you could prove it. 

Mr. VOWLES: That is just characteristic 
of the ::Y1inister for Lands. I said nothing 
of the kind. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS: You 
said you could prove that statement. 

Mr. VOWLES: What statement? 
'The SECRETARY FOR PcBLIC LANDS : That 

you made here. 

Mr. VOWLES: You are not telling the 
truth, and you know it. I never referred to 
the £5,000. I never referred to Mr. Theo
dore. I never referred to corruption, and 
the only reference that I have to corruption 
and the bringing in of Mr. Theodore's name 
into this House, was the occasion when a 
memllcr of the Government made the state
ment; and further, when he said he had 
reporb d the matter to his Premier, and his 
Premier had taken no action-if, under those 
circumstances, having the knowledge and 
waiting to see developments, and finding 
that neither the Treasurer nor the Premier 
were going to take action in the face of 
statements such as this, if I had sat back and 
ridiculed it, knowing that the rumours were 
current, not only here in Brisbane, but in 
every one of the towns I have gone into-! 
heard it in every one of them-! say I would 
not be doing my duty as a member of this 
Oppo"ition, I would not be ·doing my duty 
as a citizen of Queensland, nor would I be 
doing my duty to myself. 

0PPOSITIO); MEMBERS: Hear, hear! 

Mr. POLLOCK ((iregory) : I desire to have 
a few words on this question, because I 
realise that the motion contains a censure 
on the hon. member for Dalby for one of 
the gravest charges that has been made in 
this House, and one which the hon. member 
-according to an independent tribunal
utterly failed to substantiate. Xow, the 
Hon. the leader of the Opposition, in the 
course of his speech, soared into the heights 
o~ poetry. I may be permitted to give the 
views of the parliamentary poet on this 
matter. I think the leader of the Opposition 

quoted from some such high
[9.30 p.m.] falutin poet as Homer or Omar 

Khayyam. I do not intend to go 
ou~side t~is House to get my quotations for 
thiS TJartwular m1tter. The parliamentary 
poet has sugg-ested to me that the hon. mem
ber for Dalby and the hon. member for 
Murilla have, for some time, been walking 
about together within the precincts of this 
House, hatching a little plot that th2v were 
going to put up in this ChambH.· The 
parliamer>tary poet refers to their little plot 
in this way-

" Absolute evidence have I none. 
But my aunt's chauffeur's sister's son 
Heard a blitherer, name of Pvm, 
Say to a barmaid, known to 'him, 
That he had a cousin, who heard a tale 
Of bribery, bullocks, and Wa.ndo Vale: 
And strike me, I can prove it." 

Then they came into the House. When the 
hen. member for Murilla was making his 
vague charges the hon. member for Dalby 

[Mr. Vowles. 

was sitting listening to them. After hearing 
the hon. member for Murilla stealing his 
thunder, and realising that there was going 
to be a plebiscite in the Dalby electorate for 
the selection of a. candidate to run in the 
Nationalist interuh, the hon. member for 
Dalby decided that he would have to strike 
some sensational note in order to make good 
and carry all before him. So he came forth 
with another bit of poetry. The parlia
mentary poet puts it this way-

" That \Yando Vale sale was the limit in 
. jokes; 

And the Government, as I can prove to 
you blokes, 

Gave twice as much almost as should 
have been paid, 

Enabling a squatter the public to raid. 
I have evidence here to show beyond 

doubt 
Th~t Queensland should empty the Go

Yernment out.'' 

The fat w:•s in the fice then. He said he 
could prove these charges, and the Oppo
sition looked for the opportunity to prove 
them, and the Government was not slow in 
giving them that opportunity. A commis
sion was appointed, which, in the words of 
hon. gentlemen opposite, was in every way 
temperamentally fitted. I do not intend in 
any way to reflect on the judge, nor on any 
of the coumel who were engaged. I believe 
they did their duty and should be thanked 
for doing a public duty, and the judge 
should be thanked for giving an unbiassed 
report. Let me read over the personnel of 
the court itself, and we will find that in 
every way they were temperamentally fitted. 
There wa' a. temperamenta.Ily-fitted judge 
and temperamentally-fitted counsel to look 
after th" interests of the hon. membe~ 
for Dalby. Even counsel for the Go
vernment were temperamentally fitted. Mr. 
Feez and Mr. J\1acrossan-the two counsel of 
the Government-are both defeated Liberal 
candidates for various seats in Queensland, 
and Mr. Feez is the trustee of the Liberal 
rJartv's election fund. That should make 
them both temperamentally fitted. Mr. 
Mac,gregor, the counsel for the hon. member 
for Dalbv. is to be the Liberal candidate for 
Merthyr ·this coming election, and the Pre
sident of the court, Mr. Judge 0' Sullivan, 
was the Attorney-General in the late Libera.l 
Government, and the leader of the Govern
ment in the "C'pper House. So that in every 
wav the hon. member for Dalbv had tem
peramental fitness on his side. i:n addition 
to that. his witnesses were also tempera
menb lly fitted, as I shall presently prove. 
Before doing that, I may say that the 
leader of the Opposition, in quoting the 
extracts ho did this evening, did not do the 
fa.ir thing b-; the Government. He picked 
out questions here and there, and left out 
other questions which were entirely relevant 
to the issue. That is not a fair thing to do, 
and I propose to submit some other ques
tions which will more than evenly balance 
the scale end prove to the House why the 
court found that the hem. member for Dalby 
was unjustified in the statc'ncnt-; he made, 
and which h,, sai.d he could prove. Take 
the co se of :l'vTi·. Suter. I know Mr-. Suter 
rather well, having br- m in the H ughPnden 
district for some years, and I know he is 
one of the biltcrest Liber<'lls there. In fact, 
he takes pride in saying that he is an ultra 
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IC_onsery~tiYe in the W8st of Queensland. In 
l:ns findmg the JUdge makes use of these 
words-

•' Some question bas €.risen as to 
;Yhether Mr. B~rnes placed the property 
m ::\1r. Suter's hand··· in February or 
Ma,·ch, 1916. I\Ir. Barnes has no recol
lection of having done so. but Mr. Suter 
thinks he did. although he had no per
sona I recolledion and no written record 
o: the 1na ttcr." 

That. is n rather peculiar thing. I am going 
to gn·e the C'ce.ct evidence which the hon. 
member. fm: Toowoomha left out. On being 
re-c";_:;mmecl by Mr. :\la• gregor, the following 
~que21uons "\Vere asked:-

," 2645. I suppo;~ from_ what you know, 
01 your own dea,mgs wtth \Vando Vale. 
:·on c.m say you do'l't bclieYe it could 
haTe b:~en in anyone's hands for sale in 
1916,, at £45,000, s~,ortly prior to the 
~ale .-I know that It there was anv cnt 
111 pri~e, .l\Ir. Barnes \vou1d huvo :;;·i\:en it 
to me. -

" 2646. You could not belieYe, from 
what you know, that it was in anybody's 
hands at £45,000 ?-No; it is absurd," 

was ~lr. Suter's reply. HBre we find that 
i:he w_Itn~ss the hon. member for Dalby relied 
<>n S~ICl It was ab-w'd to ihink it \Hts in any
body s hands at £45,000. Then again--

" Re-examined by :Yir. Macgregor: 
You haYe_ no doubt whatever that Mr. 
Barnes dtd put \V ando V ale in vour 
hands dnring 1916, at £65,000 9-Ko; 
although I cannot remember the date or 
place. I am ~atisfied he did. 

" If a property is put into your hands 
at £42,000, and at £65 000 later that is 
an implied withdrawal ~f the £42 000 ?-
Yes." ' · 

¥r. Sut~·: said he did not know, and the 
Judge sa1<1 ~hat Suter did not know, what he 
h~d done With the commission that wa.; given 
. hirll. There was no record on his books of 
the station having beBn on offer or in his 
hands .. po you think that any man carrying 
<>n busmess as a commission a o-ent and stock 
<a~d static:m agent would not ha;;e some record 
o! a s!ahm~ Ya]ued at £65.000 in his books? 
Bear m mmd that Mr. Suier's books were 
not bnrnt, although we haye heard that other 
books wer.e burnt. ~B could produce no 
record of It at all, althouo-h he is the right 
shade of political colour "'to help the hon. 
:member for Dalby. 

Mr. HoDGE: How do you know? 

:Mr. POLLOOK : I know his political 
op~n~ons even better than I know the political 
Dpmwns of the hon. member for Kanango. I 
have had C'~use to kno\'\T it a"'' an orrrani~Gr of 
the Anstralwn \Vorkers' Union. I know that 
his affection for the Labour party is some
what <:kin to the affection of flea· for a dog. 
Then m question 2651 ::\Ir. Suter was asked-

" And you never heard "hether 
Gannan had it in his hands or not?" 

And to that he replied-
. " I am pretty certain that he never had 
1 t for £45,000." 

'So that the <-hie£ witness for the hon. mem
ber for Dalby fails to substantiate the hon. 
member's charges. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: That discounts your politi
<ea l suggestion. 

::\Ir. POLLOCK: It does not discount any
thing of the sort. Again, the hon. member 
for Dalby said that ::\lr. Gannan, through 
:Mr. Pyrn, was his informan' I had heard 
myself that some money had been made by 
the Government in connection with \V ando 
V ale when I was in X orth Queensland dur
ing the Federal elections. I rBprcsent the 
town o~ Hughenden in this House, and I 
knew vchen l ]ward the rumour that there 
could not pos ibly be any truth in it, because 
the denartm0nta! officials had the handling 
of the "mon""· Ho·;ever. I thought l would 
take no ri.;,k~ aed I said, " I will go to the 
gcntlenu1n -..yhotn comn1on report said had 
th >t 'l.ation in his hunch for sale.'' I met 
1\Ir. Gannan in ti1e street and asked him. I 
cannot recollu t his exact worc1s, but he said 
to me either. "I cannot tell you anything 
about it." or "I an1 not going to tell you 
anvthinr;r about it." It was not of much 
im)1onance to me at the time, as I did 
not believe the rumours .•nd did not ask him 
aw·thin::; fu,·ther. \Vo parted then and he 
"\Vallucl a-rray. 

Mr. Ho:-JGE: Very vague. 

Mr. POLLOCK : It is not yague, but an 
actual shtement of fact. 

1\lr. MORGAN: \Vhv didn't thP)' call you to 
gi Ye eYidcnce? ~ 

Mr. POLLOCK: :Mr. Webb, Grown Solici
tor called on me and I gave a st<Ottement to 
hi;,, and that stat,•ment I gaYe to him is the 
statement I am making to the House to-night. 
If the hon. gentleman want,, to see that 
statement I will get it for him. I gathered 
from J\1r. Gannan's statement to me that he 
knew noihino· about it, and assumed that he 
never ha,<l the place in his hands for sale. 

Mr. VowLES: Why didn't you give evi
dence? 

Mr. POLLOCK: I was prepared to give 
eYidence and said so. I am still prepared 
to giYe eYidence if the inquiry is reopei'led . 

Mr. VowLES : That is suppressing evidence. 

Mr. POLLOCK: My evidence was not 
o·i;-en because I had no evidence to support 
~~;hat I said, and for that reason I was not 
called. Howe;-er. I have been drawn off the 
track. lVIr. Barnes, the owner of the station, 
said he thought• he never put· the property 
in the hands of 1\Ir. Suter for sale, but he 
would not sw<':>r it. He also said that, so 
far as he coul-d r£collect, he never put the 
station in the hancle of Mr. Suter. Listen 
to these qtw,tions when !\fr. Barnes was in 
the witness-box-

" 496. Did you evBr, at any time, place 
the station in the hands of Mr. P. T. 
Gannan ?-I have no recollection of it; 
I don't think I ever did. 

"497. Did you know Mr. Gannan at 
all ?-Ye,; I knew him personally. 

"498. Is there the slighest shadow of 
truth in the statBment that it was in 
Mr. Gannan's hands in August, 1916, for 
£45.000 ?-I am positiYe there is no truth 
in it. 

" 499. And that Mr, Gannan had in
structions not to refuse offers ?-A 
ridiculous suggestion. 

" 500. \Yell, so far as y.our memory 
carries ;-ou, you never placBd it in any 
other agent's ·hands but those of Messrs. 
Dalgety and Brodie ?-That is so. 

Mr. Pollock.] 
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" 501. Did you ever place it in the 
hands of Mr. Suter ?-I have no recol
lection." 

That is the reply of the gentleman who 
owned the station. If that is not sufficient 
proof, I am prepared to go a little further, 
and s:ty that at page 41, Mr. Barnes was 
asked this question-

" At what price? Would you rather 
pay £94,000? Do you say you are pre
pared to pay £94,000 now for Wando 
Vale?-Yes, I would buy Wando Vale 
to-morrow. 

"At £94,000 ?-Yes." 

He further said that he would inspect it 
at a higher price. over £100,000. Let us look 
the question fairly in the face. The hon. 
member for Dalby made the specific charge 
that on the same date as that on which the 
station was bought by the Government, 
Wando Vale was in the hands of Mr. 
Gannan for £45,000. 

Mr. VOWLFS: :\1r. Gannan said so. 

Mr. POLLOCK: Mr. Gannan, fortunately 
for the hon. member, is not able to give 
evidence. If the hon. member wanted to 
prove his cnc~. why did be not call on the 
emplo~-e"-' of r,J r_ Gannan, and get them to 
go through :'vir. Gannan's books and see if 
there was any evidence oi what he said. 
;\1r. VOWLES: There is the evidence of Mr. 

Cox. 

Mr. POLLOCK: He is not in partnership 
with ::\1r. Gannan. 

Mr. VOWLES: He was in July, 1915. 

Mr. POLLOCK: He would know if Mr. 
Gannan had any property of that sort for 
sale on his books. Yet the hon. member 
failed to take tho obvious course, and go to 
:Mr. Gannan's employees. and get them to go 
through his books and find out the truth or 
othcrwi,.- of the allegations he made. The 
hon. member knows that en those books there 
was no actual record of \Yando Vale being 
in the hands of Mr. Gannan, and I am 
com·incecl that he knew this when he made 
his charfl"CS. At question 2728 the following 
evndence '-··as obtained from Mr. Cox:-

"You say you searched through the 
papers in the old office?-Yes, in the old 
office. \Ye hev2 all t!Ye old correspond
ence dating riQ,'ht back from when I 
start- cl with Mr. Gannan-that is, the 
outward correspondence-and there is 
nothing to show there were any letters 
about the propert,)' itself; it is about 
stock." 

Even supposing the inward corre>pondence 
1tad been destroyed, and they only had the 
ouhvard correspondenoo left, it is reasonably 
certain that a stock and station agent, who 
was given properties like Wando Vale for 
~ale, would write a letter of acknowledg
ment. yet no letter of acknowledgment was 
found in this case. which is a proof that 
there was no ground for the hon. gentleman's 
allegation that the property was in ::\1r. 
Gannan's hands. I am· much obliged to 
the hon. member for Brisbane for directing 
mv attention to Mr. Gannan's character. 
I 'am not going to say anything against his 
honesty. I . believe he is as honest as the 
majority of men; I am even prepared to 
grant, for tlw mke of argument, that he is 
more honest. But here is a little evidence 

[.Zl1 r. Pollock. 

regarding Mr. Gannon's ~haracter, whicm 
will be found at from questiOn 2741 to ques
tion 2745-

" Mr. Gannan drank a good deal, didn't 
he ?-Yes. 

"I mean to say, for years past ?-Oh, 
yes, for a good number of years. 

"That was really the cause of your 
leaving him ?-That was the main 
trouble. 

" When he was drinking, was he re
sponsible, or did he talk wildly ?-OJ;l, 
h<> did, at times; yes, he talked a brt 
wildly. 

"And I suppose, Mr. Cox-I have to 
ask 'Wu-it was a well-known fact that 
Mr. 'Gannan was drinking for ye!'-rs 
pa~t ?-Oh, yes, there is no use clenymg 

it. l"k " I mean to say everyone-a man 1 e 
Pym, for instance, must know it?-Y6s." 

I too know that he drank. I know that 
Mr. Gannan has a reputation, and. I know 
that it is a well-deserved reputatiOn, that 
he drinks more whisky and spi~it t~an a':y 
man in Hughenclen, and that hrs drmk bill 
on most occasions is over £1 or £1 10s .. per· 
day: that he is very selcl?U: in a. col!c!Itwn 
of strict sobriety. And this IS the md1VI_d~Ial 
who is the chief witness of the OppositiOn 
in a charge like this againc.t the Gov<>;rn
ment. Le( me now go back to the qnestwn 
of the sale of the station for £45,00_0. or, 
as it is alleged. the offer of the statwn >;t 
that price. \Ve know that . the owner IS 
willina- to bnv back the statiOn at £94.000 
witho~t inspection. and to inspect it at 
over £100.000. so that during the past few 
months the station has more than doubl~d 
in value. The hon. member for Dalby, m 
order to prove his case that \V anclo V ale 
was on sale at £45.000 at the elate when the 
·Government bought it for £82.oqo, will ha~e 
to prove that the station has mcr·easecl m 
valu<> bv £49.000 in the course of twelve 
months." In other words, he will have .to 
prove that the v~Iue o~ th_e sta~i<;n has m
crca'2ed to n1ore than t1,v1ce 1ts ong1nal vn!ue. 
If the hon. nwmber will stand up ag-amst 
those facts, and try to brazen them out. he 
has sufficir nt hide ro '<sk the people of Da!hy 
to put him into this _House ag-ain. If the 
hon. member for ::\Innlla hart made a true 
chara-e in•tead of th0 hon. member for Dalby, 
I co7Ild have nnder-tood the necessity for 
.appointing a Ro,·a! Commission to inquire 
into the reason \Yhv he made a true state
ment. If eYer he ri1acle any true statement 
in this House. we should appoint a Royal 
Commission to inquir., into the matter. Sum
ming np the matter. the parliamentarY poet 
has a little allegory, which rnns as follows:-

"This IS the charge that Vowles 
made: 

" This is the rumour that caused the 
bloomer thnt led to the charge that 
Vowles made: 

" This is the bloke who cracked the 
joke that led to the rumour that caused' 
the bloomer that led to the charge that 
Vowles made: 

" This is the whisky that made so 
friskv the matB of the bloke who cracked 
the }oke that led to the rumour that 
caused the bloomer that hid to the charge 
that Vowles made: 

" This is the rot that was spread a lot 
in drinking the whisky that made se-
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frisky the mate of the bloke who 
cracked the joke that led to the rumour 
that caused the bloomer that led to the 
charge that Vowles made: 

" This is O'Connor who swore on his 
honour that he'd heard the rot that was
spread a lot in drinking the whisky that 
made so frisky the mate of the bloke 
who cracked the joke that led to the 
rumour that caused the bloomer that led 
to the charge that Vowles made : 
.. "~his is f'ed Pym who spent half-a
Jim m toastmg O'Connor who swore on 
his honour that he'd j1eard the rot that 
was spread a lot in drinking the whiskv 
that ma<le so friskv the mate of the 
bloke who cracked the joke that led to 
the rumour that caused the bloomer 
that led to the charge that Vowles 
made. (Laughter): 

" This is the Barnes who denied the 
yarns that were heard by Pym who spent 
half-a-jim in toasting O'Connor who 
swore on his honour that he'd heard the 
rot that was spread a lot in <lrinking the 
whisky that made so frisky the mate of 
the bloke who cracked the joke that led 
to the rumour that caused the bloomer 
that led to th' charo-e that Vowles 
mad0. (Lanvhtcrl : " 

" This is the thought that moved the 
court when it said that Theodore wasn't 
bought and that our friend Vowles reallv 
didn't ought to slander Barnes who 
denied the yarns that were heard bv 
Pym who spent half-a-jim in toasting 
O'Connor who swore on his honour that 
f'e'd _he~rd the ro~ that was spread a lot 
Ill drmkmg the whiskv that made so friskv 
the mate of the blo'ire who cracked the 
joke that led to the rumour that caused 
the bloomer that led to the charge that 
Vowles madA. !R0newed laughter.) 

" These are the howls that came from 
Vowles when he heard of the thought 
that moved thE' court when it said that 
Thcodore wasn't bought and that our 
friend Vowles really didn't ought to 
slander Barne'> who denied the varns 
tha_t ":ere hea_rd by Pym who spent ·half
U)Im m toastmg O'Connor who swore on 
h1s honour that he'd heard the rot that 
was sprea-d a lot in drinking the whiskv 
that made so friskv the mate of the 
bloke who cracked the> joke that led to 
the rumour that caused the bloomer that 
led to th0 charge that Vowles made." 
(Continue-d lann-lit.:r.) 

}1r. MACART~EY: I rise to a point of 
order. Is the hon. member in order in 
reading such matter as that to the House? 

The SPEAKER: The hon. member 'vho 
reads it is responsible. I am not responsible. 

Mr. POLLOCK: I am at one with the Pre
mier in saying that there is a good deal 
of room for regret at the fact that ·this 
motion has to be moYed. But I would re
mind the hon. member for Dalbv-I should 
not have done so had he not br"azened this 
matter out-that in 1893 he was election sec
retary for the late Hon. J. T. Bell, that a 
£200 cheqnr· wa' sent from an old colleo-e 
chum. in Vicioria, Mr. Fairbairn, to help 
t<> assist Mr. Bell !'luring the election period, 
and the letter whiCh contained it intimated 
that it was sevt e.t the reque··t of Mr. Bell as 
from one old college mate to another. 

Mr. MACARTNEY : This is relevant, is it? 
Mr. POLLOCK: Yes, it is one reason whv 

this motion should be carried. Tweh-e o'r 

fourteen years after that the hon. member· 
stood for Parliament against Mr. Bell, and 
i1e was responsible for sending round the 
vile slander-I call it a vile slander-that 
the late Hon. J. T. Bell had received a 
£200 cheque from the Pastoralists' Associa
tion of Victoria to be addoo to the Liberal' 
funds in Queensland, and that the late Hon. 
Mr. Bell had misappropriated that money 
and usoo it for his own purposes. 

Mr. VowLES: That is an absolute fabrica
tion; it is absolutely untrue. 

Mr. POLLOCK: Parliamentary procedure 
is rather a fnnny thing. You know a thing 
to be a fact, and yet if a member denies it 
you must accept his denial. 

Mr. VowLES: I was certainly secre~ary 
of Mr. Bell's committee on one occasiOn, 
and I opposed him on another occasion. All 
the rest of the facts are wrong. 

Mr. POLLOCK: All the rest of the facts 
-the hon. member is right in calling them 
"facts "-are right. I remember reading of 
a gentleman who saw another ,man throw 

something through a window. and 
[10 p.m.] when he taxed him with it in 

Parliament he was asked to with
draw his statement, and accept the member's 
deniaL "Verv welL" he said, "I a.ct'ept 
the hon. member's denial, but I saw him· 
through the window doing it." So while I 
know that what I am saying is true, I accept 
the hon. member's denial. 

Mr. VowLES: Would vou like to have the 
true facts? I will give "them to you. 

Mr. POLLOCK: If the hon. member does 
not prevent me from reading these fact3 out 
I will give him some more of them. 

}fr. Vowr.ES: Read it out. 
:Ylr. POLLOCK: The hon. ;member made· 

that alleged exposure at Chinchilla. 
The PRE~!IER : The day before the poll. 
:\Ir. POLLOCK: The day before the poll, 

when it was too !nte for Mr. Bell. his 
opponent, to reply to him; at the last poseible 
moment when Mr. Bell had not a chance of 
replying through the papers. 

:Ylr. VOWLES: I rise to a point of order. 
That statement is absolutelv incorrect. I 
never referred to Mr. Bell at Cbinchilla in 
my life. 

Mr. POLLOCK: I accept the hon. mem
ber's denial, and I will give him some mo<'e 
facts, in connection with which I will a.ccPpt 
his denial later on if he chooses to give it. 

:\Ir. MACARTNEY: I rise to a point of 
order. Is the hon. member for Gregory in 
order in repeating his statement with regard 
to the hon. member f:Jr Dalby? 

The SPEAKER : The hon. member for 
Gregory I:J,as accepted the denial of the hon. 
;member for Dalby. 

:\1r. MACARTNEY: I have a right to rise· 
to a pcint of order. I have exercised that 
right, and I am quite content to take your 
decision. I would like to he ve it recorded. 
The hon. member is making a double
hr.ncllcd exhibition of himself. 

The SPEAKER: I called the hon. member 
for Gregory to order. 

::Y1r. POLLOCK: I am losing a certain 
amount of valuable time. The hon. membe,. 
for Tcowon~ is a.lwavs a doubl0-barrelh>d 
exhibition of ignorance and furiFty. The
hen. member for Dalbv made these state-
ments at Chinchilla, " 

Mr. VowLES: I denied that. 
Mr. Pollock.] 



Adjournment. [COL'NCIL.] 

Mr. POLLOCK: Yes, and I accepted yonr 
·denial. The late Hon. J. T. Bell had to 
call a special meeting to remove the mis
reprE;sentation that the hon. member for 
Dalby had made regarding him. The hon. 
memb,·r admits that he "as political secre
·tary to the late Hon. J. T. Bell, and after
wards ran against him. The rest of the facts 
I am prepared to vouch for, and the hon. 
member, "·hen he denies these things, lmm,·s 
that, in view of the judge's findings on that 
committee, denials from him are usele· s. 
?\obody takes much notiee of a ,man who 
·has been convicted of telling falsehoods. 

1\lr. VowLES: Kobody believes you. 
::\lr. POLLOCK: On those grounds I can 

be m"umed to be representing the case fairly. 
because my truthfulness has not been called 
into que:ti< n in this House. Regarding the 
motion for the censure of the hon. member, 
I sav that he is renurkablv luckv. Few men 
ha,-~ leYcllod such charl'cs' against a Govern
mr·nt as he has done withcut having been 
in some m"a ·ure called upon to pay a g-reater 
price than he is being c'lllcd upon to pay 
now in r' ceiving the disapproval of this 
Chamber for the cdion he has indnlge.d in. 
I hope that the motion will be carried, and 
that it will act a' a '<' arning in future to 
members who are inclined to make rash and 
untrue statements, and to attempt to create 
an impre;tsion in the minds of the people that 
they can prove those statements. If it only 
has that effect, the motion of censure on the 
.hon. member will he well worth while. 

Mr. CORSER (/Jurnctt): I beg to move 
the adjournment of the debate. 

Question put and passed. 
The resumption of the debate was made an 

Order of the Day for to-morrow. 

ADJOURX:YlENT. 
The PRE:MIER: I move-That this House 

·do now adjourn. The business to-morrow 
"ill be the re,nmption of the debate on the 
,censure motion, to be followed by Ways and 
Means, then thG consideration in Committee 
of the Legislative Council's amendments on 
the Popular Initiative and Referendum Bill; 
the Public Works Land Resumption Bill, 
second reading and Committee stages; the 
Pharmacy Bill, the Local Authorities Act 
Amendment Bill; and the State Children 
Bill; afterwards, the rest of the business as 
it a.pp<:ars on the sheet. If we make reason
able progress to-morrow, I shall be quite 
prepared, if the leader of the Opposition de
·sires, not to sit on Friday this week. 

Mr. :MACARTNEY : If we vote on this motion 
it will be all right. 

The PREMIER: It is a matter of indif
ference to me how ''OU vote on this motion. 

RoK. J. TOLMIE: The Chief. Secretary 
has intimated thltt ho will adjourn to-morrow 
night if reasonable pro;;;ress is made. I take 
it that he cannot say that ther,, has been 
.any obstruction. 

The PRE1IIER: I am not suggesting that 
there has been an.v obstruction this week. 

Ho:-;. J. TOLMIE: If vou are mntent to 
proceed on the lines on ,;hich we haYe been 
.dealing witb important matters, I can assure 
the hon. gentleman that, as far as I am 
·concerned, I am willing to adjourn. 

The PRE'IIIER : V er:v well, then we will not 
.£it on Friday; I will take that assurance. 

Question put and pa 'sed. 
The House adjourned at eight minutes past 

10 o'clock. 
[Mr. Pollock. 

Industrial Enterp1·ises. 




