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REPORT.

Your Commlttee havmg miadé dus enqun‘y mto the proba.ble eﬁ'ect of the prov1510ns -of. the
Bill remitted to them for their consideration, and having ‘also taken evidence on the. workmg of  the
existing Waste Lands Act in many important par tlculars, have the honor to submlt theu Report

In some respects the proposed Bili meets with the approval of your Commlttee. It appears
very desirable that settlement on the Crown Lands of the Colony should be encouraged by a
reduction of the terms upon which small seleciions: for bond fide agricultural occupation can be
obtained ; but, at this late period of the Session, it appears to your, Committee that sufficient time
cannot be given to the due consideratioti of the.important, questions involved in a Bill ha.vmcr for its
object & révision of the mode of" dealing -with the Crown Lands of the Colony. '

While, however, recommending the postponement of the general questlon of dealmtr W).th the
Crown Lands, your- Committee, in visw' of the Bill’ prov1dmg foi” the ‘maintenance of the Main
Roads receiving the assent of the Legislature, aie- of opinion that a “short Bill amending the ' 100th
Clause. of the existing Waste Lands Act; in- respect of the dlstubuhon of aid f'rom the -Land’ Fund to,
the various' Road Trusts;should be mtroduced A R o e

To assist in carrying out that object, your Committee haye considered and revised the Schedule

of ‘Road: Trusts as contained in the Bill Twhich' they have had tunder their 'consideration ; and they

_recommend that the aid to Road Tr usts should for the. future be dlstrlbuted as mdlcated in those
rev1sed Schedules

S e e .NI,CHOLA,S ;J. BROWN,\.C]Laz'iman.

Comnzzttee Room, 25th October, 1878, R S U S N R SO
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No. 1.
‘WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 9, 1878. 11 o'clock,
Present—The Minister of Lands (Chairman), Mr. Adye Douglas, Mr., O’Reilly, Mr, Lette, Mr. Reibey.
1. Committee met.
2. The Minister of Lands pointed out all new matter up to Section 38 introduced into Bill 24 of this Session.
3, Communication-from Mr. Andrewartha put in and read.
4. After deliberation Committee adjourned until to-morrow.at 11.

No. 2. -
THURSDAY, OCTOBER 10, 1878, - :
Present—Mr. Mxmster of Lands (Chmrman), Mr. Adye Douglas, Mr. Lette, Mr. Reibey, Mr. O’Reilly,
Mr. Belbin, Mr, Mitchell,
1. ‘Minutes.of former.-meeting read and confirmed.
2. With reference to Clause 48 Committee are of opxmon that 88 Sect, of 34 Vict. No. 10 should be retained.
3. Clauses 53, 54, &8 approved of. :
4, Clause 60, last paragraph not approved of.
5. Clause 61 objected to. ‘
6. Clause 67 (tendering), 8 for, 4 against,
7. Clause 68, maximum area of 10,000 acres agreed to.

8. Ordered that Mr. H. J. Hull, Deputy Commissioner of Crown Lands, and Mr. William Smith, Chief Clerk
of Public Works, be summoned to attend next meeting.

9. Committee adjourn until to-morrow at 11.

No. 3.

FRIDAY, OCTOBER 11, 1878.

Present—Hon. C. O’Reilly (Chau-man in abseuce of Minister of Lands), Mr. Douglas, Mr. Scott, Mr. Reibey,.
Mr. Lette, Mr. Mitchell.

1. ‘ZiMr James Scott, elected by the House, attended as a member of Committee in place of Mr. Whitehead
resigne

2. Minutes of former meeting read and conﬁrmed

3. Mr. H. J. Hull, Deputy Commissioner of Crown Lands, attended the meeting and put in papers containing
certain information connected with the matier before the Commirtee,,

4. Mr. Hull was examined at length.
5. Committee adjourned at 1 o’clock to Tuesday at 11.

No. 4.
TUESDAY, OCTOBER 15, 1878.

Present—The Hon. C. O’ Reilly (Chuirman), Mr. Mitchell, Mr. Reibey, Mr. Lette.
1. Minutes of former meeting read and confirmed.
"9, Mr. H. J. Hull further examined.
3. Committee adjourned at 1 p.».

No. 5.
WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 16, 1878.

Present.—Mr. Minister of Lands (Chairman), Mr. Adye Douglas, Mr. Lette, Mr, Belbin, Mr. Mitchell, Hon.
C. O’Reilly.

1, Minutes of last meeting read and confirmed.
2. Mr. William Smith, Chief Clerk of Public Works, examined.
8. Clause 14.considered. Committee determine new Clause be dratted.

4, Clause 17. Committee decide to strike out Sub-sections € and 3 and substitute the following :—* That *all
lands not being town lands, or proclaimed by the Governor in Council to be pastoral lands, shall be deemed to be
agricultural ldnd and open for selection under the 19th Section.”

5. Clause 18. Struck out.

6. Clause 19. Price altered from ¢30s.” to 205’ an acre, and Clause altered to read * one lot of agricultural
land not exceeding one hundred acres.”

7. Clause 21, Sub-section 8. # Ten yenrs” altered to * five years.”

8. Clause 23. Ordered that after the word * to”” on line 44 be added the words * clear and cultivate such lot,
and shall continue yearly and from year to year to clear one-twentieth of the area of such lot, or expend the sum of
2s. 6d. per acre per year, or partly the former and partly the latter condition.””
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9. Clause 24. Amended by striking out'the word ‘“fifteen” (15), line 10; and-after the word * him” in line 3
striking out, ,“ without any further payment,” and’substituting’ the" words “u’pon payment of bLalavce of l;)lur::li‘lise
money due,” and in line 4 “by Sub-sections ta be altered in accordance with conditions specified in Sec. 23.”

10. Committee adjourn at 1 o’clock until 11 o’clock tq-ﬁiorro\?: o

No. 6.
. THURSDAY,. OCTOBER 17,.1878.. , .
Present—DMr. Minister of Lands (in the Chair), Mr. Lette, Mr. Scott, Mr. Douglas.- -
1.- Minutes of last meeting read and confirmed.. -
2. Clanse 25. Postponed. ’

. 8. Clause 26 considered.. Committee agree the Clause be struck. out, and-recommend that. officers should be
appointed to report annually whether conditions:of purchase.are being. fulfilled: by, conditional. purchasers.. . :

4. Committee adjourn until.to-morrow at I1..

: No. 70
FRIDAY, OCTOBER 18, 1878,
Present.—Mr. Minister.of Lands {Chairman); Mr. Lette;. Mr: Mitche!l;. Hon. C..O! Reilly:.
1. Minutes of last meeting read and confirmed. .

2. Clause 27. Agreedto. T _

3. Clause 28; Committee:recommend Clause be nmended by striking out -the: words: ¢ make’” and ¢ selection’’
in line 41, and adding after the word.-*shall”” the following words : ‘“be capable of: holding:at any. one. time,” the
words “ more than one ungranted lot selected.’? v

4. Clauses 29, 30, 31, 32, approved.

5. Clauses 33 to 37 postponed.

6. Adjourn to Tuesday: nextat 11..

7. Mr..W. Smith tv:be summoned- again...

No. 8.
TUESDAY, OCTOBER 22, 1878.
Present—Mr. Minister of Lands (Chairman), Mr. Balfe, Mr. Lette, the Hon. C. O’Réilly.
1. Minutes of last meeting read and: confirmed. ’ ‘ )
9. Mr. William Smith, Chief Clerk Public Works, recalled and further examined.
8. Committee adjourn until to-morrow at 11, in order to allow for. full:meeting to discuss. Clause 95.

No. 9.
WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 23, 1878, :
Present—Mr. Minister of Lands (Chairman), Mr. Lette, Hon..C.,'O’Réilly.-
1. Minutes of last meeting read.and confirmed. ' ' '
. Committee adjourn until.11.to-motrow, to allow of further meeting..

w2

No. 9.
] THURSDAY, OCTOBER-: 24, 1878,
Present—MTr. Minister of Lands (Chairnian), Mr. Lette, Mr. Adye Douglas, Hon. C. OReilly, Mr. Belbin. . -
1. Minutes of last meeting ' read and confirmed.

2. Committee considered Schedule.
3. The Committee are of opinion that.it is desirable to introduce.a short: Bill: amending the Land Act.as to the.
distribution of Aid from the Land Fund to Road Districts.. :

4. Adjourn until to-morrow at 11.

No. 10,
. FRIDAY, OCTOBER 25, 1878. '
Present—Mr. Minister qi\':lé@nds (Chairman), Mr. Lette, Mr. Adye Douglas, Hon. C. O’Reilly.
1. Minutes of last meeting read and confrmed, '
2. Draft Report considered and approved of.
3. Committee separated. .
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FRIDAY, OCTOBER 11, _1878.
HENRY JOCELYN HULL, fsyq., Deputy Commissioner of Crown Lands, ewamined.

By the Chairman.—1. You have been Deputy Commlssmnel of Cl own Lands for some time ? Yes,
for about 7 years.. = . . , o A P o

2. You have had much experience in the a.drnuustlatlon of the Lands Depal tment" Yes, for nearly
30 years.

27 8. 1 refer you to Clause 21" of - 24- Vict. No 10, which provides foricertain! areas bemg proclaxmed
Agricultural Divisions : has ‘that clausé been blought into effect? Not under” the” plesent Waste Lands
Act; but one area in Gould’s Country was proclaimed under former legislation.:

4 No extensive settlement has taken place in consequence ? About fifteen lots have been taken up.

5. What were the conditions of purchase ? Residence for the whole time on the land, 6d. an acre
for first 3 years, Is. an acre for next 2 years, and 2s. an acre for the residue of term, and to pay 20s. an
acre at expiration of 20 years. All the select01s in Gould’s Countl y have taken advantage of Section 30
of the existing Act.

6. By M. Scott.—In 1869 did Dr. Butler Wlthdmw a large area from sale in.the County of Dorset?
I believe he did ; but that was on account of reported gold discoveries.

7. By M. Lette —Do you think this Clause (21) desirable to be left in? I see no 11ecess1tv for it.

’8. Do you think thewhole: country cught t6 be thrown' open:to selection? Most: decidedly. I do
not ﬂnnk you can force a‘person to take land where he does not want 1t and thelefoxe, I thlnk it
would be far better to throw the whole country open for selection.

By the Chairman.—9. The lowest upset price is 8s. per acre. Has' any been sold at that puce 1
Very litile indeed since the present Act came into force. ST

10. You think it advisable that the price should be raised ? There-aré some pastoral Iauds not worth
1s. an acre. Noj; I deprecate the selling of land for less than £1 an acre. I would certainly sell none for
less than 10s. I would rather see one umfoun price for all Iand say £1 an acre for agricultural and 10s.
an acre for pastoral lands.

.BJ My, Douglas.—11. What has been the average price of land sold during the last 7 years? For
agricultural land £1 7s. an acre, and for pastoral Jand 163 21d..

By the Chatrman.~—12. The lowest upset price of agr 1cultm al l'md is fixed. at £1 an acre, (Clause
23). Do you think that agr icultural land in'the heavily mnbeled districts and in the open country should
be classed at the same puce 2 I cer t'unly thmk that £1 an acre is httle enough I should make no - dis-
tinction.

13. I draw jyour atténtion t6 Séction 24 of p\esent Act: a l'u 'we quantity oft Iand has been purchased
from the Crown under that Section? Yes.

By Mr. Douglas.—14. Would you restrict the area to 320 acres? No, I think not.
15. Would you make it 6407 Yes.

By the Chairman.—-16., Has Clausé 24 of the’ p1 esent Act teuded towards the bond fide settlement of
the lands of the Colony? Undoubtedly.” 2260 purchases have been made undér the 24th Section,
embracing an area of 155,000 acres, nine- tenth of which I should say would:be under 100 acres each.

17. This clause provides for credit’ being ‘given. Do the - majority of selectors avail themselves of
the credit? Yes. I may add the late Attomev~Gene1al gave. his opinion that we cannot sell for cash
under the 24th Section ; and I now refuse to take cash sales under Section 24.

18. Are you aware of many of these selectors: being in arrear with their instalments? By a return
furnished there appears a large numbe1 5 but you can hardly call them defaulters, as many are only in
arrear three months: - ' : . ,

19. Are the payments under z4th Section punctually made © Yes ;,.payments are very well made.

20. Is it the practice for parties to ask for moderate extension of ‘time whén. whable to. pay? Yes
and I have'found it very'advantageous to extend such time: they usual]y pay accor dmg to. plonuse

21. Do they complain of the terms of purchase bemg harsh ? No.
22. Do the public dealing with the Departmeat complain? No.

By Mr. Douglas.—23. How many of the 2260 are absolute-defaulters 2 About 25 or 80 are boné fide
defaulters.

24. What per-centage have paid up ?. A vely small one 1ndeed

25. Have not even. those who have pzud up. held on cwdxt f01 some years upon pay ing the fina
amount? Yes.

26. Have you any return showing the presumed loss to the C‘lown as between the medlt and pd.ymﬂ'
system ? No. ST

27. Would it be desirable to lessen the amount of discount so as to equahse the purehases” Yes,
very desirable.

98. Would it be desirable to increase the area of land for selection to 6407 Yes, with the same
conditions as to improvements.
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-:29,. Under the present.Act they have power to select from 15 up t0:320 ? - Yes,

30 In these selectlons are the ma3011ty under or above the. 100 acres ? Nme-tenths are unde1 100
Aacres.

B_?/ the Chazrman —31 Then, in your opnnon, the 24th Sectwn amply prov1des for the requuemem:s
-of the case?. Yes.. I would sug est. that the words “ the same not bemg under lease or hcence would
be an improvement to it. o . L

82, Would that withdraw a large area flom selectlon unde1 the clause of thls Act” No not in
auncultmal districts, and .very little land is selected-in purely pastoral districts. - e .

1 By Myr. Lette.—33., If these lots were reduced to 100 acres, residence not requlred and no . 1nte1 est
,'added to,purchase money, do. -you think it would be an improvement on the clause as it stands, and. that-a
.cultivation. section should be insisted upon? It would be far better to have a cultivation .or improvement
‘than .a residence clause. ' A residence clause would not increase the selection of our waste lands.

84. Would not-this invite: lessees to takeup land purposely to keep away selectors? - No; we should
“ot'offer it for rental if, from mfoz matlon in the oﬁice, the lands appealed to be fit for agr 1cultu1al
‘purposes. - ' o

35. Do you not think it adv1sable ‘that there should be an office’in the south and one in the north to
which to send applications for land, information, &c.? No; there should be but one office, in Hobart
Town, otherwise the Department’ would get into confuslon, ‘unless you kept them quite distinct, in which
" case a double staff 'would be required. We have a branch office at Launceston which appears to answer
every purpose. : ‘

36. Have any bond ﬁde selections been made on leased lands by small selectors ?  Not many in the
pastoral districts.

87. Any in “ Monto’s Marsh,” in the County of Buchlngham” Yes, but that is not a pastoral
county. -

" 38. The plesent svstem of' sur veys is by contract surveyors “does delay ensue in connection ther ewith ?
Only lately, since. the dlscovely of the tin mines, but it is not so now, as very little land is taken up under
% The Mineral Lands Act,” =

39.. Have there been complamts of’ thase delays ? Yes, in manyi instances.
40. And of inconvenience in not bemg able to occupy the land? Yes.

41, Of any seléctors commencing their operations before the jsurvey. Was eﬁ'ected ? Yes, r_nan'y have
asked me if they could go on the land to commence “scrubbing.”

42. Do you remember many cases in which persons have suﬁ'e1ed from losmg land they have
1mp10ved" No, I'cannot remember any.

. Can you pr opose any plan for 1emedy1ng the delay in surveys ? No, unless we have Government
surveyors The reason ass1gned in some’ instances is the scattered nature of the lots. The District
‘Surveyor-would-lose money by havmg to proceed at once to make the surveys, and therefore they are left
until other selections are made.

44, If a selector selects any land in a part of the counhy where itis 1nconven1ent to effect an immediate
survey, has the selector to wait unt11 other selections are made before the Dlstuct Surveyor carries out the
swrvey? Yes. : ‘ :

45. Can you suggest any remedy? QOnly by havmcr Government Sur vey01s
46. Do you think it Would be more expenswe" Yes, much more.

By Mr. Lette.—47. Has each sur veym a sort of vested right in his district in carrying out sur veys ?
Yes; the Regulatlons allow the Surveyor-General to send others into a district, which is occasionally done.

48. Are you aware that some district surveyors have employed other surveyors to do the work ? * Yes.

.49. Should not an applicant have the power of calling in another surveyor in case of delay Yes,
an authorised surveyor, within (I would suggest) 8 months of the survey fee being paid: :

50. Do you think it would be desnable that young men under 21 should be allowed to select ? ‘Yes.’
The Witness withdrew. : :

TUESDAY, OcToBER 15 1878

HENRY J OCELYN HULL, Esq ., re-examined.

By Jll'r Mzt(-hell —51. With reference fo Questxons 9 and 10, how do you 1econclle your evidence
with your statement. that some crown lands are not worth 1s. an acre, and yet you advise that they should
not be sold at a lower price than 10s. an acre? I would rather see them in the hands of the crown. than
sold for 10s. an acre.

52. What are your reasons for thinking the State would benefit through the lands remaining in the
hands of the Crown? By leasing the lands on a ﬁx1ty of tenure, say 14 years certain, they would
ultimately become more valuable. - . :

53. Are you aware of any.one instance in wluch a leaseholdel of crown land has- lmploved it during
his lease,-——any partlculal lirid by any particular man? Yes, by Mr. Walter Gelhbland Whele out of
500 acres rented 250 ‘Were rung; according t6 the Surveyor’s Report.
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54. Are you aware that in the coarse pastoral land of the Colony the: tendency: is to become more
scrubby and. therefore of less value? No, I am not.. :

55. You think therefore it would be a benefit to the State to retain possession of these rough waste
lands 7" Decidedly, rather than:sell them at 1s. an acre.’ .

56. Have you any practical knowledge of the value-of any land? Yes, I was a practical farmer
before I went into the office, and I have a thorough knowledge of the value of land.

By Mr. Reibey.—57. Are not lands worth more than 10s. an acre now being offéred for sale at the
upset p-ice of less than 10s.7 There are lands offered at 5s. an acre, but I am not aware of their value:.

58. Has any Report been obtained-as to-the value of these lands? Yes; the following,—X¥ot 6001,
500-acres, in Parish of Florentine, County of Cumberland, ¢ very good pastureland south of fence, but
of very little value outside of fence. The timber on about 250 acres lias-been rung for some years, valile
over the whole about 25s. an acre. (Signed), G. €. Smith, 15th Otctober, 1861.”” Lot 3885, 394 acres,,
¢ poor pasture with exception of south-east corner, value 8s. (Signed); G. C.- Smith,. 28th. Oct., 1865.”
Lot 3443, 728 acres : “ this lot is of little value, the greater part being covered with- scrub, and affording-
hardly any pasture, value 5s. (Signed) G. C. Smith, 27th October, 1874.” Lot 7000, 50 acres, value
10s. an acre. (Signed) T. Wedge, November, 1877. Lot 7001, 50 acres, value 10s. an acre. Lot 7002,.
116 acres, value 10s. an acre.

59. Then no report has been obtained of the value of these lands since 18647 No..
By Mr. Lette.—60. Have all these lots been put up before? Yes; over and:over again.

61. At what upset price? Speaking from memory, the two lots now put up at 5s. have been put up
gt same price several times, but Lot 6001 has never been put up under £1 until now.

By Myr. Mitchell. —62. Are you aware that when Mr. Gellibrand rung this land he knew it to be
crown land? [ cannot say.

63, Unless you actually saw these lands how can you possibly form any opinion asg to their value ?
From the reports of the surveyors.

By Mr. O’ Reilly.—64. Referring to Question 27, with reference to the amount of discount, do you
think that the system of rebate provided for in the Waste Lands A.ct of 1863, which provides “ that in every
such case a deduction shall be allowed in the sum added to- the price of the land by way of premium for
the allowance of credit proportionate to the then unexpired period of credit,” more equitable than the
gystem now in force ? ¥es ; I would suggest such a clause as .33 of that Act instead of the one now.in use.

_ 65. You think such a provision tends to seeure-the revenue.to the crown.without doing an injustice
to, the purchaser? Yes, )

66. Referring to Clause 27, can you offer any suggestions as to its provisions? I would suggest
that no grant should issue for lands selected under Section 24 until it was proved to the satisfaction of the
Governor in Council that improvements to the value of £1 an acre had been made on the land so selected,

67. With reference to your réply to Query 31, referring to leased lands, (the same not being under
lease or licence), would not such a provision in the 24th Section have the effect of closing all such land to
agricultural settlement ? Yes, of course it. would.

68. In what. way do.you think it advantageous to the State that leased or licensed land should not. be
left open for selection under the 24th Clause ? I think we should get a better and more permanent rental,
and it would not affect the revenue much, there being so little taken up in pastoral districts.

69. Do you think it would be more advantageous to the State to have these lands occupied under
rental or suitable portions sold for agricultural settlement? I think it more advantageous to lease them, as
there are so few selections made out of leased lands.

70. 'Will you name the counties you deem pastoral? Cumberland, Glamorgan, Somerset, Lincoln :
and in those counties only I recommend permanent tenure be given to lessees.

71. Re clause 28, which provides' for an. expenditure on roads under certain conditions; does the
supervision of this expenditure come under your immediate control? No.

72. Are you aware of any lands purchased on credit being abandoned: after an expenditure has: been
incurred under this section? From enquiry, I find there is but one instance on the southem side; and not
a single instance on the northen side. (Return handed in.)

73. With reference to this mattery, and to- Mr:. Morrison’s reply, who says there is one lot in
Honeywood District, and several lots in Oyster Cove District, do you know of any cause for those lots
having been abandoned? The cause assigned re Oyster Cove was in consequence of the expenditure
having been diverted from the road surveyed to give access to theselots. T had an official communication
“to that effect. ’

74. Can you offer any suggestions to be provided for in future legislation on this clause ? X think
that bond fide settlement should be insisted upon before any expenditure is made. With regard to Section
26, I would suggest that the land should be forfeited to the Crown if within one year the selector has not
by himself, his tenant or servant, commenced to clear-and improve the land so selected.

Webnespay, Ocroser 16, 1878..

MR. WILLIAM SMITH, Chief Clerk Public Works, examined.
By Mr. Douglas~~75. You are Chief Clerk in Public Works. Branch of. the: Lands and Works
Department? Yes. .
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{76, Afe you acquainted with the working-of Section'28 of “The’ Waste Lands Act i Yes the wholo
of the expenditure under that Section is incurred through my office.

77, Do’you furnish ‘plans to the Minister ‘before any expendlture takes place ? -A plan is furnished -
ﬁ'om the Lands Branch showing the lots taken up under 24 Sectlon, or lf not completed ‘2n oﬂiéer i
employed fo .examine the books.and compleie:plasn. - : I R .

78. That is done after an application for expenditure ? Yes. v L

© 79, Have you -any Retarns showing’ the numbeér of approprmtlons and the money 56 ‘appropriated ?
A Return s furnished to Parhament every Sessxon showmg the amount authorxsed and expended under ths
28th Section. -

80, Have-you fany pra(-tlcal knowledge of the working' of that Sectlon of the Aet" Yes, 80 far as I
<canearn 'from correspondence in the office and so far as my duties are concerned.

81. Do you think it works beneﬁclally or otherwise ? Beneﬁclallv to & Gertain éxtent; but when ai-
-application is made it is often very difficult to decide the extent to which an expenditure is warranted inder
the Section, the interests of ‘the applicants in ‘inany ‘instanées nov being identical,—selectors imagini
many cases that they-are éntitled to the amount denved from their several lots to be approprxateg

affording them each a separate road.

- 82, Is. any usual practice adopted as to appropnatmg the money" Supposmg a road-is within 3 or 4
‘miles of land, how would the office lay out the thoney ? --The wishés of the selectors would ‘be consulted
“before approprxatmg the money.

83. Is there any other portlon of the operation of this Act which goes “through your partlculnr
Department? No.

By the Chuirman.—84. Is not the expendlture, as a rule, laid out on a main road to these settle- .
ments? Yes; but the nature and extent of the expenditure much depends on the Minister who may be in
office at the time. ,

By Mr, Lette.—85. As far as you are aware, is it the rule to be guided by the wxshes of a majority
of the selectors ? Yes. -

By Mr. Douglas—886. Up to this time have all apphcatlons for expendlture been carried out by the
Department? No; there are many cases in which it is not done. Sometimes-the parties interested do not
agree in their recommendation, or the Minister may not consider the locality fairly entitled to expenditure ;
but I do not know any application refused where the expenditure would be beneﬁcxal to the locality as a
whole. ;

By the Chairman.~—87. What evidence guides the Minister in determining whether the locahtfy
-entltled to the expenditure or not? I place before the Minister all the evidence I can get: reports

.the Overseer of Works, charts showing the lots, and information from local parties.

. By Mr. Lette—88. Can you recommend any better mode of expending the money? Not at present;
‘but I thmk it would be an advantage to have an officer on our staff whose sole duty should be to enquire
into and report upon the various appllcatlons for expenditure. He would be of great assistance to the
Minister in determlnm%{whether the selections were solely for agricultural purposes, and in deciding upon
the most desirable works to have carried out.

The Witness withdrew. .

-

PTUESDAY, OcroBerR 22, 1878.

" MR. WILLIAM SMITH re-ecamined.

By Mr. O Reilly.—89. Re interests of. applicants (Query 81) not bemg identical : in such cases

what has been' the practice in expendmg the funds ? There is not a universal practice or custom. In some
- «cases the expenditure is deferred by the Minister, or in others it is appropriated on various roads or outlets
‘to the several lots as may be desired by the applicants and sanctioned by the Minister.

90. Previous to 1873 there has been but 2 small expenditure under Sec. 287 Yes.

91. Can you call to mind many instances since 1873 in which expenditure has been incurred on more
than one road in a locality entitled to an expenditure? I would rather examine the details of expenditure
before answering that question. I think there were several such cases in Port Cygnet District, and in the
Huon District.generally.

92. In the Port Cygnet District 1 observe the Governor in Councll sanctioned an expendlture of
£400. Can you call to mind from Report {H. A. Paper 43, Sess. 1875) on how many roads this was
expended ? I could not without referring to my official doeuments. I can remember expenditure on three
separate roads in Port Cygnet District.

93. Who was Minister of Lands and Works then? Mr. Moore.

94, There has been a large expenditure in the Oatlands District? Yes.

95. Has the expenditure there been on different roads in the same way? Yes.

06. And in Castra? Yes. ' ‘

97. And Deloraine? Yes.

98. Then this appears to have been generally lhe praetlce to spend portxons of the sum appropna.ted
on various roads? Yes. o
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..99... The object, I presume, is that various land selectors, or groups -of land selectors, may obtain some
beneﬁt from the funds? Yes.

100. Does this method receive the approval of the land selectoxs 50. fa1 as you. are aware from your
official communications.? Yes. .

101. So far as you are informed, ofﬁclally or ot11e1 w1se, have many lots been abandoned aftel openmg
up roads to these selections? I do not think so..

. By Mr. Balfe.—102. In some dlstucts one main road thlough a 500-acre block mlght be entrrely
useless, from the physical features of the country, to one-half or even the majority of the-selectors? Yes. -

By Mr. Lette.—103. Is it not the rule, then, as stated in Answer 84, that the expenditure is mcurred
on a main road ? That depends on the interpretation you put on the term “main road,” each of which
may be the main road to the several selections interested. .The Department ‘confines the expendlture as far
as practicable, to one road; but in many cases it is not pos51ble to benefit the whole of the lots in one
locahty without expendmne is incurred on two or three or more'roads.

By the Chairman.—104. Do you think there should be any.check, as suggested in Sec. 38, on the
expendltme of 10s. an acre? . I do not think this arrangement would be .an 1mprove1nent on the ex1st1ng
law.

By.-Mr. Balfe.—105. Would not the purchase: of the selections be more hkely to be completed-if the
roa.ds were made available as soon as, possession. was taken and cultwatxon commenced 7 Yes, I think so.

. TAMES BARNARD, . T PITE
GOVERNMENT PRINTER, TASMANIA.



