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SELECT Committee appoinied, on the 6th day of November, 1891, to consider and
report upon “ A Buill to authorise certain Persons to select and acquire certain
Areas of Crown Lands,” such Committee to have power to send for persons and

papers.

MEMBERS OF THE COMMITTEE.

MR. Cnosmﬂ Mgr. Pace.
M=z. Dovaras. M=z. RookE.

Mzr. GELLIBRAND. Mr. FysH.

DAYS OF MEETING, =~
Tuesday, November 12 ; Wednesday, November 13,

WITNESS EXAMINED. -

. 'Mr. James Andrew (Immigration Agent).

MINUTES OF PROCEEDINGS.

‘ TUESDAY, NOVEMBER. 10, 1891:

The Committee met at 11 A.M. ' S
Present—Messrs. Douglas and Gellibrand.. e

Mr. Douglas was elected the Chairman. ‘

Order of the Council appointing the Committee read by the Clerk.

Mr. Andrew, Immigration Agent, was introduced and exarnined.’

Mr. Andrew withdrew. . . PR Y
The Comrnittee adjourned sine die. - '

WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 11, 1891
The Committee met 4t 3:45 P.M. a e
Present—Messrs, Deuglas (Chairman); Fysh, and Gellibrand.
Draft report brought up, read, and agreed to. '
The Committee adjourned sine die.




REEQBT

Your Committee, haying examined documentnuy ev1dence, and heard the personal explanation of
the Immigration Agen in cop n with the’ c]:mns m'lde and set forth in the Schedule of the
Crown Lands Selection Bill, 189%; [ No. /6], have come to the conclusion that the following persons
aré equitably entitled tg tl}gu Tand Grant, and would recqmmend ‘that their claims be favourably
considered at the lmn(’ "),01{1(' Honorable Councll —

s of

P. Callgghan, in trust for children of Susannah E. Barrett Sixty agres.

Henry Wl {liam Ferguson....... L T T TR T T T YT T THCU O - Thirty ditto.

E. Austin ‘Cooke, wife, and family ......cccceerrnrirercrnnennas Ninety ditto.
William Manlin, wife,and f'lmll) ........ reeererreeraeier e Ninety ditto.

-N. Stuart. Eos\toclx . areee Thirty. ditto.

Rev. H.-S."And rson and wi e creeranes Tafty ditto,

R. Stualt ‘Sanderéon ....00 .. v eterareianeaas o Thirty ditto.

L Alfred Pikers. 2 L L L L L Thirty ditto.

The Leo al Representatives of :—

John Frederick Gibbs ...... P . Eighty ditto.
Henry Park ........... rrevnens T, One hundred ditto.

In the case of the following, your Comnnttee are of oplmon tlmt l;lgey are not legally or
equitably entitled to any con51d’ ation =

J. bhanahan

Thomas Wootton and family.
Henry Dumaresq Windsor.

John Carmody.

Albert Fremlin, wife, and family.
Major . R.: 'lroﬁ't wmfe, ‘and-family.
William Langdon Harwood.

James Stocker Scarr, and

Edward Robert, Capr:

ADYE DOUGLAS, Chairman..
Committee Room, Legislative Council,
November 11¢th, 1891,

TEITIMNTT TR B ey R SG S

EVIDENCHE.

Tuespay, NovemsEr 10, 189l.
JAMES ANDREW, called and examined:

1. By the Chairman.—What is your name, Mr. Andrew? James Andrew,
2. You had charge of the Immigration Department? Yes.

3. What do you call yourself? Immigration’ Agent and Secretary. The Immigration Act is prac-
tically extinet, so I am the Secretary .of, th? [Immigration Department.

4. How long have you been engaged in that capacity? Not more than,four,years,

5. You are acquamted with the cases mentioned:in: the.Schedyle,of:: th]Squnlf’) Some.of:them, Sir, L
have not a personal acquaintance with all of them,

6. You investigated them ? All except one or two, which were 'Idded;qlllte 1ecently and: of -whiel. I-
have- onlv partial information.
Will you commence from the beginning, and tell us what you know of these cases? Many of
them have reference to a Report 1 made in 1889, The first case on the Schedule is that of P. Callaghan,
.in trust for John Barrett, Margaret Barrett, and William Barrett, infant children of Susannah E. Barrett
residing at North Motton, and claiming 60" ddres “of land. A land certificate was issued to Susannali
Barrett on the 18th April, 1879, but owing to her death the land was not selected within the time specified
by the Act—31 Victoria No. 96_twelve months. The trustees applied to select on behalf of the children,
but the Board of Immigration declined to sanction such an arrangement.

8. By Mr. Gellibrand.—1f you are going to stick to the strict letter of the Act these claimants have
not a show at all, but as this is a Court of Equlty we can hear anything in support of their claims? Yes.
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9. By the Chairman.—The wife died, and an- ‘tpphcanon was made in due course, ‘but it was not
granted because of the wife dying? ™ Yes.

_ 10. The next case is that of J. Shanahan, of North Motton, who claims 30 acres? No claim for
land in this nanie can be traced in ‘the. records of the Immigration Office. I have also enquired from Mr.
Reid, the Deputy Conimissioner of Eands, but he had no evidence in that office. T may state that the
name was added to the Bill when first introduced in 1887, and has been written on the’ Schedule since
then. :

11. Buat there was no. application from the man? No. His name does not appear anywhere in the
Immigration Deépartment. I can furnish no information whatever.

12. By M. Gellibrand—How did you get the claim ? The name was added. I do not know why .
it was included in the Schedule.

13. By the Chairman.—Then we come to Thomas Wootton, 30 acres ; Mary Ann Wootton, 20 acres ;
Arthur Wootton, 10 acres ; Mary Wootton, 10 acres; Catherine Wootton 10 acres ; Eliza Wootton 20 acres;
at The Nook, East Dev on—makmp; in all a total of 100 acres? The apphcant arrived in Tasmania more
than three and a half years before the Act was passed under which he would have been entitled to select
land. TFhe provisiens of the Act 31 Victoria, No. 26, applied-only to arrivals from Europe or India.

: Wooton came from: Natal, Whele he had been 1esxd1ng for some years, in January, 1871, and the-Act
extending the privileges in regard to land being given to any person arriving.in Tasmania ﬂom any country
or place other than Europe or Indla, as well as from Europe or India, did not become law until September,
1874.—Vide Parliamentary Paper (House of Assembly), No. 103, of 1876. ‘

14. Then, shortly, your evidence is this :—Wootton arrived in the colony three and a half years before
the Act came mto operation 2 Yes; from Nata], Sir. The right of granting land to 1mm1g1ants apphed to
people pr aceeding from Emope to Tasmania—I mean, Eulope or India. The Act passed in 1874 exterided
that to other places. Wootton came from Natal three years before the Extension Act was passed.

15, Had his family arrived in the Colony three years before the Act was pas:ed extendmrr these
prm,leges” Yea

16. By Mr. Page. —-He came before the extension of the Act? Yes.

17. By the Chairman.—Then there is the claim of Henry W. Ferguson; of Hobart; he claims 30
acres of land?  The. Jand was not applied for, within twelve months after “the date of the celtlﬁcate No
exception: appears to have: been taken, either, for non- complianee with: the provisions of the Act. There i¥
the land ecertificate, and the stlpuldtlou attached to it. that.the land shall be applied for. within twelve months
after the apphcant has been in the colony.

18. By Myr. Gellibrand.—How long was it after tlus that he applied? 1t may have been only a few
days. ‘The, land certificate was issied on the T6tlx Jaruary, 1885, for 80 acrés. Thers is 16 récord i the
Immmatlon Office with the’ palt;lcuTalb of the claim. .

19 By by the Chairman—TEwor years. and nine months.after? Yes.-

20. Was the application granted to hin:? He made his application in 1885, and was mlanted a certit
ficate, but.he did not apply. for, his-landi nnder the. certificate-within twelve- months

2)... By, My. Page: »-Pelhaps he was: mno‘vant"’ It is- printed o the certificate. His application'was
put incon- the 25th February, 1886.- .

92. By the Chairman.—He arrived in Janualy, and got- Lii¢ cestifigite’i’ Febiuary: I think we may’
report favourably on himj.asihe.is-only gone a month after the stipulated-time: 2. Yes.

28 Sliortly, Mr. Andrew, your evidénce dn- this: dase:ie-that hé atiivedtin Janua1 Yy » 1885, obtained kis®
.certificate of the-landiin: Febriry; 1886, paid: his swrvey- fiée,-but did riot’ have th\e Taxd - glanted hime beealise
he was a month over the twelve’ months specified in the A6t? Yes.

. 24, The-next case-isi ‘that. of. Henry: Piitnaresq,- Windsol; of Somithérville; Westbiry, who clainis 30
acres 7" Seléction: wis riade within: twelve: mornthss affer tlie- Tanid cextificate” wag" issued; 1y, the 8t
Maichy, 1878.and on-the 19th- Mavch, 1879;-application was: midde’ to? thie® Bowd of- Immlglatlon for ai
extension of the time, but it was not within the power of the Board to grant this application. <

25. By Mr. Gellibrand:—Whatttime:did her aetually senid i hi§ application ?—have you gbt- that?
Mz Solly wrote.to him: on.the I19thiMarch, 1879.- From what-I remember-of. the con‘espondence he was
eleven.days over thestime,:and.it. was.not.in the. powetsof the Board to- grant his request.

- 26 By the. Chairman.—~He-ieveriseerns: to  have: 4 pphed agdin?. Nov:his application’ was only for
an- e'ctens\on of time!

27. By Mi. Page:—Hé paid nosurvey fees?” T'dé ot think he'did! Si¥: T Have ot Tud timé’ to'go >
afresh through these papeis, andsmy: memory-israther at-fiultin regard’ to'some of thigii:"

28. By the Chairman.—Then he received a 1ep1y that, inasmuch as that the Immwnamon Béivd were"
bound down to twelve months, he could not get'iti?: Yass

29, By Mr. Gellibrand.—Ts not that proof that:lie'didfserid in an’dpjlication for some par tlculax pitee
of land? That is what I want to find out.

30. Have you not.reported upon that: wboutfwhethel Le-got-the certificate? No; I'have simply qu‘oted
the decxslon of the Board that it.was not w ithin their power to grant the land.

"81. The ongmal apphcatlon ought to have been tliere ? My 1ecollectxon of the  case- is he did not
apply for any particular block of land but s1mply applied for an extension of time.

32 By M. Hage.—He did'net find-a piece suitable?:- No ;-1 expect not.

83. By Mr. Gellibrand.—Was he born here? No. If he had been born here he would not have"
been entitled to it.
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34. By the Chairman.—This case, I expect, presents itself in this form, does it not, Mr. Andrew 7--
that the applicant had the right of selection, but did not exercise that right, and has not done so up to the
present time? Yes. - .

35. The next case, Mr. Andrew,is that of John Carmody’? My report on this case is that this claim
has already been considered by Parliament, and a resolution passed on the 17th November, 1887, in favour
of granting the applicant forty acres of land, which he had failed to select within the time allowed.  The
late Dr. Huston was instrumental in getting his name put on the Bill. )

-86. He arrived in the-colony in 1874, and applied for a, grant of sixty acres of land; shortly after-
wards he obtained a situation in the Tasmanian Government service at New Norfolk, and remained there
until lately ; he now desires to secure some land. In 1887 he put in a claim to the Jand. When did he
arrive here? In 1874, just at the time the Act was passed. L P '

37. By M. Gellibrand.—Did he get a certificate? No, he never got one,—in fact, he did nothing.

88. By the Chairman.—It dppears this party made no application for his land selection. for thirteen
vears after he was in the colony, all that time? . Yes. . ... » ..~ i

89. By Mr. Gellibrand.—He did not even get a certificate? No. :

40. By the Chairman.—The next casé is that of E. Austin Cooke, wife, anid family, of Launceston,
who claim 90 acres? This case was decided on the definition of the term “intermediate passage.” The sum
of #£20 had been fixed by the Board as the minimum to Be paid by an immigrant applying for land under
Section 7 of the Act, whilst Cooke paid the maximum of £19 19s. for'each statute adulf ‘of his'family,
and additional payment for excess luggage of £3 1s. 1d. made the’ total over the requisite sum.

"41. He paid £19 195)? Yes, he really paid more than'that amount in excess of luggage. ,

42. This. applicant paid £19 19s. as passage money, and £3 1s. 1d.~excess of luggage, making a
total of over the requisite? Ves, the ‘definition of the term ¢ intermediate passage” was decided by the
Bgard. ‘ ' . - . ‘ .

43, Then we recommend that to the favourable consideration of the House? I have been unable to.
trace the fact of :£20 being required from the intermediate passenger. He probably left England, under the
impression that he would get that out, and when heé arrived here he found he was a few shillings short.

44, The next case is that'of William Manlin, wife, and family, Upper Piper’s River, 90 acres? The
applicant is this case was refused on the sanmie grounds as the last one,’ The amount actually paid for the’
passage of 5% statute adults was £94, whilst a disbursement for this purpose of £110 was necessary to
meet the requirements of the Board in their interpretation of an “intermediate passage.” '

45. Wec recommend that one also? T think it is a worthy one. o "’

-46. Well, the next is that of ‘N. Stuart Bostock; of Springfield, 30 acres? Application for land was
made in the first instance to the Lands Department, instead of to the Board of Immigration, and more than
twelve imonths afier arrival in the Colony elapsed before the- claim came before the Board.  Mr. Bostock
paid the requisite amount for his passage, and but for the irregularity in his application would have received
a-land certificate. a0 o R S

47. By Mr. Gellibrand—The Land Department never let you know anything about it? No.*

48. By the Chairman.—The evidence shortly is this : this party arrived.and only paid his passage
money, and made his application for the land and paid his survey fee, but sent his certificate to the “wrong
office, and consequently the error arose? Yes.- . . : - I R TR

49. The next is that of the Rev. H. S. Anderson and‘ wife, of Beaconsfield—50 acres? A. land
certificate for 50 acres, was issued. on the.24t]y September, 1836, but the land was not selected within 12
months from that date, owing, according to the applicant’s statement, to his wife’s ill health and troubles
incident to taking up Ministerial work in tlie district. , L _ : ‘ .

50. The next case is that of Albert Fremlin, wife,” and family, -of Glenorchy—60 acres? A land
certificate for 60 acres.was issued on the 26th April, 1886, and the applicant entrusted the selection of the

land to another person, who for three years failed to take any action, Permission is now sought to select
under this certificate. - '

- 51.. No application was made in this case for three years? For three years.

'52. Major G R. Tofft, wife, and' family, New Town—100 acres? The applicant, who arrived in
Tasmania from India, received a land certificate for 100 acres on the 24th September, 1877, but owing to
ill health failed to select his land before he had to return to India, his wife and family remaining in the

colony. Upon his final settlement here, in 1882, permission was sought to acquire the land to which he
"had been previously entitled, but the Board of Immigration had not the power to grant his request.

53. By Myr. Gellibrand.—You have the original application, I suppose? No, I have not all the
papers here. : :

54. Where is his original application? I have not got it.

55. Where would those papers be? T could get them.

56. By the Chairman.~—He came out in 18867 Yes. o

87. By Mr, Gellibrand.—He only came out on leave, didn’t he? I do not know.

58. By the -Chairman—Have you any other papers? - There was a lengthy coirespondence about
this case, which I could produce.

89. By Mr. Gellibrand.—What are the rules about obtaining a certificate on furlough ?—Can anyone
ﬁbtam a certificate if he is down here only on furlough? I do not know; his wife and family remained
ere.
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60. By the. Chairman.—Perhaps he came down, and said it.was his intention to remain here. I
know the case of Colonel Fulton; he came down and took up land, and then went back to India in order
to serve another twelve months, which would entitle him to his pension. I think this is a similar case.
Major Tofft was up at Casira, and left there for India to complete his term ? Of course, nobody could
get an absolute grant until they had resided five years in the colony. They merely held the land during
that time, - A B

61, By Mr. Gellibrand.—You have this original certificate, of course? Yes.

62. By the Chairman.—William Langdon Harwood, of Launceston, 70 acres? The applicant.
arrived in Melbourne, from India, in October, 1877, and reached Launceston in February, 1879. \Vhen
he first applied for a land certificate he stated that his detention in Melbourne was occasioned by his wife’s.
ill-health, who, after her confinement, was not able to undertake a sea voyage, and by the sickness of a
child. Medical certificates were furnished to the Board of Immigration, but were not considered. sufficient
to warrant the Immigrationi Agent in recommending the application. The Board decided that, under the
circumstances, they had no power to comply with the request. '

63. He arrived in Melbourne in 1877, and reached Launceston in 18797 Yes.
64. By Mr. Gellibrand—Oh! two years after? Yes. :
65. It was an afterthought that he came over here? I could not say.

66. By the Chairman.—The next case is that of R. Stuart Sanderson, of Emu Bay, 30 acres?
Lengthy correspondence gives the point on which this man lost his land, and it states that at the time he
made his application he was not 21 years of age. He made his application within the proper time, but it
was claimed that the land could not be granted to an infant. By the time he was 21 the specified 12
months had elapsed. ' R

~ 67. It appears he was 19 years of agé at the time he.took his passage; the ship he came out-by was
the George Thompson, in October, 1879, and he is described as Randolph Stuart Sanderson, having- paid
some £21 for his passage, and 19 years of age. He himself then makes a declaration stating that he
came from London, and reached Emu Bay in January, 1880. He goes on further to state—* 1 came from
London to the Colony as a second-class passenger, and I hereby make application for a land order,
empowering me to select 30 acres of land;” that is dated November, 1880, and he was 20 years -of age on
the 5th October? He lost his claim because Lie was not of age. - - o

. 68. By Mr. Gellibrand.—Why did they not give it to him? The Solicitor-General ruled that, being
an infant, he was not entitled to it; thére was no definition in the Waste Lands Act in'regard to the matter,

'69. By the Chairman.—The next on the list is James Stocker Scarr, of Launceston, 30 acres? That
case only cropped up when the Bill was printed. The first I heard of it'was” when I saw the copy of the
Bill on Thursday. I looked this morning to trace this man’s claim, and I found James 8. Scarr received
a land certificate on the 3rd September, 1880, for 30 acres. I know nothing more about it than that.-

70. Is that all you know ?  That is all, Sir. o .
71. By Mr. Gellibrand.—I do not think he has any right at all, do you? No.

72. By the Chairman.—Edward Robert Carr, of Zeehan, 80 acres? That was a case I had no
opportunity of investigating. I have the papers, but the name is only Edward Carr. I got a statement
from Mr. Wise to the effect that he arrived in the Colony in 1884, and claimed under the old Immigration
Act the right to select 30 acres. He was told to produce a certificate from the agents of the ship he
arrived in as to payment of his passage money. Through a mistake on the part of the shipping agent,
" delay was made until after the Act was repealed. “He was then told it was too late. He now claims that
his name should be included in the schedule. '

73. What particulars were given about the claim to the House of Assembly? I do not kncw.
The particulars I have given you are as I have heard them. .

74. Can you find some other evidence ? I cannot trace the name, Sir.

75. Alfred Pike, Parish of Anglesea, County of Buckingham, 30 acres? That is rather a com-
plicated case, Sir ; it hardly comes within the terms of the Immigration Act. Pike and a man named
‘Whitely took up land adjoining each other in the Ellendale District. Whitely left the Colony and trans-
ferred his land to Pike. It was contended that Whitely had not remained here for the five years necessary
to get him the grant entitling him to the land. :

76. Was Pike an immigrant? Yes, and he got his ownJand ; and his application now is for Whitely’s
land,

77. By Mr. Page—Was he a partner? Hardly; but Whitely transferred the land to. Pike on the
9th June, 1884.  Pike was given a statutory declaration for Whitely to sign to the effect that he (Whitely)
had resided for 5 years in the Colony from the date of the location order. Pike was informed that no
declaration from himself or residents in the locality would be accepted in lieu of one signed by Whitely.
Pike undertook to get Whitely’s signature to the declaration. On the 80th June, 1884, the Deputy
Surveyor-General wrote to Pike requiring him to give up possession of Whitely’s land, but giving him
permission to continue in occupation for 6 months on payment of £1 for occupation licence. Mr.
Sprent further stated that the Department had reason to believe that Whitely did not comply
with the terms required, and that unless conclusive evidence to the contrary was produced the
land would be resumed by the Crown at the expiration of the licence then offered. On the
29th August, 1886, Pike intimated his intention of appealing to Parliament re Whitely’s land,
and the Crown suspended action.  On .the 18th August, 1887, the Minister of Lands was
interviewed by Pike, who asked that Whitely's grant be transferred to him. He was not in
possession of either Whitely’s declaration as to evidence or the transfer under which he- (Pike) claims to
hold this grant. In January, 1889, Pike again- addressed the Minister, and stated that Whitely’s
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-transfer was.drawn up: by Mr.. Langdon, of Montacute, but- made no- explanatioii as to the failure
to produce the declaration of Whitely’s residence, or the documents. of transfer. On the 24th
October, 1889, Pike addressed. Mr.- Reibey . begging, for his intercession. to get the grant deeds:
Mr. Retbey communicated; with the Premier, who moved the Minister to- witlidraw the lot:in question
from. sale until time- was. given: to Pike to produce evidence. _Pike exhibits otie-certificate from: Willium
Langdon, of Montacute, that the land in question was transferred as stated, he havmg drawn up .a
document on the 23rd November, 1889 ; (2) certificate from J, Cleland, of Hamllton that Whitely resided
in Tasmania until after August, 1880 (3) certificate from W. E. Shoobnﬂrre that ceitain ddciiments of
Pike’s relating to: Wehitely’s land: were handed By Him: to' his fathier, By whom they weré mijslaid: In
September,.- 1890;. Pike: again iterviewed: Mr. Réibey, who Wiote: to the Préfmier thit sich 4 clasy of
séttlers-as Pike:deserved all: the' dld‘and’pmtecn(fnlany ‘Grovernmenit-could’s give:- Pheié weié seveiil’ apphca-
tions to:purchase’ Whitely’s land from: residerits dnrthe vicitiity;- and* jrotiilsey were: mwdd that: the seléction
shouldibe put up-for sale Hy duetion:- Pl]\e stated thiat he lisnded 4l the *PajiEis to? Mr. Shoobiridge; who’lbst

them.

78. Where does Whitely live? He has left tlie colony, and caiitiot hé" traded.

79. By Mr. Gellibiwid.~Mr. Shoobndcre lost the docirnients 7 Yes.

80. By the Chairman.—When did he arrive? I thé miénth of Apul 1875.

81. By Mr. Gellibrand.—Whit las become of the land 7 Plke i8'in oceupation.

82. Is he'an old" maii? Yes. . ) o .

83. He has the ad]ommm pxece-? Yes; =~he‘ lias been living on-this-I:'m'd~‘fox'.yehrs,:and"sj)e'ndingfmonev
on it. -

84. By t/w Chairman. —-The next case 15—‘ Personal representatives, heir-at-law, or'deviseé of* John'
Erederick: Gibbs;:deceased, vicinity: of Mole Creek; 80: acres.” . Gibbs obtained:a certificate on the23rd
May, 1882,.and selected: 1and, which 'was-siirveyed: for Him, bat- he died in 1886 before-he had-been in-the-
colony. ﬁve years. .

"85. By-Mr: Gellibrand; —There has*been' no 1mp10vement 7 Noi;that -1s,'there-was'none before‘*th'e‘
mahdied.

86. By Mr. Paje.—Has anything been paid™? ¢ They have ‘begi in occiipdtion of ‘the land:

87. By-the Chairman.—Where are all the papers ? These -are all T haye. got. This is a case which
hias comie up; recently;, Sir, biit T could easily. ploduce any others that aré obtamable

88. 1 do not think we can deal with. t)he dev1see, as it apphes to a person, who draws up a will. Did
He niake a will?" T 'dé not Know Mr: Reid coiild 'give yoir informatiot as to” that.

. 89.. Well, ““ Personal 1epxesentat1vea, he1r-at-law, or:devisee of. Henry, Park; Boat Harbour, 100'acres.’
There is-a large:amount of:correspondence in'connectionwith: this: :

90. T do not think we can deal with this case. We have-no:evidence hefore us that ' the man made a
will,

[

WIDLIAM THOMAS ~-STRUTT,
GOVERNMENT PRINTER, TASMANTAJ



