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report upon "A Bill to authorise certain Persons to select and apquire certain 
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MEMBERS OF THE COMMITTEE. 
M~. CROSBY. 
MR. DOUGLAS. 
MR. GELLIBRAND. 
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MR; Roon;. 
MR. FYSH. 

DAYS OF MEETING> 

Tuesday, November 12; .Wednesday, November 13. 

WITNESS EXAMINED. 

: Mr. James Andrew (Immigration Agent). 

MINUTES OF . PROCEEDINGS. 

TUESDAY, ~OVEMBER.10, 189h 
The Committee met at 11 A,M. 

Present-Messrs. Douglas and Gellibrand._ 
Mr. Douglas was elected the Chairman. 
Order of the Council appointing the Committee read by the Clerk: 
Mr. Andrew, Immigration Agent, was i:ntroduced and examined: 
Mr. Andrew withdrew. 
The Committee adjourned sine die. 

WEDNESDAY, -NOVEMBER 11, 189Ii . 
The Committee met a£ 3·45 P.M. · • ' 

Present-Messrs. Douglas (Chairman);.-Fysh, and Gellibrand: 
Draft report brought up, read, and agreed to. 
The Committee adjourned sine die. 
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REBO·RT. 
~ ' 

y OUR C~mm~ttee, h~r,im~ e1~wir.~1 doc~menta1:y ~)•Wence, 1}!1~ ~1e~rd_ tlJe _person~! explanation of 
the lmm1grat10n A~ent 1p, GQPfl~~t~9p with the cla~ms maqe :j-11~ >1et. forth ~n the Sche~ule of the 
Crown Lands Select10n Bill, 1~9,{;J~p. 7~], h~ve come to the ~9nclu,!?10n that t~e followmg persons 
are ~quitably enti*~ tg l1l!=li'f t~pd Gr,an,t, and rould recqqn!].end that the~r cla5ms be favourably 
considered at the t1

1
n,W9~, ~f}8\W B:onorable Council:---,-

P. C~\~!!g,\~~}\~ jn trust fol'. d1ildi:~n of Susann.ah E, Barrett ~i~~y ~l;f~§-
Henry W,1\l~a~ f,erguson ... ....................................... 1liirty. ditto. 
E. Austin 'Cooke; ·wife, and family . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Ninety ditto. 
William .Manlin, wife, and family................................ Ninety ditto . 

. N. StiJ1. rt. Rostock .................................... ·............. ... . . . . TJ,ir.ty ,lrtto. 
TI \ .,, . .,~A,'1 ttr-..,,-~,-,,. ,. •l!'' ,,., . ·11, ,., ,.•,·,1,,, -r;,J~ ... , )-\1 ..... ~~v. '" ·:•~;;· ·~i~t~oll: ~nA "\':~~~·-·.···~:··,;::;:•··,~··.::·.: ..... ,;: .. ·.•, .. : £,1f7y d,~t1?,, 
R. 08,tt.iart S_an<lerson .......... :...................................... Thirty; ditto . ... 1-r. -..11 p'•1a . . .. . . . .... , .............. ,. ·• . ... 'I'.~-·-.. d .• ,_ 

. =,\tei,:. ,1i.:lf;.: • .-:.0 
.. ·.,·:.: •• : .•• ::.-.: •••••••••• ·;........................... • mrty 1tto. 

'The Legal Representatives of:-
J ohn Frederick Gibbs ................................................ , 
Henry Park .................. .'.'.'.'.'.'."::.::::::::::::::::::: .......... . 

Eighty ditto. 
One hundred ditto. 

In the case of the following, yom: Committee are of opinion \l~At ~~e~ ~re not legally or-· 
equitably entitled to any consi_iifif:\\9~i':'

1
: · 

J. Shanahan. 
Thomas w o~-~~~~- awn_d. f!!-.l}~_i.l_y ·. 
Henry Dmnaresq indsor. 
John Carmody. . · 
Albert Fre~li'h, wife, and family. 
Major. G.: lit.· ':Il'o_ffit;'wiife., ·and·famiI,y. 
William Lai;igdo.u HarJ.Y_o.o.d. 
James Stocker Scarr, and 
Edward R9lf~rt G~_r._i;. 

Committee Room, Legislative Council, 
November lltl,, 1891. 

ADYE DOUGLAS, C!tairman .. 

EVIDENCE. 

TuESDA x, NmrEl\pmn. ltO; LS.9>1,. 
JAMES ANDREW, called-aiul•examine.d: 

1. By the C!tairman.-What is your name, Mr. Andrew? James 4n4.!.:.~1";. 
2. Yon had charge of the Immigration Department? Yes. 
3. What do you call yourself? Immigratioi1.Ageiit and-Secretary. 'l'he Immigration Act is prac

tically extinct, so I am the Secretary,:otf,.tl~y ,In1_!Al~PAt\Pc1'J tD~p~rtm~,f\~·. 
4. How long have you been engaged· in that capacity? Not more thaf1.f9.ur,,y,ea,i:i,,. 
5. Yon are acquainted with the cases mentimw,(),:,_ilt.the_,_Sc,l~e.dl1le,of1:thisaBijli?, Some-.of:them, Sir. I 

have not a personal acquaintance with all of them. . , . 
6. Yon investigated tl1em? All except one or two, which were addediqttite, 1·e.ce,ntly,. ancLofrwhich. l• 

have onlJ' partial inform_~tio,n. 
7. Will you commence from the beginning, and tell us what you know of these cases'! Many of 

them have reference to a Report I made in 1889. 'l'he first case on the Schedule is that of P. Callaghan, 
. in trust for John Barrett, Margaret Banett, a.1J.~l.Wjlliam.B.arrett,. infant children of Susannah E. Barrett,. 
residing at North Motton, and claiming 60"· acFes· ··or'Iaird."'"'':iCl'and certificate was issued to Susannah 
.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. 26-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.-If you are going to stick to the strict letter of the Act these claimants liave· 
not a show at all, but as this is a Court of Equity ·we can hear anything in support of their claims? Yes. 
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- 9. By the Cltai'l'ntan.-,The wife died, and an application was made in due course, but it was not 
granted because of the wife dying?· .Yes. 

. 10. 'fhe next case is that of J. Shanahan, of North Motton, who claims 30 acres? No claim for 
Ian.4 in tlii~ n;in)e can be traced in 'the. records of the' Immigration Office. I have also enquired from Mr. 
Reid, the '.Oep11ty Commissioner of Lands, but he had no evidence in that office. I may state that the 
name was added to the Bill when first inttoduced in 1887, and has been written on the· Schedul.e since 
then. 

ll. But there was r.io application from the man? No. Bis name does not appear anywhere. in the 
Immigra.tioA Department'. I ·can ftm1ish no information whatever. 

· 12. By J1fr. Gellibrand.-How did you get the claim ? The name was added. I do not k110.w why 
it w~s ipd11,ded in .the Schedule. 

1,3, !3y the Cltairman.~Then we come to Thomas Wootton, 30 acres; Mary _Arin Wootton, 29 a.cres; 
Arthur ·w ootton, 10 acres; Mary Wootton, 10 acres; Catherine Wootton, 10 acres; Eliza Wootton, 20 acl'es;. 
at The Nook, East Devon-making in all a total oflOO acres? The applicant arrived in Tasmania more 
than three and a half years before the Act was passed under which he would have been entitled to select 
law}. 'Jlh!l provisi.o.ns oJ the A.et 31 Victoria, No. 26, applied· only to anivals from Europe or India. 
W:9,9.tor.i Cl[me fro~n ffatal, where l,ie had been resid;ing fqr• some years, in J:anua1:y, 1871, and tl~e: Ac.t 
ext.imding the p1:ivileges. in 1·egard tq land being given to any person arriving in Tasmania from any country 
or pJace oflgir d111.1:1_ Europe or In.dia, as ·well as from Europe or India, did n_ot become law until September, 
1874.-Vide B.irUaD1fimt<1J'Y Paper (Ho.1,1se of Assembly), No. 103, of 1876. 

14. Then, .shortly, your. e,vidence is this :-Wootton arrived' i.n the colony tl1ree and a haJf years ~efore 
the Act cRroe int.o operation~ Yes; from Natal, Sir. The right of granting land. to immigra_nts applied to 
peo,p,l'e proc().ecli.ng fi;om Europe to Tai::rµania-:-f mean, Europe or India. The _Act passed in 1811 extended 
that to other places. Wootton came from Natal three years before the Extension Act was passed-. 

lQ., ff.ad. b.is famiJy arrived in the Colony t_hree years before the Act was P,assed extending these 
pri".Veg,es ~ Yes. · · 

, lG, By. JVIr·. Page.,-He ~ame before, the extension of the Act? Yes. 

17. B.;,;: the Cltairman.-Then_ tl.ieue is the claim of Henry W. Ferguson, of Hobart;, he claims 30 
acl'e!i of la_nd.? The .land,was.·not a1'ipl:ied for, within twelve months after the date ofJhe certificat9_. ~ o 
erceptioll: appears to have: been taken~ either, for non-compliance wi:111 the· provisions of the 4.ct. 'rhere is' 
the, land ccrtific;ite, and.. the-stipt_ilat~ou, attached to it. t;hat, the. land shall' be applied' for within twelve months 
afl:er the applicant has been iu the colony. . 

18 .. J}y iv.fr. Gellfln:and.,---H,o_w long w,as i.t,after this that he applied? Xt may ~J\Ve been only a few 
days.. 'The. !"and ce·rtificate was issiied. on tlie 16th'. ,!.~nuai·y, 1:885, fo'i- ·30· acres. There is 1io 1'ecord in the 
I1i1[l)Jg91tion Offi'ce with tl\e particuTa1:s, oftli.e claim. 

· ];9,., By, tlie Qhah;riwn.,-~;"~~yeai•s. a,ndr nine month,1,after? Yes. 
20. Was the application granted to him? He made his application in 1885, and was granted a certi~ 

-ficate, bt1t:-he did not a:ppty. fmi his• land1under the. certificate witlri'h twelv(l-IY!'ontbs., 
. 21:. By,1 J.1:l;i.• .. Pa,9e,c-Perb,ps· he was, ig·n:o'rant.?- It is· ]i>l'ihted olf· the cc1.'tificate. His application"was 

pt1-t, in,on tbe 25th,F.eb1mar:r~, 1886. · .• .. ; 
22. By the Chairman.-He arrived in January, and got• li'i~ ce11tificate••irf Febfoa(y; :t thirrk we may' 

reporn fa1vo1nabl:r, 0111 himJ,,M:he, i~:,01)1)y ·gon.e· a mO:nth afte1• the stipulaifed-,time l ¥es, 
2{t:a S110rtly, 1\1;1•. A:nd1,ew; you,· evi'de:n·ce ·dn' thi'ir case •ii!'•that ·He a1iri ,,edi'.fo J:amiary,' 188'5; obtained his'.· 

. cel'tirrca:te1 of.'tl'le -ll.i:rfdiiw Fe'Li1·11ti1·y/J!886,,paid' lii's; st'l•1•vey: foe;9ftt'. d_i'd not' have th'elawd g1·a'nted,Jii11rbecatii!e'' 
he was a month over the twelve months specified in the Aot:? Yes. 

, 2,4 ... The n·ext cirse· is• that. of. fl,'enr,t · Nufuaresq, Wi'nds<W; o( 8'o1nmerville;' W~'stbu1•f,,~~~o·?Iaimit !30 
acres '?1

• Sul~ction: w-as-nfade, witlii'n:. twel:vif ruorH'hs-:-: affe:i.: the' Janet-: ce1Jtificate'' ,fas'· issued} namely; the Sth" 
Mlai•ch,, 11878\.a:nd: on•. the; J:9th', Ma1·dh, 1'879;-aJ}plication: "las'., made to" t'hiJ': B'6a11il' of lnfmigi'l1tioll"for arr· 
extension of the time, but it was not within tlie power of the Board to grant this applicatfoii': 

25. B.1/ M1'. Gellibmnd•.~Wh'atr:time:,clid: he• aettUi.lly sei:i:& iir hi~' :rpp'llcation l!...::baYe yot't got· ihllt? 
~Lr, $911M-wrote,;to him; on. the 19th ,1V-Iarch,, -~'879.-, F.rori1• ;wliat, J; r~me-mbe1·_,·qf the cor1'espbnr,erice he was 
el().yen,,c~[l.~s ovs(:lr tbe,time,,. anµ,.it-,was, m:it_,in the. powel'~'of th~ Bo~~·tt to- gra1x't his request. 

20'.: . .By,,tlte, <Ilhai1,ina1i.~J.,Ie ·rttWei,is'eerhs' tb, liav-eL app'lied' agriili'~: N <i'; : his' applfoation1 ,vas'only' fJ{ 
an,-exte11sion of time:. · 
. 27. B,!j 11iJS·. Pa_qe:-I'le paid'no·survey foes'?' :fuo·!fot tl1i1&he"dni:· S'h';:· i'I~a've' nof@d't1ine'to•'go'' 

afre;;h thi,ot1gh these. pa plWs, and:1mr' rnemo1,y,·is:'ratl'11!i1 at ,fi!li.l Fili' Teg:i'fd1 ttf's'ome~:of''therr!';'- ' ' 
2'3. By the C!iairman.-Then he received a reply that, inasmuch as that the Immigration BBifr'a'~~r'e'' 

bound clown to twelve months, he could not get; ivq :, Y.es:, • · · 
29. B;ii JJ:lr. Gellibl'llnd.~ Is not that proof tlrndietdid•1sen<l in mnipplit!ation·fdt so'me,partic'iil/ir ~iece 

of land? That is what I want to find out. . ·. 

30. Have you not..rep.prtecl upon that::abotJt'•:w:J1ether he-got-th\l certifjc;ite·1 No; · I· Irn:v!) ~imply q noted 
the. _d~ctsi9n of the l3oarcl that it" was not within thejr p<;nver to grant the lancl . 

. , 31. Ti1e origin~l appli~ation ought to Iiave been t!i'ere? lVIy recollecti.~n Rf tl;e case· ii; he· di<l not 
applY,. for any ,parti(!ular block of land, but simply app!itlcl {<.>r a.n e~t()nsioq of time. 

,, 3~.;.~y ':JJir.. H.age • .,.,-He,.did•,not fii1d-a -p.iece suitable{. No; ,t expect not, 
3-3. By Mr. Gellibmnd.-Was he born here? No. If he had been bom here he would not have·· 

been entitled to it. 



. 34. By the Ohai·rman.--'This case, I expect; presents itself in this form, does it not, Mr. Andrew?-
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 qlaim 
has alread v been considered by Parliament, and a resolution passed on the 17th November, 1887, in .favour 
of grnnting the applicant forty acres of land, which he had failed to select within the .time allowed .. The 
late Dr. Huston was instrnmental in getting his name put on the Bill. . 

· 36. 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 land. When did he 
arrive here? In 1874, just at the time the Act was passed. . . . . . 

37. By ll1fr. Gellibrand.-Did. he get a certificate? No, he never got oµe,-in fact; lie did nothing. 
38. By the Ohairman.-It appears. thi~ party m~d~ no appli~a.tio; for his land' ~electio; for thirteen 

years after he was in the colony, all that time'/ . Yes. ·• . ... : ' . · · . · 
39. By JJfr. Gellibrand.-H~ did not even get a certificate? No. 
40. B.11 tlie 0/wfrman.-The next case is 'that of E. A~stin Cooke, wife, a1id family, of Launceston, 

who claim 90 acres? This case wa.s tlecidecl 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 IUs. for'each .statute· adult of his· family, 
and additional payment for excess luggage of £3 ls. ld. made the' to'tal' ove1' the requisite sum. · 

· 41. He paid £19 19s:? Yes, he really paid more than that amount in excess of luggage. 
42. 'l'l1js applicant paid. £19 19s. as passage money, and £3 · 1s. ld. -,·exces~ · of luggage, making a. 

total of over the requisi'te? Yes, the ·definition of the term "intermediat~ passage" was decided by the 
Board. 

·43_ Then we reco~mend tl~at to the favourable consitle1;ation of the Ho1ise? 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 woultl get that out, and when he ar'ri'{ed here he found he was a few shillings short.' 

44 .. The next' case.is .that'of William Maulin, wife, and family, Upper Piper's River, 90 acres? The 
applicant is this case was refused on the sarrie grounds as the last· one;· The amount actually paid for the• 
passage of 5½ statute adults was '£94, whilst a disb1i1;seinent for this pllrpose of £) 10 was necessary to 
nieet the requirements of the Board in their interpretation of an "intermediate passage." · · 

45. W c recommend that one also_? I think it is a worthy one. · ,. . . 
'45;. Well, the next is that of 'li Stuart·Bostock; of Springfield; 30 acres? Application for' land wa_s 

made in the first instance to the Lands Department, instead of to the Board of Immi0 ration, arid more than 
twelve inonths after arrival in the Colony elapsed before the.• claim came before the Board .. :Mr. Bostock 
paid the requisite amount for his passa·ge, and but for the irregularity in his application would have received 
a ·land certificate. ' · · 

47. By .Zl:.fr. Gellibrand:.:...,_The Land Dei>artment neve1; let you know anything about it? No';' 
48. By·· the Chn.'rman,__:__The evidence sho1;tly is this:· this party an:iv,ed.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." ., ... , ... 

49. The .next is that of the Rev. H. s. AnderSOI). arid. wife, of Beaconsfield-50 acres? A land 
certificate for 50' .acre::1. was ,issued on.the. 24th ~eptember, 1886, but the land was not selected within 12 
~o~ths from t~at date, ~w_ing,. according to the _applicant's statement, to· his wife's ill health and tt·oubles 
mc1dent to takmg u~. Mm1sterrnl ,yo~k m tlie d1stri'ct. . . . . 

· 50. The next case is that of Albert ·Fremlin, wife,· and family, ·of Glenorchy.:._60 ac1;es? A land 
certificate for 60 acres, was issued on the 26th April, 1886, and the applican1 ·entrusted the selection of the 
land to another person, who for three years failed to t~ke any act,ion,. Perm.ission is now sought to select 
under this certificate. • · · · 

· 51. .. No application was ·inade in this caee for three years ? For three years. 
'52. Major G; R. Tofft, wife, and· family, New Town-100 acres? The applicant, ,vho arrived in 

Tasmania from India, received a !arid certificate for 100 acres on the 24th September, 1877, but owing to 
ill health failed td 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 lieen previom,ly entitled, but. the Board ?f Immigration had not the ·power to grant his request. 
53. By .1lfr. Ge'zlibra;1cl.-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? I could get them·. 
56. By tlte Ohairman.-He came out in 18861· Yes. 
57. By J.lfr; Gellibrand.-He only came out on l~ave,.didn't he? I do not know: 
58. By the D!tainnan.-Have you any other papers? · There was a lengthy correspondence about 

this case, which I could produce·. . 
59. · By J.lfr. Gellibrand.-What are the rules about obtaining a certificate on furlough ?_:_Can anvone 

obtain a certificate if he is doivn here only on furlough? I do not know; his wife and family remained 
here. 
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60. B_y the. Chainnan.-Perhaps he came down, and said it_was his intention to remain here.· I 
know the case of Colon~l 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 Castra, 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. · · · 

· 61. By Mr. Gellibrand.-You haye this origina~ certificate, of cour!e '! Yes. 
62: By the Chairman.-William Laugdon Harwood, of Lauuceston, 70 acres? The applicant. 

arrived in Melbourne, from India, in October, 1877, and reached Launceston in February, 1879. When. 
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 b.v tl1e ,sickness of a 
child. Medical certificates were furnished to the Board of Immigration, but were not considered sufficient 
to warrant the Immigration 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 1879 ? 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 Sander3on, 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. · · 

67. It appears he was 19 years of age at the time he. took his passage; the ship -he came out by was 
the George• Thompson, in OctQber, 1879, and he is described as Randolph Stuart Sanderson, having paid 
some £21 for his passage, and 19 years uf age. He himself then makes a declaration stating that he 
came from London, and real!hed Emu Bay in January, 1880._ He goes on further to 11tate-'-" I came from 
London to the Colony as a s·econd~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: · · 

. 68. B.1/ Mr. Gellibrand.-Why did they not give it to him? The Solicitor-General ruled that, being 
an infant, he was not entitled to it; there 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 p'rinted. The first I heard of it•wa,f when I saw the copy of the 
Bill on Thursday. I looked this morning to. trace this man's claim, and I found James S. 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. 
71. By Mr. Gellibrand.-1 do not think he has any right ~t a·ll, do you? No. 
72. By the Ghairman.-Edward Robert Carr, of Zeehan, 30 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 stat_ement 
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 pa~sage 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 inclucled in the schedule. · 

73. What particulars were given about the claim to the House of Assembly? I do not knrw. 
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 lluckingham, 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 own land; 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 (VVhitely) 
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 30th June, 1884, the Deputy 
Surv~y~r-General '"'.rote t? Pike req:1iring him to give up possession of Whitely's land,_ but_ giving him 
perm1sswn to contrnue m occupat10n for 6 months on payment of £1 for occupat10n licence. Mr. 
Sprent further stated that the Depai·tment 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 Auo-ust, 1886, Pike intimated his intention of appealing to Parliament re Whitely's land, 
and the" Crown suspended action. On . the 18th August, 1887, the ~finister of Lands was 
interviewed by Pike, who aRkecl that Whitely's grant be transferred to him. H~ was ~ot in 
possessi?n of either Whitely's tleclaration ~s to evi~lence or the transfer 1;1-n_der which he- (Pike) cla1~s t,o 
hold this grant. In . .J_am\ary, _ 1889, Pike agarn addressed the Mm1ster, and stated that Whitely s 
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. transfer was. dra.w:n up: by Mr; .. Lal)gdon,., of l\'Iontacutc,. but- made .-no explanatioii as to the failure 
to prodnce the declaration of Whitely-'s 1,esidence, or the . d9cuinents. -oJ t·rarisfcr:. On· the 24tli 
()ctober; 1889,, Pike addressed ~fr .. Reirbey . be·ggfag.,. for ,his -intercession to· get the grant deeds~ 
M1·. Reibey communicated: with the l'>1•emie1,, who. mbvetl the Minister -to withdra-w the lot·· in· ciuestioii 
from. sale untiJ tim_e was. given, to Pi-ke to pl'oduce evidence .. Pike ex-hibits· oi1e·certificitte from William 
Langdon, of Montacute, that the land in question was transferred as stated, he having drawn· up. a 
document on the 23rd November,_1_889; (;?) ce1,,tiJicate from J:, Clela.~1d, of;J:Iami\ton, that Whitely resided 
in '.l'asmania until after August', 1880'; (3) ce'i'tificate· from W. E. Slfoolfricl.ge' tlfaf ccfrtain ddciim·ef~ts of 
Pike's relatiiig to: Whitely\s -land: ,ve1'e ha1idecJ..l J~y· ·Iiim1 to' his- farJrer:, By w)foih- t1i~y were 1h,islaicL· In 
S~ptember,. 1890;. Pike: again· irttei'V<iewed! l\:h;; Re'i:bey:; who""wi·o'te· fo die' P1•emier' tlfaf s'ticH a: clas·f cir 
~ettlers· as Pilfa,deser:ved a:[l', the·aidlaJid1p1•<>te·cJti<>!i,'a'tiy''GoVei'hnien'.f,coi1ld1 give,· ':I_lliei•e\vei·e,.·sevefal' applica'c 
tiom, to. pn1·chase? Whifoly's· laiHvf1·om, reside1Hs-i"nfth1fvicinity; ·ahd1 proffi!sek ,viMt riiiid1f tlfat'· the sefocti.oii 
shouldlbe put up·for: sale by·auetron! Pike--stated:tJiat·Jie li!i-nde"df a:ll't:Jie!Jfajiifr's to'Mr: Sliciooriilge; whc>'lbli 
them; 

78. Where does Whitely live? He has l~ft' t'lie· colbny; and caiii'iot' be·· ti·aceu'. 

79. By .Llfr. Gellib'Vaiid.~Mr: Slio'i>l)l;idge"fost' tlie dbctime1iti;'?' Yes: 
SO. By the C/ia.innan.-When did he arriv~? Iii the mo11th'· of Api•il; 1$75': 
81. By 11:fr. Gellibrand.-Wliat' lias· bectniie of tlie larid ?' i>"'ike· is" iii occiipatioii. 

82. Is he'an oltl'ma:ii ?" Yes~ 
83. He has tlie adjoinin:g- piece? Y:es; h~- lias been living on thi~ -la11cHor years,,ancl-spending' money 

on it.• · : .. ·,, 

84. B,1/ the Clta-innan.-The. next case is-" Peraonal representatives, heir-at-law,- o'fde'viseii'of Jdhri· 
~rederick:- Gibb~,,decMs!ld, vicinHy· of -Mole <'.::reek;- SQ- acresY . Gibbs _obtained:a certificate _on the-·23rd 
May, 1882;a:nd- selected 'la-nd,-which •was,:,iirveyed :for him•, ,bi1t·he· die'(l 'in 1886, before· he had· been in· the· 
colony, five. years. -

· ·35 __ By 11'fr;· GrJllibra1iU;~'.l.'liei•e' lias!beerhfo· -im'p"rt>'vemeiit? No 1 ;:··that ·is, ·there''was· 11o'iie befoi•e·th·e 
man<diett 

86. B; }11}. Page.--:lias·a'nJtning·beeii paid;?, T!i~f liave''beeri in o'ccii:flatio'Ii.' of'tlie lancL 

8i. By.the C!tai-rn_tan.-Where al'e all "tr1'e papers?·. T'i~es~ ,al'e all f h!l,ye got- This is a case which 
hils conie· up)•ece·ntly; Sir, .lifrt T cou:lcl easilf 1woau~e· a11y others_·'th·ar afo' obtaiiia:lil~: .. 

88. 1 cio not think we can a·e~l w~th;the:devis~e, as it a~pli~s to a perso_n. W~lO draws up a will. Did 
h'e "inake a will"?' r·ao·not·k':now 'Mt Reiu'could'give y'.ou·inf6'rni'atioii"as·tothat 
. . 89 .. Well," Person11l 1;ep_1·esentatives, h·ei~-a:t-la-w; or0 dev_i~ee p(Henry: Patk; B~at H~rbo1ir, 100··0.cre·~;" 

There is•a large'. amount· of-correspondence .in· cbnnection rwith', this> . 

90. I do not think we can deal with this case. We have~no·, evi'denc·e· before us that' the· mail made a 
will. 

'\V~!JLU:ll . THOM-AS -·STRUTI', 
GOVERNMENT l'RINTli:R, l'ABM:.lNJA, 


