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SELECf COMMITTEE appointed to enquire into the ~ase of Mr. Samuel Henry. 

Mn. BURGESS. 
Mn. Brnu.· 
Mn. CooTE. 
Mit. BRA:!:JDON. 

MEMBERS OF 'l'HE C,OMMITTEE. 

DAYS OF MEETING. 

Mn. GRAY. 
MR. NORTON-SMITH. 
MR. REIDEY (_Mover). 

Tuesday, 27th October; Friday, 30th October; Wednesday, 11th November; Thursday, 12th November;, 
Friday, 13th November. 

'flTNESSES EXAMINED. 

Mr. S. Henry. Mr. H. I. Rooke, M.H.A. 

EXPENSES OF WITNESSES. 

Mr. S. Henry, £10 10s. 

MINUTES. 

TUESDAY, OCTOBER 27, 1885. 
The Committee met at 11 ·30. 
Present-The Hon. Treasurer, Messrs. Smith, Reibey,_Gray, Coote, and Braddon. 
On the motion of the Treasurer, Mr. Reibey was voted to the Chair. 
The motion appointing the Committee was read, after which Mr. Samuel Henry was examined. 
At the suggestion of the Treasurer the meeting adjourned at 12·30 till 11·30 on Friday, to enable Mr. Hem·y to­

prepare his reasons for objecting to the finding of the Board of Enq niry, and which he said he would lay before 'the 
Committee on Friday. 

The Committee met at 11 .A..M. 
FRIDAY, OCTOBER 30, 1885. 

Present-Mr. Gray, Mr. Bird, Mr. Treasurer,'Mr. Hartnoll, Mr. Coote, Mr. Reibey (Chairman). 
The Minutes of the last meeting were read and confirmed, 
Mr. Henry was admitted, and produced a written statement, which was read. (Vide Appendix). 
Mr. Henry withdrew. 
The Committee having deliberated, Mt. Henry was re-admitted, and was informed by the Chairman that Mr, 

Burgess proposed putting before the Committee new matter in connection with the payment of certJiin amounts of 
Real Estate Duties relating to a property of Mr. Henry's, since purchased by Mr. Bennett, which matter Mr. Henr~, 
should.have an opportunity of examining and explaining. ~ 

The Committee tbeh adjourned until a date to be hereafter named. 
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WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 11, 1885. 

Present---Mr. Treasurer, Mr. Gray, Mr. Coote, Mr. Braddon, Mr. Norton-Smith, and Mr. Reibey (Chairman). 
'fhe Minutes of the last meeting were read and confirmed. 
Mr. Burgess produced corre!pondence and accounts refating to the payment of certain amounts of Real Estate 

Duties in connection with a property of Mr. Henry's, since purchased by Mr. Bennett. 
The documents having been read the Committee deliberated, and eo~sidered the question involved to be one of a 

private nature between Mr. Bennett and Mr. Henry. The papers were withdrawn. 
1'-Ir. Henry was adm~tted, and further examined. 
n-Ir. Henry withdrew. 
Ordered, That Mr. H. I. Rooke, M.H.A., be requested to attend and gi.ve evidence before the Committee to-day, 

at 3·30 P.M. 

l\'Ir. Henry, being re-admitted, laid before the Committee· a letter. 
The Committee adjourned till 3·30 1•.K. to-day. · 
The Committee being re-assembled, 
'Mr. •Rooke was called in .. and examined. 
Mr. Rooke .withdrew. 
The Committee adjourned until Thursday next at 2·30 1•.M. 

'l'HURSDA Y, NOVEMBER 12, 1885. 
'fhe Committee met.at 2·30 P.M. 

Present-Mr. Braddon, Mr. Norton-Smith, Mr. Burgess, Mr. Coote, Mr. Bird, Mr. Reibey (Chairman). 
The Minutes of the last meeting were read and agreed to. 
The preparation of the Draft Report was proceeded with. 
'l'oe Committee adjourned till Friday, the 13th -inst., at I 1 ·30 A.M. 

The Committee met at 11·30 A.M. 
FRIDAY, NOVEMBER 13, 1885. 

Present-Mr. Gray, Mr. Norton-Smith, Mr. Burgess, Mr. Coote, and Mr. Reibey (Chairman.) 
'fhe Minutes of the last meeting were read and confirmed. 
'fhe Draft Report was submitted, read, and adopted. 
·The Committee adjourned sine die. 

REP O B. T. 

YOUR Committee having examined two witnesses, and considered the correspondence and 
evidence given before the Board of Enquiry (vide Parliamentary Paper No. ll9, Session 1884), 
find that l\:ir. Henry, in taking charge of his office as Commissioner and Collector of Real Estate 
Duty, in April, 1880, adopted his own system of keeping· the accounts of the Department; that this 
was subsequently sup:,;-seded, in Septeq1ber, 1880, by a more elaborate system, suggested by Mr. R. 
M. Johnston, which iwcessi_tated additional temporary clerical as~istance. 

Your Committee fin<l that M1·. R. M. Johnston's careful analysis of the proposed system and 
that at present in use (vide pages 3 to 6 Parliamentary Paper 119, of 1884), was not communicated 
to Mr. Henry in wl"iting, although, acting upon-instructions from the Auditor, Mr. R. M. Johnston 
verbally explained an4 illustrated the system to Mr. Henry by diagrams. · 

Your Committee are of opinion that the irregularities reported by the Auditor are not due to 
any dishonest act on the part of Mr. Henry. 

As it is in eviden,ce that: Mr. Henry had reason to believe that his salary would be paid during 
the time he was relieved from duty, your Committee recommend that he be paid accordingly. 

THOMAS · REIBEY, Clwirman. 
Committee Room, Friday, 13tll November, 1885. 
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E ·V I iD E N ·C E. 

TUESDAY, OCTOBER 27, 1885. 

MR. SAMUEL HENRY examined. 

I. By the Chairrnan.-Where do _you reside? At St. Leonard' s. 
2. What position did you lately occupy in the Government service? First, Commissioner, and aftel'­

·w_ards Collector, of Real and Personal Estate Duties at Launceston. 
3. When were you appointed? I was appointed Co:nmissioner on March .30th, 1880, and Collector 

,.on December 28th, 1882. 

4. Was not a Board appointed afterwards to enquire into the working of your Office? Yes; the resrilt 
is contained in Paper 119 and Appendices. 

5. Had you any intimation of the appointment of the Board of Enquiry ? Yes ; I received a letter 
fi:om the Treasure!' infom1ing me that an independent Board would be appointed to enquire into the work­
ing of the Office during the time I held the office. 

6. Were you informed of the names of the gentlemen forming the Board? No. 
7. Did you receive notice either from the Head of the Department or the Chairman of the Board 

informing you wnen and where the Board would meet? No. 
8. How did you know that the enquiry had commenced? I received a telegram from the late Mr. R. 

W. Lord, informing me that the Board of Enquiry was sitting, ·and if I desired I might be present. 
9. Who constituted the Board ? Messrs. Mitchell, Lord, and 'Belstead. 
10. Did you not receive notice either from the Treasurer or the Board? Not any, except the telegram 

·from Mr. Lord informing me of the commencement ofthe proceedings. 
11. Then you only knew of the commencement of the pro.ceedings by the receipt of that telegram? 

Yes, and I gave attendance as soon as I could afterwards: 
12. Were you present when the Board commenced the enqui1y ? No. According to the Report, the 

enquiry commenced at 10 o'clock. I received the telegram subsequently, and could not possibly attend till 
3 o'clock. Mr. Lovett, the Colonial Auditor, .had been examined before I arrived. 

13. Did you not ask for professional aid to assist you? I did : I felt the absolute necessity of such 
.assistance. 

14. Diel the Board grant it? No, I did not receive it. 
15. By the Treasurer-Did the Board refnse you? No, but they demurred both to my having pro-

·fessional aid and a friend to assist me. · 
16. Did the Board absolutely refu~e yom~ Tequest? No, but they demurred. 
17. By 11:fr. Gray.-Were-you injuriously affected in any way by not being present when the pro­

ceedings commenced? Yes, I think so. 
18. In wha(way were you affected? .A list of questions were put to Mr. Lovett, as I afterwards 

found out, and I think I would have availed myself of the right at that time to question him. 
19. Had you not an opportunity of examining Mr. Lovett afterwards? Yes, and I did so. 
20. If so, how could you be prejudiced? Because I did not examine him at -that time. 
21. Why did you ask for professional aid? Because I was suffering very severely, both mentally and 

bodily. 
22. By the Chairrnan.-Had you not been so affected, would you have been able to explain the dis­

.crepancies in your accounts? I would have been better able to meet the enquiry in every way. From the· 
time I was relieved from duty until the Board met I was laid up continuously, and had not an opportunity 
·of attending- my office. 

23. Do you take exception to the conclusions at which the Board arrived? I do, in toto. 
24. Are you prepared to state substantially to this Committee why you so take exception? Ye~: 
25. Will you put it on record before the Committee? I will be prepared to-morrow to place m 

writing before the Committee my objections to the finding of the Board. 
·26. By .11fr. Bradclon.-What do you mean to imply by saying the Board did not refuse you aid, but 

they demuned? They told me I had better hot have aid,-that there was no necessity for it, and if I 
persisted in it they would have to open the matter again. They argued the matter, and led me to believe 
that it would be very disagreeable to them to meet a professional man. 

27. By the Treasurer.-Did they not say it was not usual in an enquiry of that kind to grant 
professional assistance? I think it very likely they did so. 

28. Did they not say that if you required professional aid, and renewed your application later on, that 
you might do so? I have no recollection of it. 

29. Did you renew your application later on? No ; I thought it might be disagreeable to the 
members of the Board to meet a professional man. 

,. 



6 

WEDNESDAY, Nov~MBER 11, 1885. 

MR. HENRY 1·e-exa1nined. 
30. Did the Chairman.of the Board invite the public in any way to ·make complaints against youT 

Yes; a local appeared in the Examiner from time to time inviting the public to interview. the Chairman, 
and a special one appeared in the Exaniinei· after the enquiry closed. I waited on Mr. Button and asked 

· l1im by whose authority it appeared. Mr. Button made enquiries from the reporter, who told him it was 
on tl1e authority of the Chairman. . . 

31. Were you refused a copy of the primary questions when you were preparing your defence? Yes; 
the Chairman told me he had destroyed them . 

. 32. Are there not statements in the printed evidence which were not submitted to you at the time of· 
the enquiry? ·Yes; there are a number of letters signed" William Lovett" which were not read to me. 
The plan of the system of accounts as prepared by Mr. R. M. Johnston was never shown me, · or any 
letter of instructions from the Public Department up to April, 1884. That was the first communication I 
received of the system of accou_nts. \ 

33. Was there any other portion of the evidence that you .did not see? No. 
34. Was the finding of the Board published? Yes; in the J.1'Iercury. 
35. Did your defence appear at the same time? No, nor up to this day. 
36. Then the publication of your defence 'was withheld at the time the report was published? Yes,. 
37. Did that misle~d and prejudice the public against you? Yes, undoubtedly. 
38. Was your defence in the possession of the Board before.the report of the Boai·d appeared in the· 

newspapers? Yes, and the .J.lfercury stated in a sub-leade1: that I had 110 defence. I then took the 
necessary steps to have my defence printed in the Mercw,y. 

. 39. Were you refused legal advice, and the assistance of a friend, during the enquiry? I ~as not 
absolutely refused, but the matter was considered by the Hoard, and from their unwillingness in that respect 
I gave way on the matter : that was in connection with my request for legal advice. I then asked 
for a friend's assistance, as. I was ill, but they demurred. 

40. Did the taxpayers clieerfully comply with your demand for information to ,assist you in preparing 
the rolls in _accordance with law? Yes ; generally I think they did, with one single exception . 

. 41. Was a want of knowledge in working the Department imputed to you? Ye:,,. 
42. Is there any record of your services being ;cknow ledged and appreciated by the Government r 

Yes. Mr. Giblin, when Premier, wrote me a very complimentary letter in connection with the working of 
the Act, and it is alluded to indirectly in the Parliamentary Reports. Many of the amendments that I 
proposed were introduced in a subsequent Amendment of the Act. _As·a further proof of my industry, the 
Parliamentary Records show that in two years I increased· the Revenue nearly £2000 a year in the 
Northern di'vision, and the number of items on the rolls on the Northern division were then nearly 4000 
more than they were_ when I took office. The Police Rate was also increased. 

43. By 1.lfr. Gray.-W as the Police Rate increased correspondingly? Yes; it increased in proportion. 
44. By J.°Jfr. Braddon.-You say you first received your instructions fo1· the working of your office in 

April, 1884? Yes. _ 
45. Did you receive a copy of Mr. Johnston's letter, dated 1880, in which lie gives a detailed 

account of the proposed system, and the system then in use? No; all I knew of Mr. J ohm.ton's scheme 
was through his visit to my office as detaifod in Mr. King's evidence. ,(See page 3, Appendix to Report.) 

46. Was any promise made to you in regard to your salary during the time you were under suspension? 
Yes.· Mr. Rooke waited on the Treasurer 'and received from him a promise that my safary from the time of 
my suspension should be paid ultimately, and that for the past month •should be paid at once. After this I 
received confirmiition of that from the Treasurer, who told me that my salary during the time of my being 
1·elieved from duty would be paid. 

47. By. M1·. Gray.-How do -y0ti know that Mr. Rooke waited on the Treasurer? I have his letter 
_to that effect. 

48. By the Trea.mrer.-VVas not my promise to you conditional on the finding. of the Board? . You 
made no conditions whatever. 

MR. H. I. ROOKE examined. 
49. By the Chairman.-Did you have an interview with the Treasurer• in reference to Mr. Henry? 

I did. 
50. What was the purport ofit? Mr. Henry asked me to see the Treasurer ancl see what I could do· 

for him, amongst other things being that in regard to his salary. I put it to the Treasurer that it was 
harsh on Mr. Henry that his salary should not be paid whilst he was under suspension, and until the matter 
was finally settled·. Mr. Burg-ess told me that the salary should be paid; that Mr. Henry was entitled to 
l1is salary, and he was only waiting for the appointment of the. Board. , 

51. By the Treasure1·.-Can you call to· mind if in the .course of general conversation I did not say 
that my promise as to the salary was to a certain extent yonditional on the finding of the Board-that was 
as to the time he was under suspension? I understood you to say,, that· until the Govermner,t decided 
-what to do with M1·. Henr_y, that his sal_ary should be paid, and I wrote him accordingly. 
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APPENDIX. 

Srn, 
IN compliance with the instructions of the Comm1ttee, I now respectfully submit the following· 

statem~nt a~d extracts from the printed Correspondence and Returns for the consideration of the 
Committee, m the full trust that the necessary steps will be taken to cause the salary, £125, due 
me, and £6 15s., expenses incurred, to be paid :-

Ffrst Paragrapli ef tlte Rep01·t ef the Board. 
First-That Mr. Biitler, the Commissioner at 

Hobart, assumed control of the Launceston Branch 
under verbal Ministerial.instructions, and that neither 
Mr. Butler _nor Mr. Henry propounded any scheme 
of accounts, but that an effectual scheme and system 
of check was elaborated by Mr. R. M. Johnston, 
(acting on behalf of the Colonial Auditor), which 
was approved by the Government in September, 
1880, and that the same was explained to Mr. Henry 
personally by Mr. Johnston 

The finding of the Board in the first paragraph 
of their Report is not correct in reference to the 
Northern Branch of the Estates Duties Department. 

vVhen the office was opened in 1880, I, with the 
assistance of Mr. Kinl):, adopted a system of Books 
and Accounts the same ( as near as circumstances 
would admit) as those in use in the banking estab­
lishments in the Colony, and found the sy~tem 
effective, as the following letter will prove :-

REAL ESTATE DEPART1'.!:ENT. 
TO THE EDITOR. 

Srn,-As a good deal has been said lately relative to 
the system of keeping accounts in the Real Estate 
Duties Department, Launceston, perhaps a brief sketch 
from me of how I kept the cash accounts up to the date· 
of my resignation (A ugiist 7, 1883, may prove acceptable. 

On entering the department in 1880 (April) I found no 
instructions whatever as to the mode in which the books 
were to be kept, or as to what should be done with cash 
received. I therefore opemed the accounts on a plan of 
my own. I kept a counter book for each district for 
entering payments as they were made (which were after­
wards replaced by the abstract cash books which I had 
proposed.) At the end of each day I carried the totals 
from these books into a general cash book, under their 
several headings. These with the balances of cash on 
hand on the previous day brought forward, balanced the 
credit side, which contained the amount banked and the 
total cash still on hand at the time of closing thP. bo.oks 
for the day. From this genera.I cash book I posted my 
ledger-in which I opened an account for each district­
crediting each with amount received on its account, so• 
that at any time I could tell how much had been collected 
for each district. In my ledger I had a Real Estate· 
Duty account for each year, which I credited with total 
receipts and debited with total disbursements. The 
balance between these would be the same as the balance 
of cash on hand, and in this way I eould check all 

, the cash accounts. 'fhis was very useful, afterwards 
especially, when the number of collections increased, as. 
I could tell at a glance to what different years the cash 
on hand belonged. The police rate accounts I treated in_ 
the same way. I also kept bank accounts. 

In keeping the accounts as described, I was enabled 
to make up the weekly returns for the Hon. 'l'reasurer~ 
and the monthy returns for the Colonial Auditor, with 
comparative ease; and where in the Hobart office it. took 
14 days to make up the Auditor's Return for month ( SC? 

the Commissioner informed Mr. Henry and myself), I 
could make out mine in two clays. 

I think you will see that my system of keeping the· 
cash accounts was ·complete. I am unable to say in what. 
way the accounts were kept after I resigned. · 

Owing to the small staff, great trouble waR experienced 
in recovering outstanding amounts,-all the available· 
strength of the office was required making out demands, 
defaulters' lists, &c. In re demands, a clerk could only 
make out 100 a day, as he had at the same time to fill 
up receipts and butts for each ; but although I often 
assisted in this work, yet it was, as it were, apart from 
my department, which consisted in making out returns,. 
receiving cash, attending to the coun1er and letters, &c. 

The present complications I feel sure are not clue to 
any dishonest acts. I also have reason to believe that 
money has been paid int.o the Treasurer's account which 
has not been credited in the office accounts by the late 
chief clerk, which I should imagine would reduce the 
amount supposed to be deficient. In c_onelusion, I l.Jeg to 
thank you for the considerate manner in which y:iu have 
mentioned my name in connection with the Real Estate 
Duty office, and to say that you are at liberty to make 
what use you please of this letter. 

Yours, &c. 

Launceston, September 6th, 1884. 
KEITH J. KING. 
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Previous to taking office I waited upon the 
Auditor for his instructions as to the best mode of 

- keeping the accounts of the office. I could not get 
· any instructions or information whatever, and I 
consider the Auditor snubbed me, and professed 
ignorance of the appointment of Mr., Butler and 
myse1£ I mentioned this matter to Mr. Butle~· at 
the time. 

In reference to the latter part of the first para­
graph of the Report of the Board as to the scheme 
-of accounts, my defence deals with this, and I 
cannot do better than repeat what I then stated. 

The next charge is of a more serious character. That 
I ignored the system of check ,vhich was provided °fc>r 
my protection at considerable trouble to the Audit Office 
in 1880. Fortunately for me the independent testimony 
-0f-Mr. King proves beyond a shadow of a doubt that no 
such system was forwarded for the use of the office ; 
that he considered Mr. Johnston's visit was for the pm·­
pose of gleaning information and making himself 
acquainted with the various modes followed in the dif­
ferent Government offices before leaving Launceston to 
join the Audit Department, in order to pre1iare a proper 
and uniform system of accounts, as far as practicable. 
Mr. King looked upon the matter as by no means finally 
settled when Mr. Johnston terminated his visit, and I 
likewise viewed the scheme as in its first stage-in 
embryo-but not worked out, and when the scheme was 
perfected I would hear officially more about it. And 
the correspondence fully bears out this interpretation 
(see page 6). The endorsement of the Honorable 
'freasurer, giving his approval, is dated the29th Septem­
ber, 1880, about three weeks after the date of Mr . 
.Johnston's visit of inspection to my office. However 
that may be, I received no communications whatever in 
reference to the new system ot accounts, either from the 
Treasury or the Audit Office, until the 7th April, 1884 
(see letter No. 21, page 45, signed W. Lovett). A search 
of the records unexpectedly proved this, and refuted the 

, impression the Auditor appeared to liave. I now wish 
to draw the attention of the Board to the evidence of the 
Auditor in reference, to the account books Nos. 2, 6, 7, 
and 10, enumerated on page 3 of :Mr. Johnston's report 
to the Auditor. No. 7, the cash book, was in use pre­
vious to Mr. ,Johnston's visit; the others, i.e., Nos. 2, 6, 
and 10, were new, and formed essential parts of Mr . 
.Johnston's scheme, as will be seen by referring to the 
report (see pages 4, 5, 6). It will be observed, upon 
reference to the evidence, that the Auditor stated that all 
those books had been duly forwarded to my office. He 
afterwards, in reply to my question, qualified his former 
evidence by stating that he was not sure as to No. 2, as 
he thought that was already in use in the office, but 
reiterated his former statement as to the other books. 
Now, subsequent evidence proves that No. 2, " Abstract 
of duties payable book," had never been in use, nor has 
any such book ever reached the office. No. 6, "Abstract 
Book Cash Received," reached the office from the 
Government Printer, but I do not know the date. 
According to the date of the first entry, it was opened by 
Mr. King in 1881. As to No. 10, "Payment of Demand 
Check Book," the evidence of the Commis~ioner proved 
that he forwarded the above-named book, No. 10, on or 
about the 18th or 19th March, 1884, with instructions 
from the Honorable Treasurer to open it. It was 
opened on the 22nd March, and ceased to be used on the 
7th April, as the Auditor considered it useless. 

My system of accounts and books were examined by 
Mr. Johnston in September, 1880. Every facility and 
assistance was afforded him, and when he had finished I 
understood he would recommend an alteration in some 
of the books, and the mode of keering them, with a 
view ofintroducin~ a better system ot check. After Mr. 
Johnston's visit ofinspection I never had any communi­
cation either from the Audit Office or from the Treasury: 
in reference to a change of system in the office until 
April 7, 1884; when I received the letter of that date 
which appears in the printed correspondence on page 15, 
~igned ,William Lovett. Now one of the complaints 
against me i~ that u RyRtem of check wns provid<~<l for 
my protectiou, at considerable trouble to the Audit 
Ottice, and wliieh I ignored. Now this I most cmplmti­
cally deny. No Ry~tem of check or instruction~ wern 
received by me until the receipt of the Jetter of the 7th 
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Second Pamgmph of the Report eftlte Board. 
Secondly.-That the books comprised in this 

scheme were, with one exception, viz., the Payment 
of Demand Check Book, transmitted to Mr. 
Henry, but that it has not been brought into use. 

April, 1884, and I immediately gav~ effect to the wishes 
of th_e Auditor by introducing the system. I dwell upon 
this matter because your memo. on page 52-26/8/84-
le11tds me to infer that you are under the impression that 
I had neglected to give effect to the· system of check 
provided, and had ignored the instructions of the 
Auditor. In further confirmation of my statements, I 
.beg to refer you tci letter 25 from Mr. King on pages 45 
an_d 46, having reference to the subject. I hope you 
now have a correct conception of this portion of the 
correspondence, and the errors yot1 were under in 
reference to this matter have been removed. 

As a confirmation of the incorrectness of the 
Report in reference to the system of check, I attach 
some portion of Mr. King's evidence thereon. 

By Mr. Henry.-Did not Mr. R. M. Johnston visit 
the offir.e more than once? I only remember one visit. 

Do you remember Mr. Johnston admitting th~t addi­
tional staff was imperative in order to carry out his 
scheme? Yes. 

Can you give the substance of what took place on Mr. 
Johnston's visit to the office? He spoke of having the 
desk fitted up for the convenience of a clerk to enter 
vo.uchers as they were presented for payment, and the 
vouchers were to be handed back to the counter-clerk 
after entering that he might bring the amount to his 
cash debit. He also spoke of a triplicate demand book, 
also u_n abstract cash book, which had been previously 
suggested by my;selfto the Collector. 

. Is not the book I produce a sample of the books re­
ceived from the Audit Office after Mr.Johnston's scheme 
was proposed, viz., triplicate block demand book? It 
is; but it was not used because it was pronounced by 
you as not in accordance with the Act, inasmuch as the 
butt was incomplete. 

How many of the books on page 3 printed correspon­
dence were received after Mr. Johnston's visit and up to 
the time you left? N os. 3, 4, 5, and 6. 

Were there any instructions received from the Trea­
sury or the Audit Office relating to the introduction of 
Mr. Johnston's system of accounts during your term of 
office? I remember no instructions having been received 
comprising the whole system, but 1 do remember what I 
have already stated in my .previous rc,ply. 

Do you consider the conversation that you and I had 
with Mr. Johnston-in reference to the proposed system, 
of a final nature, i.e., that the system was to be put in 
force upon the conversation he had with us? No. 

Will, you describe the system of accounts in use 
during your term of office? I put in a letter which I 
wrote to the E:i:aminer on the 6th September, 1884. It 
describes it. [Letter read, and marked M.J 

·what portion of the scheme did you allude to as im­
practicable? The appointment of a clerk for the 
purpose of entering in the first instance, as suggested by 
Mr. Johnston, would have been necessary. 

Was the mode of accounts in the office in your time 
as near as practicable identical with that in u~e in the 
Banking Institutions of the country? Yes ; I have had 
nearly six years banking experience. 

I have to say in reference to this paragraph that 
it is proved in 'ohe'evidence that all the books for­
warded to me were opened immediately by Mr. King,. 
who states in evidence that the books named on page 3 
by Mr. Johnston did not all reach the 0ffice-only 
those numbered 3, 4, 5, and 6. The others had not 
been received at the office up to the time of his 
leaving the office by August, 1883. N otwith­
stancling this evidence, the Board report "That the 
books comprised in this scheme were, with one 
exception, viz., the Payment of Demand Check 
Book, transmitted to l\'fr. Henry, but that it has not 
been brought into use." 

Mr. Butler, in ·evidence, states that the " Pay~ 
ment of Demand Check Book was sent by him to 
me on or before the 22nd March, 1884." Abstract 
of Duties Payable Book had not been received at 
the office up to the time I left, in September, 1884. 

Yet the Board reports that all the books, except 
one, had been transmitted to me. 
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T.hird Paragraph of t~w Report of th.e Boa1·d. 
Thirdly,-That in our opinion if the said scheme 

l1ad been carried into effect the irregularities and 
deficiencies which the printed correspondence and 
the evidence taken before us reveals, no such irregu­
larities or deficiencies could have arisen ; and, 
indeed, they have not occurred in the Office of the 
Commissioner at Hobart, where that svstem · has 
beel). in force. • · 

Fom·th Paragraph of the Rep01·t. 
·I~ourthly.-We are unable to discover any sub­

stantial reason why a scheme at once so simple, and 
effectually employed in the Hobart Office with entire 
succ:ess, should not readily have been adopted with 
the. same satisfactory result at the Launceston 
Branch ; and in our o·pinion the Commissioner, who 
was afterwards designated the Collector, utterly 
failed in his duty in not adopting, as requesteq, a 
plan which on the face of it would have secured 
accuracy, and which he was instructed by the 
Treasurer and the Audit Department to carry out. 
On the contrary, Mr. Henry appeara to have ignored 
those instructions, and to have obstinately resisted 
the suggestions of the Auditor, and not even to have 
carried out the alleged self-imposed duties detailed 
in his letter of the 5th August, 1884 (Appendix 
marked F), as proved with convincing accuracy bv 
the evidence. • 

Fifth Pamgra11h of tlte Report of the Boa1·d. 
Fifthly.-We find that the staff and assistance 

provided have been sufficient for the due and proper 
pe1formance of the business of the Office. 

Here, again, the Board's finding is incorrect, as 
it is proved beyond all doubt that I opened and 
kept in use every book sent to me; the two books, 
N os. 2 and 10 ( see pages 4 and 6), I did not 
receive'. These books are consideretl important 
parts of the scheme by Mr. Johnston ( see pages 4 
and 6 for his remarks thereon). I do not think it 
necessary to repeat the evidence, &c. to prove to the 
Committee that the above paragraph is incorrect. 

The finding of the Board is again in erl'or, as the 
evidence of Mr. King (who was Chief Clerk from 
1880 until August, 1883,) shows that the scheme 
was given effect to by using all the books received at 
the office; and the correspondence will prove that 
every instruction, forwarded either by the Trea­
surer, Auditor, or Commissioner, was immediately 
attended to. 

I assert that I received no instrnctions whatever 
as to the mode of keeping the accounts until the 7th 
April, 1884, and I immediately gave effect to them. 
I attach copy of the letter of 7th April. 

SIR, 
Audit Office,· -!fobart, 7tlt April, 1884. 

I H.A VE to request that you will adopt the following 
system for accounting for the cash received by you as 
Collector of Real Estate Duties:-

1. The Cashier or Count.er Clerk to receive all moneys 
brought to the office, but the entry in the cash or 
abstract book must be made by another clerk, to 
whom the Cashier is to hand the demand brought 
by the ratepayer before issue of the receipt; 
the receipt to be initialled by the clerk w.ho 
makes the entry, and handed to the payor. 
w·hen money is received by post the entries also 
to be made in -the sanie manner, and receipts 
initialled before being signed and posted. 

2. Books containing demands, receipts, and butts for 
record to be used, the butt record to be filled in, 
and the receipt to be issued to the payor 
immediately upon receipt of the duty. 

3. The Abstract Cash Book is to be. used for im­
mediate record of duties upon receipt in the 
columns provided for the purpose. 

4. The cash to be accounted for by payment to the 
Bank for account of the Trea~urer, and by for­
warding the usual attested returns to the Audit 
Office and 'freasury. 

I have, &c. 

S. HENRY, Collector Real Estates 
Duties, Launceston. 

W. LOVETT. 

The above is the first letter of instmctions I 
received as to the new mode of receiving and 
accounting for the money received. The Treasurer 
granted me an additional clerk, and I at once gave 
effect to the instructions of the Auditor. In no case 
ditl • I ignore the Auditor's instrnctions, nor obsti­
nately resist the suggestions of the Auditor. The 
correspondence shows just the reverse. 

The evidence shows that the staff ,vas insufficient, 
and hatl been so represented by me from time to 
time, without the tlesired result. Mr. King- left the 
office because he found the extra press of work, 
after Mr. Atkinson ceased work in the office at the 
end of 1882, proved too much for l1im, and his 
health gave way in consequence. 

I would draw the special attention of the Com­
mittee to the facts in reference to the staff of the 
office, as coi:itained in my urgent letters to the 
Cqmrnissioner and Treasurer pleading for additional 
assistance, and it will be found that my difficulties 
commenced whc11 I was placed under tl;e control o, 
Mr. Butler, and the staff of the office was reduced, 
at the end of 1882. The Commissioner, in a Memo 
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to the Treasurer, dated 8th July, 1884, on page 36, 
there states :-" In 1883, from considerations of 
economy, the office of Commissioner in Launceston 
was abolished, and the Department placed under my 
charge." Six months before the reduction of the staff 
took place, viz., on the 24th July, 1882, I drew the 
attention of the Treasurer to the inadequate provision 
in the proposed estimates for my staff. The following 
letters on this subject will convince the Committee 
that the fifth paragraph of the Report of the Board 
is incorrect. A.s a further proof of the insufficiency 
of staff, since I left the office the work has been 
reduced considerably by transferring the necessary 
work for a number of the' Districts to the Southern 
Division, whilst the staff of tlrn Northern office bas 
been increased. 

No. 1. 

Sm, 

Real Estates Duties Department,· Launceston, 
24th July, 1882. 

· I DEEM it my duty to place before you the enclosed 
estimates for the service of this Branch of the Estates 
Duties Department for the year 1883. 

They are based on the assumption that no rolls will 
have to be prepared in the office. This alteration has 
been determined since I prepared the former estimates 
which you.received some time back. 

I have been induce,1 to revise my former estimates in 
consequence of the decision of the Government, but 
more particularly because I feel confident that the work 
of the office cannot be carried on in a satisfactory 
manner with the inadequate staff provided by the printed 
estimates for next year. 

In order to bring this matter more forcibly before you, 
I have prepared the enclosed returns. A perusal will, I 
think, at once convince you that the printed ERtimates 
are erroneous, and calculated to mislead you, and through 
you the Parliament and the country. 

The Return, No. 3,. shows the total amount to be 
collected for 1883 will be £19,694, and the cost of the 
office for the same period at £950, whi,ch is under 5 per 
cent. upon the amount before named. 

On the 16th June I enclosed a letter to you bearing 
upon this matter, to which I have had no reply or 
acknowledgment, and thinking it not improbable that it 
may have been mislaid or overlooked, I no)v have the 
·honor to enclose a copy. 

I have, &c. 
SAMUEL HENRY, Nortlzern Commissioner. 

:The Hon. Colonial Treasurer. 

No. 2. 

DEA.R SIR, 

Real Estates Duties Office, Launceston, 
l3tli Novembei·, 1882. 

YOUR letter of the 10th instant came to hand on 
·Saturday, and the contents are duly noted. 

I wil). use the utmost despatch in the issuing of the 
.demands, but with the present staff it is not possible to 
have the work finished before the time named in my 
Memo. re this matter. 

In order to give effect to the wishes of the Hon. the 
Treasurer re collection of duty, I will with his approval 
first issue the demands for all properties of the assessed 
value of, say £80 and upwards. By this means the 
demands for the wtole of . the large items would be 
.issued in a short time, and with a reasonable hope of 
having such duty collected before the end of the year. 

I have, &c. 
SAMUEL HENRY, Northern Commissioner. 

F. BUTLER, Esq., Commissioner. 

No.3 . 
.F. BUTLER, Bsq., Hobart. 

Re your letter of 24th. Staff not prepared to acce1Jt 
proferred remuneration for overtime. Have appointed 
can assistant at 6s. 1Jer day. Please advise Hon. Treasurer. 

SAl\rnEL HENRY. 
Launce.iton, 27th JYovember, 1882. 
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No. 4. Real Estates Duties Office, Launceston, 

5th Feb1·uary, 1883. 
DEAR s·rn, 

HEREWITH to hand you have the list of properties in 
the George Town District, in conformity with yom· 
letter ot the 1st instant. Also information papers 
Nos. 75, 76, 106, 141 for the District of Ross. 

·I also send you addresses (as far as practicable) for the · 
several persons in the Longford and Ross Districts in 
accordance with your letter before named. I think you 
will find they contain all the information you require. 

I think it right to point out to you, for the informa­
tion of the Hon. the Treasurer, that this additional work 
absorbs a great deal of time which ought to be given to 
the daily increasing routine work of the office. I "·ould 
like1you to lay the following facts before the Treasurer 
for his consideration:-

There are now outstanding for 1882 (see weekly 
return) 2177 items, representing £1149 14s. 8d. 
for police rates, and 6593 items, showing £5138 
3s. Id. for duty for the same period. 

Preparatory to the issue of these 8770 defaulters' 
notices, the whole of the payments for 1882 have 
to be written off and the names entered in the 
Defaulters' Book. In addition to the above the 
Police Rate Demands, numbering 7625, ought to 
be ready for issue by the'early part of April. 

I need not, I am sure, add any remarks to the above 
facts to show that the work of the office has increased, 
and is increasing rlaily, whilst the staff has been reduced. 

I remain, &c. 
SAMUEL HENRY, Collecto1·. 

F. BUTLER, Esq., C01nmissioner. 

No. 5. Real Estates Duties Office, 
Launceston, 22nd Ma1·ch, 1883. 

DEAR SrR, 
Youns of the 20th instant duly to hand. I am having 

prepared the information 1·e properties in districts 
named. · 

I have also made arrangements. for making out Police 
Rate demands for 1883. 

Iri reference to that part of .the Hon. tlie Treasurer's 
letter anent the ·amount of duty outstanding, I may 
mention in explanation that everything has been and is 
being done to increase the earnings so far as practicable 
with the present staff and the time at our disposal. You 
are, of course, aware that the preparation of the papers 
required by you in connection with appeals consumes a 
very considerable deal of time. I have, however, been 
issuing notices to defaulters, and will conti1me to do so 
until that means of effecting payment is expended, it not 
disapproved of by the Hon. Treasurer. 
- The takings since January have averaged about £400 
per week, which seems to me to be a reasonable return. 
Kin'dly acquaint the Hon. Treasurer with these par­
ticulars. 

I have, &c. 
. SAMUEL HENRY .. 

F. Bu'rLER, Esq., Commissioner. 

No. 6. Real Estates Duties Office, 
Launceston, I7tli 1v.lay, 1883 .. 

DEAR SIR, 
YOUR telegram yesterday is to hand re Estimates 

for 1884. 
I have only to reiterate the substance of my remarks. 

to the Hon. 'l'reasurer on this subject when the Esti­
mates for the current year were under consideration,­
viz., that this office cannot be carried on satisfactorily 
without another assistant to replace Mr. Atkinson, or, in 
the absence of another clerk, additional provision must 
be made for extra clerical assistance, otherwise the 
routine work of the office must eventmilly get into a. 
backward state, and the natural consequences of an 
insufficient staff must eventually follow. I consider it 
necessary that the pay of the clerical assistant be 
increased to 8s. He now receives 6s., which is far too­
low,-indeed, it is not equal to the pay ofa labourer, and 
mechanics are receiving from 12,1. to 16s. per day. The· 
work of the office has increased nnd is on the increase 
daily on this side of the island, n,ore particularly in the 
mining districts. I estimate the number of items on the 
Rolls for 1884 Police Rate and Estate Duty will be 
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about 22,000, whilst the re-issues consequent upon 
changes of occupancy and ownership will bring the 
number u1) to 30,000, if not more. The number of items 
1 had to deal with for 1880 (see Report) was 12,985. In 
reference to the reduction of my salary fi·om £400 to 
£300, it is a subject which I must confess I experience a 
difficulty in discussing in this letter, and I would not even 
allude to it but for the impression upon my mind that 
the Hon. Treasurer had consulted you upon the proposed 
reduction in my salary, whilst at the same time you, I 
pi:esume, recommended an increase to Mr. King. The 
circumstances are singular, and, I think, unique, in the 
annals of the Civil Service. I have no doubt the Hon. 
Treasurer considered his proposals the best way of 
meeting the outside pressure; but that emergency, if it 
had any existence, does not lessen the sense of injustice I 
experience in being reduced in status, my salary also 
reduced by one-fourth, whilst the work of. my office has 
increased enormouRly. \Vill you ·have the kindness to 
lay this letter before the Hon. Treasurer for his con­
sideration? 

I am, &c. 
SAMUEL HENRY. 

F. BUTLER, Esq., Commissioner. 

No. 7. 23rd May, 1883. 
DEAR SIR, . 

IN reply to yours of the 19th instant, I have to 
inform you that the whole of the Police Rate demands 
will be issued this week, except those for the · Ringa­
rooma District, which are detained pending a reply to 
my letter of the 26th instant, in which I point out that 
Section 3, 45 Viet. No. 19, had not been complied with. 

The Clerical Assistant.-The staff at the office consists 
of Mr. King, Mr. M'Queen, and Mr. Walklate. 'fhe 
latter is on the estimates prepared for the Hon. Trea­
surer as clerical assistant, at 6s. per diem. 

I am, &c. 
SAMUEL HENRY_ 

F. BUTLBR, Esq., Commissioner. 

No. 8. 25tli May, 1883. 
CLERICAL assistance an actual necessity ; I see no 

prospect of being able to dispense with it-see my letter' 
to you 17th instant, and letter to Hon. Treasurer with 
estimate, 24th July, 1882. Should fmther detail be 
required will be happy to furnish it. 

I am, &e. 
SAMUEL HENRY. 

F. BUTLER, Esq., Commissioner. 

No. 9. 

DE.A.R Sni, 

Real Estates Duties Office, 
Launceston, 9th July, 1883. 

MucH to my regret I have herewith to enclose the 
resignation of my Chief Clerk, Mr. King, which you 
will please bring under the notice of the Hon. 'Ireasurer 
as soon as convenient, with a view of his successor being 
appointed as speedily as possible. A thorough know­
ledge of accounts and ledger-keeping is absolutely 
necessary to the efficient discharge of the duties of t1ie 
office, and I therefore trust this indispensable qualifica­
tion will be considered in making the appointment. 

I am, &c. 
SAMUEL HENRY. 

FRANCIS BUTLER, Esq., Commissioner. 

No. 10. Real Estates Duties Office, 
Launceston, 13th July, 1883. 

DEAR SIR, 
I AM in receipt of your letter of the 12th, intimating 

the approval of the Hon. Treasurer to the resignation of 
Mr. King. 

I beg again to urge the advisability of appointing a 
successor to Mr. King as soon as possible, in order that 
he may be instructed in the routine of the work. I need 
not mention that this is very essential, as it differs from 
the usual business of Government or other offices. 

I am, &c. 
SAMUEL HENRY. 

FnA~crs BuTLlm, Esq., Commissioner. 
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No.11. 
PLEASE see Hon. Treasurer in 1·e appointment in this. 

office. 
SAMUEL HENRY. 

23. 7. 83. 
FRANCIS Bu'.l'L1m, Es_q., Hobart. 

No. 12. 7th August, 1883. 
·WILL you rlease obtain the authority_ of the Hon. 

Treasurer so as to enable me to employ the necessary 
extra clerical assiRtance requisite to have the duty 
demands made out by the end of September. The pay­
ment will, I suppose, be 6s. per 100 a~ before. 

SAMUEL HENRY. 
FRANCIS BUTLER, Esq., Commissioner. 

No.13. Real Estates Duties Office, Launceston,. 
9tli August, 1883. 

DEAR SIR, 
YOURS of the 8th instant to hand. In reply I beg 

to state it is not possible to have the Estates Duties 
demands ready for issur. within any reasonable time, 
without outside assistance. Our default('rs' li~ts are both 
in amount and number much too large. This is partly to­
be accounted for by the indifferent health of Mr. King, 
and his occasional enforced absence from the office. 
Mr. King's successor will be fully occupied for some time­
in learning the routine of the office, and having to be 
coached in the mode of keeping the various books, &c., 
and I do not anticipate any assistance from him towards 
preparing the demands or the necessary work in con­
nection with the defaulters. Further information bearing 
upon your letter to the I-Ion. the 'l'reasurer I have to 
refer you to my letters and Memo. under date the 17th, 
23rd, and 25th May last ; also my letter to the Hon. 
Treasurer.dated 24th July, 1882. 

I am, &c. 
SAMUEL HENRY, Collector. 

F. Bu'.l'LER, Esq., Uommissioner. 

No. 14. l7tlt August, 1883. 
PLEASE inforin the Hon. Treasurer that the. present 

staff is totally inadequate to the daily requirements of 
the office, and unlrss additional assistance is immediately 
granted to replace Mr. King the accounts and books 
will, I foar, get into confusion and disorder. Every 
day's delay adds to the difficulty arising from an in­
sufficient staff~ and I therefore trust the matter will at 
once be attended to. 

If a permanent appointment vice Mr. King cannot be 
made at once, I hope a tem11orary assistant will be 
allowed, as I cannot carry on the work of the office 
satisfactorily without additional assistance. 

SAMUEL HENRY. 
FRANCIS BU'.l'LER, Esq., Commsisioner. 

No. 15. 

SIR, 

Reai Estates Duties Office, Launceston, 
31st August, 1883. 

I HA YE the honor to inform you, in reply to your 
telegram re vacancy in this office, that I have made 
cnquii·ies in 'the Customs, Raihn:y, and other Depart­
ments here, and cam1ot name any person eligible for the 
position who would consent to fill it at the salary on the 
Estimates for next year, i.e., £150. On the 9th July I 
wrote in reference to this appointment·" that a thorough 
knowledge of accounts and ledger-keeping is absolutely 
necessary to the efficient discharge of the duties." 
Since that date several applications have been forwarded, 
amongst them are the names of Mr. Stanfield, of the 
'felegraph Office, and l\'rr. ·weetman, of the Post Office. 
I now find that the latter gentleman has not the slightest 
knowledge or experience of the work to be done, and I 
am constrained to say that he would not lie equal to the 
duties. In reference to Mr. Stanfield, he has acquired 
some insight into accounts as counter clerk in the 
Telegraph Office, but he has no knowledge whatever of 
ledger-keeping, and•it would take a long time to initiate 
him into the work. In fact, if you have not an efficient 
clerk to fill the appointment, I would prefer that Mr. 
M'Queen, the junior, have the position provisionally, say 
for one or two months. He has been well coached by 
Mr. King before he left the office, and since that date the 
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bulk of the work has been done by Mr. M'Queen. I 
think if he continues to improve (and he seems anxious 
to do so), in a month or six weeks he will be up to the 
work. If you approve of this suggestion, I will be 
able to recommend, for your approval, an assistant to 
take the place of Mr. M'Queen. 

I am, &c. 
SAMUEL HENRY. 

The Hon. tlte Treasui·er, Hobm·t. 

No.16. 
WILL you urge the Hon. Treasurer to authorise the 

employment of extra clerical assistance for this office 
until the present rncancy is filled? As the person 
responsible, I consider my repeated representations on 
this subject deserve more consideration than they have 
hitherto received. 

SAMUEL HENRY. 
FRANCIS BUTLER, Esq., Hobart. 

No. 17. Real Estates Duties Offece, Launceston, 
7tlt January, 1884. 

MEllIO FOR FRANCIS BUTLER, Esq., Commissioner. 
I HA VE the honor to state for the information of 

tlie Hon. Treasurer, in reply to his Memo. to the Com­
missioner under date the 29th December, 1883, and 
received on thA 2nd instant, that I did not receive the 
5000 Police Rate Demands for the years 1882 and 1883 
until the end of November. Mr. Walklate and Mr. 
Johnston are engaged on the work after office hours, 
and two other persons out of the office are also em­
ployed in preparing them for issue. The greater part, if 
not all, the 5000 will be made out and and posted in 
about a week from this date. Those for 1882 for the 
Districts of Emu Bay, Port Sorell, Russell, and Selby 
were posted on the 20th December; those for George 
Town on the 21st ; and those for Portland on the 31st ; 
for 1883, those for Selby on the 28th December, and the 
others I hope to have finished and posted in about a 
week. I feel confident if the Hon. Treasurer had a 
correct conception of the amount of work which must 
be attended to day by day so as to keep the office in 
creditable working order, he would not have considered 
it necessary to use the word a1mthy in connection with 
the discharge of my official duties, or indiflerence in 
endeavouring to give effect to his instructions. More 
work cannot be done by the present staff. 1 have from 
time to time pointed out that the work is increasing 
enormously year by year, and the staff.has been reduced 
in number and efficiency. The returned demands for 
Duty, arising from changes of occupancy, ownership, 
and errors on the roll, number close upon 2800. In 
Launceston alone they amount to over 800. These 
numbers signify a large addition to the usual work, in 
seeking out the required information, making the 
necessary alteration on the office rolls, and preparing in 
many cases fresh or duplicate demands. As I have 
before stated, the staff is not equal to the requirements of 
the office, and since the resignation of Mr. King it has 
become every day more and more apparent. Mr. 
M'Queen, who succeeded him, is not able to discharge 
his duties satisfactorily, and consequently nearly the 
whole time of the Junior (Mr. Johnston) is occupied in 
assisting him. Mr. M'Queen is willing, but he has had np 
previous training, and no knowledge whatever of keeping 
books or accounts, and he is therefore sadly deficient. 
I respectfully request that this Memorandum may be 
brought under the notice of the Hon. Treasurer for his 
information. 

SAMUEL HENRY, Collector. 

No. 18. 22nd January, 1884. 
IT will be necessary to obtain thA consent of the Hon. 

Treasurer to enable me to employ the necessary clerical 
assistance to make out the Police Rate Demands for 
1884. The number of items for each district are as 
follows:-

Emu Bay, 1050 ; George Town, 1200 ; Portland, 
600; Port Sorell, 2800; Ringarooma, 750 ; Russell, 400 ; 
and Selby, 1200. Total, 8000. 

SAMUEL HENRY, Collector. 
F. Bu'l'LER, Esq., Commissioner, Hobai·t. 
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No. 19. Real Estates Duties Office, Launceston, 

21st Marclt, 1884. 
Srn, 

I HEREWITH enclose copy of my Memo. of the 19th 
inst. (i·c Mr. Jones' letter) to Mr. M'Queen, and the 
reply thereto, which in my opinion is very unsatisfactory 
in many respects. 

The miscarriage of so many letters (six since the 
Auditor's visit) covering cheques is utterly beyond my 
comprehension, and, what is still more remarkable, all 
the letters of enquiry are likewise missing. In fact Mr. 
M'Queen ought to be removed from his present position 
as soon as possible, as he has shown himself totally 
incapable of carrying out the very many important duties 
of his offiee,.and consequently part of his work has to be 
done by others, and this state of things does not conduce 
to the public interest, but rather the reverse. I believe 
Mr. M'Queen to be thoroughly honest, but in all other 
essentials necessary to ensure the efficient discharge of 
his duties he is, I regret, to say, sadly deficient. In fact 
he has deteriorated, and I no longer have that confidence 
in him which induced me to recommend him as Mr. 
King's provisional successor. I therefore wish the 
matter brought under the immediate attention of the 
Honorable 'freasurer, with a hope that an efficient 
accountant may be appointed a~ soon as practicable; 
and I would desire to bring uncler the notice of the 
Honorable Treasurer that whilst doing all I possibly can 
towards the proper and efficient discharge of the duties 
of the office, it is utterly impossible that I can do so to 
my own satisfaction under present circumstances, and I 
most respectfully request that my responsibility as head 
of the E~tates Duties Office, Launceston, may be held 
in abeyance until a thoroughly competent clerk is 
appointed and the books examined and a balance brought 
out. 

Yours, &c. . 
SAMUEL HENRY, Collector. 

F. BUTLER, Esq., Commissioner, Hoba7't. 

No. 20. 27tlt 1lfarclt, 188•!. 
I THINK P. L. Johnston would probably be equal to. 

the duties if he had, say, six months more experience in 
the general work and routine of the office. He is not 
wanting either in ability or application. If you cannot 
appoint a thorough accountant, I would recommend Mr. 
Johnston for the position, say for three or six months on 
trial. 

SAMUEL HENRY. 
Tlte Hon. tlte Treasurer, Hobart. 

No. 21. 
Srn, 

Audit Office, Hobart, 7tlt April, 1884. 

I HAVE to request you will adopt the followino- system 
for accounting for the cash received by you as 5ol!ector 
of Real Estates Duties :-

1. The Cashier or Counter Clerk to receive all moneys 
brought to the office, but the entry in the Cash or 
Abstract Book must be made by another clerk, to whom 
the Cashier is to hand the demand brought by the rate­
payer before issue of the receipt; the receipt to be 
initialled by the clerk who made the entry and handed to 
the payor. When money is received by post, the entries 
also to be made in the same manner, and receipts initialled 
before being signed and posted. 

2. Books containing demands, receipts, and butts for 
record to be used ; the butt record to be filled in, and the 
receipt to l,e issued to the payor, immediately upon 
receipt of the duty. 

3. The Abstract Cash Book is to be used for immediate 
record of duties upon receipt in the column provided for 
the purpose. 

4. The cash to be accounted for by payment to the 
Bank for· account of the 'l'reasurer, and by forwarding 
the usual attested returns to the Audit Office and 
Treasury. 

I have, &c. 
W. LOVETT. 

S. HENRY, Esq., 
Collector Real E.•tates Duty, Launceston. 

No. 22. 7tlt Ap,·il, 1884. 
, To enable me to cany out the system indicated in the 
Auditor's letter of instruction (which I now forwnrd for 
the information of the Hou. 'l'rensurcr), it will be 
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necessary to have additional assistance. With everv 
desire to give effect' to the Auditor's wishes, it is not 
possible for me to do so with the present staff. 

. SAMUEL HENRY, Collector. 
The Hon. the T1·easw·er. 

SrR, 
Launceston, 22nd Jitly, 1884. 

I HAVE the honor to acknowledge the receipt per iV[r. 
Butler of your Memo. of the 10th inst. in reference to 
the alleged deficiencies in the Launceston branch of the 
Real Estates Duties Office, penned by you on perusing· 
the Report of the Auditor "respecting the deficiencies 
discovered in the accounts of the Collector at Laun­
ceston, the general mismanagement of the work of the 
office, and neglect to carry out instructions ~ven 
from time to time to ensure a complete check in 
dealing with the receipt of money," and wherein you 
rflquest "that the Commissioner will be good enough to 
require Mr. Henry to pay over to the Treasury by the 
25th instant £143 14s. 3d., the balance of the ascertained 
deficiency, after deducting the sum of £49 3s. 7d. which 
was discovered in the Launceston office, ,,. ,;, ,:, and 
that you may be furnished with an immediate report as 
to why the Collector has permitted the work of his offirre 
to be conducted in such a manner as to bring about the 
irregularities complained of." In connection witt1 your 
Memo. I have carefully perused and considered the 
Auditor's Report of the 28th ultimo giving rise to it. 

I have delayed my observations upon your Memo. and 
the Report in order that the irritation caused by such 
undeserved charges as '' general mismanagement,"­
" neglect to carry out instructions,"-" permitting· the 
work to be conducted so as to bring about the irregu­
larities,"-might be toned down before I entered upon 
my defence. 

Fortunately the facts are so incontrovertible that I 
shall have little difficulty in entirely clearing myself 
from blame : but irrespective of this, I beg respectfully 
to say that neither by the Audit Act or Regulations con­
nected with it, nor by any precedent conmicted with the 
Civil Service of the Colony, can responsibility be fixed 
upon the head of an office under circumstances similar 
to those in the present case. , The position is this :-I am 
the Collector, with a great many important .and onerous 
duties to attend to quite beyond the receipt of money; so 
much so that I am sure you will allow that I am not 
necessarily required to handle a single shilling that co:nes 
to my office; and some of which duties formerly not 
infrequently called me for days together to other parts of 
the Colony. An accountant is appointed without any 
reference to myself, and whose duties connected with the 
right of disposal of money are such that he is required 
to pay into the bank daily-not to pay to me-and this 
receipt and disposal goes on day by day, whether I am 
in my office or elsewhere. Under such circumstances, to 
l1old that I am personally responsible for robliery, 
inability, carelessness, or whatever else nmy cause 
deficiencies, is to say thi& : " 'Ne will give you distinct 
duties, and JJlace your clerk beyond your control; we 
will supply you with such clerks as we please, and keep 
them efiicient or inefficient so long as we ple::cse ; yet, 
although your hands are thus tied, we shull hold you 
responsible for what ma7, happen, just because you 
are the head of the office. ' The Collector of CnRtoms, 
the Manager of the L. & vV. Railway, and seveml other 
heads of Departments are just in this po,,ition. The 
Cashier or Accountant receives all moneys, and the head 
of the office never handles a shilling of it. Crm such be 
held responsible? I respectfolly say no regulation or 
precedent can be found for such a theory. Besides, I 
have very grave doubts as to whether the amouuts men­
tioned ~y you represents really lo_ss~s to the Treasury. 
Many, 1f not all, may be mere 01111ss10ns of entry. 'ri1e, 
money may be there, but the clerk, under pressure of 
business, may have failed to make the necessary record. 
'fhe butt of the receipt book is not to be depended upon 
as a true record of the amount in all cases where the 
receipt has been removed. The demand, the receipt, and 
the butt are all prepared before the demand is issued. lf 

. afterwards deductions and allowances are made, the butt 
will not necessarily show such deductions. 

The staff of the office has been insufficient as well ar; 
inefficient for the past two years. The work has more 
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than doubled. 'rhat errors and irregularities are the 
result should surprise no one ; it is but the natural and 
to be expected outcome of the circumstances. I find by 
a reference to my letter-book that so fur back as July, 
1882, I was drawing attention to delays and incon­
veniencies caused by want of clerical assistance in the 
office. I was Ro continually urgin(]' my clerks to greater 
diligence that I feel sure, indeed I know, I often created 
feelings of dissatisfaction and discontent, yet we coulcl 
never keep up with the work. • 

On the 13th November, 1882, I wrote Mr. Butler : 
"With my present staff it is not possible to have the 
work finished before the time named in my Memo." 
Again, in a letter to him of the 5th July, 1883, l)ar­
ticularising increase in work, I say: "I need not, I am 
sure, add any remarks to the above facts to show that 
the work of the office has increased, and is increasing 
daily, whilst the staff has been reduced." Then, on the 
other 17th May, 1883, (not to refer to minor references in 
letters), I wrote to him thus, almost prophetically fore­
shadowing the unfortunate events which have now hap­
pened. I -have only to reiterate the substance of my 
remarks to the Hon. Treasurer on this subject when the 
Estimates for the current year were under consideration; 
viz., "that this office cannot be carried on satisfactorily 
without another assistant to replace Mr. Atkinson, or, in 
the absence of another clerk, additional provision must be 
made for extra clerical assistance, otherwise the routine 
work of the office must eventually get into a backward 
st&te, and the natural consequences of an insufficient 
staff must follow. w- * "The work of the office has 
increased and is on the increase daily on this side ot the 
island, more particularly in the mining districts." Again, 
on the 25th of the same month I wrote : " Clerical 
assistance an actual necessity ; I see no prospect of dis­
pensing with it." Although I complained as above, and 
also at other times (for particulars see copies of my 
letters now enclosed) no increase to the staff was made, 
and the result was that there was a continual hurry and 
rush in the office. The books will show that hundreds 
of payments were made daily for weeks together; every 
man's hands were too full of work,-more than could be 
done,-yet correctness and regularity were expected; 

_and !--whilst pointing out the only remedy for this 
state of things by letter after letter, but without any 
result, being denied it-was still expected to be a 
guarantee against loss. Matters were thus from the 
time of Mr. Atkinson leaving the office until the retire­
ment of' Mr. King from overwork, in August of that 
year-admittedly the best clerk I have had-and de­
ficiencies were even found in his work. Affairs became 
much worse afterwards. Although I pointed out that 
his successor should be a competent accountant and 
possessed of a thorough knowledge of accounts and 
ledger keeping (vide my letters to :Mr. Butler of the 9th 
and 15th July, 1883), yet no such qualified person was 
nominated. Mr. King went away when his month's 
notice had expired, and matters were getting into con­
fusion for want of a fitting 1ierson to do his work; but 
delay aiter delay occurring, as my letters will show, I 
was at last forced to the expediency of suggesting a 
junior, Mr. M'Queen, in Mr. King's place, on approval, 
the work increasina and accumulating meanwhile. At 
this time things had become such that I was writing to 
Mr. Butler: "Please inform the Hon. •rreasurer that the 
present staff is totally inadequate to the daily require­
ments of the office, and unless additional assistance is 
immediately granted the accounts ancl books will, I fear, 
get into confusion and disorder. Every day's delay adds 
to the difficulties arising from an insufficient shtff"-(see 
my letter of 17th August, 1883). My anxiety at this 
this timE: is exhibited in my letters. l\fr. l\1'Queen uow 
showed himself quite incapable of discharging the duties 
hitherto performed by Mr. King. So early as the 7th 
January, 1884, I wrote: "More work cannot be done 
by the present staff" ,r.- ~' "I have from time to time 
pointed out that the work is increasing enormously year 
by year, and that the staff has been reduced in number 
and efficiency. The returned demands for duty arising 
from changes of occupancy, &c. number close upon 2000. 
As I have before stated, the staff is not equal to the re­
q 11irements of the office, and since the resignation of Mr. 
King it ha~ become every clay morn ancl more apparent 
tlmt 2\Ir. M•(~ueen, who succeeded him, b uot able to 
discharge his duties 8ttti8tiwtorily, and consci1ucntly 
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nearly the whole time of the junior is occupied in assist­
ing him. Mr. l\'l:'Queen is willing, but he had no previous 
training, and no knowledge whatever of keeping books 
or accounts, and he is sadly deficient." Notwithstanding 
my complaints, however, I am still left with an insufficient 
and incapable staff to carry on an enormously increasing 
business. On the 21st March, 1884, I again write : '' In 
fact Mr. M'Queen ought to be removed from his present 
position as soon as possible, as he has shown himself 
totally incapalJle of carrying out the very important 
duties of' his office, and, consequently, part of his work 
has to be done by others ; and this state of things does 
not conduce to the public interest, but rather the reverse. 
I the1·efore wish the matter brought under the immediate 
attention of the Hon. Treasurer, with the hope that 
an efficient accountant may be appointed as soon as 
practicable ; and I would desire to bring under the 
notice ot the Hon. Treasurer that, whilst doing all I 
possibly can towards the proper and efficient discharge · 
of the duties of the office, it is utterly impossible that I 
can do so to my own satisfaction under present circum­
stances, and I most respectfully request that my respon­
sibility may be held in abeyance until a thoroughly 
competent clerk is appointed and the books examined 
and a balance brought out." 

In the face of the above is anything more required to 
explain "why the Collector has permitted the work of 
his office to be conducted in such a manner as to bring 
about the irregularities complained of7" The numerous 
quotations show conclusively that there has been no 
"permission" on my part, but that I have been absolutely 
denied the means of preventing the "irregularities" 
continuaHy pointed out. I thought my letter of the 10th 
June last would have removed any impression that I had 
"neglected to carry out instructions." How such, an 
impression arose I cannot 1.hink, but that it should con­
tinue after that letter leads me to fear that my remarks 
have not been ca1·efully perused. To avoid repetition, I 
would refer to that letter again. When I took office 
there was no system of accounts for my guidance, and I 
had to introduce one based upon that carried out in the 
banking institutions of the Colony. That continued to 
be used until the admirable check system as suggested 
by the Auditor ( vide his letter of the 7th August, 1884.) 
Previous to the receipt of the Auditor's instructions, the 
Commissioner had, on the 19th March, 1884, sent an 
account book, " Demand Check Book," with instructions 
to enter all moneys when received. The book was 
opened on the 22nd March, in accordance with such 
instruction. Again, on the 3rd April, 1884, the Com­
missioner writes calling my attention to a Memo. by the 
Hon. Treasurer, dated 1st April, 1884, with instructions 
fo,r me to keep the accounts in the same way as those 
at the Hobart office. 'fhe' Commissioner writes: "I 
·understand the instructions of the Hon. Treasurer to 
refer particularly to keeping the' Demand Check Book,' 
which was originally suggested by the Auditor." The 
system, as I before stated, I adopted in conformity with 
the directions of the Commissioner two days after the 
book reached my hands. The " Demand Check Book" 
was condemned by the Aud.itor on the 7th April, 1884, 
·and I ceased to use it after that date, and adopted. the 
new system of the Auditor as before stated. Being at, a 
loss to know what instruction re accounts had been re­
ceived from the Auditor, I wrote to Mr. King,and bP-gto 
enclose a copy of his reply for your information. I now 
ask, can any 1nstructions either from the Auditor or the 
Commissioner, from the opening of the office up to this 
date, in reference to keeping the accounts, be pointed out 
which I have disregarded or failed to give effect to? Mr. 
King was Chief Clerk froni the opening of the office 
until the 7th August, 1883. He proved himself a most 
efficient clerk, but even during his term of office defi­
ciencies have been found, but no one, I think, will for a 
moment consider they were anything else than omissions 
during the press of business ; and had the staff not been 
reduced, and had been increased, as I was continually 
asking, these errors would not have occurred. Then, 
during Mr. M'Queen's term, was it the disregard by me 
of any instructions that can be named which brought 
about his defalcations, or did it arise from the fact thatj.1. 
mere office lad was performing duties requiring the skill 
ofa clever and experienced accountant'! The whole of 
Mr. M'Queen's defalcations, at least, would have been 
avoided had my suggestion in the first instance for the 
appointment of an etlicient accountant been c_arried out. 
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Simth Paragraph of the Report of the Boa1·d. 
Sixthly-That the duties to be performed were of 

a simple character, requiring nothing beyond ordinary 
organization, care, and attention. 

Seventh Paragraph qf tlte Report of tlte Board. 
Seventhly-That the working of the Office ex­

hibits a grave state of confusion and disorder, which 
bas resulted in considerable and unnecessary annoy­
ance to the public, an enormous accumulation of 
anears of work, and a sum of £441 Os. lld. 
unaccounted for. 

The foregoing necessarily entailed an undue pres­
sure of work upon the Colonial Auditor and his staff, 
and an expense out of all proportion to that incuiTed 
with other Public Departments. 

I by no ~1eans think it improbable that the hypothesis 
of Mr. Kmg, that receipts may have been issued· in 
error, would partly account for apparent deficiencies 
especially .when the great number of them is taken int~ 
consideration, and I still think that an opportunity 
should be afforded Mr. King to check over the vouchers 
asked for throuRh the Commissioner. ·with respect to 
the discovery oi money and stamps in the office, I would 
say that, from the time of the missing letters from 
Circular Head and other places, I have repeatedly urged 
Mr. M'Queen to turn out his desk and drawers, and 
ultimately the bulk of the money and stamps referred to 
was found in a private cupboard exclusively used for 
keeping the volunteer's uniform, &c. used by him. 

_If I have not succeedeq. in entirely removing from the 
mmd of the Hon. Treasurer the impression of mis­
management and neglect so repeatedly brought a~ainst 
me by the Auditor, I beg respectfully to invite a 

· thorough investigation into the working and manao-e­
ment of the office since it was opened, and I will be p~e­
pared to make good all deficiencies if such enquiry 
shows that the deficiencies have arisen from any cause 
other than the incapacity and insufficiency of my staff. 
All the irregularities named by the Auditor are traceable 
to these causes, and have arisen not,vithstanding my best 
efforts to prevent them, and my repea,_ted warnings that 
such would be the result of a too close regard to the 
economical working of the Department. · 

I have, &c. . 

Tlte Hon. tlte Treasu,·er. 
SAMUEL HENRY, Collector. 

The evidence will show that I gave every care 
and attention to my duties,-carried out every in­
struction received,-and I can honestly say I worked 
hard and devoted the whole of my time and energies 
to the work of my office ; I hardly· ever left my 
office from 10 A.M. until 4·45 P.M. every day except 
Saturday, when I left in time to leave by the 12·40 
train. The Hon._ Premier can testify that I was 
always to be found in my office, for he had to make 
repeated v.isits to me in reference to matters that 
required my attendance at liis office, and I could not 
attend at all times when he required me, and 
eventually was constrained to hand my interests to 
my friend Mr. Hartnoll to be done by him. This I 
did because I could not spare the time from the 
work of the office. 

Here, again, is a gross error in the finding of 
the Board. The reported deficiencies are not 
£441 Os. lld. as stated by the Board, as about 
£300 of this a.mount is accounted for by a return 
prepared by Mr. Hogg·, on 7th August, 1884, and 
forms part of· the evidence. This Return shows 
the total number of items outstanding for the year 
1882 (as per Retum made for the Auditor, dated 
2nd August, 1884) to be 1755, and amount of rates 
£806 lJs. ld., whilst the number of items out­
standing for the same period, as per Local or District 
Rolls, are 1189 items, and the aniount of Rates 
uncollected show £525 12s. 8d., being a difference 
of £281 4s. 5d., which the Board, notwithstanding 
the evidence to the contrary, has reported as a 
deficiency-(see page 181, Extract J., also Treasurer's 
letter thereon, 9th January, page 125). In reference 
to the £145 lls. Od., the amount mentioned in the 
Treasurer's letter, and considered by him to be 
deficient, I was willing to go through the books 
if assistance were allowed me-(see my letter to 
Treasurer, pages 125, 126) ; but that reasonable 
request was flatly refused-(see Treasurer's letter, 
last paragraph, page 128.) 

St. Leonai·d's, 14tli Januar!J, 1885. 
Srn, 

I HAVE the honor to acknowledge your communi­
cation of the 9th instant, in reply to my letter of the 
31st ultimo asking foi: information in reference to the 
extraord_inary and unwarranted action of the Government 
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i~ my wrongful dismissal, and refusal to pay the salary 
due to me up to the end of December. I thank you for 
the information contained in your letter as to the amounts, 
or buJance said by you to exist between the receipts by, 
and the payments out of; my department. This balance 
amounts to £426 16s. lld., made up, according to ·your 
letter, as follows :-£145 11s. "has been lost to the 
Treasury, and that there is an unexplained further 
deficiency of £281 5s. lld." This latter amount 
(£281 5s. lld.) has already been accounted for by a 
Return dated the 7th August, 1884, showing that 
amount as the difference between the Commissioners' 
and the Local rolls. I now enclose a copy of the Return 
for your information .. The original was made out by 
Mr. Hogg, and is amongst the evidence taken by the 
Board of Enquiry, and marked Exhibit J; a copy will 
be ±ound in the proper book in the Office on the date 
named. I am surprised at the persistency of the Auditor 
in treating this amount as in any way deficient, when he 
must know beyond all doubt or cavil that the Return is 
correct ; but it illustrates the old adage, "There are 
none so blind as those who will not see." In reference 
to the other amount (£145 lls.) which you say has been 
lost to the Treasury, I again unhesitatingly reiterate my 
previous reply, that if the rolls for the several years are 
corrected :md the totals taken and balanced with the 
total amounts paid into the Treasury no such amount as 
£145 lls. will be found deficient. I am borne out :in 
this belief by the repeated assertions of Messrs. King 
and Atkinson. ·whether the amount is attributable to 
errors or, as the Auditor states, the result of deliberate 
frauds, I most emphatically protest against the action of 
the Government in holding me responsible for such 
frauds. However, I am willing, if assistance be granted 
me for the purpose, to go over the books and to do my 
best endeavour to bring out a correct buJance. In: con­
senting to do so I desire to protest in the strongest terms 
against the arbitrary and high-handed decision of the 
Ministry. There are other queries contained in my letter 
of the 31st ultimo to which I have received no replies. 
I have now the honor to refer you to them, with a hope 
that I may receive your answers thereto as early as con­
venient. 

I have, &c. 
SAMUEL HENRY. 

The Hon. the Treasurer, Hobart. 

RETURN showing tlw Total Numbe,· of Items mul 
Amounts outstanding for each District, Police Rate, for 
the year 1882; compiled from tlte Issue Demand Bool,. 

District. No.of .A,nount. Items. 
ToTALNmnmn of Items anu 

£ ... d. Amount outstanding for Police 

Emu :Cay ...•.. lGG 83 10 8 Rate, 1882, as per Return of 
George 'rown .. 177 70 4 2 - 2 I 8 I 84. Compiled from Com--

Portland 245 116 11 2 missioners' Rolls, i.e., old issue .. 
:Port Sore1i· ···· 390 127 12 1 Items. A1no-unts. 
Russell ......•. 28 9 9 0 1755 £806 17s. Id. 
Selby .......... 183 118 5 7 1189 £525 12s. Sd. 

---
Total ....•• 1189 525 12 8 566 £281 4s. fid. 

SAMU EL HENRY, Collector. 
Real Estate JJuty Office, Launceston, 

August 7, 1884. 

I observe that no credit has been given for a sum 
of £4 5s. 3cl., the balance of Mr. M'Queen's 
salary, which has been paid into the Launcet3ton 
office, the receipt for the same I now attach to this · 
.statement:-

, October 24tll, 1884. 
RECEIVED from S.A.lllUEL HENRY, Esq., the sum 
of Four pounds five shillings and three pence, as per 
memo. at foot. 
£4 5s. 3d. F. FERGUSON. 

~ £L£ 
Mr. Stewart M'Qucen's salary for May.. . . . . . . . . •.. . . . . . . . . . . . . 5 3 9 

Cll. s. d. 
~o. 274. Blair, Dclorainc.. 2 G f Amounts received by ]\[r.} 

IH.2. Hnr1·ison, ditto . . 4 6 lI'Qucen not taken to nc-
llcswick, Cressy .. 11 G count, but subsequently O 18 G 

paid by )[r. Henry by 
- salary retained. · 

18 G 
£.4 :; 3 

F. FERGUSON. = 
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E·i,ghth Paragravh of the Repor·t of the Boar·d. 
Eiglitli~y.-That this condition of affairs bas been 

bro!!ght about bv the want of industry and intelli­
gence displayed· by the Collector, and the lack of 
official capacity (though needino- no special reference 
here) contributed to the faulty working of the 
Department; as evidenced (1) by his having failed 
to carry out the scheme laid down by the Audit 
Department in accordance with ,vhich his accounts 
should have been kept; (2) by his having allowed 
an enormous number of returned letters to remain 
un~ealt with; (3) by his having entirely neglected 
to mspect and check the work and books of his 
officers, especially that of the: cashier; ( 4) by its 
having been possible foi; stamps to the value of 
about £50. and letters containing remittances to 
nearly £20, to have remained undiscovered in his 
o~ce for a considerable time; and (5) by his having 
:railed to recognise in any degree his responsibilities 
as head of the Office. · 

Ninth Paragraph of the Report of the Boar·d. 
Ninthly.-That the Commissioner at Hobart has 

fail~d in his duty as liead of the Department of 
which the Launceston Office is a Branch · in not 

· pers?nall:y making. himself acquainted· ,;ith the 
details of the workmg of the Launceston Branch 
and insisting upon a proper system of clieck 'bein"' 
maintained, and the cu~-rent wor~ being properly 
done. Had he done this. the affa1rs of the Office 
could never have drifted into the state described . 

. We are not o~ opinion tha~ the attitude assumed by 
the Col~ector ~n any way mterferecl with Mr. Butler 
pcrformmg .tins most necessary portion of his duty. 

I deny in toto the finding of the Board under 
No. 8. I assert the evidence of Mr. Butler and 
Mr. Lovett also will show that all instructions 
received from either of them, and also from the 
Treasurer, were at once carried out to the letter. 
'l'hat I carried out the scheme of accounts by openino­
and by using the several books immediately they 
reached the office, the evidence of Mr. King and the 
correspondence go to prove. That the greater part 
of the letters and demands found unopened in the 
office were returned Police Rate Demands, which 
could not be enforced owing to the defective state of 
the l_aw, and the Act had to be amended the following 
Sess10n of Parliament. I pointed this matter out to 
Mr. But~er at the time, stating that the Police Rate 
could not be enforced, as the Commissioners' Rolls 
~ere no longer in force, and the duty by the altera­
tion of the law had to be collected upon the District 
Rolls. This change of the law will account for the 
sum of about £300, which the Auditor will continue 
to consider as deficient. The irrecrularities and 
accumulations of work were the natural outcome 
and consequent upon an insufficient and inefficient 
staff. This is my reply to the several findin"'s of 
the Board in this paragraph, and in confirmatign I· 
submit the attacl1ed letters. 

I submit for the information of the Committee 
the attached letter, received by me from T. B. Blyth, 
Esq., of Campbell Town, who is enabled to form an 
opinion upon my industry and fitness to discharge 
my duties during the time he acted with R. H. 
Douglas, Esq., as revising Justices under the Real 
and Personal Estates Duties Act. 

Foste,;ville, Campbell Town, 12tli August, 1885. 

MY DEAR Sm, 
WHEN I met you in the train some time ago, I was 

much concerned to notice your altered appearance arisino­
!'rom illness. I have no doubt/our recent troubles wer~ 
m some measure the cause. have long had it on my 
mind to write and tell you how sorry I have been to 
read from time to time in the papers of the treatment 
you have received in connection with the Real Estates 
Duties Department, and I have always thought the 
Government behaved very harshly.to yon in the matter. 
I am not fully acquainted with all the circumstances 
connected with the case, but I foel convinced that full 
investi15ation would prove that the irregularities com­
plaineu of arose from no want of industry on your part. 
My experience of you will not allow me to think other­
wise. During the time I was associated with you 
officially I had an opportunity of forming an estimate of 
your ~a1;acity for business. It is _true we often differed 
·m opm10n, but I have always said that I never met a 
gentleman who showed more zeal in the performance of 
his duties or more capacity for work than yourself. It 
was, therefore, with surprise and incredulity that I read 
the various charges of neglect and irregularity that 
were brought against you. Seeing in the paper that 
Mr .. Reibey intends to bring your case before the 
Parliament, I am reminded to write you these few lines 
a~ an expression of, sympathy, which, though tardy, is 
smcere. 

I am, &c. 
THOS. B. BLYTH. 

SAllIUEL HENRY, Esq. 

Neither this paragraph nor the following one, 
No. 10, requires any remarks from me. 
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1enth Pamgraph of the Report of the Board. 
Tenthly.-We find that, with the exception of 

Mr. Henry, no officer of the Department has given 
security for the due discharge of his duty. 

In conclusion, the Board having in view the 
g·ravity of the circumstances involved in this inquiry, 
considered it proper to afford Mr. Henry every 
facility in being present, in cross-examining wit­
nesses, reference to books, papers, and documents, 
and at his solicitation g·ranted him from its rising at 
I P.M. on Saturday, the 1st instant, until Tuesday, 
the 4th instant, at 2 P.M., to prepare a statement in 
reply to the representations against him, instead of, 
as is customary in such inquiries, requiring him to 
make an oral statement (if he so desired) at the con­
clusion of the examination of witnesses. 

We append the evidence, with the exhibits 
attached. 

The Hon. THOMAS RmBEY, M.H . .A., Chairman. 

I was relieved from-my duties on the 1st September 
and was dismissed on the 31st December following 
(4 months), and the Executive Qouncil directed that 
no salary should be paid for the period during 
which I had been relieved from duty, unless "you 
satisfactorily explain the deficiencies brought under 
notice." I have already shown that the Treasurer 
refused to allow me the necessary assistance to enable 
me to do so. My salary for the four months amounts 
to £100, but the T1·easurer has also kept back my 
salary for the month of August, £25, also my 
expenses incurred in waiting upon Ministers last, 
December, amounting to £6 15s.-particulars have 
been furnished to the Treasurer. My claim against 
the Govemment amounts to £131 15s . 

. ['fELEGRAM.] 

Hobart, I7tlt Decemb€r, 1884. 
Mn_nsTERS will see you at the Chief Secretary's Office 

on Friday, 3 P.M. Reply. 
W. H. BURGESS. 

S. HENRY, Esq., St. Leonard's. 
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