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ERRATA.

Page 87, column 1, fifteenth line from hottom—iead * horses worth £500,"” for ¢ five hundred horses.”

Page 197, column 1, twelfth line from bottom—read ** enure >’ for *‘ ensue.’’

Page 197, column 2, twenty-first line from top—read ** enured *’ for *‘ endured.”

Page 224, column 1, twenty-fifth line from top—read * ten *’ for * four.”

Page 226, column 2, twenty-seventh line from top—read *the old’* for ¢ his own ! country.

Page 243, column 2, fifth line from top—read * fivst three items’’ instead of the words printed.

Page 317, column 1, thirteenth line from bottom—read ¢ not** for ** but.*’

Page 324, column 2, eighteenth and nineteenth lines from top—read ¢ but every title must be endorsed with the
encumbrance, which, in future transters, would involve an expense,’’ &c., instead of the words printed.

Page 366, column 2, twenty-eighth line from top—read ¢ noue * for ¢ one.”

Page 391, column 2, sixteenth line from bottom—read ‘vecess’’ for ¢ session.”
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LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL.
Wednesday, 18 June, 1879.

Queensland Police in Victoria.—Mineral Oils Bill.—
Impounding Bill.—Conduct of Business.

QUEENSLAND POLICE IN VICTORIA.

Mr. Warse asked the
General—

Under which Queensland Act, or under what
authority of Parliament, have Queensland Civil
Servants, to wit, Members of the Native Police
Force, been sent, or allowed to serve out of the
colony, and placed under the direction and
management or guidance of individuals not in
any way Tesponsible to this Government?
‘What is the nature of the duty the said police
have now to perform? What precautions
have been taken by the Government to prevent
said Queensland troopers, in another colony,
from meeting death by violent means? What
pay are said troopers to receive from other
Governments for services performed? When
are they to be restored to the colony? How
long have they been absent from their services,
here? What services have they performed
during their absence from Queensland ? Lastly,
what expense have they been to this colony
during their absence ?

The PosTMASTER-GENERAL answered—

1. A sub-inspector, a senior constable, and
six native troopers have been granted leave of
absence, in accordance with clause 11 of the
Rules and Regulations for the Guidance of the
Police Force, and have been permitted to volun-
teer their services to the Government of Vie-
toria.

2. To act as trackers. .

3. The same precautions that are taken in
similar eases in this colony.

4. The sub-inspector and senior eonstable re-
ceive from the Victorian Grovernment double
the rates of their respective ranks in this colony.
The troopers receive £8 each per month, and
free rations.

5. Date not fized,

6. Since the 1st of March, 1879.

7. Unable to say.

8. Nome.

MINERAL OILS BILL.

Upon the Order of the Day being read
for the adoption of the report from the
Committee of the Whole House on the
Mineral Oils Bill,

The PosTMASTER-GENERAL moved that
the order be discharged, with a view to the
re-committal of the Bill and the considera-
tion.of a proposed new clause which he had
circulated.

Question put and passed.

The House thereupon resolved into Com-
mittee.

Clause 1—Certain mineral oils prohi-
bited—Schedule A.

Mr. GeecorY moved the omission of
certain words respecting the test mentioned
in Schedule A—Dby any officer or person
duly authorised by the Colonial Treasurer
who might for that purpose draw samples

Postmaster-
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from packages. He did so, 'he said, with
the object of introducing another clause,
the effect of which he would mention to
make his amendment intelligible to hon-
ourable members :—

For the purpose of determining the tempera-~
ture at which any such mineral oil give off
inflammable vapour any officer or person duly
authorised by the Colonial Treasurer may draw
samples from any packages containing such oil
and shall subject them to the test set forth in
the Schedule A to this Act or to such other
test as the Governor in Council may by regu-
lations under this Act appoint.

It would be obvious that his amendment
was simply to make the Bill more clear
than it was now, and to prevent confusion
arising from part of the first clause being
involved through the words being in paren-
theses.

Mr. MExx expressed his approval of the
proposed amendment. It would make the
Bill read far more naturally, and was a
much better specimen of drafting than
the original clause. There was an expres-
sion in the proposed new clause that he
caught—* regulations wunder this Act”—
which was ambiguous and needed modifi-
cation. He thought it ought to be more
specifie—* regulations framed in accord-
ance with the provisions of this Aect.”

Mr. Greeory said he would accept the
suggestion.

The words proposed to be omitted from
the first clause were omitted, so that it
should read as follows:—

Ou and after the first day of September
one thousand eight hundred and seventy-nine
all refined mineral oils imported into Queens-
land which may give off an inflammable vapour
at a temperature of less than one hundred and
ten degrees of Fahrenheit’s thermometer shall
be deemed to be goods absolutely prohibited to
be imported into Queensland within the mean-
ing of section forty-one of the Custom Act
of 1873 and to be included in the table of
prohibitions inwards and shall be forfeited and
destroyed or otherwise disposed of as the Col-
lector of Customs may direct.

New clause 2, proposed by Mr. GREGORY,
and altered on the suggestion of Mr. Mz1y,
50 asto read at the end— -
such other test as the Gtovernor in Council may
by proclamation in the Gazette from time to
time appoint,
was agreed to.

Clause 2, as printed, to stand 3, was
verbally amended, on the motion of the
PosTMASTER-GENERAL. )

Clause 8, as printed, was omitted, on the
motion of the PostMasteErR-GENERAL, and
the following new clause substituted as
clause 4:—

Any person who shall remove the words
“ Specially dangerous” from any package con-
taining mineral oil so coloured or shall sell any
such o1l without such words distinetly marked
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as aforesaid on every package thereof shall
forfeit a sum not exceeding one hundred pounds
And the whole of such oil shall be forfeited.

New Schedule A was amended for the
improvement of its phraseology, without
alteration of the sense, on the motion of the
PosTMASTER-GENERAL.

Schedule B was read.

Mr. Box said he wished for some defi-
nition of the word *package.” Every case
of kerosine imported contained two tins of
four gallons each, which comprised the
“package” ‘‘containing eight gallons”
deseribed in the schedule. According to
a statement of the honourable Mr. Thorn-
ton, the package contained two packages:
each tin was a package, and was fo
bemarked. That interpretation astonished
him (Mr. Box), as, in his understanding,
the package meant the wooden case con-
taining two tins, each holding four gallons

of oil. The schedule must be changed in
some way.
Mr. TrornTon: Every package of

mineral oil that came into the colony
and would not stand the test: would be
marked ;—the package, orthe tin, containing
the oil, and the outside case covering the
two tins. There would be no usein mark-
ing the outside package and not the tins ;—
they would only have to be taken out of
the case, and there would be nothing on
the tins to show that the oil was dangerous.

Mr. MEIN said he thought there was a-

good deal of force in what the honourable
Mr. Box said. His impression was that
the measure was meant to apply to every
package that contained oil, however small
orlarge its dimensions might be. It seemed,
however, that the mercantile practice was
to import the oil in packages containing
two tins—two packages within one outer
covering, There was no guarantee that
the tins contained the same quality of oil.
The Committee should legislate to meet
the character of every separate tin. Under
all the circuomstances, as there seemed to
-be some ambiguity as to the meaning of
“package’’—there was no technical meaning
attached to the word—they ought to define
it, or. the schedule should say that every
case or other covering containing kerosine
oil should be liable to be dealt with under
the provisions of the statute. His opinion
was that every tin case containing oil
would be a package under the statute ; and
as every tin contained four gallons of oil,
he thought cases of that desecription ought
to be met by the schedule.

The PostMAsTER-GENERAL: If the word
“eight”” were omitted and “four” sub-
stituted, it would meet the case. He be-
lieved that all mineral oil came to the
colony in four-gallon tins.

Mr. Mzin : That would do.

Mr. Harr: The difficulty might be met
by omitting from the schedule the words,
“pontaining eight gallons;” and allowing
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the Bill to apply to every package contain-
ing mineral oil in any quantity.

HoxouraBre MEewmBERs : Hear, hear.

The PostMasTER-GENERAL proposed the
omission of the words “ containing eight
gallons.”

Mr. GrEGOBY : Another mode of meet-
ing the objection would be to amend the
schedule to apply to a greater or less
quantity ”’ than was named.

Mr. Mzin: The suggestion of the hon-
ourable Mr. Hart met the case better. He
did not see that it was necessary to men-
tion at all the cubic contents of cases. All
that the Government were to be paid for
was for testing oil. No extra trouble was
imposed on their officer, whether the case
tested contained eight or eight hundred
gallons. The alteration proposed might
be an inducement to mercantile men to im-

ort oil in larger cases than at present;
Eut that was for the commercial publie.

The amendment was agreed to; and the
schedule was further amended, on the mo-
tion of the PosTmasTER-GENERAL, by the
omission of the words, “and so on in pro-
portion for packages containing a greater
quantity.”

The Bill was reported to the House with
further amendments. '

IMPOUNDING: BILL.

The House resolved into Committee of
the Whole for the consideration of this Bill.

Clause 4—

‘Where practicable all notices of impounding
as required by section twenty-one of the Im-
pounding Act of 1863 and section twenty-three
of the Brands Act of 1872 shall be sent by tele-
gram the cost whereof:shall be a charge on the
animals in respect of which it is incurred.

Mr. McDouveark said the word “practic-
able” did not appear perfectly clear. What
did it mean P—Within a mile of a telegraph
station ; or, what distance was the delivery
of a message practicable P

The PostmasTER-GENERAL : He supposed
the meaning was, that the most expeditious
means were to be taken toinform the owner
of the impounding of his stock—if the tele-
graph was more expeditious than the course
of post, in a particular case. The clause
might have been more distinet; but there
was no likelihood of there being a misun-
derstanding about it.

Mr. McDovgarr: It left the pound-
keeper to decide what was practicable or
not.

Mr. Mer~: The clause was vague and
contained an ambiguity which certainly
ought not to exist; because under the next
clause of the Bill the poundkeeper who
should fail to comply with the provision
now before the Committee would be under
a penalty. The poundkeeper might act as
far as his judgment enabled him to do
fairly; but, afterwards, the justices might
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say against him that it was ¢ pracéticable”
to do what he had decided could not be
done. Even if a telegraph office was not
within fifty miles of the pound, the justices
might decide it was practicable for him to
send notice. The question of practicability
had to be determined by the justices, not
bly the poundkeeper, and they were not
always the wisest of men. The difficulty
might be met by specifying that notice
should be sent by telegram when the tele-
graph office was within a definite distance
of the pound. It was for the Committee
to decide ; but he thought two miles, or a
mile, sufficient.

The Postuaster-GENERAL: There might
not be a telegraph office within a hundred
miles of the owner of the stock.

Mr. MEix: Then the telegram could be
sent to the nearest station, and thence by
the post. He was not wedded to the
clause; and he did not think it was neces-
sary.

Myr. SanpEMaN : Two miles was not
much of a distance in the interior, where a
telegram was often sent thirty miles to the
office; and, again, telegrams were sent on
by post.

Mr. Meiv: If it was the honourable
gentleman’s idea that the poundkeeper
should send a telegram thirty miles, that
was a reason for amending the clause.
His suggestion would impose on the pound-
keeper the trouble of going two miles to
send a telegram ;—the poundkeeper could
only charge the cost of the telegram. But
the clause was scarcely required, because
of the twenty-third section of the Brands
Act, referred to, which provided that notice
should be sent forthwith to the owner.

The Prmsipenr: If the policy of the
clause was adopted, he thought 1t would
not act badly, as was made to appear;
because it admitted that there would be
cases not practicable. But there would be
very few. If the man impounding cattle
had his expenses paid by the owner of the
cattle, he could always send a messenger to
the nearest telegraph office. Though it
might be a long distance, yet to persons
living in the country it was not so con-
sidered, nor did it cost a great deal, to send
a messenger thirty, or fifty, or even a hun-
dred miles. Besides, as the honourable
Mr. Sandeman said, there was the post.
He should not be disposed to alter the
clause.

Mr. MEIx suggested a proviso, to this
effect :—

Provided that the poundkeeper shall not be
under any obligation to send any such telegram
where no telegraph office is in operation within
three miles of the pound within which such
animals are impounded.

Poundkeepers were not commonly the most
learned or wise men, but it was very pos-
sible that, even in the absence of a large
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amount of money, they might possess more
common-sense than the magistrates who
would have to adjudicate upon the
matter, and it would be very unfair to allow
a man to run the risk of being penalised
in the first place, by incompetent men, when
he might have acted dond fide ; and, in the
second place, it would be unfair to impose
upon the owner of impounded stock the ex-
pense of a heavy telegram, which the pound-
keeper might under certain ecircumstances
have to go out of his way to send. The
Committee would act wisely in giving a
hint of the direetion in which the pound-
keeper could exercise discretion. The
Impounding Act provided that where the
owner lived not more than ten miles from
the pound, notice must be sent to him
by band; if at a greater distance, by
a registered lelter through the general
post. The object was that the owner
should have as timely notice as pos-
sible of the impounding of his eattle.
But the notice should be given in such
a way as to impose no hardship on the
officer giving it. Honourable members
must not overlook the fact that the person
who allowed his stock to stray, although he
should have consideration, was a person in-
fringing the law; and that all they had to
provide for was, that reasonable means to
give him notice should be provided. They
must do a fair thing, and avoid the pos-
sibility of injury to the poundkeeper. They
must remember that there was no provision
to pay him for sending a messenger twenty
miles.

The PostMasTER-GENERAL was willing
to accept the proviso; but he thought it
would be better to bring it into accord with
the Impounding Aet, and make the distance
“ten miles.”

Mryr. SaxpEMaN: Hear, hear.

Mr. Mz~ did not object.

By leave the proviso was altered, as sug-
gested.

Mr. Grecory said that practically, in
fifty out of fifty-one cases, it would be a
work of circumlocution to send a telegram
at all. Tn most districts the poundkeeper
might not be within ten miles of the tele-
graph office, while within five miles of the
owner of impounded stock.

Mr. ME1x : Then he can send to him.

Mr. Grrcory: The clause was absolute.
No telegram would be of any use, unless

it would facilitate communication between

the parties interested. In the case of
stolen stock which had been travelled fifty
or a hundred miles, he could see that it”
might be very useful ;—but the provision
might prove unworkable.

Mr. MEx proposed the amendment, in
the belief that it was the wish of the Com-
mittee that the clause should stand, and
with the object of making it just. If the
clause remained unamended it would give
rise to great difficulties.
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Mz, SanpEMaN advanced the considera-
tion that no menlion of the telegraph was
made in the original Aet, and it was now
much more extensively in operation than
in 1863.

The PrEsIDENT recommended that the
clause should be let stand. In the bush,
poundkeepers and justices were practical
men to settle questions that might arise
under it. The tlause would prove very
useful, and was sufficient to meet the
majority of cases that oceurred and that
were not wholly provided for by the
Impounding Act.

The PosTMasTER-GENERAL urged that
the proviso could not by any possibility
injure the clause but rather improve it.
What was wrong was, that he could not
define the word “ practicable.”

The proviso was agreed to, and the clause,
as amended, was passed.

Clause 5—

Any poundkeeper failing to comply with
any of the requirements of the two next pre-
ceding sections heveof shall incur a penalty not
exceeding five pounds.

Mr. SANDEMAN sald it was desirable to
make an amendment in the clause. The
penalty for neglect was too small. He
referred to cases in his own experience in
which valuable horses and cattle had been
impounded and subsequently sold, to the
great loss of the owners, by reason of the
poundkeeper having neglected to give
proper notice to them. The clause would
not be effective unless such neglect was
punished. He moved, by way of amend-
ment, that the penalty should be inereased
to “ten pounds.”

The PostMasTER-GENERAL was glad to
say he approved of the amendment; be-
cause he found that, under similar circum-
stances, it was provided by the original
statute that the fine should be ten pounds,
and he thought it would be well to have
the Amending Act in accordance with it.
Not only thaf, but the poundkeeper had to
make compensation for damage occasioned
by his meglect; and it was desirable to
i:él'sl‘lart a provision to the same effect in the

ill,

Mr. SaxpEyman: That was not repealed.

The PosrmastER-GENERAL: No. Under
the clause, as it at present stood, an owner
would not be able to recover compensation
if a poundkeeper should be guilty of
neglect which caused him damage. It
should be assimilated to the twenty-fifth
section of the principal Act.

Mr. Mriv differed entirely from the
honourable gentleman. The cases were
not in the same category. The twenty-
fifth section of the principal Act contem-
plated that if a poundkeeper neglected to
do certain things, active things—suffering
animals afflicted with contagions or infec-
tious disease to be in the same enclosure
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with clean animals, omitting to supply im-
pounded stock with food and water—where
the damage caused by his neglect was of
ascertainable quantity, he should make
compensation therefor as well as be fined
as mentioned. But, in the matter before
the Committee, the damage ecaused by the
poundkeeper’s failure of duty laid down
would be so remote that it would be im-
possible to ascertain its amount. At law,
he (Mr. Mein) was sure the court would
say the damage was too remote, and
could not be ascertained. If the proposal
was carried, it would be offering a premium
to owners of stock fo trump up cases for
compensation. .

Mr. Warsm said he thought he did
not misunderstand the Postmaster-General
when the honourable gentleman said he eon-
curred in increasing the penalty from five
to ten pounds? -

The PosTaasTER-GENERAL: Hear, hear.

Mr. WiLsg was sorry to hear it; and he
was surprised at the honourable gentleman
agreeing to any such proposition. He did
not think the Upper Chamber of Legis-
lature, at any rate, was the place where
fetters for the people should be forged, or
where fresh fetters should be put upon
them. He was exceedingly sorry to see
that the present Government were so ac-
cessible to propositions of that kind.

An HoxourasnE MEMBER: Hear, hear.

Mr. Warse : It was the bounden duty
of the Couneil, especially, to loosen the
fetters of the people, rather than to add
to their weight or inerease their number.
He was astonished to hear the glib sanction
given by the representative of the Govern-
ment to the proposed increase. If a penalty
of five pounds would not restrict an erring
or weak poundkeeper, ten pounds would
not. Why the Council should change
from their hitherto almost merciful
character to what might be styled a
“chamber of horrors,” he could not, for
the life of him, see. He trusted that the
honourable gentleman would not so readily
accept excessive amendments from certain
quarters. He had not hitherto taken muech
notice of the Bill; but he was now forced
to do it. Fe might say that he had a
strong dread of the Impounding Act, and
that, if he had his will, there should be
none in existence. Nobody should have a
right to impound. That was the feeling he
entertained ever since he became a Queens-
lander or an inhabitant of one of the
colonies. There was a far better remedy
than the Impounding Act, that could be
applied if the House chose, So long as
there was such a law, to be interpreted by
ignorant justices of the peace——

Mr. MEixn: Hear, hear.

Mr. Warsm: Or, some ignorant pound-
keeper ;—so long as there was such pateh-
work legislation as the Bill now before the
Committee-—to meet some particular case,
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or to pacify or propitiate some particular
member—he should protest against it by
his voiee and his action; for he objected
en toto to such measures. He should not
have taken any notice of the Bill had he
not seen that liberality of the Postmaster-
General, that kindness of disposition—
which might amount to weakness, in certain
.circumstances—that desire to serve or
please one or two honourable gentlemen of
the House, with which the representative
of the Government had accepted the pro-
posal for the amendment of the Bill in a
matter which might amount to & very great
hardship upon the unfortunate persons
concerned—it might be, upon the people of
the colony. He trusted that the Post-
master-Geueral would reconsider his deter-
m1nat10n,and allow the clause to reinain as
it stood ; because he thought that, in some
circumstances, the five pounds penalty
would be most unjustly enforced from the
poundkeeper.

The Posraasrer-GeNeran said he tho-
roughly approved of the principle laid
down for the Council by the honourable
gentleman, that the Upper House ounght
not to increase the burdens of the people.
He thought, also, that they ought to make
legislation consistent. The only ground
he laid down for supporting the amend-
ment was, that a penalty of ten pounds
was imposed by the principal Act for neg-
lect, with compensation for damage ;and,
that the Bill ought to provide similarly for
similar cases. He only wished to make
the Bill consistent in that particular with
the Statute it was brought in to amend.

Mr. Warsa: Then amend the other Act.

The Postmastee-GENBRAL: The Com-
Inittee must put in the increase in italies,
if the :;Lmendment should be carried; as,
otherwise, it would be a breach of eti-
quette. Though the Council were a co-
ordinate branch of the Legislature, yet
they would not pass any amendment that
they ought not to pass. With regard to
the one before the Uommittee, the honour-
able Mr. Mein could not quite understand
how a man might suffer to a serious extent
from the mneglect of a poundkeeper to
give notice to the owner of impounded
stock. He had known very heavy actions
for damage: through such negleet. Sup-
pose a_ man had five hundred horses
impounded, and he did not get notice
thereof, and the horses were sold in a hole-
and-corner way for very much less than
their value ;—he would suffer heavy dam-
age, and he ought to be compensated.
Poundkeepers required to be sharply held
in hand. There could be no harm what-
ever in increasing the penalty to ten pounds;
and compensation should be obtainable.
He did not make that amendment himself;
he only suggested it to the honourable Mr.
Sandeman,

Mr. Mr1y observed that there was. evi-
dence on this oceasion, as on every other
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oceasion when Government measures were
brought before the House, that great
changes were submitted to. When the
(Grovernment considered the advisability of
introducing a Bill and fixed its details, to
remedy existing evils or defects in the law,
they acted deliberately. The sum named
in ‘the Bill was inserted deliberately.
Either they must have had under their
notice, if they performed their work at all,
or they were ignorant of the fact, that the
original Act prescribed a penalty of
ten pounds, with the conditions preseribed
in section twenty-five. The drafter of the
Bill wisely left out any reference to com-
pensation for damage. In their wisdom, the
other House had determined that five
pounds was the maximum penalty under the
Bill for an infraction of its provisions;
and the Council would be going out of their
way to increase that burden on a portion of
the publie. On that ground, he (Mr. Mein)
was in secord with the honourable Mr.
Walsh. The question was not in the slight-
est degree affected by the remarks of the
Postmaster-General. It was singular, how-
ever, that the Government, before this, did
not take into consideraiion the fact that in
the original statute the question of damages
was provided for. As they had wisely
left out that provision from the Bill, the
House would act very unwisely to insert it.

Mr. SANDEMAN was surprised at the re-
marks of his honourable {friend, Mr.
Walsh, followed by those of the honourable
My. Mein, to the effect that the amendment
was an attempt to impose additional bur-
dens on the people. The House were not
dealing with the people, but with a paid
officer of the publie, whose duty it was to
do a certain thing, and who by neglecting
his duty might inflict very heavy damage
upon the public. It was an act of justice
for the public that he was now claiming
the additional penalty.

The PosTMASTER-GENERAL rose to answer
the honourable Mr. Mein’s statement, that
he ought not to amend any Bill which had
been introduced in the other House.

Mr. MEix: He never said so.

The Postvaster-GENERAL : He under-
stood the honourable gentleman to arguein
that way, and he rose to say that he did not
accept such an interpretation of the duties
he had to perform as a member of the
Council. If he did not approve of any
measure that came before the House, he
should accept an amendment proposed by
any honourable member. He would not
be dictated to by any member of this
House or the other House; but he would
endeavour, in ecarrying a Bill through the
Council, to make it as near perfection as he
could. Now, he reminded the House that
the Bill was notthe same as introduced by
the Government in the Legislative As-
sembly. Seeing that the Government had
accepted amendments in the Lower House,
which had possibly affected other provi-
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sionsof the Bill, he thought the Council
ought to take its details into consideration ;
and if good amendments were offered he
should aceept them.  He desired to bring
the Bill into accord with the principal Act.
He regretted that the honourable Mr.
Mein had applied to him the term igno-
rant, on more than one occasion since he
came into the Council. It might be
that he was ignorant;—it might be
that he knew more about some ques-
tions that came before the House than
he did about the strict legality of a clause.
He admitted that he received valuable aid
before from his honourable friend in
amending Bills which he had introduced ;
and he hoped Le should continue to receive
hig aid. But he did not think it was quite
fair that the honourable gentleman should
apply to him the epithet of ignorant.
However, he trusted still to be able to do
what he was bound in duty and willing to
do; that was, to maintain the privileges of
the House, and to make the measures that
came before the House for consideration as
perfect as possible.

Mr. Warsr : Those duties were imposed
upon all honourable members of the Coun-
cil, equally with the Postmaster-General.
He was sure his honourable friend, Mr.
Mein, did not wish to reflect upon the hon-
ourable gentleman; but he was bound to
say that the Postmaster-General was a
little too sensitive. If the honourable
gentleman was less sensitive. and would
bear opposition with complacency, he
would show that he had ability and that
he was not ighorant. When an honourable
gentleman nearly lost his temper, he laid
himself open to the charge of being—at
any rate, too sensitive. In aoswer to the
honourable Mr. Sandeman, he said the
House were dealing with the people. The
Bill really affected the people, from the
highest to the lowest; it affected towns-
people as well as squatters; and it was the
Postmaster-General’s duty to see that their
interests were protected. It had beensaidby
Mr. Sandeman, that the House were simply
dealing with the poundkeepers. Was not
a poundkeeper one of the people? Asa
protector of the people, the poundkeeper
was an important functionary belonging to
that class of whom the Postmaster-General
had hitherto been a strong defender—the
townspeople. If the Bill had been so
altered elsewhere as not to be recognised
as the Government Bill, it was the duty of
the Government to abandon it in the Lower
House, and not to allow it to be carried
further to be disfigured in the Counecil.
That was not the style of legislation that
the Council cared for; it would not con-
duce to the welfare of the people. There-
fore, not only because of the confession
made by the representative of the Govern-
ment, he utterly despised such patch-work
legisiation.

Mr. ME1y : Hear. hear.

[COUNCIL.]
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The Posrmaster-Guneran: The Bill
was not such a measure as the Government
would stand or fall upon; it was onme for
the improvement of the law towards which
they were willing to receive the sugges-
tions of any honorable member. He was
not aware that he had said anything caleu-
lated to hurt honorable members’ feelings ;
but if he had, he regretted it.

The amendment was agreed to, and the
clause passed therewith.

Clause 7—

So much of the fourth section of the Act 31
Victoria chapter 8 entitled an Act to Amend
the Impounding Act of 1863 Amendment Act
as provides that one half of all moneys which
may be received at any public pound for
the driving or leading of any animals im-
pounded from off unenclosed lands shall be
paid to the proprietor impounding such
animals for his own use shall be and the same
is hereby repealed

The whole of all moneys so received for the
driving or leading of anyanimals impounded
from unenclosed lands other than entire horses
or bulls shall hereafter be paid on the last day
of every month to the treasurer or other autho-
rised officer of the public hospital nearest to the
public pound at which such moneys shall have

-been received and every poundkeeper shall for-

ward monthly to the office of the Colonial
Secretary the receipt of such treasurer or other
authorised officer as aforesaid for the moneys
so paid to him.

Mr. SANDEMAN remarked that the reason
for the clause was that a practice was fol-
lowed by persons endeavouring to earn
money by impounding stock ; and that in-
stead of giving a portion of the fees to the
impounder, it was desirable to appropriate
it to the local hospitals., That mght be a
very fair and just thing in the more settled
distriets, where the distances between the
places from and at which stock was im-
pounded were not great; but in remote
distriets of the interior the clause might bear
with great hardship on persons who should
have to bear heavy expense in driving
stock long distances to pound. Therefore,
he thought fees should be given to persons
who had to impound from long distances.
He proposed, by way of addition to the
first paragraph of the clause, the follow-
ing:—

Provided that stock impounded in any
public pound situated more than five miles
from the plage where such stock shall have
been impounded from shall be exempt from the
operation of the foregoing clause and shall be
dealt with under the provisions of the fourth
section of the Act thirty-ome Victoria chapter
eight entitled &ec.

He should be quite willing to make it ten
miles. His honourable friend, Mr. Mein,
had considered the matter, and had shown
him an amendment worded in better form
than the one read, and that he was quite
prepared to aceept.

Myr. MEr~ said he approved of the prin-.
ciple of the amendment, in the interests of
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the unfortunate pastoralists, whom it was
said he was adverse to, but whom he consi-
dered entitled to the highest consideration,
which he invariably accorded to them ever
since he became a member of the Legisla-
ture. The amendment as proposed would
not run very smoothly, because the abso-
lute repeal of a provision was followed by
a restoration. Instead of the proviso of
the honourable gentleman, he suggested
that at the end of the first sub-section of
the clause the following words be added : —

So faras relates to the impounding of ani-
mals from any unenclosed land which 1s distant
less than ten miles from the nearest pound.

He further suggested, in the second sub-
section of the clause, the transposition of
the words “other than entire horses or
bulls,” so as to follow “animals;” and the
insertion after *‘unenclosed lands” of the
words—* distant less than ten miles from
the nearest pound.”

Mr. SinDEMAN was quite prepared to
accept the amendments.

The PostmasTER-GENERAL : He also ac-
cepted them, and he quite appreciated the
valuable services rendered to the House
in this particular by the honourable Mr.
Mein.

The amendments were agreed to, and
therewith the clause was passed.

On the resumption of the House, the
Bill was reported with amendments.

CONDUCT OF BUSINESS.

The Wrecks and Salvage Bill was read
a third time and passed, and sent down to
the Assembly ; and the Queensland Coast
Islands Bill was passed through Commit-
tee without amendment.

On the motion of the PostmastER-GENE-
RAL, the only remaining Order of the Day,
for the eonsideration in Committee of the
Election of Members during Recess Bill,
was postponed wuntil next day, as, he
stated, an honourable member who wished
to speak upon it, and could not be present
this evening, had requested him to postpone
the measure.

Hlections during Becess Bill,
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