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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 
Friday, Octo7JeJ• 22, 1880. 

1Ya.ys and ~Ioau~-.\doption of Rcport.-Goldfields Act­
Amendment Bill-committee.-::uars11pials Destruc­
tion Bill-committee. 

The SPJ<~AKl~R took the cha,ir at half-past 10 
o'clock. 

WAYS AXD J\IEAKS-ADOl'TION OF 
REPORT. 

The PHB:MIER (Mr. J\Icllwraith) moved 
that the following resolutions arrived at in Com­
mittee of \Vays and :i\feans be adopted :-

'rhat towards making good the Supply to he granted 
to Her ::\Injesty, there be I!Ollected and paid in lieu of the 
duties of Customs now levied npon the undermentioned 
articles, the several dutif s following, that is to say-

1st. Ou Acids } 
,. Boats An art valortm duty of 
" Leather 5 per cent. 
, Screws 

On Tallow } 
and A duty of Ji:d. per lb. 

St,earine 
0£;~[;/f~~s (_ An Excise duty of 10•. 

in the Colony J per gallon. 
On Spirits } 

Methylated 2s. per gailon. 
in Bond 

2nd. 'l'hat there he collected and paid on all Log 
Cedar Timber-the produce of Queensland-exported 
from the Colony, a dutY.- of 2s. per one hundred super­
ficial fePt, one ine.h thick. 

3rd. That in addition to the goods now exempt from 
duty under the provh-ions of the third schedule of the 
Customs Duties Act of l8i0, and :-chednle B of the Cus­
toms Duties Act of 187 -t, the following article shall 
also be exempt from duty and admitted duty 1ree, viz. 
hemp. 

Bill.s to give effect to the resolutions were in­
troduced by the Premier, and read a first time ; 
and the second readings were made Orders of the 
Day for Monday next. 

GOLDJ!'IELDS ACT Al\IENDMENT BILL 
-COMMITTEE. 

On the motion of the MINISTER FO}{ 
WOHKS (Mr. Macrossan), the House went into 
Committee to comider the Bill. 

l'reamble postponed. 
Clause 1 passed as printed. 
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~Ir. HAMILTON proposerl the insertion of 
the following new clause:-

1. Not,vith%-tanding nnything to the contrary in the 
Goldfields Homestead Act of 1870, any holder of a 
miner's rir;ht may, for residenee or businev;;~ purposes, 
applv tin form A hereto annexed) for a lease of land not 
excieding one-quarter of an acre ·wit.hin the limits of 
any township. The frontage of ~uch land to any main 
thoroughfare, creek, or waterhole, ~hall not exceed 
66 feet by a depth not exceeding 165 feet. Such area 
shall be marked off in a rectangular forll)., and in no 
instance shall its length exceed three times its bre!l-dth. 

No person shall be entitled to hold more than a,n 
allotment of land within the limits of any tmvnship 
under the provisions of the last preceding section. 

In doing so he said that great clissatisfaction had 
existed for some time past amongst miners on 
account of the insecurity of their homes. It was 
a great hardship that a miner who left his home 
for a few dav.'< was liable to find, on his return, 
that his dwelling had been taken pm;session of. 
~Iany miners rlesired, when they were not at 
work for a few rlays, to go prospecting, but they 
were often deterred from doing so by the fear 
that they might lose their homes. There was a 
clause in the present Act to the effect that when 
a man had marle improvements to the value of 
£50 he could have his ground registered; but a 
dwelling only worth £5 or £10 was as valuable to 
one miner as a rlwelling worth four or five times 
the amount might be to another. It was hardly 
necessary for him to say more, as the justice of 
the ame'nrlment would commenrl it to the Com­
mittee. 
. After a pause, 

The Ho~. S. W. GRIFFITH asked whether 
the Government intended to make any state­
ment? 

The MINISTER FOR WORKS : I have no 
objection to the new clause. 

1Ir. GRIFFITH said he did not understand 
this family arrangement. The clause was totally 
foreign to the Bill, and yet the hon. gentleman 
had nothing to say about it. 

The MIXISTER :FOR WORKS sairl a clause 
in the Goltlfields Homestead Act providerl that 
any miner or other person might hold forty acres 
of land as a homestearl, but there was a proviso 
which said that no application for land within 
the limits of any township or reserve should be 
entertained. The proposerl clause simply re­
pealed that provision, and limiterl the area to a 
quarter of an acre. 

Mr. GRIFFITH: What would be the rent? 
The MIKISTER FOR WORKS : The Act 

provides that it shall be not more than 5s. 
Mr. GRIFFITH said it appeared as though 

the Minister for \Vorks had framecl the clause, 
as he knew more about it than the hon. member 
for Gym pie. The clause was an entire innova­
tion, and, strange to say, it was exactly in the 
r;ame direction as a scheme which he (Mr. 
Griffith) had proposed the other day. That 
scheme was fiercely denouncerl by the hon. mem­
ber and the Minister for \Vorks; but now a pro­
position to precisely the same effect was proposerl 
by the one and accepted without a word by the 
other! 

Mr. HA::\IILTON sairl the clause was quite 
different from the scheme proposed by the hon. 
member for X orth Brisbane. 'rhe Bill he intro­
duced was to authorise the sale of land on the 
golrlfields, whereas this was simply a clause to 
extend the provisions of the Golrlfielrls Home­
stearl Act into towns. Rent would have to be 
paid for any lanrl leased unrler this clause, ac­
cording to the provision of thfc Gth clause of the 
Goldfields Homestearl Act. 

The MINISTER :FOR WOl'tKS said he was 
sure the Committee would see the rlifference, in 

practical application, between the two proposals. 
By the Bill proposed by the hon. member for 
K orth Brisbane lr,nd within golrlfield areas would 
be sold absolutely, the only right reserved being 
that of mining within certain restrictions. By 
this clause leases woulrl be issuerl which might 
afterwards fall into the hands of the Crown 
through abandonment, anrl there was no restric­
tion as to xnining. 

Mr. GRIJ:t'FITH said that to his mind the 
difference between a lease for ever and a freehold 
was very ,;mall indeerl. Under the 16th clause of 
the Goldfields Homestead Act, any miner might 
mine for golrl on leased land if the lessee clirlnot 
object, but if the latter objected the miner could 
call upon the commissioner to assess the amount 
of probable rlamage, and the miner was requirerl 
to deposit in his hanrls an equal amount. The 
proposal of the hon. member was in substance 
exactly what he (::\Ir. Griffith) had proposed, and 
he considered it to be a very good plan. It wa" 
strange, however, that the very same scheme 
should have been so fiercely denounced when 
he brought it forwarrl. It struck him at the 
time that there must have been some reason, 
other than the merits of the Bill, for the opposi­
tion. He was quite satisfied that the clause was 
a good one. 

The MINISTER FOR WORKS said he was 
quite sa tic lied with the clause, but it was very 
different from the Bill proposerl by the hon. gen­
tleman. 

:VIr. G RIF:B'ITH : Not in the slightest degree . 
Mr. MoLEAX said all the revenue derived 

from selections under the Goldfields Homestead 
Act was pairl into the Treasury to be placed to 
the credit of a board and expenderl in making 
roads anrl bridges on the golrlfields : were the 
homesteads under the Act also subject to be 
rated unrler the divisional boards Act ? 

The ::\IINISTER FOR WORKS: Yes. 
Mr. McLEAX sairl in that case the people re­

ceiverl the benefit of the rents as well as of the 
rates collecterl, and he did not see why the same 
principle might not be applied all over the 
colony. 

The MINISTER FOR WORKS said the 
amounts received for rents under that Act had 
been first paid into the Treasury and then handed 
over to a boarrl appointed by the Government 
to be expended on the golrlfielrls roads. That 
plan was arlopted to prevent any conflict of 
authority between the board appointed by the 
Government and the rlivisional boarrls. 

Mr. McLEAN sairl the Goldfielrls Act was 
passed before the Divisional Boards Act, and he 
thought that after the passing of the latter Act 
the rents ought to have gone into Consolidated 
Revenue. 

Mr. KING said the wear and tear on the 
goldfielcls roarls owing to the carting of many 
thousand tons of quartz annually was much more 
severe than on ordinary roads, and for that 
reason the rents received under the Goldfields 
Homestead Act harl been set apart as a special 
funrl to he applied to the maintenance of those 
roads. That plan had now been in opera1lion 
for ten years and it harl been found to work 
very satisfactorily. 

The MINISTER FOR WORKS said in some 
cases the ferries were a eource of revenue to the 
divisional boards. 

11r. McLEAN said in some .cases the ferries 
had been a burden rather than a relief to the 
boards, and some of them, he believed, had 
been closed. Whether the boards had a right 
to close ferries was, however, a point which 
wnulll lutve to be settled by the Government. 
It seemed exceptional legislation to provide that 
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in certain diHtricts rents should go to the clivi­
sional boards instead of, as in all other districts, 
into the Consolidated Revenue. The onlv funds 
at the disposal of these other boards were what 
they derived. from the land.. There were not 
many districts containing ferrie:3, and in rnm;t of 
those the ferries instead of being sources of re­
muneration were often a loss. It was a question 
whether the divisional boards hacl power to 
close a ferry, as it would stop communication 
along that particular roatl. 

Question put and pa:<oed. 
Mr. HA:\HLTOX proposecl the following new 

clause:-
Xo verson shall be entitled. to hold more than one 

allotment of ground ,..,-ithin the limits of any township 
under the proYisjou::; of the la8t precediug :-eelion. 

Hon. members woulrl see that the necessity for 
that clause was evident. lt woul<l pr~vent 
peorJle from taking up more than one hlock of 
land for speculative rmrposes. \Vithout it one 
miner rnight take up u. nn1nber uf allotnlE'llt:-; anll 
rent them. 

Question put and rmsserl. 
Clauses 2 and 3 passed with verbal amencl­

ments, and clause 4 and the preamble as printed. 
The CHAIR.::VIAX reported the Bill with 

amendments; the report was mlopted ; and the 
third. reading made an Order of the Day for 
Monday next. 

MAJlSFPIALS DERTRFCTIOX BILL-
00:.\DllTTEE. 

On the motion of the COLOXIAL SECRE­
TARY (l\Ir. Palrner), the House went into Com­
mittee to consider this Bill in uetail. 

Prearn hie postponed. 
Clauses 1 and 2 passed as printed. 
On clause 3 -"Interpretation of terms"-
:.\lr. X OR TOX moved that the words "to be 

elected. or" be inserted after the word " board.'' 
Amendment agreed to. 
The COLONIAL SECRETARY moved the 

omission of the interpretation of the term " dis­
trict," with the view of inserting the words 
"any district defined by proclamation in the 
Gazette for the purposes of this Act." The alte­
ration would greatly facilitate the working of 
the Act. \Vithout it the cattle and. sheep in­
terests would. clash. It was intended to make 
each district, as far as possible, a cattle district 
or a sheep district. \Vhere cattle predominated 
the district board would be composed of cattle­
owners, and where sheep predominated it would 
be composed of sheep-owners. 

Mr. BA YNES said the amendment would give 
great satisfaction throughout the country, and 
he was glad to see it introduced. 

Amendment agreed. to. 
Mr. NOR TON proposed to insert after the de­

finition of the word "marsupial," the following 
words : " or any other marsupial animal which 
the Governor in Council may by proclamation 
bring within the operation of this Act." In some 
parts of ]'\ ew South \V ales native bears were in­
creasing rapidly, and a great deal of harm was 
done by native cats, which were increasing very 
largely. 

:.\fr. GRIFFITH: Is the native cat a mar­
supial? 

Mr. l'\ORTON said. that what were callecl 
native cats were marsupials. 

Mr. LUMLEY HILL said that, although the 
native rat was a marsupial, the native cat was 
certainly not. 

The COLONIAL SECRETARY said he 
hoped the hon. member would not press his 
amendment, for if it was passed it would be 
simply throwing open the doors of the Treasury. 
On the :B'linders and. the Barcoo, not long ago, 
there was an irruption of rats. They were 
marsupials, and some wise Colonial Secretary 
might recommend that they should be included 
in the definition, and the country would be 
ruined.. l'\ative cats were not marsupials. 

Mr. KING sttid he hoped the hon. member 
would press his amendment. He (Mr. King) 
would like to see flying-foxes included. as well. 
People who cultivated. had as much right to be 
protected. as pastoral tenants who had. their 
grass eaten by kangaroos. If they were to lay 
down the rule that every man should take care 
of his own property that would be treating 
everybody alike. Dut when they saw that the 
man whose orchar<l was destroyed. by flying­
foxes had to be at the expense of destroying 
them, while the man who had his grass eaten by 
kangaroos had them killed off for him at the 
expense of the country, it was unequal. He 
hoped the hon. member would stick to his 
amendment. 

Mr. !YioLJ<~AX said that if flying-foxes were 
to be mcluded he himself could exhaust the 
Treasury in a very short time. On his own pro­
perty he coul<l bring them down by tens of thou­
sands 'vithout any trouble. He should be obliged 
to vote against the amendment, although, con­
sulting his own personal interests, he could very 
soon make a small fortune by it. 

:\lr. LUMLJ<;Y HILL said that to introduce 
such outside animals as flying-foxes and native 
cats was a perfect farce. The hon. member (Mr. 
King) said the man who cultivated an orchard 
had as much right to be protected by the State 
as the pastoral tenant who subsisted by 
his cattle and sheep grazing on the natural 
grasses of the colony. There was merely this 
tn be taken into consideration-if the pastoral 
interest was destroyed it would be a national 
calamity, while the destruction of the fruit-grow­
ing industry would not be a national calamity. 
He knew that in the neighbourhood of Rock­
hampton there were millions of flying-foxes. In 
some places the air was black with them. They 
could. be killed in any number in the scrubs in 
which they camped. If they were introduced into 
this Bill the fund for destruction would be literally 
exhausted in paying for their scalps. Although a 
certain amount of damage was clone by them 
to the orchards at Rockhampton that was not 
a matter of vital importance to the colony, 
because the colony was not in any way depen­
dent upon the production of fruit and vegetables. 
If they could not grow fruit and vegetables at 
Rockhampton they could get them from else­
where, but the colony was dependent to a con­
siderable extent upon the pastoral interest. It 
was to the interest of the colony to preserve the 
natural grasses as long as possible. The pastoral 
and mining interest together were the only two 
real sources of wealth to the colony. The gar­
dening interest was a very minor one, and. must 
take its chance. It was not an interest the 
consideration of which bore in any way upon the 
welfare of the colony. 

Mr. NOR TON said he did not wish to pref\8 
his amendment. The animals he had. in mind 
when he had proposed the amendment were the 
native bears. They were great heavy brutes 
who did a great deal of harm in gardens, be­
cause they noo only destroyed the fruit but broke 
clown the wood. He did not suppose that any 
Minister would interfere to include flying-foxes 
in the Bill, because they existed in such numbers 
that anyone in one month could almost exhaust 
the fund created for marsupial destruction. 
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\Vith the consent of the Committee he would 
withdraw his amendment. 

Amendment withdrawn. 
Mr. KING said the hon. member for Gregory 

had treated them to a dissertation upon the old 
subject-there was nothing like leather. The 
hon. member seemed to think that the squatters 
were entitled to every consideration, and that 
small cultivators were entitled to none. It was 
an extraordinary argument to say that because 
the number of flying-foxes was so great the 
small cultivator should receive no assistance 
in their destruction. It was the very reverse of 
the argument which was used in respect to the 
kangaroos and the squatters. In that case the 
kangaroos were said to exist in such numbers that 
some assistance must he rendered. Although 
flying-foxes congregated in large m>mps, he clicl 
not think the hon. member for the Logan woulc! 
say that there were more flying-foxes than 
kangaroos in the colony. Under the provisions 
of that Bill he did not hesitate to say that people 
might pay a large proportion of their rent by 
the destruction of kangaroos. In England the 
farmers were well content to kill the ground 
game themselves, and he thought to some extent 
the same state of things should exist in this 
colony. To test the feeling of the Committee, he 
would move that the words "flying-fox" he in­
serted. after the word "paddamelon." 

In reply to Mr. McLEAX, 
Mr. KING •aid he did not propose that the 

same price should he paid for the scalps of flying­
foxes as was paid for the scalps of kangaroos. 

Question-That the words proposed to he added 
he so added-put, and division called for; hut, 
there being no tellers on the side of the " ayes," 
no record was taken, and the question was re­
solved in the negative. 

l\lr. NORTO~ said he would move that the 
paragraph defining native dogs he omitted. 
Gentlemen who had been resident in districts 
where these clogs existed in large numbers had told 
him that where they proved destructive to sheep 
they could easily be destroyed by a few ounces 
of strychnine. There was no difficulty in keeping 
them under by poisoning, with an ordinary amount 
of care. There were a great number of people 
who were of opinion that native dogs ought not to 
he included in the Bill. Although they did harm 
in some cases, there were a number of others in 
which they did no harm whatever-in fact, they 
helped to carry out the object of the Bill by 
keeping down marsupials. In many places it 
was desirable that they should he allowed to 
exist. On some cattle stations they came in 
large numbers, hut they could easily be got rid 
of by a few poison baits. He had spoken to a 
great many persons upon this subject, and he 
had found scarcely anyone in favour of including 
native dogs in the Bill. 

Mr. BA Y~ES said it was an open question 
whether the dingo really did destroy the marsu­
pials. He had very much doubt upon the sub­
ject himself. He had had some experience in 
the matter, and the general opinion in his own 
district was that native dogs were a !great nui­
sance. He had often seen them running round a 
mob of cattle until they turned out a calf. His 
neighbours had lost great numbers of calves 
through the dingoes, and for his own part he 
would be very sorry to see them struck out of 
the Bill, although he WGnld be willing to alter 
the amount of money provided for in the sche­
dule. 

The COLO~IAL SECRETARY said he 
could not accept the amendment. It was a 
vexed question whether native dogs injured 
cattle. He could say from his own experi­
ence that he had heard of native dogs killing 

ea] ves, but that he had never heard of them kill­
ing kangaroos. If they hunted kangaroos it 
must be in very wet weather. It was of great 
importance that native dogs should remain in 
the Bill. They were repealing the only Act at 
present in force for their destruction. The hon. 
member for Port Cnrtis talked of a few ounces of 
strychnine getting rid of the dogs ;-all he could 
say waH that he himself had paid some hundreds 
of pounds in one year. ::'lro amount of speechify­
ing, however, would settle the question as to 
whether or not dogs killed kangaroos, but they 
did know that the clogs killed sheep and calves. 

Mr. LCLVILEY HILL said he intended to 
support the amendment. He had had a great 
deal of experience with native dogs. He believed 
himself that they killed kangaroos, or if they did 
not kill kangaroos they certainly killed wallabies 
by hundreds, and they were more clangerous and 
difficult to get rid of than kangaroos. He be­
lieved it was easy for a sheep drover to keep his 
run clear of dogs by means of poison ; and they 
did no damage upon a cattle station. He knew 
of some scrubby and useless country unoccupied 
by either sheep or cattle, and in this country 
the native dogs ahounded. If they were des­
troyed out of that country the place would 
become a breeding ground for the marsupial 
pest. The native dogs in these parts were 
unquestionably keeping the pest down at 
the present time. tlome of the worst grounds 
for the breeding of the pest were sheep runs 
where the dogs had been destroyed by poi­
son. Upon these runs not only the dogs but 
the eaglehawks were destroyed. Perhaps the 
Colonial Secretary would not allow that the 
eaglehawks killed marsupials. He had seen them 
killing marsupials repeatedly. It might be said 
that the eaglehawks should be poisoned because 
they killed a few lambs ; but he was satisfied 
that the killing of those birds and the native 
dogs, together with the recession of the blacks, 
had led to the increase of the marsupial pest 
to an extent which had cost the colony 
some hundreds of thousands of pounds. :For 
his own part he would neither kill dogs nor 
allow his men to kill them. His neighbours 
killed them, much to his sorrow ; hut he did not 
see why he shoulcl be called upon to pay for the 
destruction of animals which tended to keep 
down marsupials. The native dogs would not 
get more than 1 per cent. of the calves which 
were dropped upon a station in the course of the 
year, and for his own part they were quite 
welcome to that percentage as long as they 
continued to keep down the marsupials. 

:i\Ir. STEVE~S said his own e"perience was 
that dingoes killed kangaroos; but he believed 
they killed more padclamelons, which were a 
greater curse th:.tn kangaroos. He knew of one 
run in the W arrego district where the wallabies 
were very thick, and where there were no dogs ; 
and further down the river, in his own neigh­
bourhood, there were dogs, hut scarcely any 
kangaroos or wallabies. Sheep-owners might 
feel obliged to keep the dogs in check ; but he 
thought they killed far more than was necessary. 
The dogs did very little harm upon cattle sta­
tions ; and when they became numerous they 
could easily be kept under by poison. 

Mr. WELD-BL1JNDELL said they were 
drifting into a discussion between cattle men and 
sheep men. The cattle men wanted the dogs 
because they did very little harm ; and the sheep 
men would prefer to see the dogs destroyed. The 
question from a broad point of view was whether 
the dogs did any harm to the colony as a whole? 
He thought there was no doubt but that the dogs 
killed a certain number of marsupials, hut he did 
not believe they killed the large number some 
hon. members seemed to suppose. He had had 
some experience of the dogs. In one part of a 
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run he had a wallaby-proof fencP. The dogs ran 
along outside the fence, and could be killed there 
in numbers-he had killed seventy or eighty this 
year-but a very small number of wallabies killed 
by dingoes were found near the fence. It was 
greatly to the advantage of the colony as a whole 
that the native dogs should be kept under. 

Mr. KING !<aid the arguments used by the 
hon. member for Gregory upon this amendment 
were inconsistent with the arguments he had 
used when the amendment for the insertion of 
the words "flying-foxes " was under considera­
tion. The hon. member had previously talked 
of the importance of the wool-producing in­
terest; and to be consistent he must now admit 
that if the number of sheep were in any way 
diminished by dogs a serious loss must result to 
the colony. 

Mr. L UMLEY HILL said the hon. member 
for Maryborough seemed to think that he was 
an enthusiastic supporter of this Bill, but he was 
not. All that he desired, seeing that a majority 
of members had determined that the Bill should 
pass, was to see the measure carried 'in such a 
shape that it would be free from inconsistencies 
and of some benefit to the colony. He agreed 
with the hon. member when he said, in a former 
speech, that the squatters should endeavour to 
keep down the pest themselves. 

Mr. NOR TON said he wished to see the Bill 
passed, not beca,use he was personally interested 
in the matter, but because it would be of benefit 
to the whole colony. His own runs were free 
from kangaroos, so that hon. members need not 
be under the impression that he was personally 
interested in the passing of the Bill. He had 
seen the native dogs killing kangaroos. He had 
not only seen the dogs killing the marsupials, 
but he had seen them carrying the carcases 
away. That would account for the hon. member 
for Clermont not finding the dead wallabies in 
the neighbourhood of his fence. The dogs did 
not kill the wallabies for fun; they killed 
them because they wanted something to eat. 
The probability was that if a dog killed 
a paddamelon he would eat it up at once. 
He knew of many places where kangaroos 
scarcely existed at one time, but where the dogs 
had been poisoned off, and where, as a conse­
quence, the marsupials had now increased to an 
enormous extent. In a part of New England 
where he lived before he came to this colony, 
twenty-five years ago, there was scarcely a 
kangaroo, but the dogs had been systematically 
poisoned off as they came up from the head of 
the Macleay, and the result was that on several 
runs near which he had lived they had now 
erected yards for the destruction of kanga­
roos. He was present at a drive upon one 
of these runs not long ago. They were now 
building another yard upon the same run, and 
several of the runs were joining in providing 
calico for the erection of wings, so that when a 
raid had been made upon the kangaroos on one 
run the wings could be removed to another. In 
parts of the Burnett the paddamelon was a 
great nuisance. In one case a friend of his had 
been obliged to shift his station where the padda­
melons frequented the verandahs at night. A 
short time ago he went to the same part, and, as 
the result of no native dogs being poisoned, he 
saw scarcely any sign of padclamelons, and the 
country looked as good as when he first went on 
it. He (Mr. X orton) was quite satisfied that 
native dogs did a great deal to assist in destroy­
ing marsupials. 

Mr. DA VEXPORT 8"'id he sh'ould certainly 
vote for the amendment. 

~Ir. REA said that, in the many discussions 
which had taken place in the North oflate years, 
the universal OlJinion was that it was mainly 

owing to the destruction of native dogs that the 
marsupials had increased and become a pest. 

Question-That the words proposed to be 
omitted stand part of the clause-put. 

The Committee divided :­
AYEs, 7. 

:\lessrs. A. H. Palmer, "'\1.Teld-Blnndell, llaynes, Sheaffe, 
)!ell wraith, Hmnilton, and II. "\\'~. l)almer. 

NOES, 18. 
:\Ie'5sr . .:;. Stevens, Griffith, Dick:;on, l\IcLean, Garrick, 

RP:a, King, Davenport, Perkins, Low, Hill, .Km·ton, and 
La! or. 

Question, therefore, resolved in the negative. 
Mr. GRIF:B'ITH said he should like to know 

what rabbits had to do in a Bill to provide for the 
destruction of marsupials? The Legislature passed 
a Bill the other day providing that rabbits should 
not be kept, except in cage,;. Now this Bill 
proposed that the public should be taxed for the 
destruction of rabbits. All thttt a selector 
would have to do to acquire land under this Bill 
would be to take it up, breed rabbits upon it, 
kill them, and then claim to httve made the 
necessary improvements. He begged to move 
the omission from the clause of the two lines 
relating to rabbits. 

The COLOXIAL SECRETARY said that 
rabbits came quite within the provisions of the 
Bill, which was to encourage the destruction of 
marsupials and other noxious animals. It was 
not a matter of much consequence whether 
rabbits were kept in the measure, but he might 
state that the chief .inspector said that a great 
1nany ·were running loose. There were a great 
many running loose at Eagle :B'arm, and it would 
be better to get rid of them before they reached 
Brisbane and undermined it. They might bur­
row under the hon. member's new house and 
cause it to come tumbling .down about him. 

:VIr. GRIFFITH was understood to sav that 
under the clause a man could make a living by 
breeding and killing rabbit•. He might make 
eighteenpence every time a doe had young, 
rabbits having, on an average, a family of six. 

Mr. KING said there was an Act imposing a 
fine of £1 upon any person killing animals in­
troduced by the Acclimatisation Society. As 
rabbits were introduced by the society, a man 
might get 3d. for a rabbit scalp, and have to pay 
a fine of £1 for killing the animal. 

Mr. HAMILTON said the climate was not 
conducive to the propagation of rabbits. He 
knew persons who had introduced them several 
times for sporting purposes, but the rabbits did 
not propagate, notwithstanding that in one 
instance they had the protection of being let into 
a Chinaman;s garden. 

:\cir. H. W. P ALMER was understood to say 
that years ago the owner of Glengallan Station, 
Darling Dowl).s, turned rabbits out on sand 
rjdges; they died out, apparently, in some cases, 
but turned up in the scrubs. 

Mr. REA said that if hon. members would 
go to the southern colonies they would see the 
mischief that rabbits had done ; its extent was 
incredible until it was seen. 

The COLONIAL SECHETARY said the 
member for Maryborough was wrong in his law. 
Habbits were not protected among the animals 
introduced by the Acclimatisation Society. 

Question-That the words proposed to be 
omitted stand part of the clause-put and nega­
tived. 

Mr. NORTON said he would propose that 
after the word "run," in the definition of the 
term "owner," the following words should be 
added:-

On which not le<s than lOO head of cattle, or 500 
sheep, or cattle and sheep which shall together be e~ual 
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to 100 head of cattle (allowing five sheep to every head 
of cattle), are kept and depa~:<tnred. 

Hi" object in proposing the amenrlment was to 
exempt the owner,; of small areas who would 
otherwise come under the operation of the law. 
A great many people owned small 8elections, <tnd 
had not many cattle or sheep ; and he did not 
think it quite fair t·> tax them with the object of 
Cltrrying out the ..::\..et. 

The COLOKIAL 1:\EClU~TAHY ><aid he con­
sidered the amendment a very bad one. It would 
absolve from the ]myment of a,;,;essment the 
Yery men whom they w<tnted particularly to get 
at. It was notorious that on and in the neigh­
bourhood of re:-;erves and on cornrrwnage:::; rnen 
who did not own five acres of land depastured 
hundre<IH of cattle. The amendment would 
exempt them entirely. Then, again, a large pro­
portion of the cattle of the country were owned 
hymen who <lid not return themselves as the 
o\vners of more than fift~· hearl, and they would 
all get clear. Rather than such an amend­
ment should go he would withdraw the Bill. 

::\Ir. NOHTOX said he did not wish to force 
his amendment upon the Committee or endanger 
the passage of the Bill, and therefore he wouhl 
withdmw it. 

Amendment withdrawn by permission. 
:Mr. XORTON, in moving that the words "of 

;my mar~upial" should he inserted after the 
w<jrd "hea<l '' in the definition of the term 
"scalp," said he contended that one uniform 
price should be applied to mar,,upials, and that 
the rate per head should be low. L' nder the 
present system comparatively large prices were 
paid, and run-owners who suffered most from the 
pPst, and who in some places employed men, 
cleared the marsupials pretty well off their runs, 
paid >tll the co•t of doing .~o, paid the amount of 
;o~,ses,ment that thev were called upon to con­
trilmte to the fund, "and at the same time were 
,t] !le to make a profit. If his proposals were 
c>trried out, one general fund would be created 
into which all would contribute, >tnd from which 
the rate wouhl be paid. Such a system would 
give 1nore :-;atisfaction than the pre!~ent one. 
(~ue~tion-That the words proposetl to be in­

serted be so inserted-put and pas,sed. 
Clause 3, as <tmended, passed. 
On the motion of the COLOKIAL HECRE­

'l'AR Y, the following· new clause was sub,;tituted 
for clause 4 :-

In ever\' di~trict there shall be a )!arsupial Board 
'vhich shnil be ~mnposed of five owners to be elected as 
hereinafter provided. and all vacancies in such board 
<mused by death, resiguatJou, or otherwise, shall be 
filled up by the Colonial Se -retary on the nomil:iation of 
the board or othen'i"ise, but no such vacancy shall in­
validate any proceedings of the board. 

At all meetings of the board three shall form a 
quoruttt, and in tne case of an equality of votes, the 
chairman for tho time being shall ha'\'"e a second or 
casting vote. 

On the motion of the COLO~IAL SECHE­
TARY, the following new clause was substituted 
for clause 5 :-

Every annual election of member~ shall take place 
at such times autl place~ as may he notified by the 
Colonial SecretarY in the Gazette, and at all elections 
any ten or nwre oWners duly qualified :1s provided in the 
next succeeding section, shall meet, and having chose11 
a chairman to act as returning offic:t·r, :-;hall deliver to 
the returning officer before '4 o'eloek on the day of 
election their voting papers, each of ·which pavers shall 
contain the names of five mvners qu:.tlified as herein­
after provided, and the five ownPrs receiving the greatest 
number of votes Rhall he declared by the returning 
oflicer to be duly elected. 

Provided that in ca~e of an equality of vote~, the re­
turning officer shall give a L'asting vote. 

Clause 6-" Qua!ifiC>cttion of cattle-owners and 
selectors" -postponed. 

Clause 7-" Governor may appoint ho<trd or 
members in certain cases;" and clause 8-"Board 
shall appoint a chairman and secretary"-put and 
pas,; er!. 

The COLOXIAL SECRETARY moved the 
following new clause :-

On the firl'it day of January, one thonsa.nd eight 
hundred and eighty-one, and thereafter on the first day 
of January in each year, during the currency of this 
Act, every owner shall make and render to the nearest 
elerk of petty sessions a return in the form of schedule 
0 hereto, of all sheep, cattle, and horses pastnring on 
his run. 

Any owner failing or neglecting to make such return 
within one month after the time hereinlJefore required, 
shall on conviction, before any court of petty se,~o~sions, 
be liable to a penalty of not less than five pounds nor 
more than fifty pounds,; and any owner wilfuily making 
a false return ~hall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanour, 
and be liable to a penalty of not less than twenty 
pounds nor more than one hundred pounds, or, ~t the 
opti n of the justices, to imprisonment for any term not 
loo..-; than three nor more than six calendar months. 

j\fr. GRIJTFITH pointed out that in the case 
of a misdemeanour it would h<tve to be tried by a 
jury, and therefore he would suggest the omis­
sion of the words ''be deemed guilty of a mi.~­
rlemeanour, and." 

Question-That the words propo8ed to be 
omitted st<tnd part of the question-put and 
negatived. 

Cbuse-on being further amended by the sub­
stitution of "discretion" for "opinion "-put 
an rl pas;;ed. 

Clause D-" Assessment how levied "-put and 
negatived. 

On the motion of the COLONIAL Sl<~CRE­
TARY, the following new clause was passed, to 
follow the last new clause :-

g \·ery elcrk of petty ~essiom.; shall, within one 
mrmth after the elate of the receipt, h:r him of the re­
t '11'11~ referred to ill thP Jast preceding s8ctiOll, trallR-lllit 
the -.amc to the Chief In~peetor of Sheep, and any clerk 
of petty Ressiou~ who fails to trnn~mit any such return 
\vlthin the time requited shall be liable to a penalty of 
five pounds. 

The House resumed ; the Chairman reported 
progreHs, and obtained leave to sit again on 
1\Iond<ty next. 

In reply to Mr. GRU'FI'rH, tlie PRR:\HEn 
stated that the Government would go on with 
the 'H>tilway Companies Bill on Monday first, 
and afterwards with the batch of tariff Bills 
which had been sent down that morning. 

The House adjourned at forty-seven minutes 
past 12 o'clock. 




