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242 Mm•sl(,pials DestJ•l(,ction B~ll. [COUNCIL.] Sup1•eme Court Order. 

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL. 
Thm-.~datl, 11 NoremiJer, 1880. 

Supreme Court Order.-:Uarsupials Destruction llill
committee.-Railway Companies Preliminary Bill
committee. 

The PRESIDING CHAIRMAN took the 
chair at 4 o'clock. 

SUPREME COURT ORDER. 
The HoN. C. S. D. MELBOURNE ,aid that, 

in moving the resolution standing in his name, he 
would draw the attention of hon. members to the 
22nd section of the Judicature Act, assented to 
on the 9th October, 1876. The practice of the 
Supreme Court had hitherto been divided into 
two modes of procedure-one known as the pro
cedure under the Bills of Exchange Act, and the 
other as the procedure under the Judicature Act. 
At the time of the passing of the latter, the Bills 
of Exchange Act was expressly reserved; but by 
the 18th section of the J uclieature Act power 
was given to the judges of the Supreme Court tn 
repeal or alter the law if they thought necessary, 
and also to annul the procedure under the Bills of 
Exchange Act; and any order or rule promulgated 
by the judges, unless dissented from within forty 
days after being laid before either House of Par
liament, became law. This \Vas the first statute 
that had ever been passed giving judges the 
power, not to administer the law, but to make 
it. The rule to which his motion referred had 
been promulgated and laid on the table of the 
House on the 13th October last, and, as he had 
already said, unless it was dissented from within 
forty days it would become law. He should be 
in a position to show hon. members good reasons 
why it should be dissented from and should not 
be allowed to have the effect of repealing the 
Bills of Exchange Act. The latter Act was a 
summary mode of procedure for the purpose of 
enabling suitors to recover, in a speedy manner, 
judgments on di8honoured cheques, promis,;ory 
notes, and bills of exchange, and the practice 
was this : \Vhen the plaintiff issued a writ the 
defendant was not permitted to appear and defend 
unless he swore that he had a good defence on the 
merits and obtained a judge's order allowing him 
to come in and defend. 'The effect of the rule 
was to assimilate the proceedings under the Bills 
of Exchange Act to proceedings under the Jnc1i
cature ~<\.et, and to transfer the onus from the 
defendant to the plaintiff. If the rule became 
law and the plaintiff issued a Supreme CourJ, 
writ, it would be for him to show that the defen- · 
dant had no defence. He was surprised that this 
rule had not been noticed previously, and he 
regretted that his friend, the Hon. Mr. Mein, was 
not in the House to give his opinion upon it. 
Certainly it might not affect very much some of 
the residents of Brisbane, but it would very 
seriously affect the mercantile community in the 
country districts. If a writ for a dishonoured bill 
was issued at the instance of a resident of a 
country district, the plaintiff would have to 
swear that the defendant had no good de
fence, although it was impossible for him to 
ascertain what defence might be set out 
by the defendant. If, then, they followed the 
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practice of the Judicature Act, this would be 
the re•ult : they would find the plaintiff issuing 
a writ, the defendant would enter an appearance, 
and then a delay of months would occur in 
many case8. J~ven in a town which had such 
rapid communication with Brisbane as Ipswich 
had, the delay would be of several days, and the 
expense would be great to the plaintiff; but in 
the country towns and the northern towns, such as 
Ruckhampton, Townsville, Clermont, Charters 
Towers, and Cooktown, the delay would be 
much longer. It would be necessary for the 
town solicitor to draw up an affidavit, to for
ward it to the solicitor in the country or to the 
plaintiff, who might have to wait for some time 
until a commissioner of affidavits could be 
obtained-for, in some cases, there was no 
commissioner resident within fifty or sixty mil~. 
Then the affidavit was sworn that the de
fendant had no defence, and the plaintiff 
had next to apply to the Supreme Court for 
an order calling on the defendant to show 
cause why he (the plaintiff) should not be at 
liberty to sign judgment. That was a different 
mode of procedure to the one necessary under 
the Bills of :Exchange Act, and it would seri
ously affect the mercantile community through
out the colony if the proposed change in the 
administration of justice was permitted. The 
Bills of Exchange Act had worked satisfactorily 
for nearly twenty year!!. It enabled a plaintiff 
who held a dishonoured bill of exchange-which 
term included cheques anrl promi.,sory notes --to 
issue a writ, to sign judgment, and get speedy 
justice, for the only way the defendant could 
come in and defend was by swearing that he had 
a good defence. Then he would get the order of 
the judge, and he would run the risk of being 
prosecuted for perjury in the event of the verdict 
being against him. In 99 cases out of 100 the 
promissory note was given for a fair debt, and 
the person giving it should be bound to submit 
to the responsibility which the Bills of Exchange 
Act imposed. The plaintiff should not be 
compelled to proceed as he would under an 
ordinary action-to swear that the defendant had 
no good ground of defence, and ask the judge to 
make an order that he should be at liberty to 
sign judgment. The proposed rule would pass 
the onus and expense from the defendant to the 
plaintiff, and might lead to gross miscarriage of 
justice. He admitted that within the last six 
months a similar rule had been adopted by the 
Supreme Court of Judicature 'in England, but 
the circumstances of the two countries were as 
wide as possible. In England communication 
could pass from one part to the other in eight 
hours, but here it took weeks. He begged to 
move-

That, under the 22nd section of the Judicature Act, 
an addr~ss be presented to His Excellency the Adminis
trator of the Government, by the Legislative Council of 
Queensland, praying 1 hat the rule or order of the 7th 
day of September, 1880, laid on the table of this House 
on the 13th October, 1880-namely, Order ll. Writs of 
Summons anti. Procedure. &c., 3. No writ shall hereafter 
be issued under the Summary Procedure under the 
Bills of Exchange Act, 1867-may be annulled. 

The POSTMASTER-GE~ERAL said he 
must ask the hon. member to allow the debate 
to be adjourned. He was quite unaware until 
that morning that so serious a matter was coming 
on at the present sitting. Of course he heard 
the notice of motion given, hut he was under the 
impression that it was a formal matter. He did 
not think that any other hon. member under
stood what the effect of the rule would be. As 
explained by the Hon. Mr. Melbourne, it would 
involve hardship. He was quite as anxious as 
the hon. gentleman that :tny obstruction to the 
administration of justice in the outlying districts 
should be removed, hut he wa~< sure lhat the 

hon. member must see that the matter required 
consideration. 

The HoN. C. S. D. JI.IELBOUR1\E said he 
had no objection to the debate being adjourned. 

The POSTMASTER- GENERAL said he 
would move that the debate should be adjourned 
until to-morrow, su that in the meantime he 
might make inquiries and ascertain what the 
effect of the rule would be. He would be pre
pared to state to the House to-morrow whether 
he could accept the motion or not. 

The HoN. \V. H. \V ALSH said he would sug
gest, as the Presiding Chairman was the only 
other att0rney who took any interest in their 
proceedings that afternoon, that when the debate 
came on again he would descend from his chair 
and would do as other Presidents had felt them
selves entitled to do-give the House the benefit of 
his opinion on the subject. He must confess that 
the remarks and the explanation made by the 
Hon. Mr. Melbourne were to him (Mr. Walsh) 
gibberish, and he was in hopes that the Presi
ding Chairman would Bt once step on to the floor 
and show that the Hon. Mr. Melbourne was 
either right or wrong. 

The Ho:-~. C. S. D. l\IELBOURKE, speaking 
to the question of adjournment, said·he wished 
to impress upon hon. members that in the event 
of the Supreme Court Order, as issued, being' 
allowed to pass it would require an Act of 
Parliament to repeal it. It was consequently a 
matter of vital importance that hon. memberc 
should make themselves acquainted with the> 
order, so that when the discussion was renewed 
to-morrow they would be prepared to say 
whether the order should be annulled or allowed 
to pass. 

Question·-That the debate be adjourned-put 
and passed. 

On the motion of the POSTMASTER
GENERAL, the further consideration of the 
motion was made an Order of the Day for to
lnorrow. 

MARSUPIALS DESTRUCTION BILL-
COMMITTEE. 

The House went into Committee to consider 
this Bill. 

Preamble postponed. 
Clause 1 passed as printed. 
The POSTMASTER-GENERAL, in moving 

clause 2-" Repeal of Native Dogs Destruction 
Act"-said that as he had reason to believe there 
was some difference of opinion in the Committee 
as to whether it was desirable to interfere with 
the Native Dog Act, he might say that he was 
quite willing to have the clause negatived if it 
was thought desirable. It was first inserted 
because the Bill was intended to deal with the 
native dog as a marsupial ani:tnal, but the 
Assembly resolved to strike out all reference to 
native dogs, and he was inclined to think the 
repealing clause escaped attention, although he 
was informed by the Colonial f::lecretary that the 
Act had really been inoperative for a long time. 

Question put and passed. 

On clause 3-" Interpretation of terms"
The POSTMASTER- GENERAL moved 

amendments defining the term " district " to 
mean " any marsupial district constituted as such 
under and for the purposes of this Act." He 
made the alteration because he was going to in
sert a clause providing that the Governor in 
Council might, by proclamation in the Gazette, 
constitute any part of the colony a marsupial 
district. 

Amendments agreed to. 
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The HoN. W. H. \V ALSH said the term 
"marsupial" was defined to mean any kangaroo, 
wallaroo, wallaby, or paddamelon. \Vould the 
Postmaster-General be kind enough to say how 
these different animals would be recognised in 
administering the Act? What was the govern
mental description of them? Considering that 
twenty or thirty places would come under the 
Act, some definition of what the anirr.als were 
like must surely be given. Did they climb or 
swim, or run on four legs ? 

The HoN. J. TAYLOR said there would be 
no difficulty about the matter. The scalps 
would be received by the inspector or clerk, who 
would sort them out at the time they "·ere 
destroyed. 

The HoN. \V. H. W ALSH said he wanted to 
know what a wallaroo was. 

The HoN. J. TA YLOR : You know perfectly 
well. 

The HoN. W. H. W ALSH admitted that he 
did, but there were not three other members of 
the House who knew. If the interpretation of 
the word were to be left to an inspector, th,d 
help those persons who had to pay for the des
truction of marsupials. 

The HoN. J. I<'. McDOUGALL said the wal
laroo was found in rocky, mountainous country. 
It was, in fact, a mountain kangaroo of the 
largest size. The animal was nearly black in 
colour, and it was perfectly easy to distinguish 
it from the kangaroo. It would make very little 
difference whether the board were able to dis
tinguish a kangaroo from a wallaroo, because the 
same price was to be paid for the scalp of each 
animal. 

The HoN. F. ,J. IVORY said in his district 
the whip-tailed wallaby was ruled by the board 
to be a kangaroo or wallaroo, and paid for at !ld. 
per scalp. The animals abounded in great num
bers. They did no harm to the country which 
was depastured with sheep and cattle, and the 
district was consequently unfairly taxed for their 
destruction. They should not leave it to the 
boards to decide these matters. 

The HoN. F. T. GREGORY thought the 
safest plan would be to omit the word " walla
~oo. '' He knew of five varieties of kangaroos 
which were not enumerated in that clause. The 
best way would be to allow the "·ore! 
"kangaroo" to cover the larger description, and 
the word "wallaby" to cover the smaller de
scription of animals. He moved that the word 
"wallaroo" be omitted. 

The Ho:l'. F. J. IVORY thought kangaroo 
should be defined "the great or forest kan
garoo." 

The HoN. W. H. W ALSH said most of the 
terms applied to these animals were purely 
local. The word " paddamelon," for instance, 
was peculiar to Moreton Bay. As they went 
north the word ceased to exist. He believed it 
was derived from the blacks upon the Clarence 
Hiver. The word did not exist at \Vide Bay. 
There the word was spelt "paddymelon," but 
here it was spelt "paddamelon. '1 In Town8-
ville he believed the people hardly knew the 
word. The word " kangaroo " was also a 
strictly local name, and was first heard by 
Captain Cook when he visited the Endeavour 
River. It was not a southern word. The 
interpretation of "wallaroo " given by the Hon. 
Mr. :YicDougall was right as far as the southern 
portion of the colony was concerned. The name 
was derived by the X ew Bouth \Vales settler~ from 
the blacks who hunted the animal at the heads 
of the Hunter River, which were its habitat. 
He did not know of any portion of this colony 
where the wallaroo exi~ted. It WM the la''Rlf''t 

of the tribe of marsupials ; it wots of :t r[ark 
colour, and ":as not in any '\Yay injurious to crops 
or grasses. \\ hy these ornamental animals should 
be singled out for destruetion by that blood
thirsty Bill he did not know. The Postmaster· 
Ueneral woul<l accelerate the close of the sp•sion 
if he dropped the Bill. Jt was not at all snital>le 
to the atmosphere of that Chamber. 

The Hem. 1<'. T. GRE<iORY said he had been 
told by a naturalist th.ot the term ''pad<lamelon" 
was derived from theaboriginah of Houth-eastern 
Australia. 

The Hox. F . . T. IVORY suggested that thPre 
should be a uniform price paid for the scttl[JH nf 
all marsupials. ln one district an animal was 
known as a wallaroo, and in another as a kan
garoo or wallaby. 

The POSTMASTER-GEXERAL thought the 
objections of hon. members would be met by the 
insertion of the word "wallaroo" in the secoml 
line of the schedule, in which ease the price paid 
for the scalps would be only 3d. 1f they made 
the price uniform, it would either be too high 
and press heavily on the settlers, or would he ton 
low and destroy the efficacy of the Bill altogether. 
\Vhatever might be the origin of the termo 
"kangaroo" or "wallaroo, ., they were WE'll 1111~ 
derstood at the present time. 

The Ho:l'. 1<' •• r. IVORY said he could dis
tingnish the animals perfectly well. \Vhat war 
desired was that the hoards· should be made to 
distinguish them. \Vithin a week he ha< I been 
able to pay his own assessment by obtaining th~ 
scalps of so-called wallaroos. 

The HoN. C. R. D. 1\IELBOt::RXE sttirl ther•· 
'"ere skins in the office of the clerk of pett.~· 
sessions at Rockhampton which would slun,· 
how that officer had been bamboozled. ~ome of 
the skins taken to him were neither wallaroo, 
kangaroo, nor wallaby. ::\Ir. Dowliug, of Tilpall 
Station, boasted of h.oving manufactured scalps 
anrl sent them to the Yaamba office. 

Amendment put and passed. 
The Ho:l'. W. FETTIGHE\V said the defini

tion of "run" was not verv Hatixfactorv. AH H 
read, .onyoue who helrl la1ld for timlJer'purrH>ses 
would have to p.o~· for th<> destruction of aninmls 
which did him 110 harm wlmteYer. He wonlrl 
move that the words "held for pastoral or agri 
cultural purposes" he inserted after the wom1 
"land." 

The Ho:l' .• T. :F. ::\lcDOt::UALL said the ob
ject of the Bill was to utterl~· annihilate the 
marsupial pest. If the holders of timbererlland 
were to be exempt from the operations of thf' 
Bill, those area.s of country would become bre<'<l
ing grounds and defeat the object of the Dill. 

The Ho:l'. \V. H. \VALRH said he certainlY 
objecterl to the inhabitants of the suburbs ,;f 
Brisbane, who would have to trarel a whole day 
in order to see a marsupial, being taxed for 'he 
destruction of these anilllah. 

'l'he PO~TlVIABTEH-GENEltAL said that if 
the Hon. Mr. \V alsh referred to the 17th clause 
he would see that the ( iovernor in Council could 
dechtre any portion of any diotrict within a 
radius of not more than five miles from a town 
or village to be exempt from the operation of the 
Bill. He thought that the clause might he 
amended, however, so that it would read "any 
land not exceeding five or ten acres in extent .. , 
It certainly would be hard that a man P<'ssessing 
only half-an-acre should be compelled to pay iis. 
per annum towards the extirpation of mar .. mpiak 

'rhe Ho:l'. \V. H. \VALSH said it was nnt a 
question nf extent of land : it was " question of 
position, and people re~ident within a radiuo of 
five 1niies frrJnl a t•r\vn 0r villtJ,ge ,,~ere in nH1.ny 
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crrReH quite aR much benefited by the <lestruction 
of marsupbls-aml cnnsequently <mght to come 
under the operation of that Bill-as those who 
residen outside the five miles radius. 

The POHT:MART:EH-GEKlmAL said he 
coulcl not unt lerRtand the argument of the Hon. 
:\lr. \Vabh. If there were a district within five 
miles of Ipswich in which there were no mar
supials, the Governor in Council might declare 
that district exempt from the operation of the 
Bill ; hut that power would not he exercised in 
case of a district within two or three miles of a 
town in which there were marsupials. The Bill 
woul<l have to be administered intelligently. It 
,vas impossible within the lines of that measurP 
tu meet every case. 

The Hu~. F. T. GRJ<;UUHY said he thought 
that clause 11 provided a minimum rate whieh 
wrrs rather too high. The sum of 5>'. would be 
equivalent to fifty head of cattle, because the 
a>sessment was 2s. for e\·ery twentv head. It 
was har<l that the holder of a!t acre of land should 
have to pay iJs.-an amount equal to the aKsess
meut on fifty head of cattle. If people found 
it a hardship to pay a h. rate under the 
Divisional Board, Act, he did not know what 
they would Hay to the proposed rate under that 
Bill. He thought that all holders of less than 
forty rwres might be exempted. 

'£he Ho~. W. PETTlC:REW "aid he would 
withdraw his amendment in order that the Hon. 
:\lr. (hegory might submit what he collRidered a 
better proposal. 

"\..mendment withdrawn. 
'!'he Hox. F. T. GREGORY moved that the 

wor(l~ ~' exceeding forty am·eR in extent" he in
oerte<l after the word '' land." 

'!'he Ho~. ,V. PETTIGHEW said the pro
position of the Hon. :\[r. Gregory was a step 
in the right direction, hut it did not go far 
enough. There were hundreds of small selec
tors who would feel a tax of !Js. very considerably, 
am! they wePe asked to contribute to a fund 
from which they derived no benefit whatever. 
If they objected to pay a tax of Is. or 2s. under 
the Divisional Boards Act, from which they 
knew they received benefit, it could hardly be 
expected that they would con~ent to pay double 
for a thing from which they tlerived no benefit 
whatever. He moved as an amendment that 
''eighty acres" he inserted instead of "forty." 

The Ho~ . • T. R. TGRNER asked hon. gentle
lllen connected with squatting pursuits how 
many acres of land were required, as a general 
rule, to keep fifty head of cattle? The minimum 
rate fixed under the Bill was 5s., which repre
sented ahout fifty head of cattle; and he believed 
it would take between lOO and 200 acreH to keep 
fifty head. He thought the acreage shoultJ. be 
eonsistent with the capabilities of the land. 

The Ho~. C. 8. :ME I~ said under the Pastoral 
Leases Act it was prescribed that each square 
mile of country should he <leemed capable of 
earrying 100 sheep and 20 head of cattle. 

'fhe Ho~. ;r. TAYLOH said that only applied 
tu stocking country. 

The Ho~. ,J. R. TURNER said he should give 
a case in point. He had eighty-five acres of 
land which was cleared, and he hrrd the utmost 
difficulty in keeping thirty head of cattle on it. 
He thought 160 acres would be nearer the mark 
to carry fifty head of cattle. 

The PORT:\fARTEH-GEXEHAL said it was 
pointed out in the other House when this matter 
was under consideration that small selectors 
were the men who derivecl the most advantage 
from the Dperation of the ~farsupial Act, because 
they filled up t.heir spar" tinw in killing nwrsw 

pials. It was certainly hard that those who 
benefited both directly and innirectly from the 
operation of the Act should not contribute in 
any way to the expenses of it. That was the 
reason why the Act was intended by the other 
House to apply to small holders. .1 

The HoN. C. S. MEIN said the Hon. Mr. 
Taylor was wrong in his statement with regard 
to the Pastoral Leases Act. The 23rd section 
provided that each square mile of country should 
be deemed capable of carrying 100 sheep and 20 
head of cattle; and the 26th section provided that 
runs should be stocked to the extent of one-fourth 
of their grazing capabilities, as defined by section 
23, so that a man had to keep on his run five head 
of cattle or twenty-five head of sheep per square 
mile. There was nothing in the Postmaster
General's argument with regard to the reason 
why the Bill was made to apply to the 
small selectors, because, in the subsequent 
portion of the Act, the public generally con
tributed an equal amount to the contributions to 
the stock-owners ; and although the country 
would undoubtedly reap indirect advantage• 
from the prosperity of stock-owners, still, at the 
same time, those stock-owners were by far the 
largest gainGrs, and therefore he did not think 
they should ask small holders to tax them
selves for their benefit. He thought the limit 
shouln be fixed at 160 acres. 

'£he Ho~. W. PETTIC:HEW withdrew his 
amendment. 

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL said an
other object in not fixing any limit as to the 
size of holdings was that in various parts of 
the colony there were small holders of five, 
ten, and twenty acres, who kept large numbers 
of stock depastnred on the public reserves, and 
these men would escape almost entirely if the 
area was fixed at 160 acres. That was the argu
ment used, but he did not say it was a sound 
one, because those persons would come under 
other portions of the Act. 

The Ho:!)l. C. S. MEIN moved that the word 
"forty" in :Mr. Gregory's amendment, he omitted 
with a view of inserting " 160." 

The HoN. F. '1'. GREGORY said he should 
be compellen to oppose the amendment on these 
grounds. In many nistricts, if they excluded 
holders of 160 acres from having to pay, they 
should not be calling upon those who really de
rived the largest amount of benefit from the opera
tion of the Act. Proportionate to their hold
ings, those persons derived a great deal more 
benefit from the Act than the pastoral les
sees, simply because they were dependent upon 
their small holdings for the cattle they had, 
and in many instances their fences were not 
sufficient to protect them against the ravages 
of marsupials. He thought that where a man 
held just sufficient land to derive a clear and 
tangible henefit he should join in paying assess
ment for the destruction of this pest. In naming 
forty acres he had gone to the maximum that he 
thought could be fixed with justice. 

The HoN. C. S. :MEIX said no doubt the hon. 
gentleman was consistent. He was not a friend 
of the small holders, and had never proved him
self to be •uch. 

The HoN. F. T. GREGORY : I deny it. 

The HoN. C. S. MEIN said the hon. gentle
man was one who, when the Crown Lands Act 
of 187G was passed, strongly resisted any attempt 
to throw out an amendment which was intro
duced for the purpose of practically compelling 
selectors to fence-in their selections before thev 
sold a grain of corn, or wheat, or anv other agri
cultural produce whatever. Under that Act the 
~Alc;~t.or was in0apable 0f impounding pastor' 
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alists' stock unless his holding was securely fenced, 
thereby practically driving all farmers to fence at 
the outset oftheir tenure. If they wanted to pro
tect their farms or agricultural produce from de
struction by their neighbours' stock they had to 
fence it in; and in view of that fact, so far as the 
selectors under the Act of 1876 were concerned 
they would not get the slightest benefit from thi~ 
Act. Where they were agriculturists the Hon. Mr. 
Gregory's contention could not possibly apply, 
because they were hound to fence their selections 
to protect themselves from the ravages of their 
neighbours' stock. In fact, this Bill was not in
troduced for the benefit of agriculturists. There 
had been no outcry on the part of the agricultu
rists that their farms were being destroyed by the 
ravages of marsupials; hut the outcry came 
from the western and north-western squatters, 
who asked v~ry liberal terms-in fact, that they 
should be g'lVen the land for next to nothing to 
justify them in borrowing money and fencing 
their runs. There was sufficient self-reliance on 
the part of agriculturists, and there was no neces
sity to introduce this Bill on their behalf. 
He held that it was most unfair that they should 
compel persons who did not derive the least 
advantage from the Bill, and who were largely 
taxed for local improvements in the shape of 
roads and bridges, to contribute to that which 
could not possibly benefit them. The inclination 
in his mind was that the Bill should he confined to 
pastoralists only, but he would not move that · 
he should merely insist upon his amendment. ' 

The HoN. F. T. GREGORY said that if they 
were to take thehon. gentleman at his word they 
would have to believe him guilty of an amount 
of ignorance which no man who had resided so 
long in the colony could possibly be given credit 
for, and he (Mr. Gregory) did not give him 
credit for it. The hon. gentleman started by 
saying that selectors were obliged to fence to 
keep their neighbours' cattle out, and conse
quently kept marsupials out ; hut he would 
ask the hon. gentleman had he ever seen a 
fence except a regular wallaby-proof fence, such 
as were erected by pastoralists and agricul
turists, that would keep kangaroos and walla
bies out? As for the rest of his remarks 
as regarded his (Mr. Gregory's) persistent and 
consistent opposition to small holders, he could 
answer the hon. g.entlem:;tn pretty strongly when 
the proper occaswn arnved, and when it was 
I'elevant to the subject before the House; but 
when introduced at a time not relevant he should 
not waste the time of the Committee by doing so. 
If he had time to impute motives, he could show 
that the hon. gentleman was simply speaking to 
the public and not to that House, and hoped, no 
doubt, to gain considerable credit as being the 
defender of the poor man. 

The POSTMASTJ<}R-GENERAL hoped the 
amendment for 160 acres would not he persisted 
in. If the Committee were of opinion that the 
tax would press too heavily on the small holders 
th.e . difficulty could be met by altering th~ 
mm1mum rate of 5s., as fixed in clause 11, 'to 
2s. 6d. or less. Compared with the rat("s under 
the Divisional Boards Act, 5s. did seem 
rather a high assessment. He thought that 
alteration and fixing the area at forty acres 
would meet the case. He was sure the other 
House would take umbrage at fixing it at 160 
acres. So far as small selectors were concerned 
he knew some in the neighbourhood of Rock~ 
hampton who were the most ardent supporters 
of the Marsupial Act, and he was satisfied that a 
great many small men appreciated the operation 
of it. 

The HoN. C. S. D. MELBOURNE contended 
that it was unfair to tax both directly and in
directly :persons who derived no benefit from the 

Act, and pointed out that the proper course Wail 

to fix the minimum area of a run or to make 
every per"on pay according to the number of 
cattle he held. 

1'he Ho~ . • T. :F. McDOl'l+ALL NJ.id he be
lieved that if all the men were polled in the 
marsupial districts there was not one who would 
object to a minimum rate of 5s. as providecl in 
the Bill. If they were asked whether they would 
prefer to ha \'e the Act or be without it he was 
satisfi~d they would say by all means let them 
have It, bec:mse a great many of them made a 
good living by destroying marsupials. 

The Ho~. W. PETTIGimw did not denv 
what the last speaker said, hut he would poil1t 
out that there were other district:; where there 
were no marsupials, and this law would apply to 
them as well as to those who residecl in marsupial 
country, and they would have to pay double. 
They would not only have to pay a direct tax 
but an indirect one, which was most objection
able. He thought the people who were injured 
by marsupials should tax themselves and not ask 
tho~e who were not affected by them to pay for 
the1r destruction. He objected most decidedly 
to those who were not to be benefited by thfs 
measure being taxed. ' 

Question-That the word "forty " in .1\:Ir 
Gregory's amendment, be omitted-p;1t and th~ 
Committee divided:- ' 

COXTE:\iT:l, 10. 

The Hons. W. Aplin, J. C. Foote, J. Swan, C. S. ::llein, 
C. H. Buzacott. C. S. D. Melbourne, J. Cowlishaw. 
J. S. Turner, W. D. Box, and W.Pettigrcw. 

NoN-CONTENTs, 6. 

The Hons. J. Taylor, F. T. Gregory, J. F. McDougall, 
W. H. Walsh, W. F. Lambert, ancl W. Graham. 

Resolved in the affirmative. 
The POST::VIASTER-GENERAL said that 

before the amendment was put for the insertio~ 
of the words "160 acres," he should like to point 
out that, as he read the 11th clause, if the amend
ment was agree<i to, the man who. had stock but 
held less than 160 acres would not he required 
to pa}' . any assessi;nent, although more than 
the mmimum quantity of stock mentioned in the 
11th clause might he pastured upon the land. The 
11th clause fixed the minimum rate of assessment 
and said, "Such assessment shall be paid by each 
owner upon the actual number of sheep and 
cattle pastured by him on his run." If however 
"160 acres'' were inserted, it would' not be ~ 
"nm" within the meaning of the interpretation 
clause. He would suggest that it would be n 
very fair compromise to insert "ei~hty acres" as 
the minimum size which would c.;'me under the 
operation of the Hill. It woulrl protect all th~ 
small homestead holders. 
. The HoN_ C .. S. MEIN said he was quite wil

ling to accept e~ghty acres as the minimum hut 
h~ s!wuld ask the House, subsequently, to fi~ the 
nnmmum assessment on any run at 2s. 6d. in
stead of 5s., as proposed in the 11th clause. His 
object was to protect those who had no stock. 
The man who ha.d stock should pay an as•ess
ment. A man m1ght not hold more than fiw 
acres, and yet own a lot of stock, which he pas
tu red upon the public commons, and he ought to 
pay. an a~sessmen.t. He thought this was a con
vement time to d1scuss the question whether they 
should not make some provision for the destruc
tion of native dogs. 

The Ho~. \V: H. "\V ALSH said, if they were 
to carry on the1r business in a proper manner, the 
Hm.l. :i\Ir. Meil~ was not in o_rder in rliscnssing the 
subJect of nat1ve dogs, for It had been disposed 
of by the passing of clause 2. 

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL said that if 
the Hon. Mr. :Mein were proposing to restore thP 
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Act which was repealed then he would be out of 
order, but he was not out of order in suggesting 
that the native dog should be included in the 
O]Jerations of the Bill, which was entirely distinct 
from the Native Dog Act. Seeing, however, 
that the other House had decided not to include 
the native dog, it would be hardly judicious for 
the Committee to make the provision suggested. 

The HoN. C. S. MEIN ~aid it was quite com
petent for the Committee to make provision for 
the destruction of other noxious animals bEsides 
those mentioned in the Bill ; he was perfectly in 
order in suggesting that some provision should be 
made respecting the native clog, and the Hon. 
.VIr. \V alsh knew it. However, it would be best 
to first dispose of the amendment before the 
Committee, and to refer to the native dog after
wards. 

After some further discussion, 
Que.-.tion-That the blank in the Hon. Mr. 

Oregory's unwndment be filled up by the 
insertion of the words "eighty acres "-put 
<md passed. 

The Ho:-~. C. S. D. MELBOURNE said that, 
before the cluuse, as amended, was put he 
would ask the Postmaster-General whether it 
would not he better to chunge the phraseology 
of the clause so far as the definition of the 
word " owner" wus concerned. The term 
1

' owner ') n1eant the owner, proprietor, or 
person for the time being in possession, churge, 
or occupation of a run. The person who was 
in charge or possession of a run would con
~equently come within the operation of the 
fifth clause, which had reference to the election 
of the board, and also within the operation 
of the clames respecting the recovery of 
forfeitures and penalties for breaches of the Act. 
The Bill in its present form would lead to litiga
tion and misc:trriage of justice. He hoped the 
Pontmaster-General would see his way clear to 
make the definition harmonise with the provi
><ions of clauses 5 and 6. 

The POST1fASTER-GENERAL said that 
:ts far as he could see, the only fault was that the 
definition contained more words than were abso
lutely required. It would not, however, affect 
the operation of the Bill in any serious way. 
The object of the definition was to meet cases 
where owners were absent. 

The Ho:-~. C. S. D. MELBOURNE said he 
doubted whether owners would be always satis
fied to be brought under the provisions of the 
Bill in consequence of some oversight or default 
on the part of a person who might have been left 
in charge. 

The Hox . • T. TA,YLOR said he should he quite 
satisfied. 

The HoN. C. R MEIN moved that the fol
lowing words he inserted-" native dog-any 
<lingo or natiYe dog or any dog that has become 
wild." Experience hud shown that native dogs 
were very injurious to sheep stations, where they 
existed in uny qnuntity. The owners of cattle 
stations did not suffer. The only argument 
which hucl been advunced in favour of excluding 
native clogs from the operation of that Bill was 
that thev were believed in some measure to 
benefit stockowners by the destruction of mar
"upials. Those who liatl experience said that if 
nativ,, dog' could not get anything better they 
would feed upon kangaroo or puddamelons, but 
would not touch that food if they could find a plump 
sheep or ten<ler lam h. 1t had been said that the 
use of a huit wonld be sufficient to keep down the 
s,nimals, ttnd that they could be cleared off a run 
ut any time with very little expense. In some 
cas""' thousands of pounds had been spent upon 
the destruction of these animals. He would not 

press his amendment upon the Committee if they 
thought it an undesirable one. 

Amendment put and passed. 
The HoN. C. S. MEIN moved that the words 

"or native dog" be inserted after the word 
"marsupial," in the definition "scalp." 

Question put, and the Committee divided :
CoNTENTs, 13. 

The Hons. C. H. Buzacott, W. Graham, J. Swan, 
J. Taylor, J. Cowlishaw, C. s. Mein, c. s. D. Melbourne, 
W. D. Box, F. T. Gregory, J. C. Foote, J. s. Turner, 
F. H. Hart, and W. Pettigrew. 

NoN~CONTENTs, 4 . 

The Hons. W. Aplin, F. J. Ivory, W. F. Lambert, 
and J. F. McDougall. 

Question, consequently, resolved in the affirma· 
tive. 

Clause, as amended, put and passed. 
The POSTMASTER-GENERAL moved that 

the following new clause, to. stand clause 4 of 
the Bill, be inserted-

The Governor in Council may by proclamation in 
the Gazette constitute any part of the colony a mar
supial district for the purposes of this Act. 

The HoN. Ji' .• T. IVORY said he thought the 
clause very objectionable. The Governor in 
Council should he compelled to constitute the 
whole of the colony a marsupial district. The 
Bill could not fail to operate unfairly unless its 
provisions were applied universally. He would 
like to see a uniform rate of assessment, and a 
uniform price for scalps, with one fund from 
which the money should be forthcoming. 

The Ho:-~. C. S. ::\'[EIN said he thought that 
the clause proposed by the Postmaster-General 
was a good one, and he could not agree with the 
views of the Hon. Mr. Ivory. The clause would 
permit of the Governor in Council determining 
those distl·icts which ought to be taxed. The 
general public would suffer quite enough with 
the Bill in its present form, because they would 
have to contribute one-half of the funds provided 
in any district which might be constituted. That 
would be quite enough for them to pay. 

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL said that, 
if such an amendment as that foreshadowed by 
the Hon. Mr. Ivory were agreed to, the Bill 
would be withclrawn. 

The Ho:-~. F. J. IVORY said that when Mr. 
Douglas was in office he took it upon himself to 
proclaim certain distdcts marsupial districts. 
Many of those districts were proclaimed without 
any request on the part of stock-owners, who, as 
a rule, did not require the proclamation. The 
consequence was, a great deal of hardship h(!d 
been inflicted. 

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL said the 
hardship had occurred, because, if the Colonial 
Secretary proclaimed a district at all, he was 
bound to proclaim it a sheep district ; hence 
the hardship in the district of Rockhampton of 
which the Hon. Mr. Melbourne had told them 
so repeatedly. The reason of the injustice was 
that in the sheep district of Rockhampton the' 
kangaroos were at the southern and western end, 
whereas the greuter number of stock-owners were 
at the northern end. Under the clause he had 
proposed, those districts in which there were no 
mursupials would not he joined to districts where 
the pe•ts existed. He could not see how any 
hardship could be suffered. They must give 
discretionary power somewhere, and if the whole 
of the colony were made a district, as the 
Hon. Mr. Ivory had suggested, the Bill could 
not be worked. 

The HoN. C. S. D. MELBOURNE said the 
Postmaster-General seemed to have forgotten 
thut the Colonial Hecretary had the power to 
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alter sheep districts if he chose. The proclama
tion of the districts by the late Government, 
with one or two trifling exceptions, had not been 
altered. He need not repeat that in the majority 
of cases these districts operated very unjuRtly. 
In the -...vest ::\Ioreton district there were sixteen 
gentlemen who paid £1,725 9s. 1d. out of a total 
taxation of £2,925, the number of people con
tributing to the tax being 707. That was one of 
many instances of the unfair operation of the 
Act. 

The Ho!<. F. J. IVORY said he intended to 
propose an amendment so that the clause would 
read-"The Governor in Council may, upon 
application of the majority of the stock-ownerR 
within any division," and so on. 

The POSTMASTER-GENEltAL said the 
effect of this clause would be that, if a majority 
of the stock-owners had to petition before the 
Bill was put into operation in a di.~trict, he wa.s 
afraid they would proclaim very few diRtricts 
indeed, and it would destroy the effect of the 
Bill. If the Committee adopted the amend
ment he should, therefore, move the Chairman 
out of the chair in order to comider what 
measures the Government would take in respect 
to the Bill. 

The HoN. C. S. MEIN said the amendment 
was incomplete. It said "upon application of 
the stockowners within any division," but in 
order to make it clear they must define what 
"division" meant. If it meant a division under 
the Divisional Boards Act, it should be so stated. 
He thought they would be acting very unwisely 
-assuming, of course, that the plague still 
existed-if they inserted any proviHion by which 
they would have to wait for the owners of Rtock 
to take the initiative, because those who were not 
seriously affected would not take action in the 
matter, and others would trust to Providence, 
and the Bill would become a dead-letter. 

The Hox. W. H. W ALSH said he thought 
it was one of the glorious privileges of an Englii<h
man that before he was taxed he should consent 
to be taxed; but now it appeared that the 
people who were to be taxed under this Bill 
were not to have a voice in the matter. He hatl 
always thought that the more a man was tnxerl 
the more right he had to take his share in the 
government of the country ; but now they were 
told that an individual in a district, who might be 
taxed a hundre<l times more than anv other citizen 
in the colony, was to have no inherent ri:;ht 
whatever to determine whether he was to brm;r 
that tax upon himself or not, or to have an~· 
share in the destruction of a tax exacting from 
himself. He maintained that the men affecte<l 
by this tax had a right to •lemand that they 
shonlrl ha Ye a principal part in the administra
tion of the Act. The Hon. ::\lr. Ivory's amend
ment was, therefore, a step in the right direction, 
and he hoped that hon. gentleman wonl<l with
stand the blandishments and threats of the Po><t
master-General on this occasion. 

The HoN. J. TAYLOR said he was very 
much amused with the speech of the hon. gentle
man ; but he could not gather what the threat 
was or where it came from. 

The HoN. \V. H. WALSH said he under
stood the Postmaster-General to state that if the 
amendment of the Hon. :Mr. Ivory w>ts carried 
he would have to withdraw the Bill. 

The HoN. J. TAYLOR said that was exactly 
what certain hon. members were endeavourin~ 
to get the Postmaster-General to do. It w"s a 
threat thev would very much like to see carried 
out. He "(Mr. Taylor) maintained that this wa>< 
as good a Bill as was ever brought before the 
House for the purposes for which it was intendetl. 
Let them look a few years back and SPP why the 

present Act was pa!!sed. Iteports came down 
from the Peak Downs, Olermont, Springsure 
-all the Leichhardt District ; also from the 
Darling Dmn1" m,d out we,;t ; that tlw 1\ms 
there Were bPing ruined by marsupials, and that 
unless some measure was brought in to render 
assistance in the destruction of those animals the 
holders would be ruined. 'Vhen the Goveru
ment brought in the Bill it was received with a 
great deal of pleasure in almost every place ; 
but, because a few cattle-owners who had "" 
marsupials on their runs objected to it, were they 
to throw out the Bill or have it withdrawn ~ 
The gentlemen who had petitioue<l again><t the 
Bill sbo"·eu the most selfish motiws. Thev wen· 
not acting for the benefit of the colony In any 
way, but for the henefit of thPir own particular 
pockets. How many times were they taxed f,n, 
things that the~· <lid not derive any ,;pecinl 
benefit from, and yet they submitted to it 
because it waH for the benefit of the colmtY. 
-...Vhen the ({overnment brought in the J\1 a"r
supial Act now in fmce they acted liberally J,~, 
giving pound for pound, am! he di<lnot suppose 
there hftd ever been a Bill passed that had been 
1nore effective in doing away with a. nui1-1ancP. 
He was therefore perfectly astonished th>tt after 
that Act had worked so well for three years 
there should be such a huhhnh about it, and he 
was sati><fied that if tbis Bill fell through 
there would he a tremendou>< outcry to bring it 
in again. A great deal had been said ahout per
><Ons in -...Yest ::\Ioretou having contributed £3,000, 
bnt if they did the (iovernment also paid £3,000. 
\Vith regard to the amount of the assessment, he 
would ask what were the worst hills in trarle : 
}'irst, butcher"' bills ; next, newspaper bills. 
-..,Vhen the great Rir Henry Parke,; became in
solvent---

The Ho)(. W. H. \Y.ALRH said he must pro
test against this unnecessary alln><ion to a notable 
statesman of another colonv, who was not there 
to defend himself. He said to refer to private 
affair,; of that gentleman and his misfortunes 
was unworthy of that Chamber. 

The Hox .• T. TAYLOR said he was sorry he 
had referre<l to :-\ir Henry Parkes, as he w:1s 
s1n·e that :rentleman would be very sorry to ha Ye 
such a champion as the Hon. J\lr. \Vali;h. He 
(Mr. Taylor) was not goin:r into that ;rentlemau\ 
private affair><, hut merely to point out that wheH 
his schedule was filed there ".,,re dehtR to the 
extent of over £10,000, from a few shi!Engs to 
.£10. He referred to this to show how difticult it 
·wa.-~ to gPt in ~nwJI amounts, nnd for hil4 ow11 
part he \Vonld not ha.Yt' a i'inge marRupin.l tax 
under £1; then, perl1aps, it would be collected. 
He maintailw<l that thi>; Bill was not a tax upon 
people who had no marsupial<, except fnr tht, 
first year, hecanse at the·end of the first year if 
they harl no mm·•upials a second a,;sessment 
would not he levied. He hoped hon. gentlemen 
would so far yield as to allow the l3ill to pa"', 
>tn<l that the Postmaster-Ueneral wonl<l not l•e 
compelled to withdraw it. 

The Hox. \\-. H. ""ALKH contell!led that 
people who di<lnot wiRh to come under the Ad 
shonld not be dragged into it by the powerfnl 
influence of the Hon . .:\lr. TaYlor or the whim of 
the Colonial :-\ecretarv. It »~aH all verv well fOl" 
the Hnn, ::\fr. 'ra,·lo'r to advocate the Bill, ]J,,_ 
cau><e it was of hei1efit to the district lw HO ably 
representee!; but that waR no reason wh~· other 
district." which derhed nn ltenefit from it Hhould 
he taxe<l ag·ninst their will. 

The PO:-\T::\L\STER-GEXJ<;RAL said the 
Bill had now llt·en under conRidt·ration fonr 
hours, >tml. aH it was evident the Committee rlicl 
not int{:~nd to proPeefl with it, he beggt>rl tn 
move that the Chairman leave the chair, report 
progresR. and nRl{ lPaYf' to ~it again: 
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The Ho:-~. J. TA YLOR said he was very 
sorry the Postmaster- General had thought 
proper to postpone the Bill. He wished to 
correct the Hon. Mr. "\V alsh in one thing. He 
wished to have the Act in force not for the 
benefit of his district or any particular district, 
but all over the colony, otherwise only those 
districts to ':hich it was applied would kill 
their marsupials-the other districts would do 
nothing. 

The HoN. 1<'. J. IVORY said it might be 
supposerl he was opposed to the Bill, but his 
wish was to make it a fair measure as far as 
possible. He could not see that it was a fair 
Bill at present. If the destruction of marsupials 
was a general question affecting the welfare of 
the whole colony, let it be taken up in a general 
way ; but he could not see the justice of certain 
districts being proclaimed at the option o~ the 
Colonial Secr.etary, and others bemg reheved 
from the opm ation of the Bill, or possibly be 
taxed one year and not afterwards. If the Bill 
was to be localised let those who were suffering 
from the marsupial pest petition to come under 
the Act. 

Question put and passed. 
The CHAIRMAN reported progress, and 

asked leave to sit again. 
The POSTMASTER-GENERAL moved that 

the further consideration of the Bill should 
stand an Order of the Day for to-morrow. 

The HoN. \V. H. \V ALSH suggested that, as 
there were certain hon. members who never at
tended on Fridays, it would be better to post
pone the measure until some more favourable 
day. The Hon. Mr. Taylor, who had taken 
great interest in the Bill, would not be able to 
come on Friday. 

The HoN. J. TAYLOR said he could not pos
sibly attend 01'. Tuesdays or J<'ridays. He could 
only come two days in the week. He was 
anxious to see the Bill passed, but thought 
that what had been done that night had 
damned it. 

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL thought 
that the Hon. Mr. Taylor, at the end of the 
session, and when there was so much to do, 
might be able to afford the House one extra day. 
It was unreasonable to ask the Rouse to postpone 
the consideration of the Bill until a time when it 
might not come up. If the Bill was called on 
to-morrow, and he found the committee not de
sirous of going on, he should then consider which 
other day should be chosen. 

Question put and passed. 

RAILWAY COMPANIES PRELUIINARY 
BILL.-COMMITTEE. 

The Rouse went into Committee to further 
consider this Bill. 

Clauses 17 anrl18 passed as printed. 
On clause 19-" Material imported duty 

free''-
The POST:\lASTER - GE~El~AL moved, 

that after the word "colony," in the 55th line, 
the words " during the construction of the line " 
be inserted. 

The HoN. C. S. MEIN said the principle of 
the measure was that every facility should be 
offered for the construction of the line. 'rhey 
were all agreed on that, but at the same time 
they should not interfere with their local in
dustries. They were not in a position to manu
facture rails, fastenings, and iron-sleepers; but 
there were no insuperable difficulties in the way 
of manufacturing locomotives; and he would 
suggest that it would be undesirable to let loQo
motives come in free. 

The Hox. W. D. BOX said he trusted thnt 
the Committee would never accept the cla-use. 

The Rox. W. PETTIGREW said that iron 
sleepers were something new to him. They had 
plenty of suitable timber from which good rail
way sleepers could be made. 

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL said hP 
might state with regard to the construction of 
locomotives in the colony, that although the pre
sent Government had found that they could 
construct other rolling stock advantageously, 
it was decidedly inexpedient to attempt to 
manufacture locomotives. They could not build 
them so well, nor at anything like the cost 
at which they could be imported. Re was 
sure hon. members would give the Govern" 
ment credit for getting all the work clonP 
in the colony if they could do so advantage
ously. As to the clause being a great conces
sion, the intention of the Government was that 
the contractors who built railways for the colony 
should be placed in the · same position as th'e 
Government. The Government had to import 
these things when they undertook railway cou
structiou; they paid no duty, and consequently no 
revenue was sacrificed by this clause. As· the 
railway was for the benefit of the colony, the 
Government had thought it desirable to make 
this small concesssion. It was small, for there 
was only an ad valorem duty of 5 per cent. got, 
and the amount of revenue would, therefore, 
be insignificant. Still, in the eyes of the people 
at h~me a concession like this went a long way, 
and It had been deemed expedient by the Gov
ernment and the Assembly to offer it as an en
couragement. With regard to what the Hon. 
Mr. Pettigrew had said, he did not suppose that 
iron sleepers would be imported, but it was quite 
possible that in those parts of the interior where 
there was no timber for sleepers it would be 
more advantageous to import iron sleepers than 
to take iron-bark sleepers up there. He would 
further point out that the concession was only 
for the iron work actually required for the rail
way. 

The Hox. W. D. BOX was understood to say 
that the clame might be interpreted so as to per
mit of the importation of morroco, hair, varnish, 
and other material required in the construction 
of railway carriages. If it was no gain to thP 
country to make a concession, why make the 
c~ange ? The English contractors were perfectly 
Wide-awake and knew exactly what our duties 
were, and would be able to estimate exactly the 
value of the concession. He hoped the clause 
would not be accepted. 

The POSTMASTER-GENERAL said that 
morocco, hair, and varnish were not mentioned in 
the clause. Railway carriages, he presumed, 
would be made here. At any rate, the clause 
had only reference to the iron work required for 
the construction of the railway. The Govern
ment wished to place the contractors in the eam~ 
position that they themselves were when they built 
railways. He thought the proposition a fair and 
reasonable one. 

The HoN. W. H. W ALSH said he thought it 
a most unfair and unreasonable proposition. 
Persons who manufactured railway requisit&-' 
were to be allowed to step in and compete on 
advantageous terms with establishments such a" 
Smellie and Co., of Brisbane; \-Valker and Co., 
of ::\faryborough, and one or two others. It 
was intolerable. The proprietors of these estal>
lishments could not introduce certain of these 
articles for nothing ; but the contractors were 
to receive large grants for the construction 
of the railway and be allowed to compete 
on advantageous terms with the factories in the 
colony. He had n<' doubt that, as the P<Jst, 
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ma,ter-General interjecteLl, the local work"hops 
could not make these things so long as there 
was a Government who would not give 
them employment. Before the :Fortitude Val
ley election who would have dreamt that 
Smellie and Company could manufacture such 
a dredge as they were now building~ Pro
bably another election would convince the Uov
ernment that locomoth·es could be construcced 
in the colony. }'or five years after the com
pletion of the railways this railway syndicate 
were to be put in the position of being large 
importers of locomotives without paying duty 
to the colony ! How could Smellie and Con•
pany, WalkerandCompany, andtheotherQneens
land manufacturers-who, he believed, were all 
importers of locomotives-compete with this 
company? It wa,; inexplicable to him that the 
company should after receiving full compensation 
in land have the proposed monopoly, ancl he 
trusted hon. members would object to the 
clause entirely. 

The Hox. }'. T. GREGOHY thought th8 

discussion had turned on the supposition that 
the clause would permit the contractors to im
port everything required in the construction and 
working of the railway from the rails to the 
finished carriage. The clause, however, only 
referred to rails, fastenings, iron sleepers, and 
locomotives; and, consequently, carriages ancl 
other things which could be constructed in the 
colony would have to pay duty if they were 
imported. 

The HoN. C. S. D. MELJ30URNB said the 
remarks made by the Hon. Mr. ::\Iein and the 
Hon. Mr. \Valsh were deserving of attention. 
It might be said that at present they had no 
workshops capable of manufacturing rails, fas
tenings, iron sleepers, and locomotives. A simi
lar remark was made some years ago with re
gard to the manufacture of other iron-work, 
hut in the case of the Rockhampton Bridge an 
example was given of the fallaciousness of the 
idea. All the work required in the construction 
of the iron bridge there was made by a local 
firm-Messrs. Burns and Twigg, who he believed 
would before long rival Messrs. Smellie and 
Company, and \Valker and Company-and was 
supplied by them on more advantageous terms 
than it could be imported by the Government. 
He further believed that if the clause was 
eliminated the three firms he had mentioned 
would be quite capable of constructing the 
things which it was proposed to allow the con
tractors to import duty free. 

Amendment put and passed. 
The Hox. C. S. D. MELBOUHNE said the 

clause as it then read was absolutely inconsis
tent. It was provided in the first instance that 
rail way fastenings and other things were to be 
imported duty free, on the understanding that 
they were to be used for the construction of the 
line. The clause then proceeded to say that 
those things required for the construction of the 
line were to he imported free of duty five years 
after the work had been completed. The clause 
certainly required some amendment, but he did 
not intend to move any himself. 

The POSTMASTER-GEXERA.L said that 
if the imported rails and other things were not 
required for the construction of the line they 
woulcl not be imported free of duty. Anyone 
who knew how their Customs Acts were ad
ministered must be perfectly aware there waq 
no means of evading them, so far as rail way 
fastenings and other things of that kind were 
concerned. The object of the clause being so 
worded was, that locomotives might be imported 
after the line had been completed. He did not 
ypry much object if the Committee thought fit 

to strike out the wonls. It \ra,q not a matter on 
which they should waste much time. 

The HoN. C. S. D. l\IELBOURNE said he 
must point out that he had no de.Yire to obstruct 
the Bill, and, therefore, would not move any 
amenclment. 

The Hox. \V. H. \V ALSH sairl he must ob
ject to the kind of oppth.;ition with which they 
were being fnvuurecl at the hands of the Hon. 
J\.lr. ::\Ielhcnrne. It amounted to this-" You 
see how powerful an opponent I could be if I 
wished." I<' or his own part, he intended to vote 
agolinst the clause on the gTound th~tt it had no 
]m,iness in the Bill, and that it interfered with 
the revenue of the colony, and "·as diametrically 
oppo,;ed to a certain portion of the Customs Act 
w hiuh remained unrepealerl. 

The HoN. C. S. MJ~IX saicl it was undesirable 
to extend the privilege contained in that clause 
beyond the period at which the railway was conJ
pleted. To bring the matter to a practical head 
he would move the omission of the whole of the 
words after the words which had been insertecl 
on the motion of the Postmaster-General. 

Amendment put and passed. 
Question-That the clause, as amended, stand 

part of the Bill- put, and the Committee 
divided:-· 

CoJ'\TE~Ts, 8. 
The lion~. C. H. Bnzacott, F .. T. Ivory, I<'. T. Gregory, 

"\Y. Aplin, \Y. l 1ettigrew, J. C. l'oote, 1L F. Lambert, 
and J. 'raylor. 

Xox-Co~'l'I:~Ts, 7. 
The lion>::. C. S. )!ein, C. s. D. 3Ielbourne, 1L H. 

1Valsh, "\Y. I>. Box, J. Swan, G. J<idmondstone, and 
J. Cowlishaw. 

Qu~?.,;tion, conserjnently, resoh·ed in the affirma
tive. 

On clause 20-" l\Iaterials to be carried at :!d. 
per ton per mile"-

The Hox. \V. H. \VALSH said that, while in 
another cbuse the public were called upon to 
pay 4d. per ton per mile for carriage upon the 
company's railway, the Government, when they 
did W<>rk fur the company, were obliged by this 
clause to do it at the rate of 2d. pBr ton per mile. 
This clause came into collision with the Railway 
Act ; it was impossible for the Governnwnt 
to make a differential charg-e in favour <•f a 
company as against private individuals. If 
hon. members were determined that these incon
sistencies and irregularities should mark the 
conduct of business in that Chamber, it was of 
no use his raising further objection. 

The Hox. W. D. BOX said they might adopt 
the rate already mentioned in clause 9-that was 
to say, 4d. per ton per mile. He would move 
therefore, that the word " twopence" be omitted 
with a view to insert in lien thereof the word 
'' fonrpence." 

'rhe POSTl\fASTER-G:EXERAL said it was 
discreditable to that House that after the Bill 
had been so long before the country hon. mem
bers should Htancl up and betray such ip;norance 
of its provisions. The 11th cl~use said that the 
company should carry mails and officers in 
charge of them free, whereas the clause under 
consideration said that the Government should 
carry all material required for the railway free 
of charge. \V here was the inconsistency? True, 
they said under clause 9 that goods should not 
be carried at more than 4d. per ton per mile, 
but that did not affect the Government. \Vhen 
the contractors were required to do work for the 
Government they were required to do it free of 
charge. 

The HoN. C. S. l\IEIN said they ought not to 
amend the clause as suggested by the Hon. Mr. 



Railway Companies, Etc., Bill. [12 NOVEMBER.] Pacific Islancl, Etc., Bill. 251 

Box, as the object of the clause was not to give 
concessions except to the extent of the conveyance 
of materials absolutely required for the construc
tion of the line. The whole of the Bill was 
based upon the assumption that the public would 
derive a good deal of benefit from the construc
tion of the railway. He a:;sumed that the 
amount fixed in the clause was sufficient to cover 
all expenses to which the Government would be 
put in the carriage of the rmtterials. 

The Hox. \V. H. \V ALSH said the compen
sation which they were pr•epared to give the 
contractors was provided for in another portion 
of the Bill. He did not see any similarity in the 
arrangement entered into in clause 11 and that 
into which it was proposed they should enter 
under clause 20. The Postmaster-General was 
purposely misleading them. 

The POSTMASTER-GJ<~Nii:I'tAL said he 
objected to the hon. member :;aying that he was 
purposely misleading the Committee. Such 
an imputation was contrary to their Standing 
Orders. 

The HoN. \V. H. \VALSH said he would 
withdraw the expression. The reputation of 
the Postmaster-General was at stake, and he 
was naturally very sensitive. The hon. gen
tleman had argued that clause 11 provided 
a quid pm quo for the provision in clause 
20; but what was the quid pro quo .I That 
the Government were to convey all mate
rials, plant, and rolling-stock on their rail
ways at a cost not exceeding 2d. per ton per 
mile. \V hat did that amount to? He would 
remind hon. members that during the past 
twelve months the principal customers they had 
had on the Southern and \V estern line had 
been the contractors. After almost fruitless 
efforts on his part, he had got a return to a 
certain extent of the amount of money received 
from contractors, and which was credited to 
railway revenue. That return showed that a 
very large sum had been received during the 
l<L~t twelve months, and tended to swell the 
railway revenue very considerably. If hon. 
members would take that into consideration 
they would see that it was not merely a matter 
of quid pro quo-the carryin;;· of a few mail-bags 
and members of Parliament-butitwasaquestion 
where some £10,000, £15,000, or £20,000 of legiti
mate railway revenue should be handed over to 
the company annually during the construction of 
this line in addition to the laJHls that were to be 
given to them. He did not hesitate to ""Y that 
the amount of goods to be carried for this rail way 
company at the ordinary rates, or at the reduced 
rates, would be £15,000 or !::10,000 per annum. 
That was what the Postmaster-<leneral said was 
something like a. quid pi'O quo ! Tn fact, every
thing he read in this Bill was " concession, in
vidiously directed against the public, in favour of 
this syndicate that was to ll'ake theit· mihmys. 
He would direct the attention of hon. members 
to the words "not exceeding twopence per ton 
per mile." The result of th: t might be that if 
the syndicate were a powerfd body probably the 
Government would have to clo it at ;fd. per ton 
per mile, and perhaps give them a bonus into 
the bargain. He thought that the be,t thing he 
could do was to move that the Chairman leave 
the chair. 

Question put and neglttived. 
The PO~TMASTER-GK\EHAL said that if 

the amendment of the Hon. ) Ir. Box was carried 
he would rather the Committee negatived the 
clause altogether, because it would simply be an 
absurdity, and he hoped the hon. gentleman 
would withdraw it. He had spoken warmly to
night, but he thought that, as they had been sit
ting five hours and had made so little progresR, 

it was excusable if he had spoken rather strongly. 
If hon. gentlemen would pay attention to the 
clauses they were discussing he should ·be only too 
happy to endeavour to assist in every possible way 
and to accept any reasonable amendment ; but 
in all his experience he had never known such 
an evening as they had had to-night. As he had 
previously explained, the object of the clause 
was that they should not ask the contractors to 
do work for the public on the lines they were 
constructing at a lower scale than they did the 
work on the Government line. He hoped the 
hon. member would withdraw his amendment, 
because if it were carried he should have to ask 
the Committee to negative the clause. 

The HoN. \V. D. BOX withdrew his amend
ment. He said his object was to establish a 
minimum, but the object of the clause seemed to 
be to establish a maximum. 

Amendment withdrawn by permission. 

Question-That clause 20, as read, stand part 
of the Bill-put, and the Committee divided:-

CoxTJ<~NTs, 9. 
'rhe lions. C. II. Buzacott. C. S. 1Iein. J. C. Foote, 

J. Swan, F. T. Gregory, F. J. Ivory, 1Y. l\ Lambert, 
W. A.plin, and F. ll. Hart. 

SoN-CONTEN1'S, 4. 

'rhe Hons. W. lL Walsh, W. Pettigrew, W. D. Box, 
and C. S. D. }lelbourne. 

Hesolved in the affirmative. 
On the motion of the POST~IASTER

GENERA.G, the Chairman left the chair, re
ported progress, and the further consideration of 
the Bill was made an Order of the Day for to
morrow. 

The House adjourned at 10 o'clock. 




