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Questions. [30 JULY.] .l]([arsupials, Etc., Bill, 237 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEJYI:BLY. 

Tlmrsday, 30 July, 1S85. 

Qnestions.-The Frang:m Tiailway.-Por1na.1 _:\Iotions.
Charitable [nstitntious 1hwutf:ment Hill-tliiJ'•l 
reading.-Local Government Ad of 187'i A..!nOndment 
Bill----third read.ing.-Jiarsnpials Destrnetion Act 
Continuation Bill-committec.--3[c"""<~l.!:e frmlt the 
Le~islaiiYe Connr~il.-"JIC:•Saf!C from thC Gov,;rnor.
Orown J,ancls Act of 1881· Amemlmcnt Bill
cmnmittcc.-Acljonrnmcut. 

The SPEAKER took the chair ::tt h::tlf-past 
3 o'clock. 

QUESTIONS. 
:VIr. SHERIDAN ::tsked the Minister for 

\Vorks-
1 lfhat progress, if any, has been made towards 

con.->trncting the Grangan Itailwa y ~ 
2. If tile vromoter~ of the Li·an.~an Railway ha \'C 

lotl~cd any deposit in the lwPd:-; of the Government as 
sennrity for the coustrnetion oft he raihvr1y in qne~tion ~ 

H. Have the promoters of tile Trrn.w..;'Hll RaihYX\' a::-:kecl. 
for, or been gra .. ntetl, any extension o'f the time illlowcd 
them by the Aet to commenee ~aitl railway~ 

The ;\HNISTEH FOR WORKS (Hon. W. 
Miles) replied-

1. Tlto nm·crumcnt are not in possos~ion of any 
S]Je(•ia.l information HllOll thit:; subject. 

2. Yes. 
:J. ;o.;o. 

Mr. BAILEY ::tsked the Minister for Mines
Are Chinese prohibited from mining \Yith miners' 

rights on Crown lands which ha Ye been abandouecl for 
three years? 

The MIXISTER FOR MINES (Hon. W. 
Miles) replied-

Chinese nre not prohihitctl from mining 1for goldi 
"\Yith miners' rights upon Crown land:'!, exm:pt ~llJ01l 
new goldfields dis('overcd hy Europeans. Chinese rnot 
natnrarlised} are not permitted to mine npon Crown 
lands for minerals other than gold. 

Mr. BAILEY : Do I nnderstand the ::VIinister 
for Mines to say th::tt Chinese ::tre prohibited 
fron1 mining for--

The SPEAKER : I nmy remind the hnn. 
member that no discussion cttn take place upon 
::tn ttnswer to a question. 

Mr. BAILEY: I ::tm asking tt question 
without notice. 

The SPEAKER : It lies with the Minister to 
answer the question, 

'l'he Hox. Sm T. MolL WRAITH: It is the 
practice, sir, in the House of Commons for any 
member to ask tt question withont notice. A 
member m:w find the ::tnswer he receives to 
be insufficient, and by further prosecutino- his 
inquiries the information required m::ty be 
ol1t::tinecl. 

The SP.RAKER: Will the hon. member for 
\Vide B::ty put his qne.stion to the Minister? 

::Ur. HAILEY: Are Chine,;e allowed to mine 
for tin upon fields which h::tvc been ::tbamloned 
for three years. My inquir:v cloes not apply p.1rti
cularly to gold-n1ining. 

The ~II~ISTER FOR MIXES: I mn 
unable to answer the hem. member·, 'J1!estion. I 
sinlply gave hin1 all the inform:-Ltion in n1y p!Js:-tes
sion. If he will repeat his question I will answer 
it on Tnesday. Of course I c::tn only be g-uided 
by the l::tw in this matter. 

:Mr. BAILl,;Y ::tsked the Attorney-Goneml
If a Chinaman cross lhe border, and is apprelWlll1etl 

at some inland town for not lwviug- paid the poll-tax, 
alHl bcinp: without lllC'lllS is im1n·i~Oll(!d ---on llh; release 
from gaol ean ilc be a:.;nin ynni::-:ltcd for the same 
offence:-

The ATTORKEY- GE::\'"ERAL (Hon. A. 
Rut! edge) replied--

It is a rnlc of la.w. to wllieh the ease of a Chinaman, 
under the eircnmstanecs sngge.sted. fo1·ms no execplion. 
that a man c.annot. he puni~hetl twiec for the ~mnc 
offeuec. 'l'ltc pnni.slnuent for non-payment of the llOll
tax does not. hmYcver, e\tingni~h the liability of snch 
Chinaman to pay the poll-tax. 

Mr. BAILEY: The answer given by the hon. 
gentlern::tn is not f[nite satisfactory. I did not 
a,;k whether :1 Chinaman who did not l'"Y the 
poll-tax could be sentenced to perpetu::tl im
priKonrnent. 

The ATTORJ'\.EY-GEKERAL: The nro
ceedings with reg·:ml to his liability for the J~ay
ment of the poll-tax ::tre of an entirely different 
nntnre front the proceedings for the recovery of 
:1 penalty inflicted nnder the Act. 

THE URA~GAN RAILWAY. 
The Ho:-~. Sm T. lVIciLvVRAITH s::tid: With 

regard to the answer given to the Hecoud qne.-.;tinn 
asked by J\Ir. Shericl::tn, the hnn. member for 
J\hryborong-h, I will ask the J\Iinister for 
\Vorks if he can inform the Hom;e how much 
h::ts been deposited ::ts security by the ]Jrnmoters 
of the Urang::tn Railway? 

The MINISTER l'OR WORKS: I think, 
so far as my recollection will serve me, .£2,000. 

FORJ\IAL MOTIONS. 
The following formal motions were agreed 

to:-
By Mr. GRIJ\mS-
rrJmt there he laid on the t:thle of the House, a 

Heturn showing the numbers and area.. of homE'~tead 
and conditional ~elections forfeited in each district of 
the colony during each of the eight years ended 31st 
December. lt>3:t. 

By the Hox. Srn T. :MciLWRAI'l'H-
That there be laid. upou Ute table of the House, a 

nctnrn showing-
l. rnw selections taken up in the Allora Exchange 

Ijnnds. 
2. 'l'he anmml rpnts. of each selection. 
3. The c\.tent. to which the conditions have been per

formPcl in eaeh selection. 
4. 'l'he seleC'tions. with their acreage. which lmve 

come nndcr the operation of the Act of 1 SS J.. 
5. 'l'he rc11t }JCr acre til'''t Iixecl under the J._ct of lS:H•. 
G. The rent as 1inally tixed by the board. 
7. rrlw allotments in the Allora Jo~xc1umge Lands 

which at the commencement of the Lanrl Aet of 1884! 
were oven to selection, aml the lH'ice.;;; at which they 
conld be selected. 

CHAIUTABLE INSTITUTIONS lVIAN
AGEl\IImT BILL-THIB.D READING. 
On the motion of the PRKMil~R, this Bill 

w::ts re::td :1 third time, passed, and ordered to be 
trctnsmittecl to the Legislati 1·e Council for their 
concurrence, by InesHa.ge in the usual fonn. 

LOCAL GOYEHNMENT ACT OF 1878 
AJ\IEND:YIENT BILL-THIRD READING. 

On the motion of the PTIKHIER, this Bill 
w::ts read tt third time, passed, mHl mdered to be 
tmnsmitted to the L• 'J;isbtive Council fur their 
concurrence, by 1ne~:-;age in the usr.~l forrn. 

~L\.TI.SUPIALS TH~STRUCTIO:N AOT 
COKTINL\TIOX BILL - COJ\T
~IITTEK 

On the Order of the Day being rettd, the 
Speaker left the chair, ::tn<l the House went into 
Committee to fmther consider this Bill in 
det::til. 
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The PREMIER said he thought the C[nestion 
before the Committee was the new chtuse pro
posed by the hon. member for IV arrego. Atten
tion was called on the previous evening to the 
fact that a clause of that character reC[nired a 
recommendation from the Governor. It was 
also pointed out that the same objection w:cs 
applicable to the clause already passed with 
reference to the inclusion of kangaroo-rats in the 
Bill. Under those circumstances it seemed to him 
that the proper course now would he to proceed 
with the Bill and report it to the House. Then, 
seeing that a clause had been improperly inserted 
without recnmmendation from the Governor, 
the Bill could he recommitted and the clause 
struck out, after which a fresh message would he 
received from the Governor and the Bill again 
committed and proceeded with in the regnlar 
way. He would therefore suggest to the hon. 
member to withdraw his clause. It was purely a 
formality. 

Mr. DO::"J"ALDSON said that with the per
mission of the Committee he would withdmw the 
clause he had proposed. 

Mr. STEVENS askerl whether the Bill would 
go through com1nittee aga,in ? 

The PHEMIER : Yes. 
Clause, by leave, withdrawn. 
On the motion of the PREMIER, the CHAIH

MAc-r left the chair and reported the Bill to the 
House with amendments. 

On the motion of the PREMIER, the Speaker 
left the chair, and the House went[into Com
mittee to further consider the Bill. 

Clause 1 passed as printed. 
Clauses 2 and 3 put and negatived. 
Clauses 4 and 5 passed as printed. 
On the motion of the PREMIER, the CHAm

MAc-r left the chair and reported the Bill to the 
House with amendments. 

The PREMIER moved that the Bill be re 
committed for the consideration of new clauses. 

Question put. 
The PREMIER said: Mr. Speaker,-Before 

you leave the chair I ha Ye to ac,1uaint the House 
that I have it in command from His Excellency 
the Governor to communicate to the House that 
His J<:xcellency, having been informed that it is 
proposed to amend the Bill by providing that 
the money standing to the credit of marsupial 
boards ,may he applied in payment for the des
truction of kangaroo-rats and dingoes, recom
mends such proposed amendments for the con
sideration of the House. 

Question put and passed. 
The Speaker lnft the chair, and the House 

went into Committee. 
The PREMIER moved the following new 

clause to follow clause 1 :-
The term "marsupial" in the said Act shall include 

"kangaroo-rat." 
The Hox. Sm T. MaiL ·wRAITH said the 

Premier had appeared in a new capacity as 
me,senger between the Governor and the House. 
Certainly the hon. gentleman performeo the 
duty just as well as any of His Excellency's 
better authenticated messengers. Perhaps the 
Treasurer would inform them whether they were 
goim; to derive any benefit from the new system 
-whether there was to he any saving in his 
Excellency's staff through the work being done 
by themselves. 

Mr. NORTON said he thought there was a 
rule that questions which had been decided once 
during the session could not be brought forward 
again. He could not put his hand on the rule, 
hut he would like to ask the Chairman's ruling 
on the question. 

The CHAIRMAN : Does the hon. gentleman 
wish to have my ruling? 

Mr. NOR TON : I ask for your ruling because 
I think it is importlcnt that some rnling should 
be g·i ven. I do not want to delay the Bill. 

The CHAIR:\1AN : I will c:tll the hon. 
gentleman"s attention to the 237th Standing 
Order, which says:-

" Xo notko may be trLken of an~· proceedings in Com
mittee of the ·whole House, or a select committee on a, 
Bill, until such lH'Ocecdings or Bill shall have been 
reported." 

The PRE1\1TEU said that smely nobody 
doubted that on a recommittal anything could 
be done with a Bill ! The same committee could 
go back and retrace its steps when a mistake 
wa,~ 1nade. 

1\Ir . .1'\0RTON: Standing Order GG says in the 
sn1ne session. 

The PRE~IIER said they could not recommit 
in any other session. If they could not alter 
upon recommittal, recommittal would be useless. 
Any mnendment was an alteration, and if any
thing "ere stntek out by mistake and put in 
afterwards, it was an alteration; it clid not 
matter what kind of an alteration it was. Th"-t 
was a perfectly well-known fact. 

The Hox. 8m T. 1\fciLWRAITH said it was 
not a perfectly well-known fact, and they were 
not going to take the dictum of the Premier in 
the f>tce of the Standing Order. Standing Order 
56 was as plain as possible; they could not gPt 
oYer it:-

" ~o question or amenil.ment shall he proposed, which 
is the same in substance as any question which during 
the same session has been resolved in the atiirmative 
or negative." 
Here they had actually negatived clauses of a 
Bill, and reported the Bill to the Speaker. Then 
it was recommitted, and they proposed to carry 
it in exactly the same words. It was distinctly 
ag2,inst the 5Gth Standing Order. The clause 
the Chairman referred to did not apply at all. 
They could recommit a Bill every day; 
they had done it twice to-day ; and he knew 
C[Uite well that they had recommitted Bills and 
made very important amendments. It was a 
truism to say that the object of recommitting· a 
Bill was to make amendments ; they knew that 
perfectly well. But what was guarded against 
by the Standing Order was that a question that 
had been decided should not be brought again 
before the Committee. Clause 2 had been put 
before the Committee, and it had been decided 
in the negative, and now they were asked to 
give a decision, ten minutes afterwards, upon the 
s:tme point. 

The PRE~1IER said that they knew that the 
Houoe had not adopted anything yet in reference 
to the Bill. The Committee inserted a clause; hut 
that report was not accepted by the House. The 
Bill was referred back to the Committee for fnrther 
consideration, and the House knew nothing what
ever of the proceedings of that Committee further 
than that they were reported and disagreed to. 
The House did not agree to those proceedings, 
and the Bill was ser,t back to the Committee. 
He was really ashamed to have to make that 
speech. The House had disagreed to the report 
and the Bill was now before the Committee for 
the consideration of new clauocs. If they could 
not reinsert a clause that had been struck out, 
neither could they strike out a clause that had 
been inserted. It was the same thing. The 
matter was referred to in w:.Iay," as follows:-

.. It often becomes necessary to recommit a Bill to 
a committee of the Vi' hole House, and occasionally to a 
select committee, before it is read a third time, and a 
recommitment of the Bill is always advisable when 
numerous amendments are to be proposed. 

"At this stage the proceedings of the committee are 
otherwise open to review. 
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"Thus, a clause inserted in committee, by mistake 
hn.s been struck ont; and clauses having been int.ro
dncell not relevant to the subjeet-matter of the Bill, 
the Bill has been recommitted il: respect of those clnnses. 

".\ Bill may be rh:ommit tc(l-1. 1Yithont lilllitatinn, 
in v,rhich ca,:::c the ent,iro nnl is ag:ain considered in 
committee and reported with ({other'' m· "further" 
amendments. 2. The Bill may be recommitt~·d with 
re.;peet. to particular ela.uses or amendments only, or to 
tlto clansn~ in which amendments are propo~cllto be 
made, and the 11rcamble. 3. On clauses or schc<lnlcs 
heing offered, or int-',nded to be proposed, the Bill may 
be recommitted with respect to those el1mses ot· 
:;;chednlcs. In the~e two latter cases no other parts; of 
the Bill are Ol_Jen to eonsidt~ration. 4 .. The Bill ma~· be 
reconnnii.ted and an instruction given to the com
mit.te>J that they have power to make some lXtrticnl;u· 
or additional provision. If the member who has charge 
of the 13ill, and other member~ also, desire the recom
mitment of n I~ ill. the former has 11riority in making the 
motion for that purpose. 

"A Bill may be recommitted as often as n. House 
thinks fit.. It is not uncommon for Bills to he again re
committed once or twiee, and there are cases in whieh 
a Bill hn..s been six, and. even seYen, time~ through :L 
committee of the whole House, in consCI!UCIWe of 
repeated recommitments. r_rhe ]H'OCCC(lillgS 011 the 
report of a recommitted I3ill are similar to tho~e already 
explained: the r0port is received nt once, an<l tbe Bill, 
as amended, is ordered to be taken into consideration 
on a future da.y." 
The House had never agreed to the proceedings 
of the Committee, and the same rule that applied 
to the House-tiHct it could not adopt two con
trary conclusions-applied also to the Committee. 
Therefore, if they once passed a clause, they 
could not get rid of it without recommitting the 
Bill. That was the function of recommittal. 

Mr. SCOTT said that the practice, ever since 
he had been a member of Parliament, was that a 
Bill might be recommitted to rectify a mistake. 
It very often hapJJenecl, in going thmugh a Bill, 
that alterations were made in clauses that 
affected clnuses already passed by the Committee. 
Then the Bill was recommitted, and the clause, 
which had already been agreed to, was corrected. 
That was an alteration, and it had heen done 
over and over again in committee. The 234th 
Standing- Order said :-

" Xo notice mn.y be taken of any proceedings in Com
miltee of the ·whole House, or a select committee on a 
Bill, nntil such 1Jrocecdings or Bill shall h~tve been re
ported." 
\Vhen a matter had not been reported to the 
House the House knew nothing about it, and no 
notice could be taken of it. 

The Ho:'<. Sm T. M oiL WRAITH said the 
234th Standing Order, which had been quoted by 
the hon. gentleman, did not apply to all. It said 
that no notice could be taken in the House of a 
resolution come to by the Committee, which hurl 
not been reporter!. That had nothing to do with 
the question. The 5Gth Standing Order was 
plain and distinct. The Premier based his 
argument entirely upon the assumption that 
Standing Order No. 5G applied to the proceerl
ing.s in the House alone. There was nothing 
in tl1e clause whatever to show that it ap
plied only to the House. They, as a Committee, 
could come to a resolntion, as well as the House. 
There was nothing whatever in the clause, nor in 
the context nor in any clause near it, that would 
show that it did not apply to the Committee as 
well as to the House. Of the whole of the pre
cedents that the Premier read, not one applied 
to the present cas0-namely, where a Bill was re
committed for the purpose of inserting a clause 
that hctcl just been negati\·ed. 

The PREMIER said the f5Gth Standing Order 
related entirely to proceedings in the House. 
The heading of the chapter was " Orders of the 
Day, Notices, Motion", and Questions," and the 
Speaker was mentioned by name in a large 
number of the orders. Proceedings in com
mittee were dealt with in a separate chapter
chapter XI. 

Mr. NO RTON said he had no wish to delay the 
Bill, and he would be quite content to take the 
Chairmi1n's ruling. 

The CIL\.IE:\IAN s:tid the :iGth Standing 
Order referred to pr•>ceedings in the Hou,e, and 
no qne,;tion raised in con11nittee could be con
sidered as finally decidd until it had been ngreed 
tn by the House. On that ground he ruled that 
it was rruitc competent to put the question. 

Question-That the proposed new clause stand 
clause 2 of the Bill-put and pl"\ssed. 

On the motion of the PRK\IIJ~E, the following 
new clause was orderer! to be inserted after clause 
2 of the Bill :-

'rho rates of bonns payable in respect of scalps of 
marsupials killed within any distriet shall Le fixed Ly 
the hoard at their first meeting after the time appointed 
for the nnnnal elef~t.ion of members, and in case no rates 
are tixcd by the board, sha.n be the rates s1wd!icd in 
Seheclnlc B of the s-:..id Act, and for the scalp of every 
kangaroo-rat, twopence. 

The rate~ so fixNl shall continne to be the rates for 
the district for the t\velve months next ensuing. 

Proyided that the r~l te::. so fixed shall not exceed two 
shillings for the scalp of a kangaroo or 'valhu·oo. or ono 
shillir ;4' for the scalp of a \Yallaby or pa.ddamelon, or 
sixpence for the sealp of a kangaroo-rat. nor shall ~nch 
rates be red need bBlow the rates specified in the saicl 
schednle, ortwopc-mcB for the sealp of a kangm·oo-1·at 
without the consent of the )finh;ter. 

Mr. DO""ALDSON mnvecl that tlw following 
new clause be inserted, to follow clause 3 of the 
Bill:-

The -:\Iinistf;'r. at the rc(glCst of t11C bonrCl of nny 
distrirt. may authorise the application of the fnnds 
stanfling to tlb: erectit of the nccnnnt or the distriet in 
payment of a bonus for the destruction of dingoes, at a. 
rate not execeding !ive shillings for each scalp. 

"Then any such authority is given, it slutll remain in 
force until withdrawn b\' the ::ntnist.er on Lhe like 
reqnc~t. ' 

\Vhile any such anthorlty is in force, the proYision.s of 
the said Aet relnting to the scalps of marsupial~. and to 
anythinrr done or to be done \Vith or in respect to sealps 
of~ mars~lpials, shall extend n,ncl apply to scalps of 
il.ingo(..s and to anything done or to be done 1vith or in 
respect to scalps of dingoes as fnlly and effectually a::; 
if the terms "dingoes" and "scalps of diugor""l'' were 
used in the said Act wherever the terms "mar~npials" 
and "scalps of marsupials" arc nsed therein respec
tively, awl the term "scalps" shall so far as necr,.sa.ry 
be doomed to inclncle scalps of dingoes. 
Having taken the opportunity last night to say 
what he had to say in favour of the motion, he 
did not think it necessary to take up the time of 
the Com1nittee by going over it again. Of course, 
if discussion was invited, he should be ready to 
take part in it, but at present he would le,we the 
matter in the hands of the Committee. 

Mr. SCOT'r said he was not quite clear as to 
how the clause would work in certain districts of 
the colony. The district ho represented was a 
very extensive one, and it contained both sheep and 
cattle. Taking the case of a board there consist
ing of five members, three of whom were sheep
owners and two cattle-owners, the members 
representing sheep would vote for the destruction 
of native dogs, whereas those connected with 
cattle would vote for the preservcttion of native 
dogs. 

Mr. STEVENSON : How do you know? 
Mr. SCOTT said they might vote that way. 

In that case by a majority of one there might be 
very great hardship clone to the district. He 
should like to see some provision made by which 
more than a simple majority of the board was 
necessary to carry the clause into effect. If it 
was to he a rruestion for the whole board to 
rlecide he had nothing more to say. He should 
therefore like to know what was the meaning of 
the term "board" as used in the clause-whether 
it implied a majority of the board or the whole 
board? 
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Mr. DONALDSON sai,J rather than jeo
partlise the passing of the clmme he lmd not the 
slightest ob.icction to amend it so >ts to m>tke it 
me>tn the whole bom·d. 

The MINISTER FOR WORKS s>tirl if the 
cl>tuse now proposed were adopted it would 
change the character of the Bill >tltngether. 
The object with which the Marsupials Act 
wtts passed was to protect thn n>ttnral grasses 
of the public estate. It was true that the 
graziers raised a certa.in a.mount by asseRsn1ent 
on their stock, but tl10tt was subsidised from 
the general revenue : anrl he nmint>tined thitt 
if the clttuso were introduced into the Bill there 
wonld be nothing to prevent thP m>trsupial 
ho,1nls from appropriating the whole of the money 
~o the destruction of nati •·e dogs. He thongtit 
1t would be very nnfair th>tt the whole countrv 
sl;onld be taxed for the purpose of d!lstroying· 
clmgoes. It was well known that they die! 
not. dan1a.ge tbe natural grasser; ; :tnd the exact 
tmrJ"'"e for which the clause wa8 introduced 
waR to throw upon the general revenue the cost 
of destroying those animals. He hoped the 
clanse would be negatived. 

Mr. MOUJ~HEAD said he was very g-lad tlutt 
they hac! hitd that OJ>portnnity of heitring an 
>tddress fl:om the I\linister for \VO!'ks upon 
natnml history. The hon. gentleman had 
explained to them-and he (Mr. Morehead) was 
very glad to discover that he hitd such intelligence 
-he h>td explainecl that the native dog did not 
eat grass. Of course that was a new revelation 
the hon .. g·entleman h>td opened up ; and, perhaps, 
th_ere migh~ be some reason for postponing the 
Bill to cons1der whether or not the native rl'w clicl 
eat grass. He dared say he did when he ~was 
sick. Other dogs did, and possibly he did. He 
quite agreed with the hnn. gentleman that the 
native dog was not usually 'very de,;tructive to 
native grassfl"i. However, it was very inter
esting to know th>tt the Minister for \Vorks 
had so far advanced in knowledge itS to know 
that as a rule the native dog did not eat grass. 
It was a discovery that he thought should be 
mitrked with red letters in the annals of that 
Parliament, that the hon. the Minister for 
\Vorks had discovered-no doubt after areat re
search-th>tt the native dog clid not e~t grass. 
\Vith regard to the other remarks of thee hon. 
gentleman, which were perhaps more worthy of 
con,;idemtion, if such a thing were possible than 
thitt wonderful discovery-h~ had actually ~tatecl 
that the whole colony was to be taxed. for the 
destruction of dingoes. Did the hon. gentlemm1 
know what he was saying? Hitd he read the 
cbuse, or, if he had read it did he comprehend 
it? It said :- ' 

"The }iinister, at the request of the bon.rd of any 
district, may authorise the ar1plic:ttion of the funds 
standing to the credit of the account of the district in 
1myment of a bonus for the dPstrnction of clinp;oes." 
Now, this was a matter which althono·h not 
directly, had considerable indire~t effect~ upon 
the whole colony. It directly affected those 
divisions of the colony to which the clause 
was intended to apply .. ; and he thought that 
the Committee might fitirly allow those men 
who knew best about these matters to manaae 
their own business in their own fashion. Th~t 
was what the clause proposed to clo. He 
di!fered altogether from many of those who 
s:ud that the cattle-holder difl not sutier 
fron1 the existence of native don-~. He Inain· 
tained that he <lid suffer, a;;d that very 
!nuc~ more acutely in many cases than he 
In1ttgined. The clause was an elastic nne in 
tlmt respect, becanse if the mitrsupial board 
thought that he, or the hem. member for \Varrego, 
or those who agree;:J with them were wrong, they 
had the remedy m their own hands. It was, 

after all, a more !permissivP. clause, bnt at the 
same time he held it to he a very import>tnt 
clause, frmn his knowledge of; ae rn.vagm; of the 
dingo 'mwngst cattle. The House lmd over and 
over agu.in, in the Local Governinent Act, 
and other Acts which were sequences to thitt 
Act, gone in the direction of giving people the 
control of their own affairs, and if they believe<! 
in the system then surely they believed in it 
now. Tr,e hon. member for \Varrego asked no 
more than that-to allow the control of the funds 
that were levied by rn,ting in the marsnpi>tl dis
tricts to he placed in the lmnds of the bo>trd
that they might be distributed in tbe way 
directed by the majority of the board. It 
could be no sentimentitl desire to destroy the 
nc,tive flog thitt actuated the hon. member for 
\V arrego, and those \vho agreed with hin1, in 
introdncing tlw clause, but it nmst be the i'lea 
that the native dog was a pest to the country, 
which there could be no doubt it WitS; and he 
sn,id again, the great point of the cl>tuse was that 
e\'en those who held a different ouinion to th>tt 
had "' right, in I'eturning member, to the board, 
to express their opini0n as to whether the dingo 
should be included in the operation of the JVlctr
supials .. Ad or not. 

Mr. NOH.TON said he WitS one of those who, 
when the original Act for the destruction of 
marsupials was before the HL'Use, strongly opposed 
the inclusion of the native clog amongst the 
animals to be destroyer!; and he still mitintaine<l 
exactly the same view that he did then. He 
was, however, quite willing to regrtrd the matter, 
as far as he could, from the views adopted by 
sheep-owners, as well as those held by cattle
holders. He agreed with the hon. member for 
Bitlonne that the dingo was regm-cled >ts a 
nuisance by the owners of sheep ; but it was 
not so regarded by owners of Citttle. For his 
own part, however, he clid not think it was fair 
that either one side or the other should be alone 
in a matter of that kind, and on that ground 
he was prepared to snpport the new clause 
proposed by the hon. member for Warr·ego. 
As the owner of a cattle station he felt that the 
dingoes were really of good service, because there 
was not the slightest doubt that they kept down 
the marsupials. Still, they were a nuisance to 
the sheep-breeders, who represented a very much 
larger amount of capital than the cattle-breeders 
die!. The question tlutt presented itself to hh 
mind was whether they who represented a cattle 
district should insist that the dingoes should be 
allowed to roitm itll over the country, unless 
men took it upon themselves to destroy them ; 
and whether those in the cattle districts 
should keep breeding-grounds for what was a 
nuisance in the sheep districts. They ought, he 
thought, to make some compromise. In his mind 
there was no doubt that, by the adoption of 
the cbuse for the destruction of the dingo, they 
would be to it certain extent going against the 
intention of the Act, which was the destrnc
tion of marsupials. He knew that in the 
district he represented they were only required 
to levy a rate once or twice for the destruc
tion of the marsupials, because of the work 
done by the dingo. \Vhen he went there first
he had been f ,1r some time connected with 
sheep-breediug in Kew Sonth \Vales, and they 
were n.ccustomed to lay baits there for the clingo
wh,,n he Jirst went up to his district he did 
the nmo thing, and found the marsupials on the' 
run began to increase ; and when he found the 
marsupials destroyed by the dingo he gave up 
the destruction of the dingo, ancl the result was 
a flecrease in the nnm ber of the marsupiitls. 
That had been his experience. Still, he thought 
the proposed new clause was the best compro
mise that could be come to by the two pitrties. 
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Both sides should be represented, and as the 
hon. member's clause afforded the only fair means 
by which both sides cnuld be represented he 
intended to support it. ·with regard t<J the 
fixing of the rates, he had always held that a low 
rate should be put in the Act, and if the lessees 
or holders of runs found it to be to their interest 
to raise the price to be paid for the destruction of 
marsupials they should make it up themselves. 
He had given way in that when he found the 
boards were allowed to fix the price. The pro
posal of the hon. member for \Vanego wtts the 
only fair way to deal with the matte1· for tbe 
representation of both sheep and cattle breeders. 

Mr. SCOTT said he would like to see the 
matter set at rest, and he would move, by way 
of an.endment upon the clause, that the words 
"two-thirds of the members of " be inserted 
before the words "the boanl." 

Mr. ::\10REHEAD said he hoped the hon. 
gentleman's amendment wonld not be rtccepted. 
They might as well a,;k for a two-thirds vote of 
the House in any legi1'3lation they were engaged 
in. \Vhy should there be a two-thirds majority 
in that case ? 

Mr. BJ~ATTIE: How crtn you lmve a two
thirds nmjority out of fi vc? 

Mr. MOREHEAD: As the hon. member for 
Fortitude V alley asked-how were they to get lL 

two-thirds majority out of live? 
An Ho~mmABLE JYIE)!BER : Or out of seven ? 

Mr. MOREHEAD: Or ont of seven, or four
teen, or Lmy multiple of seven, if the hon. member 
liked. The majority should rule in that matter 
in the same way tts they would rule in anv other 
case that might come before the nmrsupial board. 
He trusted the hon. member for \V arrego 
would stick to his clause as it stood, for 
it was a very good and liberal clause in 
every way. He heard the }linister for \V orks 
1nake son1e interjection. The hon. g-entle!nan 
was becoming excited again. He seemed to 
work himself U!J at intervak He did not know 
whether the hon. member was wound up like an 
alarm-clock and fixed to strike at certain times. 
He was not talking to the hon. gentleman just 
now, and he never attacked him, though he tlid 
sometimes speak kindly to him, and he was 
certainly not so rough on the hon. member as 
the Premier probably was in the Cabinet. He 
was perfectly certain the Premier toned the 
hon. gentleman clown before he brought him 
into the House, or possibly he chastised him 
when the House rose. As he had said, the clause 
was a goocl one as it stood, and he hoped the 
amendment of the hem. member for Leichhardt 
would not be accepted. 

The ::\IINISTER :U'OR LA:'II'DS (H•m. C. B. 
Dntton} said the cbnse might be of some nse if 
cattle men were elected on the boards; but mttny 
of the boards were appointed by the Govern
ment, and the men appointed were those 
who interested themseh·es mo,;t in the clestrnc
tion of marsupials. They very rarely found 
cattle men on those boards, which were 
almost exclusively confined to sheep men. 
That necessarily would be the cttse, because they 
were brought forward, by those most interestea 
in the destruction of the marsupials, as suitable 
men to deal with the working of the Act. The 
effect was that cattle men were left out ttltogother. 
If the clause formed nart of a Bill to deal with 
the whole question it· would be an admire~ble 
one, but he had a great objection to its being 
attached to a Bill to continue the operation of 
the ol~ one, for tbe reason he gave last night
that It would press most unfairly upon a 
great number of cattle men whose runs formed 
part of marsupial districts. He would give 
an instance. Take the case of the marsupial 
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district of Belyando. In that district was 
situated the Clermont and Peak Downs country 
and the country at the heads of the Belyando. 
It was poor and somewhat scrubby country, 
and was almost exclusively occupied by cattle. 
The marsupial board was almost entirely taken 
from the sheep-breeders, and they rated all men 
for the destruction of marsupials, even men who 
had fenced in freehold land. He knew one 
man there who had G,OOO or 7,000 head of 
cattle, and he had to pay nearly as much 
in rates for the destruction of marsupials as he 
paid in rent to the Govemment for his run. 
It was a gross irnpo~ition, he 1naintained, upon 
the position occupied by that man in thttt district, 
thttt he should be required to pay so much as 
tlmt. The amendment proposed did not relieve 
that man of a liability of that ldnd. Until there 
was some alteration and readjustment of the 
marsupial districts it would be very unjnst to 
pa's the proposed new clause. 

Question-That the words "two-thirds of the 
members of" be inserted before the words "the 
board "-put. 

Mr. STEVENSON said he hoped the amend
ment would not be accepted, as it would spoil 
the whole clause. The Minister for Lands told 
them that the members of the marsupial boards 
were appointed by the Government. The rate
payers had the option of appointing the members 
of the boards if they chose. The hon. member 
told them thttt the cattle men did not take 
any interest in the appointment of the boards, 
because they did not take the same interest 
in the Marsupial "\.et as the sheep men did. 
He thought it woul<l be a very g-ood thing to 
have dingoes included in the Bill, so that those 
people might take an interest in the matter and 
appoint the members of the boarcl themselves. 
'l'he hon. member for Port Cur-tis had. in his 
opinion, taken a very liberal view of the 'matter. 
The clause left it entirely to the ratepayers in 
each district to elect their own representatives 
on the bottrd, and the board would decide whether 
din~::·oes should be included in their district or 
not. The clause would be destroyed by any 
such amendment as that proposed by the hon. 
member for Leichhardt, and he hoped it would 
not be accepted by the hem. member for \V arreg-o. 

Mr. ,TESSOP said that perhaps some hon. 
members did not know how the Act was worked. 
The Minister for Lands said thttt the members of 
marsupial hoards were appointed by the Govern
ment, which showed that he did not know much 
about the matter. 

The PREMIER: So they are. 
Mr. JESSOP: If the ratepayers did not 

elect them. If there was a question at issue 
and something- for the parties interested to decide, 
they would choose men whom they thought 
would represent them best. Some persons 
who had the right to vote would not vote 
for members who would destroy native dogs. 
He thought the cattle men were great be
lievers in dingoes, and it was probable that 
they would not support a man who would vote 
for their destruction. He heard the question 
a.sked across the table a few minutes ago as to 
how many members there were on a board. 
Well, there were five. Every year a notice was 
given that an election of members would take 
place on a certain day, and every person in the 
district represented by the hoard having 100 
head of cattle or 600 sheep was entitled to 
vote. Those interested in the inclusion of 
dingoes under the provisions of the Bill would, 
no doubt, be sure to find some man who believed 
in their views to offer himself as a candidate 
for election. As to the amendment proposed 
by the hem. member for Leichharclt, it was 
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opposed to the general principle of o-overnment
namely, the principle of governm.;'nt by majori
ties. Certainly, it would not improve the clause. 

Mr. DONALDSON said he had announced 
his intention of adhering to his proposal th:tt 
the matter should be decided bv an absolute 
majority of the board. It would 'be very incon
venient if the ttmenclment of the hon. member for 
Leichhardt were allowed to l"''''· How would 
they get two-thirds of five, which was the nnmher 
of members on a board? He had listened with 
very great attention indeed to the disct1ssion on 
the n1atter, hoping tv hear son1e argnn1ent frmn 
hon. gentlemen who were opposed to the clause, 
but he had not been at all enlightened by the 
reasons advanced. The l\Iinister for Lands and 
the Minister for W arks had both spoken against 
the ch•use, and of all the selfish speeches he had 
listened to, the most selfish was the one he had just 
heard fro111 the :Minister for Lands. He could 
n_ot characterise it as anything else, bec<tuse 
although cattle-owners had now sufficient protec
tion under the Marsupials DeRtruction Act, the 
hon .. gentleman objected to give the same pro
tectwn to the owners of sheep. If the dinn·oes 
d:stroyed the marsupials1 as it was contended they 
chd, there was no necess1ty to pay any tax at all. 
They shoul<llet the dingoes loose over the marsu
pial country and do without the tax altogether. 
The Minister fnr Lands had stated some facts 
with reference to the amount of rates that had 
to be paid by a cattle-owner in his district · lmt 
the hon. gentleman forgot to mention that sheep
owners il_l that part of tJ:e cm:ntry were compelled 
to fence m th~1r runs w1th dmgo-prnof fence, ttnd 
at the same t1me to pay rates for the rlestruction 
of marsupials. He(Mr. Donaldson)thoughtifany
one was unjustly treaterl it was those sheep
owners _who had not _only to pay rates fnr the 
de.;trnctwn of marsupmls but also to spend larae 
sums of money in fencing their holdings. The 
clause he had moved, as he had tried to explain on 
the previous evening, was entirely of a pern1issive 
nature. There might be something in the a,rrru
ments.urged ag~inst it if the whole of the country 
to wlnch the B1ll would apply was occupied by 
cattle as well_ as sheep, hut they knew 
that large port_wns were thoroughly unfitted 
for sheep, partwularly in the coastal districts. 
In districts where it .was necessary to keep sheep, 
no one, he was certam, would object to the des
truction of the dingo. In New South \Vales, a 
few years ago, an Act was passed, called the 
Protection of Stock and Pastures Act. Under 
that Act the hoard had the right to pay certain 
sums o_f money for the destruction of marsupir~ls 
and dmgoes, and a few years' experience had 
proved that that plan was a perfect success. 
He believed that marsupials had been almost 
exterminated on the best pasture lands in that 
colony, and the pastoralists had not had to 
go to the expense of making fences to keep 
them out. \Vith reference to the clause before 
the Comm~ttee, he thought that the only places 
ab?u.t whiCh there could be any conflict of 
opmwn as to the application of its provisions 
were those where the sheep and cattle dis
tricts joined. But in such a cnse it was quite 
competent for the Governor in Council to so alter 
the boundaries of any district that one should 
include cattle and the other sheep · and it 
would then he for a marsupial hoard to say 
whether their district should come under the 
operation of that clause or not. He could not 
conceive that there could be any reasonable 
objection to the clause as it stood. He charac
terised the opposite opinion as a very selfish one 
indeed, becanse although the owners o.f cattle more 
particularly those in coastal districts, had' given 
to them by the Marsupial Act very gre;1t facilities 
for the total destruction of marsupials in a few 

years, they would not allow the same assistance 
to the owners of sheep in the interior. He 
trusted the clame would pass. 

The :MINISTER FOR LA::'\DS said thE' hon. 
member had 'wcuse<l him of selfishness, but the 
h<m. membel' himself seemed to be taking the 
vie\\' generally aSbumed by the :,heep-owner
that the sheep-owu£.r was :1 higher order of being, 
and must be fil'st considered. The cattle man 
at any rate deserved to be treated justly, and no 
doubt the readjustment of districts which h,1d 
been suggeRted \vould enable the Governrnent to 
mnke the clause act fail'ly towards them ; but it 
would take time, and the clause coming into 
operation at once, the rates would be innne
cliately raised. The c11ttle men would not 
only receive no benefit from it, but would 
be directly injured. He doubted whethel' 
n1en could be prevented from going into the 
cattle districts to poison dogs ; and he knew dis
tricts where a man could earn £S or £10 a week 
by poisoning them-by, in fact, destroying the 
only thing that enabled the cattle men to hold 
the country. And the cattle-owners would be 
compelled to pay for it ; that was anomalous and 
outrageous. The sheep u1en vvere certainly 
entitled to do all they liked to destroy the 
dingoes in their districts; but they had no right 
to demand that they should be assisted by men 
whom such destruction positively injured. 

Mr. STEVl~XSON said he hoped the Com
mittee woul<l not he led awav by what the 
l\linister for Lands said about the cattle men. 
He knew that when he wa.s as~isting to get up a 
cleputation on the subject he had no difficulty 
in getting two rnen frmn the North to join, who 
were cattle-holders and did not own a single 
sheep in the colony. They told him they thought 
it would be a great benefit to the cattle men if oome 
such cl,use as the present were included in the 
Bill. He belieYed that even in the districts 
represented by the hon. member for Leichhardt 
and the ll.linister for Lands there were as many 
sheep men as cattle men who wonlcl be willing to 
see the clause introduced. Two-thirds of the 
cattle men in the colony woul<l be satisfied to 
see the clause inserted, believing that the dogs, 
when they could get calves, would not go after 
n1arsupials. 

::\fr. KELLETT said he could verify the 
remarks made by the last speaker. In the dis
trict of \V est ~Ioreton he knew that the cattle
owner>< were perfectly satisfied that they lost a 
great number of calves every year through the 
dingoes ; and he believed the majority of cattle
owners in the colony had abandoned the old 
idea that the dingoes did them no harm. He 
would guarantee that, if they were polled, 
two-thirds of them would vote to have the dingo 
included in the Bill. His experience was not 
the s>tme as that of the hon. member for Port 
Curtis-that when the poisoning of dingoes was 
stopped the marsupials decreased. No doubt 
they kept clown marsupials to n certain extent, 
but if the nmrsupials <lecreasecl wherever the 
dingo was allowed to run, surely there ought 
not to be a nl:.tr:·mpial in the colony now. He 
believed the prmciple of the clause was fair. 
The stockowuer.s of a district had it in their own 
power to say whether the clause shonld bg put 
in force or not. Every stockowner in a district 
could vote for the members of the board, and if 
they believed the principle was a bad one they 
could roll up and put in men who thought as 
they did. 

J'.lr. KORTOX oaid he knew many cattle
owners held the opinion that native dogs should 
be included in the Bill ; p<>ssibly a majority of 
them thought so. Of conrse, no one who knew 
anything about the subject woul<l say that 
dingoes did not kill calves; but what many 
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people held was that, as soon as the dingoes 
reached such numbers as to be really destruc
tive, it was easy to reduce them by poisoning, 
and that it was better to lose a small percentage 
of calves than to be overrun with marsupials. 
As to what he httcl s>tid ]Jreviously about the 
1nar.supials decreasing when the dingoes ceased 
to be poisoned, he spoke from his own personal 
knowledge, and he knew manv others who had 
had the same experience. "He thought the 
fairest thing to all parties would be to allow the 
pro]Josal to pass. 

Mr. DO~ALDSOX said he had brought for
ward his proposal simply in the interests of the 
colony, and not because he thought "pccial con
sidemtion should be shown to the sheep-owners. 
He believed th:<t in a few years sheep would be 
largely kept where there were none now ; the 
sheep co>mtry would extend with the extension 
of the railways. He felt sure the adontion of the 
cbuse he ha·d proposed would be an' advantage 
to the colony. 

Mr. GOVETT said he had been in a district 
where dingoes were so plentiful and so rLring 
that they had to be guarded against, or a man's 
sadrlle-straps or hobble-stm)'S would be taken 
almost from under his heacl at the camp fire. 
He had lived in the same district until he hat! 
seen the time when sheep could he turned out in 
the paddocks and there graze upon the natun1l 
grasses of the country in a proper and legitimate 
n1anner without being· at all worried by dogs. 
He would, for one, be very glad to see a fund 
raised to exterminttte the dingo from Queens
htnd altogether. He thmwht that if the mar
supittls were to increase to tlw enormous extent 
that they had in the Leichhardt ttnd l'eak 
Down.s districts it would b8 better to allow 
them to <'at themselve' out thttn to pre-erve the 
dingoes to keep them clown. 'rhcy could fence 
them in and destroy them, and those that 
were left out in the scrubs could eat themselves 
out and starve. That would be better than 
allowing the dingo to be the destroyer of mar

•supittls. The Minister for -works told them that 
the dingoes did not eat gra3' ; but they did not 
altogether live upon lllarsnpials, even \vhen they 
could not g.,t ea] ves or sheep. 'fhey fed very 
largely upon liza.rds and eggs, and smaller 
anirnah and the 1nillions of rats, not so large as 
the house rat, that sometimes appeared in the 
country. He had seen those rats in millions, and 
hac! seen the dogs killing them. 'l'hey preferred 
those dainty little animals to running down an 
old-nutn kangaroo. He thought tlmt the new 
clause proposed by the hon. memlJer for \V arrego 
should be allowed to pa", becttufie he was con
vinced that the dingo was a great cmse to the 
country. 

Mr. GRL\IIES said he could hardly tell, from 
the c~mflicting opinions expressed upon the Bill, 
whetner they should look U)J011 the dingo as " 
pest or otherwise. He was mther inclined tu 
look upon the dingo as not u. pest, but rather a 
very useful animal in the country. They had 
had tt little light thrown upon the subject by the 
hon. member who httcl just sat down, who said 
that dingoes did not confine themselves to 
marsupials, but also destroyed rats and various 
other things which would otherwbe overrun 
the country. They had heard that parts of 
Austmlia had been, at times, overrun by 
armies of rats ; ttnd he thought they ought 
to be careful in legislating upon the dingoe~, 
that they di<l not drive them from the face 

. of the land altogether. He knew for a 
fact that they were exceedingly useful in kill
ing the 1narsupials, and he was incline<l to 
befriend them upon that ground. He rose more 
particularly to call atte;1tion to the fact that 
there might be a little difference in the wording 

of the clause. It was, perhaps, not generally 
known that there was now " cross between 
the domestic dog upon th;, stations and the 
dingo slut, and if only the scalp were 
shown there would be great difficulty in dis
tinguishing the native dog from the cro~s-breds. 
He presumed that if it were the produce of 
a dingo slut they would be able to claim 5s. 
for the scalp ; and he would suggest to the hon. 
member who introduced the new clause that 
they Hhould insi"t upon some other pttrt of the 
dog being produced that would identify him 
with the dingo. \Voulcl it not be possible to 
have a portion of the other end of the animal, 
and between the two they might be able to 
decide as to what was the produce of the dingo 
and of the domestic dog ? He was sure that 
in a good many cases domestic dogs would be 
palmed off on the board as dingoes. 

Mr. DONALDSO~ caid that the board would 
tttke ttmple precautions with regard to thttt. 
'rhere was not the slightest doubt that it would 
be much easier to distinguish which it was by the 
ears, which form~d part of the scalp. Those 
dogs killed the sheep as well as dingoes. 

Mr .• n:S80P sltid he had been in the colony 
for twenty-six years, and he freely confessed 
that he never hettrd so many people stand up 
for the dingo before. If they had been a benefit 
to the cattle-owners, why were not domestic dogs 
turned out in the country if they would kill 
vermin as fast as the dingo could? 

:Mr. GRDIES said that there would be a 
difficulty in distinguishing those dogs by the 
ears. He knew that for a fact, because not more 
than three months ago he ""w a pup which was 
the produce of a dingo slut, and by looking at 
the to:1l'S or the head of that pup one could not 
tell but thrtt it was a pretty well-bred kangaroo 
dog. The ears of the kangaroo dog were very 
different from the ears of the native dog, but 
there would be many mistakes made if only the 
scalp were produced. 

Mr. NORTOX said he did not see whttt differ
ence it nmde whether it wtts a dingo or a httlf
bred dingo, so long as it killed sheep ; they 
wttntecl to de .. troy the dogs thttt destroyed the 
sheep. The difficulty was that a great many 
t-lme dog' would di;.ttppear and their ears would 
be prtid for by the bmud. 

:\fr. FOOT.E said he had intended to let the 
hlm. gentlemen have the matter out by them
selves, as he was not particularly interestecl 
in it ; but hearing Buch a variety of opinions 
upon the <pwstion- and the further they got 
the more it becccme open- he thought that 
there was another suggestion, and that was 
thn,t rnen enga-ged in killing these dogs and pro
ducing ~ca1p~ would inaugurate a breeding estab
lishment. He thought it was quite possible to go 
too far in the m»tter. Aceording to his idea, the 
JV[inister fm' Lands had made out a very good case. 
There might be cattle stations within a district 
that took advantage of the clttuse, and the cttttle 
men might not wish to be taxed. \Vhen the 
first Native Dog Act was passed nothing had 
been heard about marsupials, but since that time 
they had sprung up in millions. It was now, 
however, proposecl to destroy both dingoes and 
lllttrsupials. In any case, the clause should be 
confined to the real dingo, otherwise the scalp
hunters might set to work to produce dogs in 
order to get the head-money for them. Five 
shillings for a puppy was not a bad price, and it 
wtts C[nite " sufficient inducement to men in want 
of money to undertake a business of that sort. 
Indeed, it might be made into f[uite a lucrative 
occupation. 

1\fr. STEVENS said that was a matter that 
might well be left to the districts to settle amnng 
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hemselves. If the cattle-owners suffered, thev 
had brought it on themselves in a great measure. 
Although some owners of cattle had used poison 
moderately and kept the dogs in check, others 
had not taken the slightest trouble in that direc
tion.. \Vhat he rose to say was, that he hoped 
the time was not far distant when the Act wonld 
be done away with altogether. That mirrht 
not meet with the approval of the squatters 
altogether, but it would that of the taxpayers. In 
Victori:;t they had got rid of both dogs and 
marsuprals. 

An Ho"'OU!lABLE :iYIEMBER: No. 
Mr. ST.EVENS said that was the case to a 

great extent, and the real dingo was nearly 
extinct. Those interested in the destruction of 
those animals should pay for it, and it should 
not be made a charge on the taxpaym·s of the 
colony. 

Mr. MELLOU said the <lingo was certainly a 
very destructive animal, and the cattle-owner 
as well as the sheep-owner suffered from its 
ravages. He did not altogether believe in what 
had been said about dingoes killing marsupials. 
He had seen a great many dingoes, but had never 
seen them chasing marsupials, althrmrrh he had 
often seen them chasing calves and sh.:'ep. Like 
the hon. member for Logan, he hoped the time 
was not far distant when the Act would be clone 
away with. It had become in some instances 
rather oppressive. In his own district there 
were a great many farmers owning 20 head of 
cattle, _and although they did not suffer from 
marsupials they were taxed, and at the same 
time they had not a voice in the election of 
the board, which was restricted to men owning 
100 head. ~hat wu,s an injustice, because every 
man who pard the rate oug-ht to have a voice in 
the election of the board. If the Act was not 
done away with entirely, it ought at least to be 
confined to those Elistricts which reaped benefit 
from it. 

Mr. JORDAN said he did not profess to know 
much about sheep and cattle, though he once 
had part of a cattle station. He was then under 
the irnr~ression that native dogs were very 
destructive to calves, and he had spent severnl 
five-shilling, in buying poison for them, and he 
was under the belief that he derived benefit from 
killing the dingoes. That was twenty-fivo years 
ago. The remarks of the hon. member for Loo-an 
raised a very important question. Thehon. m~rn
ber said th::;t bo~h di~goes and marsupials had been 
destroyed m Vrctona; but he must admit that 
rabbits had overrun the country and were be
coming a terrible pest. He had at first felt disposed 
to support the proposed new clause, believing that 
the hon. member for Warrego had made out an 
excellen~ cas~ ; but when the;r imported the idea 
of rabbits mto the questiOn it became an 
exceedingly grave one, a• to whether if they 
destroyed dingoes whplesale throuo-hout the 
colony, rabbits might not occupy their place. 
Whether dingoes destroyed marsupials or not 
seemed to be an open question · even old 
squatters differed in opinion upon it.' If native 
dogs would_ destroy rabbits, or keep them down, 
th~y certamly ought not_ to . be swept out of 
exrstence ; and, after hearmg the remarks of the 
hon. member for Logan, he should feel inclined to 
vote against the clause. 

The PREMIER said he did not pretend to be 
an expert on the question, but he thought it a 
remarkable fact that, after killino- off all the 
native dogs in Victoria, the number of rabbits 
ir: t~at _colony had increa,ecl enormously. The 
drstrrct m_ Queensland which was most particu
larly anxwus to use the marsupial fund for the 
destruction of dingoes was the district represented 
by the hon. member for \Varrego-the very part of 

the country that was most in danger from rabbits. 
He had received information yesterday, or the day 
before, that the place where the rabbits were 
nearest the border was about where the Barcoo 
flowed into Cooper's Creek; and he was disposed 
to think that for the present it was just as well 
not to set to work to d0stroy dingob in that part 
of the colony. It was weil known that where 
rabbit..:; wore few in rnnnber they did not increase 
very rapidly, but if by auy chance they were 
allowed to increase i11 number, they multiplied to 
an almost incre<lible extent. It was said that 
there had been rabbits on a run-he forgot its 
name-on the Paroo River, within 100 miles 
of the Queensland border, for the last five years. 

Mr. DONALDSON: Ko; certainly not. 
The PEEMIER : It w"s sai<1 so; and that not 

more thmr half-a-dozen, or about one a year, had 
been seen ; and they did not increase. :For that 
reason he feared the present was an inopportune 
time to introduce any resolution for the destruc
tion of natiYe dogs. 

Mr. STEVENS said he wished to point out, 
with regard to rabbits being plentiful in Victoria, 
that it had arisen subse<[uent to the removal of 
the dingo, so that it was quite an open rluestion 
whether the <lingo could keep rabbits down or not. 
However, he could say th"t foxes were let loose 
in parts of the country where rabbits were very 
plentiful, and those who knew anything about 
foxes would be aware that they would kill as 
many rabbits as dingoes would, and yet they had 
not been able to keep them down. 

Mr. STEVENSON said he hoped the Govern
ment would be able to introduce some measure 
by which rabbits would be kept out of the colony 
without the necessity of preserving the dingo to 
keep them out. 

::VIr. DON ALDSOX said that with regard to the 
remarks of the hon. the Premier, who was gene
rally very clear in dealing with any subject before 
the Committee, although he '""' not so on the 
present occasion, he would point out that in 
Victoria rabbits were not introduced until the 
dingneH v.rere a.lmost oxtern1Inated, except in sonle 
districts that were not occupied by stock-that 
was in the mallee, or down towards Cape 
Otway. At the present time the only place 
in which there were dingoes was the mallee, and 
that was completely overrun with rabbits. 'l'o 
such an extent was it overrun, that recently a 
Land Act was passed in that colony giving 
facilities to selectors to take up the country at a 
low rental, in order to exterminate the peet ; 
and, in addition to that, the Government now 
proposed to erect rabbit-proof fences for the 
lessees, charging a low rate of interest upon the 
outlay. There was nothing- whatever in the 
argument that the ding-o would keep down the 
rabbits. It was a matter of impossibility, because 
rabbit:' bred in millions. 

The PREMIER: If they get beyond the dogs. 
Mr. DONALDSON said it was impossible to 

keep sheep upon country that wa" infested with 
dingoes, and he contended that sheep were neces
sary for the advancement of this colony. He 
thought the time had passed when they 
could profitably grow cattle. The tune had 
come, too, when squatters would have to pay 
much higher rentals fOl' the pastoral lands 
of the colony, and therefore it was neces
sary that they should haYe some protection 
fr<m1 the State. He still contended that if the 
ding-o was to be allowed to exist, or was to be 
protected, rather, by the Government in order to 
keep out the rabbit, it was a very ineffectual 
means of keeping them out. In fact, they were 
merely shielding themselves from a great respon
sibility which hacl fallen upon their shonlderH. 
The time had arrived when some strenuous 
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efforts should be made by the Government 
to effectually fence out the rabbit. He 
was sorry that they had digressed from the 
subject before the Committee. He was not the 
fir&t to introduce the rabbit queslion, but as it 
had been introduced he thought it only right 
to express his Yiews upon it, especially in con
nection with their de,truction by dingoes. He 
was satisfied that there w'" no possibility of 
remedying the evil in that way. If they depended 
npon dingoes to keep the rabbits out, it would 
not be long before the whole country was oYerrun 
with them. 

Question-That the words "two-thirds of the 
members of" be inserted before "the board"
put and negatived. 

Question-That the proposed new clause stand 
part of the Bill-put. 

The Committee divided:
An:s, 20. 

Sir '1\ :\'fcilwraitll, l\Iessrs. Donahlson, Bailey, Lalor, 
Stevcns Kates, }forehead, ~1_rchcr. Kellett, J. 0ampbell, 
Stevenson, Isambert, 2\Iellor, Smyth, Hamilton, ~orton, 
)Ioreton, 1\~allace, Jessop, Blaek, Govett, :J!acfarlane, 
Fcrguson, Jijgson, Foxton, and Horwitz. 

NOICS, 12. 
Jiessrs. Gritrith, Dntton, P),ntledgc, Dickson, )Iilcs, 

Sheridan, Grimes, \Vaketicld, :Foote, Jordan, }Iidgley, and 
Salkeld. 

llesolYed in the affirmative. 
The PREMIER said he proposed to amend 

the title of the Bill bv inserting the words 
" amend and" after the \vord "to,'' so a.s to read 
''to mnend and continue," etc. 

Amendment agreed to ; and title, ns amended, 
pnt and passed. 

On the motion of the PRE:YliEH, the House 
resumed, and the CHAIHJ\!AN reported the Bill 
with further amendments and an amend~d title. 

The third reading of the Bill was made an 
Order of the Day for Tuesday next. 

:YIESSAGE FRO:YI THE LEGISLATIVE 
COUNCIL. 

The SPEAKEH announced the receipt of a 
message from the Legislative Council, stating 
that the Council had agreed to the Appropriation 
Bill No. 1, without amendment. 

MESSAGE FROM THE GOVERNOR 
The PREMIER said : Before the next 

Order of the Day is called I have to acquaint 
the House that I haYe it in command from 
His Excellency the Gonrnor to intimate to 
the House that His Excellency, having been 
informed that it is proposed to amend the Bill 
to amend the Crown Lands Act of 1884 by 
declaring and enacting that certain lessees of 
agricultural farms, the ttrea of which does not 
exceed 160 acres, who are not the holLlers of con
tiguous farms and who become entitled to a deed 
of gmnt under the provisions of the 74th section 
of the principal Act, shall be entitled to have 
:·eturned to them ~ny rent which they have vaid 
m excess of 2s. fie!. per acre, recommends the 
proposed amendment to the consideration of the 
House. 

CROWN LANDS ACT OF 1884 AJYIEND
:UENT BILL-COMMITTEE. 

On the Order of the Day being read, the 
House went into Committee to further consider 
this Bill. 

l\Ir. l\IOREHEAD said before they com
menced the di,;cussion of the Bill he had some
thing to Ray with regard to the distribution, not 
only of the hill they were about to discuss, but 
of other BillH that had been dealt with, or partly 
dealt with, in committee. The pmctice had been-

and it was a very bad practice-that after copies 
of Bill8 had got into the hands of hon. members 
and were left on the seats when the House rose, 
they were next day picked up-so the messenger 
had informed him-from the seats, <end handed 
l'ound to hon. 1nen1ben; again. He thought 
that fresh copies should be sent round, because 
hon. members were in the habit of putting 
marginal notes, or making alterations, in the Bills 
served out to them by the messenger. He had 
one handed to him just now-he did not know 
who had it last night, but it was scored all over 
and marked, as hon. members would see. He did 
not know what was on it, nor did he want to see 
it; he wanted a clean copy of the Bill. Nobody 
wanted to see the amendments made in a Bill 
which an hon. member might have left upon his 
seat. If a member did make marginal notes 
upon a Bill, he probably had a right to put it in 
his drawer. No Bill which had any marks upon 
it whatever should be distributed to a member, 
unle.;s it was to the member who had made the 
marks upon it. 

Mr. SHERIDAN said he held in his hand a 
Bill upon which there was a marginal note, an 
alteration, and a somewhat ornamental diagram. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said he tnmted the Clerk 
of the Legislative Assembly, or the officer 
whose duty it was, would take steps to have 
clean copies sent out, and not haYe copies sent 
round with marks upon them, which might 
probably lead to trouble amongst members. 
Assuming that they could write, he did not want 
to read the notes made by the Minister for Works 
or the Minister for Lands. 

The ::YIINISTER J!'OR WORKS : l'lfore tom
foolery! 

::'vir. MOREHEAD said the hon. member need 
not think he was going to annoy him. He re
pPated they should not have put into their hands 
the information, or want of information, that 
might be exhibited by hon. members on either 
side of the House ; clean copies of the Bill should 
be served out every night. The Bill he held in 
his hand was marked and had writing upon it, 
and he did not want it. He wanteGl a clean 
one. 

The PitKI\UER said he did not think that 
anv further discuR,ion was necessary on that 
point. 

Mr. MOREHEAD: It is a matter of im
portance. 

The PREMIER : Quite so ; but, attention 
having been called to it, it will be attended to 
in future. 

Mr. MORE HEAD : I was told by themes
senger that he had no more co1•ies to serve out. 

The PllEMIER said the messenger could get 
more. It must be understood, however, that in 
the case of a very long Bill fresh copies could not 
be served out every night. In a cttse of that sort 
hon. members would no doubt take care of the 
copy served out to them and keep it in their 
dra\vers. 

Mr. BLACK asked leave to withdraw the 
new clause proposed by him when the Bill was 
last under discussion, for the purpose of present
ing a new clause which had just been handed 
round tu hon. members. 

Clause, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. BLACK said it was pointed out on the 

last occasion when they had that Bill under dis
cu:;sion that the way he had worded the clause 
proposed by him would allow the homestead 
selector to be also the possessor of a number 
of adjoining selections, and he would there
fore be put in a better position than the 
ordinary conditional selector. That was not 
hi.; wi:;h in submitting the clause to the 
Cu1umittee, his object bein[{ tu allow the 
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homestead selector, who was willing to confine 
his selection to an area not exceedin~ 160 acres 
in all, to get that land at a price which it was 
assumed he would get it for-namely, 2s. ()d. 
an acre. In order to arrive at that object he had 
very much pleasure in proposing the new clause 
which hon. members had now in their hands. It 
was to the following effect :-

"And whereas doubts have arisen as to the total 
amount which may become payable as l'ent by a k~sec 
of an agricultural farm, the area whereof doe-s not 
exceed 160 acres, who becomes entitled to a deed of 
grant of the land in fee-simple under the provisions of 
the seventy-fourth section of the principal Act: Be it 
declared and enacted as follows-

" In the ease of any such lessee who has not, during 
the term of his lease, been the holder of any contiguous 
farm, if the amount paid by him as rent m respect of 
the farm for the five years preceding the t.ime wllen lw 
so became entitled to a deed of grant exceeds a. smn 
equal to 2s. 6d. per acre of th~' land comprised in the 
farm, the lcs.see shall be entitled to have returned to 
him a sum equal to the difference between the sum so 
paid and a sum equal to 2s. 6d. per acre. 

"But if he has during the term of tbe lease been the 
holder of a contiguous farm then he shall not be 
entitled to any such retnrn." 
He wished to have it quite clear in that, that 
the homestead selector should be entitled to 
the full amount of lGO acres. He was not quite 
certain whether-in the way the clause was 
worded-assuming a selector took up only 40 
acres, and afterwards took up an additional 40 
acres, the latter might not be considered a con
tiguous farm. 

The PREMIER : He cannot, under the Act, 
take up more than one farm. 

The HoN. Sm T. ?.'IciLWRAITH: Yes, he 
can, under clause 74, which makes special 
provision with respect to agricultural farnm the 
area whereof does not exceed lGO acres. 

The PREMIER : The next clause says he 
cannot take up more than one f,nm. 

Mr. BLACK said he wished the Committee 
plainly to understand the object he had in 
moving the new clause. It was, as he had 
intimated, to define accurately the position of 
the homestead selector; nnd to let it be clearly 
understood that he was entitled to 1 GO acres, but 
no more, at 2s. fid. per acre, on his complying 
with the conditions set forth in the ,\et. 

The MINISTER FOR LA:'\DS said the 
clause made clear a point in reference to home
stead selection about which there was a doubt 
in the minds of hon. members before; and he 
would have no objection to the clause. \Vith 
reference to the fjuestion asked by the hon. 
gentleman, he would point out that if a man 
took up 40 ncres under clause 74 of the Act 
he certainly could not take up another ,;election 
under the same conditions. ..With the under
standing that there was no further alteration 
made, he was willing to allow the clmme to go. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said they were not going 
to have any understanding that there was to be 
no further alteration. They would not have any 
argument of that :<art. The hon. gentleman 
must take the clause ot· leave it. They would 
discnss what came when it did come. 

Clause put and passed. 
Schedule passed as printed. 
The PREMIER moved thnt the following be 

the preamble of the Bill:-
-whereas it is desirable to a1nend the Crown JJands 

A.ct. of 1881 in certa.in particulars. 
Question put and passed. 
On the motion of the MINISTER FOR 

LANDS, the Cu.um!AK left the chair, and re
ported the 1~ill to the Hou<-<c with >Lmendments. 

The report was ndopted, and the third read
ing of the Bill !l1<cdc an Order of the lhy for 
Tuesday next. 

ADJOURNJ\IENT, 
The PR1~lVIIER, in moving the adjournment 

of the House, said that on Tuesday next it was 
proposed to take first the second reading of 
the Habbit Bill, and then to proceed with the 
Electicns Bill in committee. 

The House adjourned at three minutes past 
6 o'clock. 




