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1342 Question. [ASSEMBLY.] Income Tax, Etc., Bill. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

THCRSDAY, 1 AUGUST, 1918. 

The SPEAKER (Hon. W. McCormack, Cairns) 
took the chair at half-past 3 o'clock. 

QUESTION. 

EMPLOY:Y!El';T IN SUGAR INDcSTRY. 

Mr. BRENNAN (Too1rooml!a) ask~d the 
Secretary for Public Works-

" 1. How many men have been induced 
by Mr. F. R. Brand, representing the 
Fairymead Sugar Company, to leave the 
Down> and other parts of Queensland 

[Hon . .A. J. Jones. 

on the pretext of securing employment 
in the sugar industry in Bundaberg and 
the Isis districts 1 

" 2. Is it a fact that a number of the•e 
men have been stranded through un­
employment, whilst others have not 
earned more than 3s. per day?" 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS 
(Hon. E. G. Theodore, Ghillagoe) replied-

. " 1. The Fair~·mead Company e<Jgages 
Its labour independently of the Govern­
ment exchanges. I am informed that 
Mr. Br.1nd has this sc•ason engaged 
sixty-seven men outside of Bundaherg, 
of whom forty-nine were engaged in 
Brisbane and eighteen in Toowoomba. 

"2. I lnYe not b0cn allc to obtain any 
information on this matter." 

PAPER. 

The following paper, laid on the table, was 
ordc·red to be printed:-

The thirty-fourth annual report of the 
inscription and issue of stock, uuder 
the provisions of the Queensland 
Stock Inscription Act. 

LA:-;D ACT AME:-;DME:!'i'T BILL ('No. 3). 
THIRD READING. 

On the motion of the HoN. J. M. HU:.JTER 
(Jiaranoa), this Bill was read a third time, 
and ordered to be transmitted to the Legis­
lative Council for their concurrence by 
me·-sage in the usual form. 

SUBVE:-;TION OF FRIENDLY 
SOCIETIES ACT. 

On the motion of Mr ROBERTS (ll'ast 
Toozcoom ba), it was formally re-olved-

" That in view of the beneficial results 
following the passing of the Subvention 
of Friendly Societies Act in New South 
\V ales, this Hou~e is of opinion that 
consideration should be given to this 
matter with the object of assisting the 
aged and permanently sick members of 
friendly societies in Queensland. ' 

I:.\'CO:.VIE TAX ACT AME:-;DMKNT BILL. 
FREE CONFERE:-iCE-CONSIDERATION OF LI.;GIS· 

LATIVE CouNCIL's MESS.\GE OF 30TH JuLY, 
St:GGESTING A FREE CONFEHENCE ON 1'HIS 
BILL. 

The TREASURER (Hon. E. G. Theodore, 
Chillagoe): I beg to move-That the follow­
ing message be returned to the Legislative 
Council:-

" Mr. President,-
" The Legislative Assembly having had 

under consideration the message 0f the 
Legislative Council, of date 30th Julv, re­
questing a free conference on the IIi'come 
Tax Act Amendment Bill, beg now to 
intimate that thev-

" Agree to the proposal containerl in 
the message. 

"The Legislative Assembly have ap­
pointed the Hon. T. J. Ryan and the 
Hon. E. G. Theodore as managers to 
represent -them at such free conference, 
and they name 12 o'clock noon on Friday, 
2nd instant, as a convenient hour at 
which to meet, if it will suit the con­
venience of the managers of the Legis­
lative Council." 

Question put and passed. 



Dingo and Marsupial [l AuGUST.] De,•truction Bill. 1343 

BRISBANE TRAMWAY FARES BILL. 

To BE CONSIDERED IN COMMITTEE. 

On this order being read, 

The PREMIER (Hon. T. J. Ryan, 
Barcoo) said: I beg to move-That consid­
eration of this order (K o. 3) be postponed 
until after the consideration of OI'ders Nos. 
4 and 5, to meet the convenienoo of the Home 
Secretary. 

Mr. :\IACARTKEY (Toowong): I trust 
!he h~n. memb<er wjq consider the position 
In wh1ch the Opposition ma.y be placed by 
the altcratio!l of the order in which the 
business is proposed to be taken, if necesmry. 

The PRr,:,!lER: Oh, yes. 
Question put and passed. 

DINGO AND MARSUPIAL 
DESTRUCTION BILL. 

SECOXD READIXG. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTl:RE 
\Hon. W. Lennon, Herbert): I rise for the 
purpos.e of mo.ving the second reading of 
thH Bill. It Will be seen by the title that a 
~h<>ng-e has been made, seeing that the Bill 
!!!tends to devote very much greater atten­
tiOn to the dedruction of the dingo because 
of the fact that the marsupials invite de­
struction themseh-es in consequence of the 
value of their skins; and moreover even a 
·clog's :okin, .as well. as th~ dingo's skin, now 
has some commercial value. It is a well­
know!! f.act that, in sheep districts, dogs are 
conumttmg very great destruction. Rabbits 
and ~ogs are wor~e now than at any previ­
ous tune. m the history of the State. I am 
also_adv1sed of that fa<'t by the \Voo! Expert 
of the department. ::'>Ir. "'· G. Brown, who 
~ays the general opinion in &heep districts 
1s that dogs are now doing more harm· than 
at any pre_vious time during the last twentv­
five ?~' thirty years. During the whole of 
the hme the marsupial boards have been in 
existence--since 1877-they have raised by 
assessments no less a sum than £728 108 and 
have paid bonu.<es on scalps at vario~s ;ates. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: I wish the hon. gentle­
man W?uld speak a little louder. I cannot 
h!'ar him. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE· 
I am sorry if I cannot make myself heard: 
by. reason of the buzz of conversation that is 
gomg on. 

The SPEAKER : Order ! Order ! 
The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 

The hon. gentleman said he could not hear 
me. I thought I was speaking in a tone 
sufficiently loud to be heard. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: It was not your fault. 
T~e SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 

Whilst that large amount has been raised 
by . assesBment ?f the stockowners by the 
vanous marsupial boards, the endowment 
paid by the State Government during that 
time amounted to approximately £300,000, 
or 40 per cent. of the money so raised. To 
show that there is really no need for boards 
or for paying . scalp fees on marsupials, w~ 
do not make rt compulsory; it is optional 
for them to pay if they choose, as there is 
no need for it. There are already thirteen 
boards which will not pay a bonus on wal­
labies, and twenty boat'ds also which do not 

pay on the smaller marsupials, SIU.ch as 
paddymelons, bandicoots, and kangaroo 
rats, so that I really do not think that any 
grievance can be set up owing to the fact 
that the Bill does not compel the boards 
to pay <>calp fees on marsupials. Now, I 
think it has been generally acknowledged 
that, by reason of the high value of the 
skins. there is no need to make it com­
pulsory ; but if boards are so inclined, and 
desire to encourage people to com<;: along 
and extinguish, if possible, the marsupials, 
they will pay whatever bonus they please. 
Some newspaper comments have bf)en re­
cently made with regard to this Bill. How 
the gentleman in question arrives at the 
opinion he expresses I do not know-at all 
events, h.; has made two or three blunders. 
In his letter-which I will not refer to unless 
hon. members opposite desire-for example, 
hc:c states that the whole State will not be 
brought under the Bill. Now, such words do 
not occur in that way-that the whole State 
will not be brought under the Bill; there 
is nothing F>aid about that, because the 
boards already remain under the Bill it­
self; it gives the Governor in Coun­
cil power to establish dingo boards, which 
i"' the new name by which they have to be 
known in any part of the State. The critic 
is, therefore, somewhat wide of the mark 
when he says that no provision has been 
made in that regard. At the present time 
there are no boar,ds in the coastal districts 
at all. There were at one time, but they 
dropp<ed out, as they did not care about 
th8 job. North of Townsville there are no 
boards at all. The most northerly ones are 
Cloncurry and Dalrymple. In that wide 
stretch of countrv the whole of the Gulf 
country is practic-ally devoid of any organ­
ised attempt at ,dealing with this pest. But 
it fortunately happens that the Gulf country 
does not seem to be a good ground for the 
dingo; it does not thriYe there; the climate, 
perhaps, does not suit him, or it may b11 
that he cannot get a variety of diet, and is 
left entir<ely to live on young calves, as h(l 
cannot get young sheep ; but where he 
cannot g.et young calves, it is known to the 
dairymen that the dingo 'is doing very 
serious damage. During the past thr<)e 
weeks I have been informed of instances 
occurring on the North Coast line between 
Brisbane and Gympie, where valuable young 
calves are feequently destroyed by the dingo. 

Mr. BEBBINGTON: They have been killing 
yearlings on the Pilton Estate, to my know· 
ledge. 

The SECRETARY .FOR AGRICULTURE: 
Possibly, as I have said, the· absence of the 
sheep will drive the dingo on to the cattle. 
I think everyone will acknowledge that Mr. 
Brown, the Agricultural Depart.ncnt's Sheep 
and 'y ool Expert. is a man who knows pretty 
wdl what he talks about when he makes a 
report in regai'd to dingo destruction. He · 
tells me that-

" From 1894 to 1897 Boa,tman Station, 
on the N qbine, suffered huge losses in 
sheep from dogs. The owner netted-in 
the holding with a dog-proof fence, and 
started to kill the dogs within that 
fence. I know that for some time the 
average number of dogs killGd by 
scouters reached 145 per month, so with­
in three years dogs became very scarce. 
This is an area of about 1,100 ·square 
miles. These two instances show that 

Hon. W. Lennon.] 
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the pest may be reduced to a minimum 
by systematic destruction of the ani­
mals.'' 

Now, hitherto the assessments have been 
absurd; that is to say, the money which the 
boards have raised has not been sufficient 
in. many cases to enable them to do any­
thmg. There was no business in the thing 
at all. The thought has frequently occurred 
to me that the best way of handling this 
subject might be to wipe out the boards 
altogether, and throw the whole onus on 
the stockowner, but I am not venturing to 
go that length just now. The hon. member 
fm Drayton need not be alarmed because I 
have fallen short of that. I have there­
f?re, brought in this Bill to try a~d con· 
tmue, or rather improve, the existing sys­
tem, and to make some effort to cause a 
desire on the part of the boards to carry 
out the work for which they have been 
ere!' ted. T~e particulars of tlie assessments, 
wh!Ch I w11! quote for the information of 
hon. members, show that in some parts of 
the c;ountry they do not regard it as of 
any 1mportance at all. In a perfunctory 
sort of way they carry on a marsupial board, 
but the secretary acts, in many cases, as a 
factotum to the pastoralists in the district, 
but as to gripping the thing in a business­
like wa:y: in order to do some good, they 
seem to be at a loss to rise to the occasion. 

I will now give figure-; showing the variety 
of assessments made bv these boards and 
it may be admitted that in cattle di~tricts 
there i_s n,? need to 1:aise so much money as 
there 1s m sheep d1strwts. The following 
assm- 4nlents were levied by the varlous 
boards, covering a period of three years, 
191S-16-17. These assessments were on everv 
20 head of hor-es and cattle or 100 sheep- ' 

A<lavale 
Aramac 
Barcoo 
Belyando 
Booringa 
Boulia 
Bulloo 
Bungil 
Bm-nett 
Camoowcal 
Clermont 
Cloncurry 
Con<lamine 
Dalrymple ... 
Darling Downs 
Da~ivson 

Diamantina 
Gregory 
Hughenden 
Leichhardt East 
LRichhardt South 
Mitche]] West 
Parco 
St. George 
Warrego 
W est<;:rn Downs 
West M01·eton 
Windorah 
'l'ambo 

8. d. 
4 6 
0 6 
2 9 
2 3 
7 6. 

2 0 
7 6 
1 0 

s 0 

8 3 
1 6 
2 0 
3 2 
1 3 

1 0 
3 0 
3 0 
0 6 
s 3 
1 8 
6 3 

2 0 
1 3 
3 0 

That has a very important bearing on the 
busine,s, and ibis Bill insists, as far as prac­
ticable, on compuFlory assessments of 1s. 6d 
for 25 head of cattle, or an equivalent num­
ber of sh•~ ep, taking five sheep to one head 
of cattle-that is, 2S head of cattle or 12S 
sheep ; le. 6d. is the minimum asses'lm:nt, 
and the.v can go up to Ss. at their own sweet 
will. If they propose to go beyond Ss., they 

[Hon. W. Lennon. 

merely have to obtain the consent of the 
Minister, which I am quite sure the House 
will readily agree to. I!: will make the mini­
mum assessment higher than the present 
assessment, which is only 6d., trebling it, 
really, and also make a level rate on 'the 
dogs and foxes. Hithe1·to, it may be interest­
ing information to the House to hear that in 
some places-·-

Mr. RonERrS : It says 6s. in this Bill. 
The SECRETJ.RY FOR AGRIC"GLTL:RE: 

I made inquiry before I left the office, and I 
.,·as told 5s. A mistake has evidently b0c:1 
made. 

Mr. BEBBI~GTO~: A very small matter. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRIC"GLTCRE: 
As the hon. member says, a verv small mat­
ter. ::-;Jow, with regard to the only compul­
sc,ry scalp fe0 which is put on dingoes­
\Yhich. of course, includes foxes-at the be­
ginning o£ the Bill, making a level rate­
throughout the State of £1 per head, which 
is the minimum rate, the fox need not 
necbsarily be paid for at the same rate as 
the dog. It is well known it does not go 
aLove. £1, but you can jump the dog feb, i£ 
you hke, up to £3 3s., or £5, but you are 
not bound thereby to make the fox the same. 
You cannot, howel-er, go below the mini­
mum of £1 in eitl•er case. I have been ad­
vised that on •ome of the Downs country the­
foxes arc doing incalculable harm. 'They 
attack very valuable young lambs. Th<·y 
·do not kill one lamb and eat it. but they per­
haps kill three or four, and do not bother 
nbout dovourin:'" their carca-sses. 1 think that 
very great impl·oyement can be 1nade in the 
admini.ctration of the iaw on the mattco.r by 
ihl" change now proposed to be made-that is, 
making a minimum rate of £1 per hea,d on 
<logs and foxes. 

To show how they have arrived at the 
present rate in this' regard, eleven boards 
ere now paying £1 per head or more. That 
is to say, in districts where the bo:.,rds have­
risen to the ocea' ion, and realised how im­
portant it i5 that these dingoes should be 
destroyed, thc·y not only pay from the fund 
'of the board itself the sum of £1 Ss. per 
h"ad as a scalp foe on dogs, but the adj01,1-
ing station-owners throw in £1 and £2 on 
r,very d0g. Sometimes a certain dingo gets 
to be> kno"~n; he becomes so destructive and' 
cunning that they would give almo<,t anythin;; 
to get rid of him. 

Mr. BEBBINGTON: Ove1· £2S or £30. 
The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTCRE, 

Eight or ten stations put in a couple of 
pounds apiece, ~o that the man who brings. 
that dog to earth and takes it into the re­
ceiver, profits very well by the transaction. 
The eleven boards which have a bonus of 
£1 per head are-Ad" vale, Aramac, Barooo, 
Booringa, Cloncurry, Gregory, Hughenden, 
::\litchell West. Paroo, W an·ego, Windorah. 
I suppose because they have a large numbe1· 
of sheep. Stra.nge to say, in other places 
they do not offer so much, though they alw 
have sheep. The other boards pay as 
follows:-

s. rl. 
Belyando, Clermont. Condamine.. 1S 0 
Boulia, Dalrymple, Dawson, 

TaT CJO. Western Downs .. . 10 0 
Leichhardt South, St. George . . . 7 6 
Bulloo, Bungil, Burnett, Darling 

D0wns. Diamantina, Leichhar<lt 
Eaet, Wc;t Moreton S 0 

For foxe,, eight boards pay £1 scalp bonus. 
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eight pay 15,.-I need not read their names 
again, beeausG they are some of the names 
I have read-two pay 7s. 6d., and ten pay Ss. 
\Vhere a district has a large number of 
cattle thev do not bother so much about 
foxes; t.he.y mak0 a small levy. with the 
result, in many cases, that in an adjacent 
6heep district where they have a scalp fee of 
£1 the enterprising scalper, wherever he 
kills doffs in the neighbourhood, brings them 
along to the plaee where he gets the highest 
scalp fe". If everY district, whether it be 
a cattle or sheep district, is required to pay 
tho scalp fee of £1, I think it will be bett;w 
for all concerued. There waF a letter in the 
paper, and as I may be questioned on it, 
and will not be permitted to speak a~ain on 
the eecond reading, I think it would be as 
well if I referred to what the writer said. 

Mr. CORSER : Is that Mr. Francis? 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTL:RE: 
·Yes. 1'he ktter is dated 9th July, and 
appeared in yesterday's " Courier." :Mr. 
Francis says-

" I r;otice that the Goverm]lent is in­
troducing a Dingo Bill, prc,umably in 
response to rcpresenta tions made on the 
subj eet last voar. If this is eo, aB spokes­
man of the deputation which laid the 
matter befonJ the :Minister, I can only 
say that every vital principle in the 
scheme then formulated, which embodied 
the ideas of practical men arrived at 
after long and careful consideration, and 
which I maintain was a thoroughly prac­
tical solution of the difliculty, has been 
omitted from the present Bill, and that 
as a means of combating the dingo 
menace the proposed new Bill is abso­
Iutf.>ly valuclc":." 

That is a very strong expression of opinion 
on the part of Mr. Francis. I may say that 
Mr. Francis liveo out in the \Varrego dis­
trict, and no doubt he is very sorely 
troubled by dogs, and would like to compel 
the peoplP in the Gulf country and the 
Northern cattle country to pay the same 
assc•sment as he is compelled to pay on the 
\V an·ego ; but I cannot see my way to do 
that. It would be very unfair to ask the 
people in the Gulf country to pay as much 
for the destruction of the dingo as in a 
district where they are doing so much harm, 
and are in such larger numbers. He went on 
to say-

" The vital points I refer to as having 
been omitted are: No provision is made 
for the compulsory formation of boards 
for the whole of Queensland." 

As I said .a moment a.go, the power resides 
in the Bill, in clause 4, for the Governor in 
Council ta proclaim any part of Queensland 
a district for the erection of a dingo and 

marsupial destruction board. 
[4 p.m.J And the Bill contains power 

a! '0 to add to the districts of 
existing boards. Of course, the powers of 
existing boards will descend on the new 
boards, but the Govnnor in Council has 
power to add to any district which he may 
think desirabk, and take from one territory 
and add it to another, so that that objectiOn 
is fully m"t in that way. Ho went on to 
say-

" The vital points I ref,_-r to as having 
been omittf'd are: No provision is Ud:td(\ 

for the comnulsory formation of boards 
for the whcle of Qlieensland. No pro;-ision 
is made for the constitution of a central 

1918-4 0 

),o>trd to receive all assesnnents and di5-
tribute such as required by the different 
loca I boards." 

I do not see any necessity whatever for any 
central board. Every board carries on its 
business according to its needs. It makes a 
higher assessment on sheep and cattle if it 
requires large funds to pay for the large 
number of scalps that are pi·esented. In 
other districts, where the liability is not so 
great, they will, of course, make whatever 
asse,sment will meet their needs, and there­
fore, in my opinion, there is no neceseity 
whatever for the formation of a central 
board, as suggested by this gentleman. He 
brought the matter fully before me on the 
occasion of the deputation I referred to, and 
I think he spoke for nearly an hour; in fact, 1 I was so. impressed by his talking ability thei; 
I told h1m he would probably make a good 
leader of the Opposition-it was at a time 
when they were in some doubt as to whethe1· 
they would make any change or not in that 
position. 

Mr. BEBBINGTON : You did not say "Mini;;­
ter for Agriculture" ? 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRWT9"LTURE: 
I did not. I think I have met all the points 
that may be raised, without going any further 
into the objections raised by that gentleman, 
and there is no need for me to prolong my 
remarks at any great length. The Bill has 
already been discussed, because last session 
a Bill on somewhat similar lines was intro­
duced, practically on the same lines, with 
one or two variations and with this great 
difference, howe.-cr: that the altered mini­
mum rate for scalps was then fixed at 15s. 
But experience has shown, from inquiries 
that have been industriously made through­
out tho length and breadth of the State, that 
it should be £1, and will probably lead to 
a ready acceptance by the people concerned 
and provide the amount of money that will 
be neces~ary. I have already explained that 
the State Government, up to the present. has 
contributed by way of endowment no less a 
sum than £300,000 in this direction, witho11t 
any result of good, I grieve to eay, hecaus~ 
the numbeP- of dingo us are not decreasing; 
the-y are rather increasing. 

Mr. BEBBINGTON: If you had not dis­
couraged them they would have increased. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
I say that they have increased, anyhow. 
That is the genera! opinion of those persons 
who travel throughout the sheep districts­
that the dogs httve increased, althoug·h there 
ar<'l others who say that they have actually 
decreased. Everybody who travels through 
the State to any extent knows that the num­
bers of kangaroos have decreased, but the 
dogs-which constitute a great menace to 
the cattle and sheep, especially to sheep­
have to be dealt with. 

Mr. CoRSER: Does this include the State 
properties? 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
Oh, I should think so. 

Mr. CoRSER : You are not certain? 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
·well, the State propertie3 are already pay­
ing as,~<Sments under the Stock Act in our 
tick eradication campaign. I can safely say 
that that will be done-that they will come 
under it. 

Mr. CORSER: But can they be assessed by 
the boards? 

Hon. W. Lennon.] 
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The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTUR:Fj: 
The State-owned oattle stations have paid 
assel'llments to the stock fund the same as 
other stations. 

Mr. OORSER : They will be amenable to the 
Bill? 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
Of course they will, the same as other;. It 
is astonishing to find the peculiar state into 
which affairs have got. I know that hon. 
members in another place will probably ob­
ject to this proposal because I am fixing a 
limitation on the endowment to be paid by 
the Government. 

Mr. BEBBINGTON: It is a very big objection., 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
I cannot help the hon. member's objection. 
That is so, and I repea·t exactly what I 
said last year-it is £5,000 or nothing, so that 
there can be no mistake as to the Govern­
ment's attitude on the matter. I have the 
figures here in the Under Secretary's re­
port for last yf'ar-which, of course, does not 
include the figures for this year-and I find 
thet for the last fourteen yeers the paymcn+ 
on onlv two or three occasions has exceeded 
£5,ooo; and the average for the whole 
fourtE'en years has been under £5,000, so that 
if the Government agrees to continue that 
endowment at the mte of £5,000 a year I 
think hon. members are robbed of any good 
grounds of objection. 

Mr. BEBBINGTON: The· receipts under this 
Bill 'Yill be very much higher. 

Mr. CORSER: Four times as high. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
'Well, if the gentlemen who own sheep and 
cattle want to keep the dog, that is their 
business. I would !ike to remind hon. mem­
bers that when these aseessments were estab­
lished bullocks were worth about £2 per 
head. Bullocks now are worth six times 
that; in fact, I think I am within the mark 
in saying th-at they are twelve times as 
valuable ; <1nd if owners were able to pa\ 
those assessments when cattle were worlh 
£2 a head and sheep correspondingly lmv. 
they can easily afford to pay the increased 
assessment proposed under this measure, and 
also very well afford to pay the suggesteJ 
scalp fees fixe-d by this Bill. I think I have 
given prominence to the leading features of 
the measure. I have not gone into detail. 
No doubt we will havE' plenty of 'discussion 
in Committee as on the last oNasion, and 
I will not weary the House now by antici­
pating it at present, but content myself with 
moving that the Bill be rood a second time. 

Mr. CORSER (Burnett): I think members 
of this House hardly realise the trouble to 
which pastoralists and stockbreeders are put 
in Queensland by the attacks of native dogs 
right throughout the countrv, .and it may be 
interesting for them to know that some 
private individuals subsidise the scalp bonus 
by hem £5 to £10 aniece. We ere grcatlv 
troubled, considering that we have had boards 
established in Queensland for so long a time, 
and the greatest difficulty has been that there 
has not been uniformity in paying for the 
destruction of dingoes right throughout 
Queensland. And I am sorry that this Bill, 
the second reading of which the MinistAr 
hes moved. does not provide for the com­
pulsory inclusion of every part of the State. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : I say it 
does. 

[Hon. W. Lennon. 

Mr. CORSER: That is a feature of t:le 
Bill which I claim is a weak one. The Minis­
ter claims that it does include all parts of 
the State. That is the foundation on which 
this Bill should be based. H it is going to 
indude ever;<' part of the State, I say it is 
a good one-if every portion of Queensland 
is to pay for destruction of dingoes. Nobody 
is going to cavil at £1 a head, or probably 
a greater bonus, but the W('akness is that it 
does not provide necessarily that the whole 
of Queensland shall be included. Clause 4 
says-

" The Governor in Council may from 
time to time by Order in Council-

(a) Constitute any part of Queensland 
a 'dingo ·district for the purposes· of 
this Act." 

The Governor in Council "may." ·It is ldt 
to the discretion ·of the Minister. The 
Governor in Council may include any por­
tion of the State. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : And will. 

::.VIr. CORSER: Why do you not put it in 
the Bill? Unless the :Minister is going to 
make the Bill as emphatic as he is emphatic 
in denymg my statement, he is g-oi1!g- to sp<?il 
what otherwise would be a good Bill; a B1ll 
brought about by the representations made 
bv deputations to him and, no doubt, also 
to the kindly ear he has given to the•n­
denntations that have come to him from all 
poi·tions of the State. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICDLTURE: Would 
the hon. member remember this-that it is 
not usual to sa v that the Governor in Council 
" shall". do this or that? 

Mr. CORSEH.: The Minister need not say 
that the Governor in Council "shall," but 
that every portion of Queensland shall be 
included in a marsupial area or ·dingo dis­
trict, and until that is done we are going to 
leave out the wilder portions of our coast­
line and interior where there is no habitation, 
where the lands nre infertile and unproduc­
tive; we are going to ·leave them to breed 
wild dogs for generations. The Minister has 
hauled over the coals Mr. Francis, a gentle­
man who was responsible to a great degree 
for the representations that have brought 
about the introduction of this Bill. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: I say he 
has not. 

Mr. CORSER : I claim that he has. I 
have here a letter <from the "Courier" of 
21st August, 1917, in which that gentleman 
brought forward the statement that the Go­
vernment themselves have been dilatory in 
doing their duty. Mr. Francis is one who, 
amongst others, has had to fence 100 miles 
of country to protPct it from the ·dogs bred 
on Dillalah, and the cost of the fence was 
so great that a contribution was requested 
from the Government, but not one penny was 
paid. It is stated-

" Mr. Hunter claims that Dillalah is 
as well protected from dingoes now as it 
was when the Government took it over. 
Well there is a letter in the marsupial 
boanl' s office at Oharleville in which the 
gentleman in charge of Dillalah writes, 
under the instruction of Mr. McGugan, 
the general manager of Government 
cattle stations, absolutely refusing to 
allow a dog trapper on the place, so 
that if the best that Mr. Hunter can 
urge is that Dillalah is now in the same 
state as it was then, I have only to say 
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that his own admission is more damning 
oven than the evidence brought forward 
to Mr. Lennon, and that deputation pro­
vided a map showing thousands of square 
miles of .country from which sheep ha·d 
had to be permanently removed on 
account of the ravage, of the dingoes." 

The people hardly realise what the exclusion 
of so much country from our sheep-breeding 
areas has meant to the State. It is also 
stated that the Minister has ninety-three 
lett<>rs in his possession from landowners, 
of both small and large areas, nearly alJ of 
which told the same tale of ineffectual efforts 
made to combat the dingo pest, and asked 
for the asc:istance of the Government. It is 
also claimed that there are areas on which 
breeders held no fewer than 21,000 sheep, 
and to-day not one sheep is to bt\ seen in 
those areas. I think that the Minister was 
not quite in order in referring as he did to 
the statements of ~Ir. Francis, considering 
the interEst he has taken ifl the matter and 
tha fairness which always characterises the 
way which he deals with it. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: The 
statr-ments are untrue. 

Mr. CORSER: The statements arc not 
tmtrue. I have dealt with the fir.,t one in 
whic~ he claims, rightly, that the Bill does 
not mclude the whole State of Queensland. 
It is de.tr from the wording of clause 4 
that it does not, because it does not provide 
that the ''halo of the State shall be included 
in any area. OnP of th~ r~asom whv this Bill 
is not n. goud on,~ i-; this: the districts that 
exist, twenty-eight in number, were arranged 
som.e twenty odd years ago. So many petty 
sessiOns districts were included in each area. 
Since that time the petty sessiom districts 
have been altered nine or ten times, so that 
at the present time there is no distinct boun­
dary of what is and what is not a marsupial 
district. I hope that the Minister will make 
the Bill apply to the whole State, because 
at the present time the Burnett Marsupial 
Board are handicapped, as, while that board 
are paying for dogs at the present time, we 
know that on the eastern and northern side 
of the board's boundary the people are not 
paying for the destruction of dogs at all. 
The cattle-owner in the Burnett district at 
the present time is compelled to pay for the 

, destruction of dogs bred in some Labour 
member's electorate, and the dogs come over 
into our electorate. Every part of the State 
should be made to pay for the destruction 
of dogs within their own boundary. One 
district should not be called upon to pay 
for the scalps of dogs brought from another 
district. Under the principal Act the scalp er 
;, compelled to se]] the scalp in the district 
where the dog was killed, and he is not 
allowed to take it into another district for 
sale. 

Mr. SMITH: What about your political 
scalp? 

Mr. CORSER: Tho Premier tried to get 
my political scalp six times and failed. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : Mr. 
Denham tried seven times to get mine and 
failed. 

Mr. CORSER : And it killed him. 
{Laughter.) Section 35 of the principal Act 
provides certain penalties against the selling 
of 'marsupial or dingo scalps out of the dis­
trict in which they were caught or killed; 
but I see that the Minister has taken out 
the whole of those penalties. The penalties 
provided that a scalper would ·have to pay 

.£5 if he took a scalp into another district 
from that in which it was killed. The 
Minister has taken those penalties out of the 
Bill, and has included them in the schedule 
attached to this Bill. Clause 16 of the 
schedule provides for the same penalties as 
we find in section 35 of the principal Act. 
'Unfortunately, we find that the schedule 
of this Act can be altered from time to time 
at the will of the Minister or Governor in 
Council. I think that such an important 
part of the Act should be included in 
the provisions of the Act and not in the 
schedule. I hope the Minister will be reason­
able, and see the necessity of including the 
penalties in the Act. In this Bill we pro­
vide that the scalper shall have the right· 
b ent<>r every run. That is not included 
in the principal Act, and if we are giving 
the scalper that privilege, we should see 
that he disposes of the scalps in the district 
w hn·e he gets them. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : You 
know that the schedule is part of the Bill. 

Mr. CORSER: Yes; but the Bill provides 
that the schedule may be altered or amended 
from time to time at the will of the Minister 
or the Governor in Council. The que<·tion 
of the endowment is another big 1tum in 
connection with this Bill. I do not believe 
in the provision made in this Bill by the 
Minister limiting the total amount to £5,000 
per annum. It is certainly true that .£5,000 
per annum is more than has been paid by 
the Government for the last few years. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : It is 
more than the average for fourteen years. 

Mr. CORSER: But when we have the 
compulsory killing of dogs e!'tablished right 
throughout the length and breadth of Queens­
land, there will be a great increase in the 
number destroyed, and we will be called 
upon to pay four times as much for scalps 
as is being paid at the present time. As 
a rr,atter of fact, the Government paid 
£18,000 one year as endowment for the de­
struction of scalps. I think the grazing 
people in Queensland have done far more 
than the Government have done in this 
matter. 

The SECRETARY FOR "\.GRICULTURE : Why 
shouldn't they? They own the cattle. 

Mr. CORSER: The Minister for Agricul­
ture said that in the past the Government 
had paid .£300,000 in endowment. As a 
matter of fact, the other people paid 
.£400,000. Last year only .£3,223 was paid 
by way of endowment, bnt we onlv got 243 
scalps, although up till last year over 
1,046,000 scalps were secured in Queensland. 
'\Vith the increased payment for dogs, I 
think, the endowment should also be in­
creased. The Minister said that the boards 
have power to collect assessments up to Ss., 
but 6s. is provided for in the Bill. The 
Bill also provides for two assessments in the 
same vcar. 

The. SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Don't 
you want to get rid of the dogs? 

Mr. CORSER: Yes; but I am reminding 
thB Minister of little details which he did 
not give the House. It is provided in the 
Bill that the boards can levy as,essments of 
6~. m·ery half-year. The Minister may make 
it possible for an assessment of .£2 in each 
year for every twenty-five head of cattle if 
he wishes. The precent Act provides for a 
payment of 7s. 6d. for every fifty head of 
cattle, but this Bill reduces the number of 

Mr. Co1·ser.] 
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cattle to twenty-five, and allows two assess­
ments, which might amount to 12s. in one 
year, and, at the same time, it gives the 
Minister power to approve of greater assess­
ments in any year if he so desires. In the 
Bill, therefore, we provide for an unlimited 
assessment on stockowners. The :Minister 
gets over that by saying that if they want 
t:J get rid of the dogs they will have to pay 
for them. The stockowners want to get rid 
of the dogs all right, but they do not want 
to have to pay too muoh extra taxation, 
especially as th" Minister must recognise that 
the State generally must benefit by ridding 
the State of a lot of pests. 

Mr. CoLLINS : More socialism. 

Mr. CORSER : We like a little bit of this 
sort of socialism. The Minister will see that 
the stockowners can be assessed at the rate 
I have mentioned. The Minister mentioned 
that at the present time stockowners were 
getting £12 a head for their cattle as against 
£3 or £4 a head a few years ago. The 
Minister must also understand that the stock­
owner has to pay £12 for the mother of those 
cattlE' as against £1 10s. a few years ago. 
So, take it all round, we have increased 
taxes to pay, and we have t<> contend with 
the blowflie'• and ticks and everything to 
the detriment of the pastoralist and grazing 
farmer. I think the Minister wants to take 
too much to him,elf in this Bill, and he should 
alter the word "may" to "shall," and make 
it apply to the whole State. In section 29 of 
the principal Act it provides that one-fourth 
of the a•·•w-,sments shall be raised by endow­
ment from the Government. This Bill pro­
vides that the total amount to be paid shall 
not exceed £5,000 per annum. It does not 
matter evE'n if it is only 5 per cent. of the 
collections which are made bv the various 
boards throughout the State. • 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICCLTURE: It is that 
am<mnt or nothing. 

Mr. CORSER: There is a. provision which 
takes away the possibility of more than one 
vote for elections to the board. I am not 
going to complain about that. I would just 
point out, though, that there are a lot of 
small holders who have to pay for scalps 
just the same as the big stockowners. The 
small man has to go to the expense of fenc­
ing his farm, and he has to fight hard to get 
rid of the vermin. He should not be called 
upon to pay for the scalps coming from the 
big pastoral holdings. \Ve know that the 
price of the skins at the present time is 
sufficiently remunerative for the scalper to 
destroy the animal for the sake of the skin. 
No one wants to destroy a marsupial just 
for what he gets from the board for the 
scalp. The Yalue of the hide makes it worth 
while to dc,troy the marsupial. We must 
recognise, though, that if we get rid of the 
dingoes we will have more wallabies in the 
scrub areas. We know that the natural food 
of the native dog is the marsupial, and the 
more native dogs we destroy the more mar­
supials we will leave to be troublesome to 
the grazing farmers, especially in the scrub 
areas. \Ve have killed hundreds of l-hou­
r•ands of marsupials, and they seem to be 
just as numerous in the scrubs to-day as 
ever they were, I notice that the exemption 
is entirely wiped out. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: No, it is 
not. 

Mr. CORSER: The Minister has wiped 
out the provision where a run was able to 

[Mr. Corser. 

get exemption, but there is a provision here 
that a stockowner can exclude one-sixth of 
his holding from the scalper. That mav be 
a breeding paddock, or fattening paddock, 
or horse paddock, where it would be unwise 
to let the scalper go with any stock, especi­
ally if it is a paddock where he keeps the 
stallion. We know that it would not be a 
wise thing to let anyone go into the stallion's 
paddock with stock. There is a provision 
that the sc,alper shall not camp within 20() 
yards of a waterhole. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : Are not 
those provisions desirable? 

Mr. CORSER: Yes, they are. But they 
are in the principal Act. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: );"ot the, 
one-sixth exemption. 

Mr. CORSER: Yes, so far as the hor,e 
paddocks are concerned. Section 19B of the 
principal Act reads as follows:-

"For the purposes of this section, 
every owner or manager of a holding, 
upon notice in writing to the board de­
scribing the paddock or paddocks in 
question and stating the particular use 
to which the same are being put, shall, 
while the same are being so used, be 
<'ntitled to the exemption of such pad­
dock or paddocks not exceeding an area 
one-sixth of the entire holding." 

That is the horse-breeding paddock. 'That 
is included in the present Bill. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTCRE : He may 
have it for other purposes besides horse 
breeding. 

Mr. CORSER: At any rate, he cannot get 
a general f'xemption now. He can g>'t 
exemption for one-sixth of his holding. We 
don't want any dog-breeding areas left at 
all. \Ve know that some of the areas which 
are exempted from scalpers are the cleanest 
areas of the lot, and we also know that in 
some cases thev arc the areas that are most 
infested with dogs. As the Minister claims, 
the number of boards at the present time is 
twenty-nine. One of the boards is not carry­
ing out any business at all with regard to 
the payment of scouts. Eleven out of the 
twenty-eight are paying £1, three 15s., five 
10s., two 7s. 6d., and seven Ss. The Bm·nett 

Board is included in those paying 
[4.30 p.m.] 5s. Unfortunately, it is, ai]long 

other,,, paying 5s., and it includes 
certain areas in which nothing is being paid 
for dogs, and those dogs can be brought over 
to our area~ or can come over theln"-'elves, 
be killed there, and be an everlasting burden 
on the taxpayer in ou.r district. I hope the 
Minister will be quite content with the pro­
vision that may be desired in this Bill to 
make possible the inclusion of every portion 
of the State. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: It is 
already provided for in the Bill. 

Mr. CORSER: Will the Minister, in the 
Bill, make it more definite than it is in 
clause 4 '! Why should the Minister tell us 
he has the provision in the Bill that really 
is not in the Bill? 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: It is, if 
you read it. 

Mr. CORSER: In saying that, the Minister 
contradicts Mr. Francis in to-day's paper. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICDLTCRE: It is an 
incorrect statement, and it is my duty to 
contradict it. 
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"'-lr. CORSER : The reading of the clause 
is that the Governor in Council may con­
stitute any part of Queensland a dingo dis­
trict. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICt;LTURE : " Any " 
of necessity includes the whole. 

"'-lr. CORSER: Why does not the Bill say 
it? 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Because 
I cannot do it all at once. 

:Mr. CORSER: You do not want to amend 
the Bill in a few days. If the Minister can­
not do it all at once, I am sure we will be 
able to have an amendment drafted to pro­
vide that it shall be CDmpulsory that every 
portion of Queensland shall be in some mar­
supial district, and the destruction of these 
dogs is going to be so general that it will be 
a beiwfit; so that the payments being made 
by the men who are called upon to pay 
assessments will be of some avail and other 
districts will not be breeding to 'their detri­
ment all the time. That is the factor which 
I claim to be the most important of all. 
If the :viinister will make that positive in 
the Bill, make it general throughout the 
State. the Bill is going to be a very good 
one, and I think will be acceptable even to 
those \vho are paying a smaller bonus. It 
is a good thing, also, that there is no com­
pulsory payment for the scouts of marsupials 
and that those foxes may have no maximum 
so that in districts sparsely infPsted with 
~oxes they can give £20 for one, if they like, 
If they are out to destroy them. Another 
very dangerous animal is the wild pig which 
frequents certain areas. I think that might 
easily be included among those animals that 
pest the grazier; because. after all the wild 
pig is worse than the dog in th~t it will 
tackle a cow or a beast that is down and 
ea,t it alive. I think the pig is so destruc­
tive to joung calves that the Minister might 
see his way to include it in this Bill. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: I cannot 
sec my way. 

Mr. CORSER: I suppose the Minister is 
a ware that in some districts there are 
hundreds of pigs, probably, for every few 
dogs. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: I ha,ve 
seen any number of them, I know. 

Mr. CORSER: It is to he hoped he will 
see that it is reasonable to bring about their 
destruction. They are a great menace. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: They are 
~eing turned into hacon, and used for pork, 
m some parts of the State. You cannot eat 
dingo flesh, hut you nm eat pig. 

Mr. OORSER: \Ve do not know what we 
are getting at the State shops. You are 
breeding them at Dillalah, and we do not 
know what you are doing with them. Every­
hodv else is netted round Dillalah. We 
do not know what you are doing inside there. 
This Bill embodies features that have been 
suggested by ponferences to the Minister, 
and points which he has thought of himself 
and placed in the Bill. Some of them do 
not go far enough. The penalties for the 
destruction 0 f opossums by cyanide have 
been reduced. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : The 
penalty on that has been increased. 

Mr. OORSER: Yes, increased; you are 
quite correct in that; it has been increased 
from £10 to £20. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Is not 
that a good thing ? 

Mr. OORSER: Yes, most decidedly it is. 
But there are other instances where there 
is a reduction from £20 to £10. 

The SECRETARY EOR AGRICt;LTURE: Quite 
properly. 

Mr. OORSER: The entry by a sca.lper by 
virtue of his permit, after notice to the 
owner as the hoard shall direct, hut not 
exceeding twenty-one days, if obstructed 
renders the obstructor liable to a penalty 
not exceeding £10. There the penalty has 
been reduced from £20. The penalty for 
offences by scalpers also has been reduced 
from £20 to £10. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRIC1:LTURE: \V e found 
that those penalties were very rarely in­
curred. 

Mr. OORSER : Of course, you will admit 
that, generally speaking, most of the pas­
toralists do all they can for the scalp er; 
and for the most part the scalpers do the 
fair thing by the pastoralists. But there 
are instances where a scalper probably has 
not done his duty. If a scalper is objected 
to for any particular reason by the hoard, 
that hoard may have power to deal with him. 
But this Bill provides that the scalper will 
have an opportunity of going to a magistrate. 
" JYiagistrate" does not include justice of 
the peace. He can there have rectified what 
in his opinion is a.n injustice. Whatever 
may he decided by that magistrate is applic­
able only for twelve months. There may be 
some reason on some occasions, 'vhere stock 
have been illegally killed, and a scalper has 
been found doing it, for not permitting him 
on a run for a longer period. With the few 
instances I have mentioned, the Bill is a. 
good one. If it is made more definite in 
the direction of including every portion of 
the State, it will have my blessing. 

Mr. MOORE (AubirJny): \Vhile I can sup­
port a good part of this Bill, there are some 
sections in it which I think are rather 
drastic. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRIC1:LTURE: You were 
slated by your own friends last time for 
opposing it. 

~1r. :i\IOORE: There are some features 
which I cannot understand the Government 
sanctioning. 'l'ake the question of one rate­
payer one vote. Sm·0ly when they oppose 
this principle so strongly in the Local 
Authorities Act you would think in a Bill 
like this they would have tried to bring in 
adult franchise, and the man who bought a 
felt hat or a pair of wallaby hoots would 
be entitled to a vote as well as the ordinary 
man who has to pay the tax. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICL'LTURE: \V e do 
not like to do what the hon. member succeeds 
so well in doing-make ourselves ridiculous. 

:Mr. l\100RE: The hon. gentleman does not 
mind making himself look ridiculous in the 
Local Authoiities A~;t. I cannot understand 
the consistency of it. The principle in this 
Bill is the right one. There is one other 
thing in this Bill which is unique-there is 
ne dragnet dause in it. It definitely states 
what a dingo is and what a marsupial is. 
This i.· one Bill in which I would like to 
see a dragnet clause giving power to the 

Mr. Moore.J 
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board to declare a dingo to be " any other 
pest which the Governor in Council, by Order 
in Council, shall at the request of the board 
from time to time declare to be a dingo 
m· marsupial in this district for the purposes 
of this Act." 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRJCULTt:RE : \Vould 
you support a clause like that? 

Mr. MOORE : I certainh would, because 
in some districts we have" pests which we 
would like very much to have declared din­
goes, and get rid of them. We have the 
pest of which the hon. member for Burnett 
spoke-the wild pig. Then we have pests 
that come into our districts o,,·ing to strong 
influences outside, with which the Govern­
ment, apparently, are not able to deal. \Ve 
might be able to have declared pests those 
who go round promoting the Liberty Fairs, 
and thereby put a stop to this gambling 
evil. . V1Te might also be able to put down 
proprretary racecourse O\vners. 

The SECRE'rARY FOR AGRICT:LTcRE: Ha\·e vou 
never gambled yourself? • 

Mr. MOOR E.: It is not a queo,tion of that. 
It is a qllf·"tion of the pests which come 
into the districto. A dragnet clause by which 
the board could declare those things pesh 
would be very useful. \Ve would be able 
to protect oursc Ives from pests which, owing 
to strong mm,etary inll uence, the Govern­
ment does not s,vem able to tackle. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICl'LTl'RE : 'What 
kind of pests do you mean? 

Mr. MOORE : I eay gambling, proprietary 
ra<:ecou rsc owners, spielers, and men vrho run 
th,~se Liberty Fair lotteries ought to Le de­
clared " dingoes, within the meaning of this 
Act. There are several other things which 
could be declared ham time to time. 

The SECRETARY FOR ~\.GRICcLTl'RE: Is it pos­
sible to deal with gamblin'-' under this Bill? 

Mr. MOORE : It would be quite possible 
to deal with it-immediatelv declare as 
dingo<'> the proprietors who 1~un those con­
cerns. 

'fhe SECRETARY FOR AGRTCT:LTcRE : Could 
you provide for 6 o'clock closing under this 
Bill? 

Mr. MOORE: No, I do not think we could 
declare that. The position in which the 
Government has got itself is so precarious in 
rega!·d to 6 o'clock closing. that I do not 
think we will have to declare that a pest 
under this Bill. There is one other thing 
to which I would like to call attention, rend 
that is the question of endowment. I am 
pleased to see that the Minister recog:Jisf'd 
the principle of endowment. We know that 
these pe~ts arc> cleared for the benefit of 
Queensland, and they are declared pests for 
the public good, and for the protec~;ion of 
the whole State. Exactly the same thing 
occurs with regard to the ·local authority. 
The Government are breeding pests on their 
lands. The local authoritie·, have to pay 
money out, because of the Crown's neglect. 
In this Bill, fortunately, the Government 
recognise their liability up to a certain 
amount; in my opinion, not up to the amount 
they should. I wonder why they do not do 
it in the Local Authorities Act? 

The SECRETARY FOR AGIRICULTURE: \Ye pav 
the a"cssment on the cattle. • 

Mr. MOO RE : You pay the assessment, 
but you do not say how much it is going 
to be. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICt:LTURE : We pay 
on our own cattle. 

[Mr. lJfkJore. 

Mr. MOORE : Of course, you do. It is 
more than vou do under the Local Authori­
ties Act, \vhen you do not pay rates. In 
this you recognise the principle of endow­
ment, and pay on your cattle. In the other 
Act you do not recognise any liability. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTJ:RE: The 
King's Government do not pay any rates. 

Mr. MOORE: The King',; Government 
should pay rates. They are paying rate'~ in 
this Bill for the protection of individuals 
and of Queensland. When the Minister was 
speaking he practically said he was not going . 
to declare the whole of Queensland liable to 
tax; there were some districts that practi­
cally had no dingoes, and there was no need 
for them to be brought in. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICt:LTuRE: The 
whole district will be brought in. 

Mr. MOORE : I would like to see it put 
in the Bill. I think that should be, be­
cause that is one of the weak points 111 it, 
in my opinion. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTcRE: Y·JU will 
not see it. 

::\Ir. MOORE : Because there are no 
dingoes in a district it does not say that 
those peopk should not contribute towards 
the destruction of them in another di trict. 
\Ye know that where the dingoes are very 
thick to-day, the people who are beari'l.g the 
brunt are protecting other people further 
on. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICL'LTL'RE : The 
whole of the cattle in the State will be 
placed on the same lines. 

Mr. MOORE: The :\1inister cays so, but 
there should be inserted in the Bill a provi­
•ion that the whole of Queemland will he 
brought under the Bill, in or,der to make it 
perfectly clear. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTcRE: Surely 
you will accept my statement. 

Mr. MOORE: The Minister may not be 
there always. In connection with every Bill 
which ha,; be('n brou?,ht in, we have had to 
have a1ncnding Bilh) b"~:o or three years 
after, to makil it pfrfectly clea.r a& to what 
was intended. The ::\1inister has now an 
opportunity of putting in a clause to make 
i; aprlly to tlw whole of Queensland. If thu 
Bill is goinz to apply to the whole of Queens­
land, it \YiE be honE·~t and straightforward, 
and for the y;rote 'tion of everyone. 

The SJ CRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Rear.! 
clause 4 of the Bill. 

Mr. MOORE: Clause 4 gh·es power to the 
:l\Iinister to say what he is going to do, but 
it should he made clear in the Bill, so that 
we will know where we are. At present iL 
is optional on the part of the Minister. I 
was rather interc>ted in the statement of the 
::\Jinister when he said that the moneys 
which had been expended in endowment had 
r,raotically been wa,tc,d because the dingoes 
had increas.'d. \Ye do not know what thev 
would havB been like if that money had no't 
been expende•d. It would be just as sensible 
it• say that the money ex!1ended in prickly­
l'ear has been aited because there is a 
bigger area of land under prickly-pear now. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: So it has 
been wa ~tcd. 

Mr. MOORE: I do not agree with the 
:IIinister at all. A certain amount of countrv 
has been deared from the .dingo, owing to 
which sheep can be kept there, and if tha ~ 
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money had not been expende·d, I do not 
suppose there would have been any country 
in Queensland on which we could have run 
sheep to-day. I know that the country where 
dingoes anti foxes come from in my district 
is unoccupied Crown land, where there is no 
possible hope of getting them out. 'Ih0y 
breed in th,_ p' ar. It is monstrous to ""7 
that the money which has been expended in 
the past has been waste•d. In my opinion, 
Queensland woulcl have been almost umSle 
t•J run any stock· at all but for the money 
which had been expeJJdcd in the past. :\. 
large number of people who to-day are 
spending money to keqJ out. the rabbits b.ve 
not got •he rabbits, but they are keeping 
them out for the benefit of the rest of Queens· 
land. \VherP thde ar<O dingoes in a por;i,J:-t 
of Queensland, it is in the interests of the 
State that dingoes should be kept down, and 
the whole of the State should be made sub­
ject to the Bill. Jt should be stated in thG 
Bill, and not left optional. \V e know there 
are influences which creep in, whereby the 
Minister may be induced to say that there 
are no dingoes in a district, and it would 
seem hard that such a district should be 
included. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: That may 
apply to other Ministers. 

Mr. MOO RE: It may; and it may apply 
to the :MinistPr in this G·o.-ernment. \V P 
know that proqsure is sometimes brought to 
bear on a :Minister, which is veq hard to 
resist if it is from hi own electorate, where 
l_w _happens to have got in by a small ma­
JOnty. I do not thmk the Minieter should 
place him,elf in that po,ition. Why not have 
thi" stated definitelY in the Bill? It' is in 
the public interf·cts 'that pests should not be 
allow!'d to increas~, a" they destroy lhe 
carrymg capacrty of the lands of the State, 
and even-body should have the same .amount 
to pay, \y\rbetl~er the dingoes and marsupials 
arc thick in th0ir district or whether there 
e1re none ai ~d~, because those ·who have none 
at all arc being protected by those who have 
them. I would like the Minister to look at 
the matter from a rc\<onable point of view, 
and mv_e himself from being placed in an 
invi·dious po<ition "·hen a large and influen­
tial denutation comp" clown from his own 
district-and savs: "\Ve do not want to" have 
a marsupial board declared in this district." 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: I promise 
you they will have one. 

Mr. l\IOORE: 'rhe Minister promises here 
that thny will haYo onP. but when he geh 
into hi~ own electorate. and thev tell him at 
a meeting that thP\" v;ill not h~ve a board 
you can inla'Sine hi;-n n1oditating. ' 

The SECRETARY FQR AGRICULTURE: Name 
any promise I ma,dc which I neyer carried 
out. 

Mr. MOORE: I ha Ye never been up to 
the district to know what the hon. gentle­
Inan pron1ises \Yhcn he is up there. 

The SECRE'fARY FOR AGRICULTURE: It would 
be unsafe to say than in my electorate. 

Mr. MOORE: It was the fortunate acci­
dent of t)re flood coming on, and being ab! c 
tu affor•d imnwdiate relief to the district, 
that pnt the Minister into the safe position 
he was at the last election. 

The SEORETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: You know 
that is not trne. 

Mr. ::YIOORE : Thn ::Ylinister himself was by 
no means certain of his seat. He used to 

be very sha.ky, .and I remember him making 
statemer.ts on various occasions that his seat 
was difficult to hold. (Laughter.) But when 
it is left to the option of the Minister to puh 
a heavy tax on a district, if a deputation 
came along, he might say: " I do not think 
it is necessary at the present time to estab­
lish a board." 

Mr. FnEE: He is beyond temptation. 
~~1r. MOORE: HP mav be; but I would 

like to put him out of tfw reach of tempta 
tion, an•:l then he 'Nil! be absolutely safe. 
He will be able to say: " I cannot do it; I 
ha.-c legi'·htiYe authority for <::-tablishing a 
ho.nd." Nothing backs a Minister up so 
much, when poople go to him on a deputa­
tion, .as to be able to say that he has legis­
lative authority for his ·~JCtions. 

'rhere is just one other thing I noticed 
in this Bill that struck mE· as peculiar­
that is, the question of securing the assess­
ments. The Bill says- · 

" In .all cases such assessment and 
penalty may bp levied by distress and 
sale of any stock.'' 

It is only stock, appart'ntly. If a man sold 
a] his stock, thc're is .apparent:y no way of 
rccoyering the assessment. Under other 
Acts, you han' the opportunity of recoyering 
ihe moJ:ey by proceeding against the owner 
--you c,m l<'vy disr ress on goodf· and chat­
tels-but this is simply to be a charge on the 
holding afterwards; and having a charge 
cm the holding is of no U'e, becau~e you can 
only levy on stoek. The stock haYe to be 
·depus\nring- on the property en which the 
c:tJ.>Jonnt is fiue. If a ·n1an rPrnoves them ~o 
another pt·operty, apparently there is no 
way of getting the assessrnent. 

The SEC'HETARY FOH AGRICULTURE: Oh, yes; 
wc will find a way of getting it. You know 
it is a good Bill. 

:\lr. iVIOORE: I know that portions of it 
m·e good, but there are parb which will 
<'U:JSC a lot of trouhle. It is rather severe 
that a man has to allow any trapper to go 
on his property to kil: dingoes. I suppose 
the trapper can kill marsupials. \Vhy cannot 
the owner lrcPp his marsupials? 

'I'he SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: The busi­
ness of scalpcrs !S one by which these men 
rnake a li-...ring. 

Mr. MOOHE: I do not see why, when a 
man goee to the expense of fencmg his place 
with a dog-prcof fence, he should ha,e a. 
scalper forced on him. No man fences hrs 
property with 100 miles of a dog-proof fence 
in cider to keep marsupials in it. 

::.VIr. DUNS TAN: A trapper· does not want 
to go in ihen. 

Mr. MOO RE: Y on hrow that in some case" 
a man rn1y want to go in, but it may not ~e 
for rnarsupial:-. There Inay b~~ kangaroos 
which th<:> owner wants to protect, but thes 
JcJaV b.e shut A man mav have f0nced his 
paddock with a. dog-proof" fence ir, order to 
keep the marsupials dl)wn. but st.i]] a trap­
]JCY ha' power to go in with hi' horses, and 
for what? Certainlv not to shoot mar­
Bupials, because they· would not be thr·re. 

:\1r. DuxSTAN : The kangaroos are there. 
"i>Tr. MOORE: Vuy often a man wants to 

keep a few kangaroos. 'rhe kangaroo skins 
are valuable. A man may want to protect 
a few kane;~roos-and I ·do not see why they 
should not be protected in certain areas­
but they will be destroyed. I think that the 

Mr. Moore.J 
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Minister would be wise if he eliminated in 
Committee, the provision allowing a scaiper 
to go into a holding which is fenced with a 
dog-proof. fen~<>. -~ man is entitled to keep 
-yvh;at ho l.Il<e• o~ hi~ own property, provided 
It m nothmg whwh IS a menace to his neigh· 
hour, and he is not going to the expense of 
fencing his property merely to keep mar­
supials on it. 

Mr. GUNN (Carnarvon) : If I had my 
way there would be no Marsupial Act or 
Dingo Act at all. I think that the graziers' 
greatest pests are inspectors and Acts of 
Parliament. vVe never get clear of one 
Act of Parliam.;nt but we fall foul of 
another Act. Every time we pass an Act 
of Parliament it means so many more in­
spectors. Speaking as a grazier having 
been at the business all my life, 'I would 
prefer to be left alone, as far as dingoes 
and marsupials are concerned. I would 
far sooner borrow the money to fence in 
my holding with marsupial netting than I 
w_ould be bothered with dingo and marsu­
pial boards. I sp_ent twenty-five or thirty 
years, when managmg my father's station in 
fighting dingoes and marsupials with poison 
and traps, and I had to give it up. I 
wound up by spending a lot of money in 
fencing in the property to keep them out. 
That is the only cure, but I know that my 
fellow-graziers differ from me. They have 
had deputations to the Minister asking for 
a Dingo or Marsupial Act, but I think we 
would be better without an Act. But I can 
say that they never asked for this Bill­
they asked for quite a different thing alto­
gether. This Bill, if it is in the interests 
of anybody, is in the interests of the scalpers. 
I do not know who else's interests it is in. 
It is not in the interests of the man on the 
land. You must remember that people who 
have freehold or leasehold land, with a 
house on it, consid.,r that it is something 
"_h~ch belongs ~o th~mselves. Under the pro­
VISions ;of t·hls' Btll, anyone ~an .get a 
scalper's permit, and go in and ransack 
all over your place, and he may not be 
looking for marsupials at all. I can see 
that what will happen will be that some· 
body who wants to steal some cattle on a 
run will get a friend to get a scalper's 
license, go on to the run near where the 

cattle principally run, and so be 
[5 p.m.] able to see how many calves 

are unbranded, and pass the in­
formation out to his friend outside, the 
~attle-stealer, who will ~ome in at night 
or whatever other time may suit him, take 
out those animals, and steal them. Cattle­
stealing is rampant at the present time and 
thic Bill, I think, might be called "th~ l~n­
couragement of Cattle-stealers' Bill." At 
the head of the Maranoa, for instance, 
cattle are being stolen right and left every 
day, and we know by the mustc:r that has 
lately taken place on Mount Hutton that 
the numbers of cattle are short there and 
I understand it is wonderful how the 'herds 
of settlers in the vicinity of Mount Hutton, 
even those working bullocks, have increased 
since the ·Government had that station. I 
think one reason the Government had for 
gct.ting rid Df those ~attle was the cattle­
stealing that went on. We had formerly a 
Marsupial A~t, which macl(l dingoes and 
foxes marsupials, and so on, and I think 
the title of this Bill could very well be 
altered to read, " a Bill to Encourage the 
Destruction of Noxious Animals." Then 

[Mr. Moore. 

the Government could include from time to 
time any animal they lik<;ld, or instead of a 
Noxious Animals Bill, we might call it a 
"Vermin Bill," and then we could get in 
all sorts of pests-blowflies, if you like. 
Under the present Act the procedure is 
very cumbersome. Ev.;ry now and then a 
board is appointed. And it is a dingo board, 
although the Act is not a Dingo Act, but a 
Marsupial Act. I notice that the definition 
of " fox" is canis vulpes. It is a very good 
idea to put it in, because only for that you 
could bring flying foxes under the provisions 
of the Bill. I want to know why they do 
not call the dingo canis dingo. It is just 
as right to call it canis dingo as to call a 
fox canis vulpP3. 

Another objection I' have to this Bill is 
this : " One man one vote" is all very well 
in certain cases. Formerly a man with a 
greater herd of cattle had more say in the 
election of a board than a man who had a 
smaller number of cattle. I would not mind 
the proposed altera-tion so lllLICh if the 
Government did not propose to reduce the 
number of stock to an infinitesimal number, 
so that evervbody is a voter. Why not have 
the election· on the electoral franchise? I 
suppose that is what they want. Under the 
old Act a man had to have 150 head of 
cattle or 750 head of sheep before he could 
vote or have a seat on the board. Under 

• thi, Bill he need have only twenty-five head 
of cattle or horses, or the equivalent number 
of sheep. 'rhat means that anybody who can 
get twenty-fi ,·e head of horses gets a vote. 
He may only have a team. Such men could 
elect a lot of &calp-hunters on the board, who 
would then be able to give permits to any­
body and everybody to go on everybody 
e-lse's run. 

Mr. O'SuLLIVAN: Do vou not think a man 
has a right to vote who owns that number 
of cattle or sheep? 

Mr. GUNN: I do not think it would work 
out in practice, because I think, as a rule, 
that the man who has twentv-five head is not 
a cattle-owner at all; he is ]ust a beginner. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :. vVhat 
about dairying? 

Mr. · GUNN: It does not refer to the 
dairying districts at ail. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Yes, it 
does. It will refer to the whole State. 

Mr. GUNN: Even if it is to affect dairy­
ing districts, I think a man who has a seat 
on a board should own more cattle and 
horses than twenty-five. I can conceive of 
districts; I know of districts very well­
sav, the St. George district-where most 
people have grazing farms with thousands 
of sheep or thousands of cattle. But there 
are anv amount of carriers in the district 
and pe~ple who have a few horses, and they 
will have all the votes on that board, and 
the people who own the big areas and pro­
duce the large nu.mbers of stock will have 
no say in the election of the board. The 
consequence, I am afraid, will be-l am not 
afraid of the honest man at all-that the 
C[Lttle-stealers will get on these boards, and 
will gh·e permit· to fplJow cattle-stealers to 
get on the runs and see where the clean 
skins are. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : Are you 
not aware of the Stock Act? You cannot 
deal with that in a Dingo Act. 
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::\Ir. GUNN: It is supposed to deal with 
the cattle-stealer. 'I'here was a cattle-stealer 
the other day not far from St. George. The 
stockman saw him steal some cattle, and he 
was driving them to market. He wired down 
here to catch him at the yards. The man 
put them in the truck and brought them 
down to Brisbane, and he was pulled up 
and taken back and convicted and sentenced, 
and a day or two afterwards the owner of 
the cattle met him walking down the street 
-rekased. That is what happens to cattle­
stealers. 

l\lr. CoLLINS: What about people who steal 
country and get knighted? 

::\Ir. GUNN: I do not think hon. members 
opposite, although they are interrupting me, 
have any sympathy with cattle-stealers. But. 
theJ·e are cattle-stealers, and hon. membNs 
must admit that they are very prevalent on 
the State's own stations. They have stolen 
any amount of cattle from Mount Hutton, 
and they are doing it every ·day, and I think 
any Act that encourages that sort of thing 
is a bad ~\et to put on the statute-book. I 
object. as I said before, to Jack, Tom, Bill, 
and Harry getting on to land, whether free­
hold or leasehold, without the owners having 
a say. If the owner keeps down marsupials­
if he puts on scalpers of his own to keep 
down the dingoes and marsupials-! do not 
see why he should have anyone else foisted 
on to him. 

Then, again, if you fence in vour land 
with dog-proof fencing, the hunte-r of dogs 
is not allowed to go on to that property 
unless the owner wishes ; but if you fence in 
your land with marsupial-proof fencing, the 
hl\nter of marsupials is allowed to go on to 
that land by permit, no matter whether you 
keep down the marsupials or not. I know a 
man who had seven head of marsupials, and 
they were increasing. There were not many 
about, and he thought they were a curiosity, 
but any scalper ()Ould get a permit under 
this Bill and go in and kill his pet marsu­
pials. The owner or the lessee of property 
will have no right to it at all if this Bill is 
passed. There is no statute which gives 
l'eople pms er to trespa.ss as this gives it to 
them. . Surely, if the owner keeps down the 
pest himself, he should be free from the 
greater pest-that is, the scalper. There are 
many provisions in the Bill which, I dare 
say, we will be able to discuss more fully 
when \Ye get into Committee. If I had my 
will there would be no Dingo Bill or :ilarsn­
pial Bill. It is only another method of en­
couraging inspectors. A great many hard 
things are said about dingoes, but you must 
remember that before the whites came to 
~\ustralia he kept down the marsupial-he 
kept the balance of power so far as the 
marsupial was c.Qncerned. I remember the 
time when we killed all the native dogs, and 
the marsupials increased by leaps and bounds, 
and then we had to set about killing them. 
'\Vo have a lot of country near the Gulf of 
Carpentaria unoccupied at the present time. 
'l'here is a lot of Crown land ther<', and also 
some land owned by private individuals. I 
-cannot see any virtue in killing off the native 
dogs in that country, because, if there is 
anything that will tend to the spread of 
rabbits in that country, the killing of the 
native dogs will do it. We know that the 
dingo is one of the best means of keeping 
down the rabbits. In cattle countrv the 
dingoes do not do much harm at all, although 
they are a pest in sheep country. I consider 

that when you get to the far North the 
dingoes are not a pest at all. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : They kill 
a lot of calves, you know. 

Mr. GUNN: The owner of the station can 
easily cope with them. He can always get 
in a couple of men to deal with them if they 
become a pest. I would sooner have the 
.dingoes at any time than have the 
'•calpers running about with permits to shoot 
kangaroos and other vermin. Take the case 
of Cecil Plains. I know that two returned 
soldiers wanted to shoot marsupials. on Cecil 
Plains, and they applied to the manager for 
rermi,sion to do so, but the manager replied : 
" \V e cannot give you permission to shoot 
marsupials here, because it would disturb 
the stock.'' That is the same objection that 
other stockowners have to scalpers going on 
their holdings. I am quite satisfied that the 
marwgers of the State sta(ions will be as 
much against this Act as I am. I am quite 
convinced that if you took a vote of the 
graziers of Queene.land generally they would 
condemn this Bill. You will have to have a 
Yl'rv different Ad altogether to please the 
gTa~iers of Queensland. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Wi1at Act 
do you suggest ? 

Mr. GUNN: As I told you before, I don't 
want any Act, but if I had to frame an 
Act I would frame one more equitable than 
this. It is not my province to draft :~cts of 
Parliament for the benefit of the (,overn­
ment. It is my province to criticise Acts of 
Parliament, and point out their faults. I 
think this Bill is full of faults, and I hope 
that when we get into Committee we will be 
able to remeoclv some of those faults before it 
becomes an A~t of Parliament. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: I don't 
think you will. 

Mr. BEBBI~GTON (Drayton): The pre­
vious speakers have discussed t.his matt.er very 
well, but there are some thmgs whJch the 
Minister has referred to that I must take 
exception to. The Minister said he would 
allow any scalper to go on any land fpnced 
in. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICl'LTURE: Xo; 
don't misquote me. I said any land enclosed 
with a dog-proof fence. 

Mr. BEBBINGTOX: The Minister mid he 
would allow any scalper to go on land en­
dosed with a dog-proof fence, and he would 
give him a permit to go on that land, be­
cause it would be giving the man employ­
ment. If there are a few carpenters out of 
employment in Brisbane, why don't the Go­
vernment put them on to pull down houses, 
if it is iust a matter of giving them some­
thing to" do? I think that is a very weak 
point the Minister has made in order to 
enable men to go on another man's land 
after dingoe;. I hope when we get into 
Committee tha,t the Minister will alter clause 
4 and make the whole of Queensland a dingo 
district for the pUl:po.ses of this A~~· H,~ 
can do that be· om1ttmg the word may 
and inserting the word "shall." '\Ve know 
that the present Minister may not always 
be the Minister for Agriculture, and other 
Ministers may not be as well intentioned as 
he is. That is why we ought to make sure 
that the whole of Queensland should be made 
a dingo district. If another Minister takes 
his place he will not be bound by the actions 
of the present Minister for Agriculture or .by 
his statements. That is why I would hke 

Mr. Bebbington.] 
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to see it made more definite in the Act 
itself. \Yith regard to the increase :n mar­
supials, I think it is due, in a great measure, 
to the fact that a large number of young 
men who w<'re engaged in deotroying mar­
supials have gone to the war. We know 
that they were splendid shots, and they 
destroyed a lot of dingoes and marsupials, 
and many of them are now engaged in 
destroying greater pests. One of the reasons 
why I think clau'e 4 should be altered is so 
that it will include the Government-owned 
stations. At present the Government own 
whole district~, and it might be possible for 
the Government to exempt certam districts, 
and let the Government have a monopoly in 
those districts. That is one reason whv we 
would like to see tho whole of Queensland 
made a dingo district. The Minister stated 
that, so far as the State stations are con­
cerned, the GoYernment will pay all the 
taxes on their cattle and sheep, just the same 
as any other station. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICcLTcRE : The 
Minister did not sav the Government ,,ould 
pay all the taxes, blit all the assessments. 

Mr._ BEBDI::'\GTO~: \Yell, an a~~esoment 
IS a tax. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTcRE: I Jid not 
say that we would pay all the rates, for 
instance. Y on could not ask the Gm·ern­
ment to pay rates. 

~Ir. BEBBIXGTO::'\: We know th'lt the 
Government will not pav anything they can 
get out of. \Ye have suffered enough <l;"nage 
already owing to the GoYernment not paying 
the taxes tlutt others are called upon to pay. 
A lot of taxes are forced upon tlw rate­
payers which the Government will n•1t pay 
at all. ·whenever a State butcher's sl•op is 
opened, or '<>me other St czte business. it 
throws more taxes on the taxpavers of that 
district, bee a use they have to n1ake up the 
difference owing to the loso caused by the 
establishment of the State concern. Take 
the State sawmill. for instance. \V e know 
that the State oawmill payo no taxes ut all, 
and the taxpayers of Brisbane will ha vo 
some thousands of pounds to make up ,,-hich 
the State uon't pa,-, but which the formPr 
private owner used to pay to the council. 
\Vhenevcr a business is opened bv the Go­
vernment it means disaster to other members 
of the community, owing to the fact that it 
means more taxes for them to pay. \\hilst 
we can support the second reading <A th<> 
Bill, we will want to make a number of 
alterations in Committee. 

Mr. G. P. BAR:'<ES (Warwick): There 
has been such a wide diversity of opinion 
regarding this measure, that it strikes me it 
might be well for the matter to stand over 
until the locfll authorities have had a chance 
of expressing an opinion regarding it. Just 
now we heard the hon. member for Carnar­
von, who has had V<'ry wide experiemc-e in 
this matter, sbting his emphatic opp0sition 
to the Dill. On the other hand, the hon. 
member for Burnett stated that he objected 
to the Bill in some directions, but in others 
he was prepflrecl to give it his blessing. 
In view of the criticisms coming from this 
side of the House, I think we should delay 
the passing of the Bill. 

The SECRI'T.IRY FOR AGRICcLTURE: \Yhat 
purpose would be gained by delaying it' 

Mr. G. P. BARNES: In order to get a 
concise opini ori regarding the merits or de­
mel'its of the Bill. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : Whotie 
opinion should be sought? 

[.Mr. Bebbington. 

Mr. G. P. BARNES: The opinion of the 
local authorities. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Wnat 
have they to do with it? 

Mr. G. P. BARNES: They are the people 
who are interested in the several districts 
and who represe-nt the opinions of those dis­
h·icts, and it is therefore self-evident that 
they are the people who are competent to 
express an opinion. There is one very serious 
aspect of this Bill which must re-ceive the 
attention of the local authorities. In clauses 
18 and 19, in particular, the bonus which is 
payable in the case of dingoes is fixed, and 
it has been fixed at not less than 20s. per 
head. Evidently the price which heretofore 
has ruled for the scalps of dingoes will not 
p t·evail in the future. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: No, it 
will not. 

Mr. G. P. BARNES: Heretofore. the figure 
has varied from 5s. to 20s., and the minimum 
now is going to be 20s., and therefore the 
cost to the local authorities is going to be 
immeasurably increased. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICcLTURE : The 
local authorities haYe nothing to do with it. 

Mr. G. P. BARXES: Perhaps not the 
local authorities, but the boards within the 
local authorities will have to deal with the 
matter, and they may be faced with the 
necessity of paying 40s. per head for the 
scalps of dingoes. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : They 
can pay up to £40 if they like. 

Mr. G. P. BARNES: The hon. gentleman 
can readily see that scalpers might put their 
heads together and rPfu"e to work except 
for the higher figure. \Ye do not know v.:hat 
kind of a union is going· to be brought mto 
existence in connection with a matter of 
this kind. I am inclined to think that what 
has ruled in many instances in ()Onnection 
with the -destruction of rabbits will also rule 
in connection with the destruction of dingoes 
or any other pest. I have another fault ,in 
connection with this Bill. Wh<>n you raise 
the price of dingo scalps you also raise the 
price of the scalp of the fox, and conse­
quently the imposition upon i,oards or upon 
local ·authorities is going ~o be .increased 
e-normouslY. The fox Is mcreasmg very 
rapidly, a;,d I must admit that there is good 
reason whv an effort should be made to 
dcst-rov fo:ies. 

The" SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: They 
mav form ., union not to kill any foxes. 

:Mr. G. P. BAR::\'ES : They may, indeed, 
althouo-h the farmers will look after that to 
a larg~ e_xtent: The ra!sing of th~ price of 
the one Is !S'Omg to raise the pnce o~ the 
other and it is going to be an exceedmgly 
cost!~ matter. In order, apparently, to make 
tho thing easy for the boards or tJ:e lo_cal 
authorities, tlw ::\'Iinister •ays that he IS gomg 
to subsi·dise the amount to the tune of 
£5.000. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Kat to 
the tune ; that is the limit. 

Mr. G. P. BARXES: The Minister is 
<roincr to keep to that minimum. When this 
IIou~e is making its appropriations you may 
rest assured that the Minister. will ask for 
no o-reater appropriation than the £5,000. 
I m~intain that that minimum is altogether 
absurd. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: It is not 
the minimum; it is the limit. 
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Mr. G. P. BARNES: The Minister has 
been very anxious in other directions to state 
his minimum price, and yet in connection 
with this pest, which is a menace to the 
country, the hon. gentleman places a very 
low minimum. yYhen you distribute £5,000 
between the vanous boards in the State it 
is a mere drop in the bucket. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : I do not 
think they should get any subsidy at all. 

Mr. G. P. BARNES: That is where the 
Minister fails to see the responsibilities of 
his position. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : What 
nonsense t 

Mr. G. P. BAR~ES: It is not nonsense. 
'rho amount, whether it is £5,000 or £10,000, 
would be charged upon the whole State and 
the whole State is going to be benefit~d by 
what may be done in connection with the 
destruction of dingoes, and, further than that, 
I S;'LY the Minister would be justified in 
askmg that the Government shoul·d under­
take to pay the whole amount, because the 
whole thing is being done in the interests 
of the State. Therefore, every person in the 
State should conhibute to the putting down 
of a menace of this kind. It is a growing 
menace and it will continue to ~row. The 
Minister, in ath'mpting to lea,ve abut portions 
of the State, as provided in clause 4 is mak­
ing a huge mistake. The whole State should 
be included. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : The Bill 
provides for the whole State. 

Mr. G. P. BARNES : The clause says-
" The GoYernor in Council may from 

time to time by Order in Council." 

There may be a diver,;ity of opinion about 
it, ju.,t rrs we have a diversity of opinion in 
regard to this Bill bv hon. members even 
on this side of the H,;use, and there should 
be no doubt in the l)1atter. It is also pro­
vided that the provisions can be amended 
from time. to time or added to by the 
Governor m Council bv Order in Council 
publisHed in the '' Gazette," and if you turn 
!o the sch?dule you will find this question 
!S dealt. with theye, and therefore the thing 
IS practically bemg put aside for the time 
being. The propo•,als of the Government in 
this ~ill present many questions which are of 
a sorwus nature and wl1ich are antagonistic 
to the local authorities or the hoards, and 
I do not think the Bill should be passed. 

Mr. T.\YLOR (Wind;;or): It will probably 
be thought somewhat presumptuous on my 
part that I should get up and speak in con-

·nection with such a Bill as this. However, 
I may say thrrt I have listened with a con­
•iderable amount of interest to all that has 
been raid by the Minister and by hon. mem­
bers on this side of the House in regard to 
this Bill. I would have liked had the Minis­
ter, when moving the second reading of the 
Bill, given some information-probablv he 
may hav'~ it or probably he has not got it­
HS to what are the probable losses that have 
been caused throughout Queensland by the 
ravages of these dingoes. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: I have 
got it all here. 

Mr. TAYLOR: I wish the Minister had 
given us some more information than we 
have received. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: I will 
give it in Committee. 

::\fr. TAYLOR: One cannot but be struck 
with the diversity of opinion which exists 
among hon. members whom we naturally 
look upon as having had a fair amount of 
experience in this matter and who evidently 
should know what they are talking about. 
'l'he Minister read a letter that appeared in 
the "Courier," either yesterday or to-day, 
by Mr., Francis. I read that letter myself, 
and I thought it an extraordinary thing that 
a pastoralist out in this dingo and marsupial 
infested country should write a letter and 
say that in the proposed Bill there wa~ 
absolutelv no measure of reform whatever­
that the~·e wa,s nothing in the Bill which 
could commend iholf to the pastoralists in 
any shape or form. He did not mince his 
words in any way whatever, but lashed out 
in a wholesale fashion and said there was 
absolutely no good in it. That, naturally, 
makes one ask : " "What sort of a Bill would 
be o·ood '?" \Vhat sort of a Bill is necessary 
in ~rder to cope with this particular pest 
which infests our \Yestern districtR, and pro­
bab!v our coastal districts? The Minister 
said· the Bill provided for the whole State. 
Of course it does. In a measure, it is at the 
option of the Minister who is in charge of 
the department administering_ that Bill. It 
it not a hit 0f use for the Mm1ster or any­
once els0 to tell us that " may" and ·' shall" 
me~n the sam<' thing. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTL'RE : I did 
not sav so. I said you do not say " shall" 
to the 'Goyernor in Council. 

Mr. TA YLOR: Frobably we do not say 
" shall " to the Governor in Council. At 
the ,,an1e ti1ne we can put "shall" in some 
other part of the Bill whPrc it will not come 
in conflict with the Governor in Council or 

"am-thin"' that he mav happen to do. It is 
not nec~ssarv that th'Ut word should be put 
in the exact 'place in the Bill where we ha Ye 
had it given to us this afternoon. Then, 
again, there is this matter with regard to the 
freedom of scalpers to go on to any prop~rty. 
I think that is fairlv sweeping; to think 
that the scalper can 'go and camp on any 
man's property and take his horses with hjrn, 
and probably the man who owns. the )l?ldmg 
is carrvino- out to the best of hts ab1hty all 
that is 'recPiired of him in the wa.y of destro~·­
ing dingoes and marsupiale. This Bill says 

that the scalper can go and ('amp 
[5.30 p.m.] there. All he has to do is to 

haYe, registered on the back _of 
his per!nit. permission hom the marsupial 
board in his particular district. He can 
rcma.in until such time as he chooses to 
leave; all on the payment of a fee of 2s. 6d. 
a :vear. I think that is too much freedom 
and too wide a latih1de to allow the scalper 
to haTe. The hon. member for Carnarvon 
told us a good deal a~out catt;le-stea.lers 
gettino- on the board. I .d1d not thmk thmgs 
out i1~ the \Vestern countr~· were quite so 
bad as the hon. member said they were. 

Mr. BEBBIKGTON: Yes, they are. He put 
it very mildly. 

Mr. TAYLOR: I am very sorry if that 
is the case. I did not think it was so bad. 
I hope that hon. members are wrong in that 
parti~ular direction. "With regard to the 
position of the Government in referf'nce to 
thP vaTious cattle stations they have, the 
Minister has given us the assurance that 
they will be included in the a""''3ments made 
with regard to the dcetruction of these parti­
cular pests. I notice that the Minister is a 

Mr. Ta,ylor.] 
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great sticker for the King. He appears to 
think the King should not pay his debts. 
It is always "The King should not pay 
this." 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICuLTURE : I said 
his Goyernment should not. 

~r. TA YLOR: " He should get all his 
thmgs free, and not have to pay anything 
at. alL:' I fail to see why, in a matter of 
thrs kmd, where the whole of the interests 
of the country are at stake and where these 
pests are proving so destru~tive, there should 
be any exemption of any kind in connection 
with any stations owned by the Government. 
I was Yery pleased to hear the Minister say 
there would be no exemption, so far as the 
Government were concerned on those sta· 
tions. I feel sure that, when the Bill comes 
into Com.mitte~, ~ome amendments may be 
made whrch wrll rmprove it. I do not look 
upon this Bill as a party measure. I look 
upon it as being introduced in order to pro­
mote the very best interests of Queensland 
and those people out in the back country 
who are suffering on account of these pests. 
I was very sorry to hear the Minister say 
by interjection, that, as far as he was con: 
cerned, he wo_uld not pay anything at all in 
order to provrde for the eradication of these 
pests. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: I would 
like to wipe out the boards altogether. 

Mr. TA YLOR : Governments have to take 
steps i.n connection with pests of other kinds. 
In connDction with the hon. gentleman's 
department the~e are any number of pests 
to cope wrth whrch thD Government find it is 
ab.solutely necessary to provide for by a cer­
tam amount of expenditure. In many instances 
they do not . get anything l,ack at all in 
connection wrth the matter. It is one of 
those things for which the Government has 
to pr?vide the money; it is an absolute 
necess1ty. \Vhen we get into Committee 
probabb' we shall be able to make a good 
Bill of it. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: It is an 
excell<'nt Bill now. 

Mr. TAYLOR: An unfortuna.te thing with 
regard to the Minister is that when he 
!ntroduces. a Bill, hD appears t~ have the 
rdea th~t 1t cann~t _possibly be improved. I 
woul_d hke the Mmrster to gDt that idea out 
of hrs _head, because it is quite possible that 
!ne Brll may and can be improved here. 
He scorns to have an idea that no good can 
come out of K azarnth. I do not think that 
all the good things are on the opposite side 
of the House. Out of Nazareth some very 
go_od things have come, and some better 
tlungs, probably, will come in the future. 

.Mr: GR~YSON (Cunningham): This is a 
Brll. m whrch many people in the country are 
takmg a very great interest. I have listened 
very attentively to the second reading speech 
delivered. by the _Min!ster. .There are many 
features m the Brll wrth whwh I am entirely 
in favour. I have heard some members on 
this side say that the whole State should be 
included !n the operations of this Bill. I 
am not m favour of that. I think the 
Minister is. quite rie;ht in r~serving to the 
Govern'?r .m Counml the rrght to decide 
what drstrrcts are to be included under the 
OJ?er~tions of this Bill. Take the dairying 
drstrrcts of Queensland. A big proportion 
of those dairymen have only small herds 

[Mr. Taylor. 

of ·anything from twenty-five to fifty. head 
of cattle. If those dairying districts were 
brought under the operations of the Bill, 
it would fall on the dairymen of Queensland 
to render returns of the number of cattle 
which they had, and also pay a tax. We 

.all know that this Bill is for the express 
purpose of protecting the pastoralist and 
grazing farmer of Queensland. I think that 
the pastoralists of Queensland could do a 
great deal themselves in eradicating the 
native dogs and other pests during certain 
seasons of the year. There are very few 
native dogs in the south-eastern portion of 
the Darling Downs. What is the reason of 
it? The small pastoralists in that district 
ha Ye eo lied meetings and arranged for 
"drives" at certain periods of the year, 
with the result that about forty or fifty of 
those small pastoralists joined in those 
" drives," and succeeded in shooting all the 
nativf> .dogs in those ·districts. I notice that 
the Hon. the ::l1inister states his department 
are only allotting a subsidy of £5,000 for 
the eradication of the'e native dogs and 
flying-foxDs. I contend that the State should 
render every assistance to these boards in 
eradicating these pests. If the State allotted 
£10,000 or £20,000, money couid not be ex­
pended better, because the more stock there 
ar<' killDd by these native dogs the greater 
is the loss to the State. It is much to the 
advantage of the State to allot at least 
£20,000 to subsidise tliose boards which have 
been created for the eradication of these 
troublesome pests. I notice also that it is 
intended to give the boards the option of 
paying up to £1 10s., if they wish. for the 
destruction of flying-foxes. The Minister 
stated that flying-foxes were doing great 
damage on the Darling Downs by killing 
lambs. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : I was 
not speaking of flying-foxes. (Laughter.) 

Mr. GRAYSON: You said flying-foxes 
were killing the lambs. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: You are 
quite mistaken. I never mentioned flying­
foxes. 

Mr. GRAYSON: I listened very carefully 
to the speech of the hon. member for Car­
narvon, who, we all admit, is the repre­
sentative of the pastoral industry in this 
House. He voices the op_inions of the 
pastoralists in regard to this particular Bill, 
and it is just as well that we have one mem­
ber in the House who ca!n voice those 
opinions. As a farmers' representative, I 
say that the pastoralists have every right 
to have their views expressed in this House 
on any Bill which affects them, and I always • 
listen with the greatest interest to the 
hon. member for Carnarvon on anything 
affecting the pastoral industry. The hon. 
member said that the Bill is of no earthly 
use to the pastoralists, and that he did not 
want it. 

Mr. CoLLINS : Queensland did not want 
the prickly-pear, but they got it from the 
pastoralists. 

Mr. GRAYSON: The Minister interjected, 
when the hon. member for Carnarvon was 
speaking: " What sort of a Bill ,do you 
want?" and the hon. member made a good 
reply, and said that he was not here to 
draft Bills for the Government, but that his 
duty was to criticise the Bills. 

Mr. FREE: He stated that he did not want 
any Bill at all. 
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Mr. GRA YSON : He did make that state­
ment; but, at the same time, be wants. a 
more liberal Bill, which will assist the 
pastornlists and the grazing farmers. The 
hen. member for Carnarvon is a large graz­
ing farmer himself, and has had twenty-five 
years' experience, and there is no man in 
Queensland who is so well able to voice 
the opinions of the grazing farmers in the 
House 'as he is. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : He does 
not want any Bill at all. 

Mr. GRAYSON: It seems to me that 
everv Bill which is introduced into this 
House means extra taxation on the primary 
producer, and more returns have to be made 
out. The small graziers and dairymen in 
Queensland are being hit by this. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: That old 
whine is played out. 

Mr. GRA YSON: It is not played out. The 
people of the country know that it is not 
played out. Every Bill which has been in­
troduced during the term of the present 
Labour Government has hit at the primary 
producer. This Bill will hit dairymen with 
twenty-five head of cattle. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : Do you 
suggest that £25,000 should be the endow­
ment? 

Mr. GRAYSON: I suggest that the Go­
vernment should endow those rates to the 
extent of £20,000. 

Mr. H. J. RYAN: Are you in favour of 
extra taxation? 

Mr. GRA YSON: I am amused when I 
hear hen. members opposite asking if we 
are in favour of extra taxation. \Vill hon. 
members who support the Government impose 
anv more taxation than they had already 
irr.posed during the last three years? They 
are continually introducing Bills, and piling 
taxation on the backs of the primary pro­
ducers. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : \V e will 
put a tax on bores. (Laughter.) 

Mr. GRAYSON: The hon. gentleman, if 
ha studied the interests of the agriculturists 
in Queensland, whom he is Sl.\pposed tr, re­
present, would hesitate before introducing 
all these pin-pricking measures. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: You will 
admit that I am a good debt collector? 

Mr. GRAYSON: Yes, you are not a bad 
debt collector. My word is equally as good 
in financial circles in Queensland as that of 
the Minister. I challenge the hon. member 
to deny that. He doubted my word. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: I doubt 
every remark you have made about the Bill. 

Mr. GRAYSON: In my opinion, the hon. 
gentleman, when introducing this Bill, did 
not understand it. We could not make head• 
or tail of his second reading speech. He 
told us at the end that it would be amended 
in Committee. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICrLTURE : I said 
nothing of the sort. 

Mr. GRAYSON: He said that if any 
further inforrr.ation was required it would be 
given in Committee. We are going to move 
some amendments in Committee. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : Move 
them if you like ; I will accept them if I 
like. 

Mr. GRAYSON: I hope the Minister will 
listen to the views coming from this side of 
the House, and will accept amendments in 
the Bill. 

.Mr. WARREN (J:furrumba): I hope th~re 
Will be some amendments made in the Bill 
when it gets into Committee. I think that 
any ow:'e~ who h~e vermin on his place is 
qmte Wilimg to give permission to any man 
to go in and eradicate it. There is one 
very dangerous thing in connection with 
this matter. All those men who are scalpers 
are not bad men, and they are not all good 
men. Occasionally you will find amongst 
the scalpers-and I have seen them in New 
So:ut~ Wales and Queensland-some very un­
prmmpled men. I do not wish any hon 
member to think for one moment that I am 
classing the scalpers as any worse than 
carpenters, bricklayers, or members of Par­
liament. (Laughter.) At the same time, 
I hope that the Minister for Agriculture 
will bring in some amendments to qualify 
this provision. I say that the method of 
destroying vermin has never been success­
ful in Australia. The method of using 
barrier fences is preferable every time, and 
If you spend £5,000 in this manner you 
are only throwing £5,000 of the State's 
mcney away. \Vhereas, if you put it into 
barrier fences, you are doing some good. 
After all, nearly all these vermin with which 
we have so much trouble come off tracts of 
country that are not at the present time in 
use. In New South Wales thev had trouble 
with the rabbit pest. The rabbits bred on 
huge . traclts of ,country which were not 
occupied, and to-day the same thing obtains 
in other rabbit-infest~d States. The breed­
ing grounds are the cause of all the trouble. 
It is quite right for the Minister for Agri­
culture to try to bring about the destruc­
tion of these pests, but at the same time 
I believe there are things in this Bill that 
would not be good for the country. In the 
first place, an owner is desirous of getting 
rid of them, because it is his own salvation. 
For instance, if he has rabbits he cannot 
have stock. If he has a great number of 
marsupials, he cannot have stock. It is his 
desire to have them destroyed, and I have 
always found that the pastoralist or selec­
tor was only too willing for the honest man 
to come in and help to destrov them, and 
the Minister should have made some pro­
vision for preventing unprincipled men from 
coming in. That is the striking point I 
wish to emphasise. It is not that I think the 
Bill will do any good, or that there is any 
necessity for it. I know that there is neces­
sity for destruction, and in many cases for 
keeping them back, but, after all, I think 
there is something in the assertions of the 
hon. member for Carnarvon regarding the 
balance of power betwe<'n the meat-eating 
animal and the grass-eating animal, and in 
some cases the foxes are rather welcomed 
in Victoria, because they destroy the 
rabbits. In the Grampians, or the southern 
part of the Wimmera country, they really 
like t.o see foxes. ·They do not do an:: harm, 
except to the lambs, and the owners take 
steps to save the lambs, and then the foxes 
are keeping the rabbits clown. I will not 
say so much about the dingo, because I do 
not know so much about it, but the fox, 
where rabbits are, is not an unmixed curse. 
I would like the Minister to meet this ques­
tion in an open-minded manner. I have 

Mr. Warren.] 
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heard hon. members say that this is not a 
party measure. Any man who made it a 
party measure would be simply a fool. 

:!\Ir. CoLLINS: You are doing all the talk­
ing on that side. 

Mr. WARREN: I am not going to oc· 
cupy much of the time of. the House, but .I 
think I have as much nght to occupy It 
and say a few words on this Bill as the hon. 
member has to interject. I am not criti­
cising this to ·destruct.ion. ~ am on!y poi_nt­
ing out these few pomts With the mtentwn 
of benefiting the man on the land. 

Mr. PETRIE (Toombul) : It is not my 
intention to say anything regarding dingoes 
and marsupials, but it appears to me that 
this is a trouble that is always arising. 
I think that during the years I have had 
the honour of being in this Assembly hardly 
a Parlian1ent has pa""Cd that we have not 
had some Bill introduced regarding the 
destruction of mar;upials and dingoes. It 
has bcPn pointed out that this should not be 
a partv queBtion, and I look upon it as a 
non-pai·ty queqtion altogether, because 
there is no doubt that these pests cause a 
great deal of dutruction and loss to pa.s­
toralists and others who are engaged m 
inductri( . on the land. vVhether the Bill 
introduced bv the Minister for Agricul­
ture is going' to have the desired effect or 
not remains to be proved, but as has been 
pointed out bv hon. members on this side 
of the House 'who are able to judge, there 
are many things more beneficial than the 
introduction of certain amendments in the 
law. I know the Minister is a reasonable 
busine's man, and I hope that in his reason-

. ablcness. if, when the Bill gets into Commit­
tee, any amendments are moved that might 
make this Bill more effective and workable, 
he will accept them. It has already been 
pointed out that we are not speaking from 
a party point of view .. Th_ere is a difference 
of opinion even on this s1de of the House, 
and m<'mbers on this side are the only ones 
outside of the Minister who have epoken. 
The hon. member for Carnarvon has a decided 
objection to this Bill in every phase, and 
<Some of his objections appear to me to be 
reasonable and sound. For instance, scalpers 
get cC'rtificates from a boa1:d, a:'d are per­
mitted to go on to any holdmgs m that par­
ticular district. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : Only on 
the holdings endorsed on the permit. 

Mr. PETRIE : But still, sometimes that 
has its objectionable feature, because on 
some of those holdings the owners have 
already spent money to destroy those dingoes 
and marsupials, and after th'lY have gone 
to that expense, I do not see why any man 
should be allowed to go there and. inter­
fere. Even amongst members of Parliament 
there are mPn sometimes who are not alto­
gether desirable to be moving about other 
people's property. I am not wishing to cast 
anv reflection on the scalpers-there are 
good and had me': in <;lvery 9lass of society­
but instead of domg good, mstead of bemg 
scalpcrs merely, you may get hold of m~n 
who might do a great deal of damage m 
other directions. I hope and trust that 
this Bill will receive every consideration, 
not onlv from members on this side of the 
House, :but from both sides of the H.o~se. 
We have every desire, as an OppositiOn, 
I take it, to assist th'l Government in any 
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measure they introduce which· we think is 
for the benefit of the whole of the community. 
I am one of those who are anxious to assist, 
because, although we differ sometimes in 
politics, we should help as much as we pos­
sibly can towards the welfare of the people. 

Question-That the Bill be now read a 
second time--put and passed. 

CmnnTTEE. 
On clause 1-" Short title and commence­

ment of Lict "-
lVIr. G"GNN moved-That the words 

"dingo and marsupial," on lines 6 and 7, be 
omitted, with the view of inserting the words 
''noxious animals." In New South \Vales 
they had a Marsupial Destruction Act, and 

had found it necessary, as they 
[7 p.m.] had done in Queensland, to amend 

it again and again, and evcntu­
allv thev concluded that the best thing to do 
wa:, to ~hange the title of the Act into t.hat 
of "Noxious Animals Act." They we1-sc then 
able to inelude various noxious animals in 
tho measure and avoi·d the absurdity of 
calling an a;1imal a marsupial when it w~s 
not a marsupial. \Ve had taught our chil­
dren that 1narsupiaL~ were pouehcd aiJ.~rnals, 
and no one could sav that dingoc~ were 
pouched animals. They might, l~ter on,_have 
to include wild pigs or other noxwus amma~s 
within the scope of this measure, and 1t 
y;;o'uld sa ,-e a lot of trouble and make the 
title of the measure much more rem.onable 
if lhev calicd it the "Noxious .\nimals De­
strurtlon Act." 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULT"C'RE: 
He did not believe the hon. member was 
serious in proposing the amendment. He 
had already had in mind the desirableness 
of introduc!n~; an .'l.nimals PeBts Bill, which 
would .deal with all animal pests. But that 
would involve so manv alterations 111 dif­
ferent Acts of Parliame'nt that he had found 
it i]\lpossible to bring forward such a meas~re 
so early in the life of the prec.ent Parlia­
ment. 

Hox. W. H. BARNES: He thought the 
Minister had not treated the hon. member 
for Carnanon fairly in insinuating that the 
hon. member was not tre·ating this matter 
seriouslv. He was com·inced that the hon. 
membe1: for Carnazvon was treating the 
matter seriously. 

The SECI\ETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Do you 
honestly believe what you say? 

HoN. W. H. BARNES: He did. The hon. 
member for Carnarvon was, no doubt, very 
anxious to improve the Bill now that it was 
in Committee, and it was not quite fa1r to 
insinuate that the hon. member was merely 
talking for the sake of talking. 

Mr. Gl_~NN: He was quite serious in the 
matter and was ·impressed with the utility 
of the' proposed amendment. The title of 
"Noxious Animals Bill," which was adopted 
in New South \Vales. was a much more 
sensible title than that of "Dingo and Mar­
supial Destruction Act." The Minister him­
self had practically admitted that when he 
said he ha'd thought of bringing in a Noxious 
Animals Bill. The adoption of the amend­
ment would only mean a few consequential 
amendments later on in the measure. 

The SE0RETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: I have 
already given yoq reasons. why I. cannot 
bring on the measure I had 111 my m111d. 
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~Ir. GUNN: 'l'he only reason there was 
for objecting to his amendment was that it 
"ame from that side of the House. He did 
not' speak in a carping manner in proposing 
the amendment ; he was merely trying to 
improve the measure, and he was made fun 
of. 

Mr. GRAYSON: There was no more sin· 
cere member in the House than the hon. 
member fm CarnarYon. This was a matter 
,vhich the hon. member for Carnarvon under­
stood thoroughly, and the Minister was 
scarcely fair in expressing a doubt about the 
hon. member's sincerity in proposing the 
amendment. The amendment would certainlv 
be an improvement to the Bill, and if the 
hon. member called for a division on it he 
would support the amendment. 

Mr. ::YIOORE: La<t year, when the State 
Produce Agency Bill was before the House, 
thG :Uinieter tried to include in it every­
thing which he wished to be tre,lted as agri­
cultural produce. That provision was not 
pa"ed, and now the Minister had intrnduced 
a Bill to amend the State Produce ~\c;ency 
Act with a view to gh·ing him power to 
declare• that other articles might be regarded 
as agricultural produce. Hon. members knew 
that tllPre were manv noxious animals be­
sides dins;·oos and m~arsupials, and it \Vas 
only a reasonable thing to alter the title of 
the Bill, that its provisions might be made 
to apply to those anieJa!s. Animal pests 
were <oming into the State almost eyery 
-day. It was only a few years ago that foxes 
came into Que<>nsland, and it was not at all 
unlikely that we should haYe other posts 
coming- into the State. It was only a reason­
able thing to "ccept the amendment, which 
could not do any ha.rm to the Bill, and which 
might prove a grPat convenience later on. 
No one could tell what was going to be a 
pest in the future. Repeatedly conferences 
were held in Brisbane, and people asked the 
department to declare certain things marsu­
pials so that they could be dealt with as 
pests, and invariably they were told by the 
1V1inistcr that he had no power to . bring 
them under the Act. Under a Bill like that 
a.ll noxious animals and birds could be in­
duded. He could not see why the hon. 
gentleman should be obstinate whenever an 
amendment was proposed bv a member of 
the Opposition and refuse to accept it. In 
connection with the State Produce Agencv, 
although the definition of "produce" gave 
the Government apparently everything they 
wanted, yet the Minister had to bring in an 
amending Bill to make the definition still 
wider. All . he asked was that the hen. 
gentleman should be consistent. 

Amendment put and negatived. 
Clause 1 put and passed. 
Clause. 2-" Repeal of Jfarsupial Boards 

Arts, 1905 to 1910 "-put and passed. 
On cbmse 3-" Intup•·etation "-
Mr. CORSER: The Minister had told them 

that h<> thought the clause made it quite clear 
that the Crown was mcluded, but he (Mr. 
Corserl did not think that was at all clear, 
and he therefore intended to move an amend­
ment placing the matter beyond dobut. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: I am 
sure of everything I scid. 

Mr. CORSER : The hon. gentleman was 
not very definite on the point, and there was 
no harm in making it definite. The hon. 
gentleman could not conten-d that the Crown 

held country land " in fee-simple or under 
lease or lic?ns"." He therefore lllOYed the 
insertion, on line 47, after the word " other­
wi~e." on the definition of "holding," of the 
words-

,, including land held for pastoral and 
agricultural purpose" by the Crown," 

If the Minist0r really desired that the Crown 
should he included: he would acceDt the 
amendnwnt. The . Crown were now the 
owner. of cattle, and they were just as much 
iJ:terestPd in the .destruction of dingoes and 
marsupials as any priYate individual, and, 
if they ex'ended th~ir operations to the 
lJreeding of ea ttle, they would be still more 
i11terested in tlw de,truetion of ouch puts. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
He did not rropose to acce!lt the amend­
mont. He believed the words. " or other­
v•ise." 1\f:l'C sufficiently co_uprehensive to 
inclnd<> the Cro>vn. In addi'ion to the 
a:" :::urancP he hac1. given before, he now re~ 
prated that th<> Cl'own was prepared, and 
undertook, to pa;· all the taxes levied under 
the Act as wdl as under the Dis,,ases in 
Stock Act. 

!\Ir. fl. CNX : That a"urance "·as all very 
'rell; bu-:.. last ses:_ion. in answer to a ques­
tion, the Gonrnment s~id they did not pay 
the marsupial tax in connection with c ne of 
their starions-he thought it was Mount Hut­
ton. This session he asked a similar ques­
tion \vith respect to Goyernrnent stations 
generally, and l1e was informed that they 
paid the marsupial tax. He would like to 
know whether they would pay the marsupial 
tax in connection with Cecil Plains. Appa­
rently, eometimes they paid the taxes a.nd 
smnetirrtes they did not. 

The SECREHRY FOR AGRICcLTURE: Hereafter 
they will pay the tax<cs every time. 

Hon. W. H. BAR~ES: \Yhy not insert it in 
the Bill? 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Because 
won't. 
Hon. W. H. BARNES: 'I'hat is very rude. 

Mr. IIIACARTNEY: The Secretary for 
Agriculture took up an extraordinary atti­
tude. He "aid he undertook that the Crown 
would pay the taxes, and he also indicated 
that, in his ~~l)inlon, the Cro\vn \vas covered 
by the interpretation of " holding." 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRIC1;LTURE: I say 
the words '' or otherwise " are very far­
Yeaching. 

::\Ir. l\1ACARTNEY: The hon. gentleman 
alw mitdo the deliberate statement that he 
would not acce1)t the> amendment. From a 
legal point of view. he (Mr. Macartney) did 
r.ot think the Crown was covered by that 
definition. The Crown was not bound bv 
general statutes unless it wa• specialy men­
tioned. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : The 
Crown is not mentioned in the Local Authori­
ties Act, either. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: It was, as a fact. 
The words "or otherwise," that the hon. 
gentleman relied upon, were very genera.!. 
They had no application at all to the persons 
who were bound by the Act; they only 
applied to the tenure. The definition read-

" Any country land held in fee-simple 
or under lease, license, or otherwise." 

Mr, Macartne.y.] 
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That did not refer to the Crown at all; so 
that, if the hon. gentleman meant exactly 
what he sai·d when he stated that he under­
took that the Crown would pay the taxes, 
then he ought to accept the amendment, 
which only made clear what was certainly 
not provided for, in his opinion. It was 
oiJiy a matter of the hon. gentleman's word 
to that Committee that the Crown would 
pay the taxes, and, if that assurance were 
quoted twenty times over in any court of 
law, it would have no effect if the Act itself 
did not specifically state that the Crown was 
liable. 
Ho~. W. H. BARXES: He remind"d the 

Minister for Agriculture that he was sensi­
tive in dealing with a similar pomt in 
another Bill, but in quite the opposite direc­
tion. When they were dealing with the 
State Produce Agency Bill the Secrehry for 
Ag-riculture w:>s most insistent in saying that 
the Government were not prepared to allow 
themselves to be treated in the same fashion 
as other people. Now the hon. gentleman 
said it would be all right, and that the word 
"othllrwise" was most comprehensive. \Vas 
legislation to be carried out that way? 'Were 
they just to take the assurance of the; Minis­
ter that it would be all right? If they left 
the par.agraph as it was, it might lead to 
endless litigation. Surely the hon. g(ntle­
man had not entered into partnership with 
any legal firm, because there was no doubt 
the paragraph. was going to cause a lot of 
trouble at a later period. 'rhe Minister 
knew that he refused to allow the Crown to 
be put on the same footing in respect to 
another Bill, and now he was doing some­
thing quite the opposite. The amendment 
was a rcasoEable onR, as it placed beyond 
all doubt what the Minister said was the 
intention of the BilL 

Mr. JVIOORE: The Local Authorities Act 
made it perfectly clear what th0 Crown were 
prepared to pay, and what they would not 
pay. There were special exm'nptions of un­
occupied Crown land, and land used fo1· 
public purposes. In other casP~ it ,,-,s ex­
plicitly stated what the Crown's responsi­
bilities were. \Yhv not do the same in con­
nection with this B'ill? In the Local Authori­
ties Act it was luid down specifically that 
ratEs could not be collected ou land in the 
occupation of the Stato or Commonwealth 
Governments, but this did not include land 
rented by the Crown from persons or corpora­
tions. \\'hy not make it clear in the present 
Bill, and say that the Crown were not going 
to pa.y the rate? 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTT:RE : You can 
move an amendment excluding the Crown, 
if you like. 

Mr. MOORE : He wantE•d the Crown in­
cluded. The Minister was only misleading 
the Home when he said that the word 
" otherwise " would include the Crown. The 
Minister was not treating the House in a 
ccurteous way. It should be made cle.u·, so 
that another Minister would know exactly 
what was in the Act, and what was intended. 

Mr. TAYLOR: He was surprised at. the 
extraordinary attitude of the Minister. They 
received an assurance from the Minister that 
the Crown would pay the assessm.en'"• but 
thcv knew another Minister would not be 
b01ind by what the present Minister said, 
and it was better to make it clear bv putting 
it in the Act. If they included it i11 the 
Bill there would be no mi.sunderst<mding 
whatever. 

[Mr. Macartney. 

Mr. G. P. BAR~ES thought the '>Iinister 
should accept the amendment and "llake ib 
clear what was intended the Government 
should do. Were they to understand that 
the word " otherwise " included the Gm·ern­
mcnt, and made them liable just the same 
a' every other member in the community? 
The Minister was very much like John 
Chinaman with his ";'\o savee." The Minis­
ter should place the matter beyond all doubt 
by putting in words to show what rhe Go­
vernment contemplated. If the Government 
intended to stand in the same position as 
other peoplP, why not say so in the Biil? If 
thev did not put it in the Bill, and r"nother 
Minister succeeded the present Minister, he 
·would be bound only by what he saw in the 
Bill. The matter should be made cleo.r, and 
they should know how far th8 Government 
wer<' prepared to pay taxation. It was one 
of the contentious things in the country that 
the Government always escaped taxation. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICT:LTCRE: They pay 
as much taxatiou as any other Government 
did. 

Mr. G. P. BARNES : They all knew how 
the animal and vegetable pests spre::d. It 
was a .fact that t.he spread of the prickly­
pear was largely due to the fact that the 
Government were not responsibk for tlle pea1· 
on their areas and reserves. 

The SEORETAR-Y FOR AGRICULTURE : fJan the 
hon. member name one individual who will 
be so large a contributor as the Crowil under 
this Bill, which provides that the Crown 
pays £5,000 a year? 

:Mr. G. P. BAR~ES: The interjection of 
the Minister seemed to indicate the whole 
resl)onsibilitv of the GovernlJlent, and the 
" otherwise/' according to the assertion now 

made was going to be covered 
[7.30 p.m.J bv tl~e paltry subsidy o~ £5,000. 

He was sure the Comm1ttee had 
no idea whatever of accepting that as ~he 
full responsibility of the Government, wh1ch 
was a mere drop in a bucket as. compar~d 
with the huo-e cost that wonld be mcurred m 
keepill"' do~-n the pest. Would the hon. 
o-entler::;an sav that he had been misleading 
the Committee in the earlier statements _he 
had made and that all the Government m­
tended to do was to pay the subsidy_ of 
£5,000? The Committee should certamly 
have their minds set at rest as to what was 
reallv in the mind of the Minister in that 
rega~d. 

Amendment put and negatived. 

Mr. CORSER: To make matters ql!ite 
clear he moved the insertion in the defimtwn 
of "owner," after the "\\-~ord" :' pers9n," on 
page 3 line 1 the words mcludmg the 
Cro,vn. ,', The definition of "owner" would 
then read-

" The person, including the Cr"!wn, fo,­
the time being entitled to posspsswn of a 
holding." 

The Minister would agree that there wa~ an 
omission in the definition of "owner." rhe· 
definition in the Bill certainly did not include 
the Crown. 

The CHAIRMAN: I would point out that 
the amendment the hon. member is now 
moving is substantially the same as the one 
which has just been negatived, and there­
fore it cannot be put. 

Clause put and passed. 

On clause 4-" Governor in Council may 
constitute, unite, or divide districts"-
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Mr. CORSER : If the Bill was to be of 
any use at all, it should cover every portion 
of the State. There were many factors 
wrapped up m the Bill, and the taxation it 
was going to impose would be nullified if it 
did not cover the whole State. He there­
!?re m'?v~,d th\ omission, after the word 

Counml, on !me 37, of the words-
" may from time to time by Order in 
Council-

(n) Constitute any part of Queensland 
a . dingo district for the purposes of 
th1e Act," 

with a view of inserting the words-
" (a) Shall divide the whole of the 

State of Queensland into dingo districts 
as constituted under this Act." 

The whole of the State was divided into 
el~ctoral districts and into many other dis­
triCts, and there. was no reason why the Bill 
should not prov1~e that every portion of the 
St.ate should be mcluded in some dingo dis· 
triCt. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
The hon. member had already had his 
assurance that he would not accept the 
amendment. 

Mr. CoRSER: We hearq you say you would 
not accept any. 

The SECRET.ARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
He had not sa1d that he would not accept 
any amendment, but perhaps he "may" not 
accept any. There might be one or two 
amendments accepted, but surely the. hon. 
member would not want him to accept an 
amendment that should not be accepted? 

Mr. CoRSER : I think this one should be 
accepted. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
He did not think so, as the wording of the 
clause fitted the Bill nicely. They already 
ha~ a large number of marsupial districts 
whrch would be called dino-o districts and 
in other districts the officers" would make the 
necessary inquiries to ascertain the number 
of persons possessing the necessary number 
of cattle to entitle them to become voters. 
and as soon as that information had been 
obtained the necessary boards would be con­
stituted. The clause provided that-

. "The 9<overnor in qouncil may from 
trme to trme by Order m Council-

(a) Constitute any part of Queensland 
a dingo district for the purposes of 
this Act; 

(b) Unite two or more such districts 
into one district ; 

(c) Divide a dingo district into two 
or more districts ; 

(cl) Alter the boundaries of a dingo 
district; 

(e) Abolish a dingo district." 
All those provisions were neCBssary. It would 
take some little time to obtain the informa­
tion, but no time would be lost in bringing 
the whole State under the Act, because that 
had been his desire for more than three 
ye<us. When a similar Bill was before the 
House two years ago it ;vas not received 
with very much acclamation by hon. mem­
bers opposite, and was defeated in another 
place, and he was aware that a very large 
number of pastoralists had rated hon. mem­
bers opposite for not receiving that Bill in 
a proper manner and passing it. He was 
satisfied that the same feeling still existed 
in the minds of the friends of hen. members 

1918-4 p 

opposite. They wanted the Bill, and did not 
want it amended in a way that would make 
it unsatisfactory. He could not accept tlie 
amendment. 

Mr. MOORE: He did not think the 
Minister was right in saying that the Oppo­
sition had not received tbe Bill with acclaim 
to-day. They recognised that the Bill 
was a. good Bill, but they recognised that it 
could be made better. It could be mad:e 
better by inserting an amendment by which 
the whole of Queensland would be brought 
under the operation of thG Bill, and not left 
to the discretion of the Minister. There 
were various questions agitating the minds of 
the people of Queensland, and if Ministers 
had their own way they could settle matters 
straight away, but they knew very well that 
outside influence proved so strong that they 
were frightened to do the correct thing. The 
same thing might occur in connection with. 
that Bill. The Minister knew very well 
that certain districts should be included, but 
outside influence might prove too strong for 
him. The Opposition did not want to . put 
the Minister in that invidious position. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: This 
party is not subject to outside influence. 

Mr. MOO RE : What was the good of the 
hon. gentleman saying that? Did they not 
see it every day? A blind man could see 
that outside influence was exerting pressure 
to-day, and they knew it would be exerted in 
the future. Men living in certain portions of 
Queensland who did not have dingoes or 
who wanted dingoes to keep down rabbits 
1":ould say : " Why ~hould we be brought 
in?" They would send down a. deputation to 
the :ii.Iini,oter, and then they would hear all 
sorts of things as to why they 'Should not be 
brought under the Bill. The Bill was for 
the benefit of the whole of Queensl!tnd, and 
the whole of Queensland should contribute 
towards the destruction of the pest which 
was ·reducing the flock of Queensland, and 
had been doing so for years. There wa.s 
nothing in the amendment to say that the 
Minister should do it now. The hon. gentle­
man knew perfectly well he could get the 
number of people who would be entitled 
to vote from the stock returns, which were 
probably in his own office at the present 
time. There was no difficulty in securing that . 
All they wanted him to do was to make it 
clear and definite that the whole of Queens­
land would be brought under the Bill. 

The SEC'RETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: The 
existing Act contains the power to bring the 
whole of Queensland under the Act. 

Mr. MOORE: He did not doubt that the 
existing Act gave tha.t power. It was being 
made optional, and they wanted to make it 
so that it would not be optional. It seemed 
as though the Minister wanted to carry the 
whole weight on his back. They wanted to 
have it put in an Act of Parliament so that 
the whole of Queensland would be brought 
under it automa.tically. They did not want 
to leave the Minister in an invidious posi­
tion when men came ·before him and put 
forward all sorts of arguments why they 
should not be brought under the Act. There 
were many people who could bring forward 
good arguments. It would not affect the 
Bill in any way. They believed the Bill was 
going to be a benefit. and they wanted to 
put it in such a condition that there would 
be nothing at which anybody could cavil 
who was going to be affected by it. It was 

Mr. Moore.] 
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not the Minister. hut the people outside, 
who would be affed<1d by it, and they wanted 
those people treated fairly. 

Amendment put and negatived, and clause 
4 put and passed. 

Clause 5 put and passed. 

Dn clause 6-" Qualification of members 
and electors"-

Mr. GUNN moved the omission of the 
words '' twenty-five" on lines 12 and 13, with 
a view to inserting the word "fifty " At 
·the present time a man had to have fifty 
bead of stock before he had a vote, or could 
:get on a marsupial or dingo board. If they 
l>:educed the number to twenty-five, it would 
mean a lot of hardship to a big number of 
small men. At the present time they did 
not have to make a return or pay any asseso­
ment unless they had fifty head of cattle and 
horses combined. If they brought this pro­
vision in, rl'turns would have to be sent in 
by the small people, and the money which 
they would get out of it would be a mere 
nothing. It would only worry people whom 
there was no occasion to worry. He knew 
a clistrict in which all the carriers would 
come under the provisions of the Bill, be 
taxpayers, and be able to get on the board. 
Fifty hr ad _of stock was quite little enough. 
He was qmte sure that that number would 
meet with the approval of the people in­
terc;tecl, though it might not meet with the 
epprJya] of the MinistN in charge of the 
Bill. He seemed to think that cvervthing 
which came from that side was brought up 
for the sake of obstruction. They only 
want0<1 to imnroye the Bill. That was one 
of the mo't -important amf'ndments which 
was likely to be moved. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
He quite admitted there was an alteration 
in. this Bill as compared with the old Act, 
"hich was in the clirection stated by the 
hon. member for Carnarvon. They had an 
object in making the alteration. In the 
early days dairy people were of small con­
sideration. Dairy people now were of large 
consideration, and their twenty-five head of 
cattle were very valuable. They were suffer­
ing a great deal from the ravages of ·dogs. 
(Opposition dissent.} He had the assurance 
of the \Vool and Sheep Expert of his own 
clepartrr.ent that in many cases along the 
coast, where sheep and cattle were being 
successfully raisecl, they were clriven out by 
reason ot the dogs. They were small holders 
of cattle and sheep. The equivalent of 
twenty-five head of cattle would be 125 head 
of shoep. Therefore, it was absolutely desir­
able and necessary to make that alteration. 
He regretted, on that account, that he could 
not accept the hon. member's amendment. 

Mr. CORSER: The Minister was not quite 
correct in saying that he recognised now there 
was a necessity to put in a proviso because 
of the value of clairy stock. The old Bill 
ma·de provision for special clistricts. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: I have 
-wiped them out. 

Mr. CORSER : It made provision for 
!>pecial clistricts which would inclucle the 
owners of fifteen head of stock. So that the 
Minister could not ;;ay there was .any reason­
.able suggestion now that the value of stock 
'macle him alter the provision to bring the 
number down to twenty-five as against fifty. 
The Minister claimed it was because of the 

{M.r. Moore. 

value of dairy stock. He thought the hon. 
member for Wide Bay had not whispered 
any in"truc!ions into the Minister's ears, or 
he would not have made that statement. 
For the most part they were housed when 
they were young, and did not come in for the 
trouble which the bigger holders had with 
the calves running in the bush with their 
rr.others. So that there was no reason, ex­
cept to increase the burden of taxation, in 
including twenty-five head of cattle as against 
fifty. It would mean, probably, that a 
person with twenty-five head of cattle would 
be asked to pay, perhaps, £1 a year. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : Why 
have the people in the Allora and other 
districts been paying on fifteen head? 

Mr. CORSER : They paid 1s. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: It cloes 
not matter. They only pay 1s. 6d. now. 

Mr. CORSER: Under this Bill they would 
have to pay £1 or £5 on twenty-five head. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRieULTURE : Not on 
twenty-five head. 

Mr. CORSER : The Minister wouJ.d agree 
there was no necessary limit. The Bill pro­
videcl for 5s. on twenty-f1ve head, and gave 
the Minister power to extend that payment to 
anything he liked. With his approval a 
particular clingo board might claim any 
assessment it liked. He had only to say, 
" We w·ill make it £2 5s. for twenty-five 
head. of stock," and every owner of twenty­
five head would be assessed on that figure. 
Thev should not ask the small man to pay 
for 'the 'destruction of tho"e pests. A •• an 
appeal for the holder of a few head of stock 
ho would suggest that the amendment be 
accepted. a1,d that little bit of leniency given, 
the burden to be carried by those who were 
prepared to carry it-the men with a large 
number of stock. 

i\Ir. G. P. I3ARNES: The Government on 
more than one occasion-ancl nobody more 
than the Minister for Agriculture-posed as 
beina- the friend of the small farmer. They 
had "an opportunity there for living up. to 
their word in that n.atter. The acceptmg 
of the amendment would be a matter of very 
great pleasure indeed to the bulk of the 
dairymen not only on the coast but all 
through the land. There was nothing they 
objected to so much as the making out of 
these forms. Whilst the levy did not seem 
great, it was an unknown quantity: .and 
might be a very heavv one. If the M1mster 
ha-d any respect for the clairyme_n he would 
accept the amendment. The clauyman was 
suffering no loss whatever in connection with 
this pest. His podcly calves were attencled 
to and guarded in small enclosed paddocks, 
and were not so susceptible to the ravages 
oF dingoes. It was on the large holdings 
that dingoes were found. They clid not find 
dingoes in closely-scttlecl districts. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : I know 
much better than that. 

Mr. G. P. BARNES: Friends of his own 
had contradicted him as to that, and said 
that the dingoes dicl exist in closely-settled 
clistricts, but as far as his knowledge of the 
south-eastern Downs went, the dingo was 
almost non est. They were certainly being 
troublecl to a large extent with foxes. It 
was not fair to penalise the small farmer 
with twenty-five heacl of stock in this way, 
ancl they could well respect his feelings by 
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n•aking the minimum number fifty head. 
He had pleasure in supporting the amend­
ment. 

Mr. BEBBIXGTOK: They made it a rule 
to exempt a person from income tax ur to 
a living wage. a11d it was stated to be the 
same in regard to the land tax, but, unfor­
tunately, it was not so, as the £300 exemp­
tion in the land tax was a mere nothing­
something similar to what the exemption of 
twentv-fi.-e head of cattle would be under 
this Bill. They should make the exemption 
1-1p to fifty head. as a man with that number 
was only making a living and putting noth­
ing by. He hoped the Minister would agree 
to the amendment. 

Mr. GRAYSON was surprised that the 
Minister did not accept the amendment, as 
ht> could not conceive a more reasonable one. 
He represented a large dairying constituency, 
and lw "as sure that 95 per cent. of the 
dair,; men who held from twenty-five to fifty 
head of cattle had no desire to come under 
the Bill. If tlw :\1inister wished to be reason­
able and assist the small dairvmen and 
famwrs who o_nlj· owned from, say", ten head 
up to forty-mne head of cattle, he would 
not bring them within the operation of the 
Bill. This "·as a matter of very great im­
portance. 'rhe small farmer was subject to 
tlw worry of sPnding in a great many re­
turns. and he ,hould be exempted in this 
instance. This ,,, as a matter which affected 
can·ie?·~ in Qnet•n:-1and. There were very fe'v 
carriers in the western countrv who had fiftv 
head of horse'. and they would be brought 
under the operation of the Bill if the 
~Iinister did not accept the amendment. 

The SECRET:\RY fOR AGRICULTURE: Have 
n1any of your elc('tors, who are carriers, 
twenty-five horses" 

~h. GRAYSOX: :i\Ianv of thorn; but he 
,,-n-. spLaking· of carriers 'throughout Queens­
land. If tlw Minister understood the con­
ditions in Queen.,. land, he ·:: ould know that 
a nrrier could not have less than twenty­
fiY<' hllr3eS. 

The S~CRET.IRY FOR AGRICULTURE : Then he 
could very well afford to pay the tax. 

.i\Ir. GRAYSOX: The Bill was no benefit 
to the carrier or the small dairvman, and 
lw trusted the :\Iinister would be" reasonable 
and a:ccpt the amendment. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
Hon. memhers opposite talked about the in­
ju>tice which the small dairvman would 
snffer under this Bill, but sect"ion 8 of the 
Act. which was being repealed by this Bill, 
pro;-ided-

" In every special -district, every resi­
dent, owner, or manager of a holding in 
respect of which such return has been 
made of not less than twenty-five head of 
cattle or a proportionate number of sheep 
or of cattle. ~hall be qualified to be 
elected a member of the board." 

That referred to special districts such as 
C'ondamine, Darling Downs, Bm·nett, and 
Bungil. Thobe people had to pay assessment 
on twenty-five head of cattle. l\'l:oreover, sub­
stction (4) of section 8 of the principal Act, 
which was being repealed, provided that in 
the case of a ·district a re,ident owner or 
manager of a holding with not less than 
fifty head of cattle, or in the case of a 
special district of not less than fifty hea·d of 
eattle, was qualified to vote. 

Mr. BEBBIKGTO": Those are the evils which 
wo want to repeal. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
Those things wore put in by a Liberal Go­
vernment. which forgot all about the neces­
sities of the poor widow, the poor dairyman, 
or the poor carrier with twenty-five horses. 
Ho had made this a democratic measure, and 
the qualification for a seat on a board was 
exactly the same as that which was required 
by a .-oter. It was not so in connection with 
Liberal Governments, which had stretched 
their imaginations so liberally that thPy had 
made dingoes marsupials, and also made 
dairymen pay taxation without representa­
tion. This Bill did not impose taxation with­
out representation. but it made a man who 
had over twenty-five head of cattle eli!\ible 
to be a member of a board and also liable 
to ta 'l.ation. He declined to accept the 
amendment. 

Mr. MOORE : Did the Minister realise 
that in some districts where there were, say, 
lOO tc<ems, all the owners would come under 
the provision? Take a timber district like 
the Cooyar district, where 150 m~n are work­
illg. 

'l'he SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : Five, 
ten, or twenty teams are owned by one man. 

Mr. MOORE: Not in this district. 
The SECRETARY FOR AGRICl'LTURE : And 

they can very well afford to pay this tax. 

Mr. :MOORE: He was not dealing with 
that at all. Those men would be eligible 

to sit on the board, and what 
[8 p.m.] interest was it to them whether 

there were dingoes in the dis­
trict at all? 'l'hev were not stockowners in 
the sense that th~y were breeders of stock. 
They had grown-up bullocks, and dingoes 
did not attack grown-up bullocks. Why 
. .,J·wuld they have the voting power \\hen 
they were not interested personally? 

The SECRETARIY FOR .\.GRICcLTcRE: You 
cannot name a hundred men in your di,trict 
each with twenty-five hm·.,·.es. 

Mr. MOORE : He was not talking about 
horses at all. They were all bullock teams 
in that area. ·what interest had they in 
keeping down dingoes? They were in a 
timber area, and they were doing special 
work, and yet they would be subject to 
taxation, and eligible for representation on 
the board. Was it of any advantage to the 
general stockowner that he should sit on 
the board and legislate for somebody else? 
He thought the Minister should realise that 
there were many districts where ouch a thing 
occurrod. He did not need to go very far 
from Brisbane. He was s01•iou& in the 
matter. 

The SECRETA!lY FOR AGRICULTURE : You 
are always very serious. 

Mr. MOORE: It was a verY serious matter 
when such men saw their money expended 
by men who did not care wh~ther there 
were dingoes in the district or not, who 
happened to be in the district, earning their 
living in a totally different manner. 

Mr. TAYLOR: He certainly thought the 
strongest point had be~n made by the hon. 
member for Aubigny. They all knew that 
there was a considerable number of men who 
had these teams in tim her-getting areas. 
They came under the operation of the Act, 
and had to registBr, but they had really no 
interest whatever in the matter. He hoped 
the Minister would see his way to agree to 
the amendment. 

},fr. Tavlor.] 
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. Mr. GUNN: The Minister had suggested 
that carriers did not have twenty-five h<>ad of 
cattle or horses. In the St. George district, 
with which he was fairly well acquainted, the 
carriers invariably had more than tweuty-five 
head. All the horses were not working at once; 
they must have some spelling. They must 
have a cow and a calf, to give a little milk 
for the use of the wife at home, and even 
if they had bullock teams they must have two 
or three spare horses to muster their cattle. 
To say that a carrier did not have twenty­
five head of cattle was absm'd. To bring 
them under the Bill would be to put them 
to the trouble of filling in the form and 
paying taxation in a matter about which 
they were not interested. Marsupials did 
not worry th(lir horses, or teams, or calves. 

Amendment put and negatived; and clause 
6 put and passed. 

Clauses 7 and 8 put and passed. 

On clause 9-" Rults for proceedings and 
business "-

Mr. CORSER: He did not rise to pro­
pose the insertion of the word that had 
beGn omitted. His object was to secure the 
deletion of the second portion of the clause, 
which ·did not appear in the old Act-

" Such provisions may from time to 
time be amended or added to the 
Governor in Council by Order in Coun­
cil published in the ' Gazette.' " 

In that Bill they had a lot of matter de­
leted, some of it, of course, not of a great 
deal of importance. But certain sections 
which were of importance had now been 
placed in the schedule. For instance, sec­
tion 35 of the Act was being wiped out 
altogether and placed in the schedule as 
ciausn 16, page 12-

" Any person who-
(i.) Knowingly procures or attempts 

to procure a certificate for scalps of 
dingoes or marsupials which have not 
been destroyed within the district in 
respect of which the certificate is 
granted or is applied for shall be liable 
to a penalty not exceeding twenty 
pounds." 

Yet they found provision that the Governor 
in Council might alter or add to th~ schedule. 
Why should they include an important 
matter in the schedule, and give the Minister 
power to alter? That clause was a matter 
of very great importance, a matter with 
which they should not allow the Minist(lr 
to tamper, when there might be an inclina­
tion in that direction at times when he might 
possibly be asked to adjudicate upon a case 
in which a supporter was in trouble. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : I would 
ask the hon. member to allow me to make a 
slight grammatical amendment m that pro­
vision. 

Mr. CORSER: "That was so. A word was 
omitted, but if they wiped it out altogether 
it would not matter. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE 
moved the insertion, after the word " to " 
in line 41, page 5, of the word "by." It 
had · bof'n omitted in redrafting. 

Amendment agreed to. 

Mr. CORSER: The paragraph which he 
had quoted provided that a scalper guilty 
d fraud should be liable to a penalty not 

[Mr. Gunn. 

exceeding £20. A seal per might be fined under 
that provision, and represenhtions might 
then be made to '"he Minister by a member 
uf Parliament, which would not be in the 
hest interests of the community. Such ma~" 
ters as t.hat should be taken away from poli­
tical control. He mm:ed that lines 40, 41," 
and 42 be omitted, so as to take away from 
the Minister an opportunity of tampering 
with Part I. of the schedule. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICUL'I'URE: 
He did not see what the hon. member wa& 
driving at. The schedule would be a part 
of the Bill. The criticism of the hon. mem­
ber drew attention to· the fact that the Go­
vernor in Council might from time to time 
by Order in Council amend or add to the 
words in the schedule. Hitherto a very 
large area of country ha·d not been brought 
within the scope of this legislation, so that 
some slight, variation in the schedule might 
be needed. The sinister influences the hon. 
member referred to were not likely to 
operate, and he thought it was very im­
proper for the hon. mPmber to speak in that 
way. During the deputation season, when 
the National Show was on, they would have 
a large number of people from all parts of 
the State waiting on Ministers, including the 
Secretary for Agricu;ture. They might point 
cut that this particular measure required 
altering or varying "Omewhat. and that was 
Jhe rea,on why the provision the hon. mem­
ber objected to was ,inserkd in the Bill. 
There was no surh object or influence asso­
ciated with it as the hc>n" member insinuated, 
n nd he did not propose to· accept the amend" 
ment. 

HoN. \Y. H. BARNES: It seemed an 
extraordinary thing that apparently all our 
leg·islation was going in the direction of 
really dispensing with Parliament. They were 
now told that people might come down and 
interview the Minister, and that because they 
might point out certair, things, the Minister 
f'hould practically have the right to become 
a Pal'liament, and deal with very important 
matters. It was all verv \Yell for the Minis­
ter to grow indignant '~ith the hon. member· 
for Burnctt fM suggesting that political 
mfluence might operate in such matters, but 
J'rcssure might come from where the red 
flag was flown. 

The SECRET"\RY FOR AGRICULTURE: Or where 
thu green flag flies-pressure from the 
Y.M.C.A. 

HoN. W. H. BARNES: He was not talking 
about the green flag, buJ; was simply pointing 
out that the Minister might be amenable to 
preseure from the direction he had indicated_ 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICUL'I'URE: 
'The hon. gentleman was very clever in trying 
to make it appear that the Minister in 
charge of the Bill had lost his temper. This 
prm·ision was P''rt of a large scheme in 
c-01mection with directions to the board. That 
scheme rtealt with the business of tho board, 
the manner of treating scalps, and so on, 
and this provision, being part and parcel of 
a big scheme. was necessarily p:accd in juxta­
position to other clauses of a similar charac­
ter. That was done for the convenience of 
the people. There was no improper design 
hc·hind it" and there was no red flag or green 
flag associated with it. There was nothing 
green about it. It was as rod as red could 
be, and might (;asily be read by anybody 
who chose to read it. He refused to accept 
the amendment. 
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Mr. CORSER: There was no reason why 
the Minieror should take from the nresent 
Act a cntain provicion, and place· it in 
Part I. of the schedule. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTl!RE: 'I11at is 
done for convenience. 

:vir. CORSER: Th0n why was not Part II. 
of the schedule treated in a similar manner? 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: That 
dause is placed in juxtaposition with other 
dauses of a similar character. 

Mr. CORSER: The Minister said that 
this provision was ini'erted so that he might 
be able to meet the wisht'' of a denutation 
who required some -variation of the provi­
sions contained in Part I. of the schedule. 
The Committee did not. want any variation 
in the provisions contained in the schedule. 
Why did the daus>' distinctly state that Part 
I. of th • sch0dule mig-ht be dealt with in 
this particular way and not extend that pro­
vi·ion to Part II. of the schedule 'I Why was 
paragraph 16 placed in Part I. of the 
6chedule, which might be altered by the 
Minister? Wh:·· was it not inserted in Part 
II. of the sch0dule, which was away from 
the control of the MiniRter? Certain altera­
tions might be made in that paragraph which 
might be d.anu-erous, and he thought the 
Minister should r:ot have power to deal with 
the matter refene.d to in the paragraph. The 
:Minister wa·' not given such power in any 
previous _\et. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICuLTl.:RE: Don't 
forget that measures have been pasoed by 
Liberal Governments without any sense at all. 
The present Government have things clone 
properly. 

Mr. COBSER: They did things properlv 
for themselves, but when his r,nrty got back 
to power, they would do the fair thing by 
everyone. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICl.:LTcRE: vYhen ! 
When! 

Mr. CORSER: The amendment was one 
that the Minister should accept. If the 
hon. gentl0man would not ac~ept it, he 
should at least give some reason why sec­
tion 35 of the present Act was being inserted 
in Part I. of the schedule, where he would 
have power to alter it in any way he chose. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICUL'l'uRE: 
Part. II. of the schedule dealt entirely with 
election m a tterc., and there was, therefore. 
no reawn for applyinP" the provision of the 
-clause under discussion to that part of the 
schedule. He had already given seYeral 
reasons whv he did not consider it desirable 
to accept the amendment, and, notwithstand­
ing all that the hon. member had said, he 
still persisted in that intention. 

Mr. GU~N: Clause 22, which gave the 
Governor in Couucil power to make regula­
tions upon any subject. seeme,l to cover all 
that was rNJUired. and there was, therefore, 
no necessity for the words which the hon. 
member for Burnett wished to have omitted. 

The SECRE'fARY FOR AGRICULTURE: The 
power to make regulations is contained in 
every Act of Parliament. 

Mr. GU~~: He notic0d that clause 22 did 
not contain the usual provision requiring 
regulations to be laid on the table of both 
Housr~s of Parliament before thev could have 
tho force of law. Apparently, t'he Gow,rnor 
in Council was to have power to do as he 

liked, without the authority of Parliament. 
He knew it was no use asking the Minister 
to accept any amendment if he had made 
up his mind not to do so. He woulcl not 
even allow the hon. member for Burnett 
to correct a clerical error in the dame. but 
had to move the amendment himself. It 
was absurd for members of the Oppo;ntion 
to come there at all if no notice was to be 
taken of anything they said. 

Amendment (Mr. Corser' s) pnt and nega­
tived; and clause put and passed. 

On clause 10-" Destruction of a,nimals and 
p(.rmits "-

Mr. MOOHE moved the insertion. on line 
54, after the word " dingo," of the words 
"or marsupial." The paragraph would then 
read-

" ?'\o permit for dingo or marsupial 
destruction shall be issued in respect of 
any holding which, in the opinion of the 
Minister on the recommendation o~ the 
hoard, is fenced "ith effective dog-proof 
fencing." 

The amendment ·did not propose to take . 
away any power from the l\1inistt>r. He 
could refuse a permit or not, just as he liked. 
It was not likelv that a man wonld go to 
the 0Xpense of erecting a marsupial or dog­
proof fence at a cost of about £100 a m.ile 
for the sake of keeping dingoes or marsupials 
on his property. Sometimes a man might 
keep thirty or forty kangaroos, as there were 
many people who had no desire to s;.-e the 
native anin1als 0xterminated. Kangaroo_,. 
skins were valuablt>, and. if the amendment 
were not made, a man \vonld be able t0 get 
a permit to enter that propNty and shoot 
those marsupials. It was not likely that a 
man was going to stork up marsupials \vhen 
he crectcd an expensive fence. and 1t must 
not be forgotten that both the recommenda­
i:i·'n of the board an<l the approval Clf the 
l\finistt>r were IWCC'>S>Hy. The sc~lper. would 
not be allowed to go in to destroy dmgoes, 
and he could see no reason why he ,,]wu!d 
b~ allowed to enter the place to kill Il"arsu­
pials. The ownN of the propertc- would not 
f0uce the property merely for the fun of the 
thing, or becausp he was going to breed 
marsupials and dingoes. He thought the 
on.ission of marsupials must be a clerical 
error. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
Ho did not propose to accept the arr.';'nd­
mcut. The object of the paragraph m1ght 
not be quite p:am to the hon. member, but 
t11ere ·wu3 no t!rror about it, ~;, 1ht\ hon. n1e-n1-
bf'r surmioecl. In the course of timP, when 
netting became cheaper, enormous areas of 
land might be enclosed with dog-proof fc·nces, 
and large numbers of kang;aroos an•l other 
marsupi'als miu-ht be includ(,d in those areas. 
The owners of the propertie" had no elaim 
to those animals, which belonged to the 
State: but, owing to the increasing value of 
the skins, those people might claim to be 
the owners of what was a very valnable 
property. and seck to d~prive s9alpers of .the 
opportunity of followmg t~e!r avocf1tiOn. 
Scalpers would not be perrmtted to 1;0 on 
to the property to shoot dingoes, because 
the fact that the owner had gone to the ex­
pense of erecting a dog-proof fence .would 
indicate that he meant to keep the dmgoes 
out. and probably he would kill those that 
were inside the fence himself. But the hon. 
member must know that a large number of 
highly respectable men made a living as 
scalpcrs, and it was only right that they 

!Ion. W. Lennon.] 
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should. not be prevented from following their 
avocation, as they would be if he accepted 
the amPndm<mt. 

. Mr. MOORE : He was under a misconcep­
tiOn a.s to the nmson f.or .the Bill. He thought 
the Bill was broug~t m m the public interests 
to .Pro!ect the pubhc from pests. He did not 
thrnk It wa;" brough~ in to enable the scalper 
to follow his avocation. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: The 
scalper has as much right to live as the 
cattle-owner. 

Mr. MOORE: .He could live by getting 
sc-alps on unoccupied land without going on 
to. the land privately owned and enclosed 
with dog-proof fencing. The Bill was sup-

posed to be for the protection of 
[8.30 p.m.] Qu~ensland and for the exterrni­
. natwn of pc;ts. It was not a 

Bill to c_re.ate an in?ustry whereby men could 
earn a hvmg by .gorng on to private property 
to shoot marsupials. \¥hen a man "ent to 
great expense to fence his property, he was 
not .likely to enclose any marsupials. The 
fencmg cost .from £70 to £80 a mile and a 
l.mdowne~· •did, not pnt up a fence ~t that 
exre11se JUSt for fun. It was not rio-ht to 
allow men to go in and shoot mar~upials 
>~·htm th(' l,and w-as enclosed with dog-proof 
f~n·.mg.. The¥ knew what had happened in 
~~mnectwn with the rabbit-catchers down 
l:::iomh. They exterminated a few and left 
the young ones to ~reed up so that they 
could come back agam, and that was what 
the ecalpers would do so far as the 1narsupials 
were concerned. They would kill a few and 
lea :re the young ones to br0c'd up again so 
that they could come back agein. 'fhe 
trappe;·s always 'Yent where the marsupials 
"ere tmck, and they \Vould only kill a few. 

The SEC"f!F.TARY FOR .AGRICULTURE: If the 
traprers kill <>. few marsupials, there will 
be <ell the le's tor the ·pa,toralists to kill. 

Mr. M<:JORE · The pastoralists would nut 
men on. If they we.n!ed to exterminate 'the 
ma.n:Jpiuls. They did not want to create 
a hvrn~ for 6Crt 

1J'f'rs. 

The PHimJFR : If the scalper kills some, 
then. there must be less for the nastoralists 
tu kill. ' 

Mr. MOORE: 'L'he scal),er had no rig-ht to 
go on n rnan's !and. Let him go on the out­
side country 

~he SEIJFLF:'LAR ,- FOR AGRICULTURE 
PC?ll1ted out that tlw JJJe8sure was called "A 
Bill to enco'-!rag~ the destruction of dingoes 
a_nd mat·supiak The hon member con­
sidered tha~ the scalper should be prevented 
f;·~·nn cnrymg uut the very purpotcs of the 
L1ll. It 'q" 'l. well-k~own fact that the 
catt_luncn did not care so much about the 
native ,dog, ;JCcatJsc· it did not do the cattle 
so rnnf·H hnrrn Bnt \vhen grass 11vas g1''tting 
scare(),. the cattlemen would start a drive, 
and <::tnvc, all the marsupials on to the sheep 
C?untry. The ho!l. gentleman di·d not vvant 
tne SC3lper to have the right to shoot 
kang~ro?t Hn (Mr. Lennon) would be 
I<,obsn I, he accepted the amendment, he­
cause there was no doubt that the scalper 
destroyed a lot cf marsupials. 

Mr. ROBERTS: If the Minister consulted 
the Lands Dep,·.rtment, or the Minister for 
Lands, he would he inclined to accept the 
amendment. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: The 
Minister for Lands was not in charge of 
this Bill. 

fHon. W. Lennon. 

Mr. ROBERTS: Well, the Minister for 
Lands had exercised the privilege af refusing 
permits to various scalpers. The other day 
two returned soldiers asked him (Mr. Roberts) 
to get them a permit to shoot marsupials on 
Cecil Plains. He communicated with the 
Lands Department, and received the follow­
ing reply:-

" Department of Public Lands. 
" Brisbane, 7th March, 1913. 

" Sir,-I have the honour to acknow­
ledge the receipt of your letter of to-day'B 
date, asking on behalf of Me,srs. Allan 
J. Williams and C. Kaaland, returned 
soldiers, for permission to shoot and 
trap marsupials on the Cecil Plains 
Estate, and in reply to inform you that 
it is regretted that the request cannot be 
acceded to. There is a considerable 
numbGr of State and privately-owned 
stock fattening on the estate, and .it 
would be unwise to. allow them to be 
disturbed. I have, &c., 

" w. GORDO)i! GRAHA}.l, 
"Under Secretary." 

(Opposition laughter.) The Lands Depart­
ment decided thev would not allow the 
trappers on th8 Government lands, and the 
Opposition wanted the Bame 1nivilege to be 
extended to the private landowners. 

The PRE~UER: The Minister has the dis. 
cretion to refuse a permit to go on a privatE> 
landowner's property if he thinks fit, 

Mr. ROBERTS thought that if a scalper 
got a permit for the district, he could go 
where he liked. 

Mr. G"CN:;'o;: ThE' am<'ndment was an im­
pm·tant one. He thought it was not right 
that a scalper should be allowed to go on to 
a man's property-especially when it was sur­
rounded with dog-proof fencing-for the pur­
pose of shooting marsupials. If the owners 
of Cecil Plains-that was. the Government­
prevented scalp-hunt.·rs ·from roving over 
their lands surelY the owners of private 
property oug·ht to haYf: the same right! The 
Minister said that the owners of land had no 
interest in the marsupials. \Vho paid for 
the gras·· that the marsupials ate? Was it 
not the lessee of the run? They might just 
as well dc·clare sheep to be marsupiab, and 
allow the scalp-hunters to come in anti shear 
the sheep. The lessee did not want marsu­
pials, but if marsupiab came on hi'· rLm and 
consumed his grass, then the owner . of the 
land was entitled to them if he liked to kill 
them in his own interests, particularly if the 
run was netted in. It was a most extra­
ordinarY thing that a man could wire-net his 
propr•r6· and keep a< many dingoes as. he 
liked, but he could not keep any marsupials. 

Hon. \V. :"{. GILLIES: Are you in favour of 
the Government taking no action at all? 

:vir. GL:NN: He was in favour of the 
Government taking no action at all, and had 
said so all along, but when the Government 
did bring in a Bill he wanted to see a just 
Bill. How would the hon. gentleman like, 

,, if he had a flower garden, for somebody to 
get a permit to hunt butterflies in his flower 
garden and then trample ·down all his 
flowers? The Bill interfered with the rights 
of the subject. Perhaps there might be no 
marsupials on a wire-netted run, and yet 
people who. perhaps, only owned twenty-five 
hertd of cattle could form themselves into a 
board and give permits to anybody they 
liked to go on that run. He had a letter 
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to"dav which showed what some of the 
graziers thought about the Bill. An extract 
from the !otter read as follows :-

"I know what will happen about here 
if they grant permits to men to enter 
our runs with the pretence that they are 
after marsupials; it is not the marsu­
pials they will be catching, but it will be 
our L\nbranded calv<'s. 

"I have a lot of marsupials here, and 
I intend to shoot them myself, as the 
skins are worth money now. I pay all 
sorts of taxes for holding this bit of 
land, and don't see why I should let 
Jack. Tom, Bill, or Harry in to do me 
out of my few shillings." 

That man was only a poor man. He took 
up a piece of poor country; the drought 
came along and practicall;v killed a 11 his 
cattle, but there were a few marsupials on 
the run, and whv should he not be allowed 
to kill thoc.o mar~,upials? Even if he fenced 
it in b'' a -dog-proof fence and everything 
else, under the Bill anybody would have the 
right to enter on his run. He (Mr. Gunn) 
thought, when the Minister introduced the 
Bill, that he had done so as the result of a 
deputation of graziers which had waited on 
him some time ago, but he must confe·.s that 
he had made a mistake. It must have been 
a deputation of s~alp-hunters who asked the 
Minister to bring in a Bill to enable them 
to enter on any private property and destroy 
whatever marsupials they thought fit. He 
knev verv well that the ;-.1inister had made 
up his mind not to accept any amendments, 
and he wae. only talking to the wind, but, 
nevcrtheles>-, he was talking sense. 

Th0 SECRET~\RY FOR AGRICULTDRE: 
The hon. member was labouring under a 
mistake. which was not an unusual thing for 
him. The hon. member had quoted a letter 
whi~h contained an uncalled-for insinuation 
to !he effe~t that a lot of scalpers would go 
on to hi'l run, not to kill marsupials, but to 
steal his calves. He (J\1r. Lennon) would 
like to sa, that a lot of those scalpers were 
quite as respectable as the hon. member for 
Carnan-on. The hon. member had no right 
to quote a letter in the House casting a 
reflection on such a respectable body of men. 

2\Ir. CORSER: He did not do that. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICCL'l'URE: 
Ho did do it. There were plenty of · afe­
guards in the Bill, should, unfortunately, 
dishonest men become scalpers, to protect 
thG cattle-owners from the scalpers. Sub­
clause (6) of the same clause 'vas as follows:-

"If a board are satisfied that a holder 
of a permit has failed to comply with 
any material provision of this Act, or is 
not bona fide ex0rcising his rights under 
such perrn it, or is guilty of any wrong­
doing under such permit, they may sus­
pend or cancel such permit." 

Surely that was a sufficient safeguard to 
those very hon0't owners of paddy calves 
whom the hon. member scorned to regard 
as very much superior to anybody else. He 
did not think bocccuse a man owned bullocks 
that lw was any better than the mau who 
did not own bullocks. 

Mr. CORSER: It wa.s not his intention to 
rise at all, but he '"ishcd to correct a mis­
appr<Chension of the Minister. The hon. 
gentleman took exception to the wording 

of the letter quoted by the hon. member 
for Carnarvon, and wished to claim that 
members of the Opposition had cast a. slur 
on that bodv of men who were termed 
"~calpers." "The hon. member quoted an 
extract from a letter which pointed out that 
by_ including scalpers they would also make 
possible the inclusion "of men who would go 
there for purposes that were not legal, and 
probably for the purpose of securing 'ea! ves 
that were not branded. The Minister himself 
know that that sort of thing existed. If it 
did not exist, how did the hon. gentleman 
account for the shortage at Mount Hutton? 
\Vhy should the hon. gentleman try to read 
into the letter something that was never 
inferred and was never meant? Those people 
inside wire-netting fences were able to look 
after their own marsupials. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: And look . 
after their "clean skins " too. 

l\Ir. CORSER : If the Minister was not 
going to accept the amendment, then he was 
going to do an injustic•) to those who had 
expended a lot of money in wire-netting 
their runs in order to protect themselves, 
and protect their neighbours alw to a great 
extent. 

:\1r. Gl~l\'N: He had not a. word to say 
against the scalper. The scdper was just as 
good as anybody else, but the e"tract that he 
had quoted bore out his own contention-that 
if they passed the Bill in its pre-ent form 
thev would have bogus scalpcrs-cattle­
ste[ders-c'oming in under the protection of 
permits issued by a board. a.nd stealing 
cattle. That was what he was afrai-d of­
not the scalper, but the bogus scalper. 

Ho". W. H. BARNES: The Minister had 
overlooked the letter from the Lands Dep;•rt­
ment quoted by the hon. member for East 
'l'oowoomba, which clearly showed that in 
connection with some State properties the 
Government were against something whfch 
thev were seeking to insist shoul@ be earned 
out' by other persons. It was simply car_ry­
ing out wha~ they had. fou:1d iJ?-. conne_ctwn 
with every piece of legislatiOn this se•:swn­
the Government on the one hand saymg to 
the ordinarv citizen he must do certain 
things, but \vhen they themselves were con­
cPrned thev convenientlY contracted them­
sclve•· out of it. Was that a fair deal? Were 
the Government driven to such straits that 
tl10v could not mana.ge to succeed in any 
ven'ture without on the one hand penalising 
the individual or on the other hand contract­
ing themselve·· out ; 

Amendment put and negatived. 

:Mr. G'Cl\'N moved the insertion of a new 
sub,.lause (6:t)-

" :;:\/o joermit for dingo or marsupial 
dedrnction shall be isoued in respect of 
anv holding. the owner of which <atisfies 
th~ boa,.d that he has taken such action 
as will keep the holding fre~e from such 
pests." 

He said he knew it would not :02 accrntecl, 
but he thought it was right and jctst tn havo 
it inserted. It mereh meant tha~ 1f the 
owner took all the req~tired precautions and 
g-ot rid of all the pests, with the apnro-v'l: of 
the board, he should be exempt from those 
people ! res passing on his runs under the 
guise of a permit. 

Mr. Gunn.) 
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The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
As the hon. member anticipated, he did not 
propose to accept the amendment. He did 
not want to make the Bill look ridiculous. 
The hon. gentleman was so averse from com­
ing into contact with a common scalper that 
he wanted to be able to C'rect all sorts of 
imaginary barriers against him. Th-at was 
not th.e purpose of the Bill. Any such pro­
vision ·as that proposed by the hon. member 
for Carnarvon would certainly interfere with 
the objects of the Bill. 

Mr. GuN!;: How about your own cattle 
stations 'I 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICUL'l'UJU": 
He had no cattle stations, he was sorry to 
say. 

Mr. GuNN: You will not allow people to 
shoot marsupials on the,n. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRI(J(~LTLTRE: 
He had not said so. 

Mr. GuNN: The manager says so. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRIC1ii/l't1HE: 
The hon. gentleman quoted a letter from 
someone asking the manager for permission. 
If he were a scalper, he would epply to the 
board for permission, and not to the manager 
of the statwn. Subclause (7) had a bearing 
on the matter. The board itself. if it wore 
of such an aristocratic character and so 
blue-blooded as the hon. member for Car­
narvon, cuming from the old aristocracy of 
England, and did not want to assc.e:iate with 
scalpcrs, could employ its c-wn wa[~Cs mrm 
and deal with the marsupials itself. He sug­
gested that to the hon. momher aa a way 
out. 

Amendment put and negatived; and clause 
10 put and passed. 

Clause 11 put and passed. 

0~ clause 12-'' l'ower of police to search, 
e'tC.-

Mr. MOORE moved the omission of lines 
45 and 46, namely-

" ((/) Any dingo or marsupial, or the 
carcass or skin of any dirin·o or mar-
supial." o 

He could not see what object the Minister 
could havn in placing in t'lw Bill provision 
whereby the Police Force could go in and 
search, and a man would be committing an 
offence if he kept any portion of a carcass 
or. skin. Plenty of people had fox or dingo 
skms on the floor of their house. Plenty of 
';'en ha-d them on the floor of their camp. 
Sor1e even had the leg of a wallaby. He 
~ould undcrs_tand the police going and look­
mg for cyamde of potassium and finding out 
breaches of the Act in keeping that. Half 
the ladies of the town would have the Police 
Force searching their premises for fox ·furs 
and dingo furs under a clause like that. 
'f-'h:re was not going to bo any advantage 
Ifi It. It 'Yas not g_oing to_ affect the killing 
of marsupials or chngoes m any way what­
n·er. If they wore found, the police could 
arrP't !he person who apparently was in 
occupatiOn, who would be charged with a 
breach of the Act. \Vhat was ths good of 
it?, There was hardly a place in the country 
"hiCh had not a fox or dingo skin on the 
floor. According to that clause, anybody 
who had those on the floor wouid be com­
mitt!ng a_ breach of the Act. Surely that 
pm·twn might be deleted. In some places in 
the country, people had a. tame wallaby. 

[Hon. W. Lennon. 

Under that, they would be committing a 
breach of the Act. He woulrl ask the 
Minister to delete those two lines 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
He did not propose to accept the amendment. 
The hon. rr,ember had only just read the 
lines in clause 12. Clause 12 was to be read 
and construed in conjunction with clause 11. 
The preceding clause set out to deal with 
the use of cyanide of potassium in the killing 
of marsupials and the finding of skins-not 
thP pet skins, such as the hon. member had 
pictured, but skins as evidence of the use of 
cyanide of potassium in the destruction of 
the animal. They wanted corroborative evi­
dence. The mere fact of finding cyanide of 
potassium, perhaps, would be punishable to 
a certain extent, but it would be conclusive 
proof that cyanide of potassium was used 
for the destruction if they found the skin 
bearing proof of it. Tlw hon. gentleman 
pictured a romantic case that suited his turn 
ol mincl. He did not think such a oase was 
likely to occur, or that the police were such 
fools as he pictured them to be. They 
would not nrosecute a man because his 
wife had a litle pet fox skin on the hearth. 
(Laughter.) 

Mr. GUNN: He thought the hon. gentle­
man in charge of the Bill w>:~s the champion 
of the scalp-hunter. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : I 
would increase the penalty for the use of 
potassium. 

Mr. GUNN: He -did not think they would 
thank him for that provision. He -did not 
SPe why a scalp-hunter should not have 
skins in his possession or even the fle,;h. He 

coul-d not see whv a man's house 
[9 p.n· .. ] should be hunted through, even 

if the police were looking for 
O}anide, because he happened to have a 
marsupial skin on his floor. This would 
give the police power to go into anybody's 
place, and take a rug away to some chemist 
to decide whether the a'nimal had been 
killed by cyanide or not. It was a cumber­
some provision, and woul-d be verv irksome 
and trying to· honest trappers working under 
the Bill. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
He was more than astonished at the attitude 
of ihe hon. member for Carnarvon, who was 
a. eattle-owner, and pose·d as the representa­
tive of the cattle-owners of the· State in the 
House. The careless use of potassium, not 
only for the -de;truction of marsupials, but 
bv opossum-hunters, had led to the de-struc­
tion of very valuable stock. It had been 
reported to him over and over again -during 
his short term of office as Minister that a 
large number of cattle had been killed 
throngh it. Even in to-dav's paper reference 
was made to the fact. It was astonishing 
to hrar an hon. member who posed as the 
representativf' of the cattlemen cal! this 
an unreasonable provision. 

Mr. GUNN: No one wanted to keep down 
the pPople who used cyanide of potassium 
more than he did. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : You 
ought to commend 'me for putting the pro­
vi,ion in the Bill. 

Mr. GUNN: It killed cattle, sheep, and a 
lot of fur animals, and they got no fur at 
all scarcely, but this provision had nothing 

-to 'do with that. It was a foolish and ridicu-
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lous provision, but the Minister had made up 
·his mind that he would not alter a line in the 
Bill if it was proposed by any member of 
the Opposition. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: It . is 
indispensable to this clause. 

Mr. GUNN: They could not tell by the 
skin as to how the death of an animal came 
about. It was no use of protesting against 
the absurdities in the Bill. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE 
called the attention of the hon. member to a 
sub•equent part of the clause which said-

" And if such person does not give an 
account to the satisfaction of such magis­
trate," 

>vhen he was brought up on the charge that 
he had the skin in his possession-

" or court of such animals, things, or 
cyanide of potassium being in the place 
where they were so seize,d or of his pos­
session of them, he shall be liable to a 
penalty not exceeding five pounds." 

What did thB hon. member mean by saying 
this was a ridiculous thing? Everyone knBw 
the gravity in connection with the use of 
cyanide, and they were seeking in the Bill 
to effectively cope with the danger; but the 
hon. member tried to pour ridicule on it. 

Amendment negatived, and clause 12 put 
and pas,ged. 

Clauses 13 and 14 put and passed. 
On clause 15-" Assessment "-

Mr. CORSER: The Bill included all 
~tockowners with twenty-five head of cattle, 
which was going down fairly low, considering 
that the present Act included them ·from 
fifty. 

Tine SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : From 
fifteen-be truthful. 

Mr. CORSER: In special districts; but 
how many special districts were there in the 
State? 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Five or 
six. 

Mr. CORSER: Five or six out of lwentv­
eight. The Act provided for fifty head of 
cattle, but this Bill made it twenty-five 
head. IJlau~e 15 partly made it possible for 
two assessments of 6s. each to be made in 
one year in connection with twenty-five head 
of cattle, or 12s. a year. The maximum ]a;;t 
time was 7s. 6d. 'fhe Bill gave the Minister 
power t.' make il £5 if he liked on everJ 
twentv-five head of cattle. He moved the 
omission, on line 20, of the words "Unless 
with the approval of the Minister." The 
subclause would then read-

" No asscss1nent or assessments in any 
one year ~,hall in the aggregate exceed 
six shillings or be less than one shilling 
on every twenty-five head of cattle or 
one hundred and twenty-five sheep." 

That took away from the Minister the pos­
oibility ·of asse,,sing at an exorbitant amount 
every twPnty-five head of cattle in the State. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICUL'I'URE: 
The hon. member would find the existing Act 
was the same as this Bill with regard to the 
matter. 

Mr. 00RSF.R: It did not provide for two 
assessments in one yeat· 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICUL'I'URE: 
Yes, it did It would be foolish to tie up 
the Minister in this regard, because it might 
happen that in some districts the ]ilJlit of 
assessment allowe'd by the Bill would not 
meet the needs of the district. 'I'here might 
he n, large incursion of dogs into the district. 
They knew that dogs had come from South 
Australia to the \Vestern portion of Queens· 
land. He would not accept the amendment 
for the reason he had given. 

Amendment put and negatived; and clause 
15 put and pa8•·ed. 

Clauses 16 to 21, both inclusive, l)Ut and 
passed. 

On clause 22-" Regulations "-

Mr. CORSER: The reason whv the Oppo­
sition hn,rl not mo.-ed amendments on the 
preYious clauses, including the endowment ot 
£5,000 as being the maximum, was not be­
cause they believed in everything included in 
those clauses, but becltuse: as the Minister 
did not intend to accept any amendments 
they realised the futility of moving any. 
But he wished to move an amendment in the 
present clause. He moved the deletion of 
lines 54 to 57, as follows:-

" All such regulations shall upon being 
published in the 'Gazette' have the 
same effect as if they were enacted in 
this Act, and shall not be questioned in 
any proceedings whatooever." 

with a view to inserting-

" Such regulations and any amend­
ment thereof shall be laid before both 
Houses of Parliament within fourteen 
sitting days after such publication, if 
Parliament is in session, and, if not, 
then within fourteen sitting days after 
the commencement of the next session 

"If either House of Parliament passes 
a resolution disallowing any such regula­
tion or amendment thereof, of which 
resolution notice has been given at any 
time within fourteen sitting days of 
such House after such regulation or 
amendment thereof has been laid before 
it, such regulation or amendment thereof 
shall thereupon cease to have effect, 
but without prejudice to the validity of 
anything done thereunder in the mean­
time. 

" For the purposes of this Act, the 
term ' sitting days ' shall mean days on 
which the House actually sits for the 
despatch of business: 

" Provided always that if such regula­
tions and amendments thereof, if any, 
are not duly laid before Parliament as 
hereinbefore prescribed, they sha]] there­
upon cease to have any force, effect, or 
operation whatsoever." 

That amendment, in short, was the amend­
ment which the Government accepted on 
the night before last on the Popular Initi­
ative and Referendum Bill. That amend­
ment was placed there by the Legislative 
Council, Rnd accepted by the Government, 
and he was merely asking that similar words 
should be inserted here. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
The argument of the hon. member had no 
weight with him at all in that regard. The 
hon. member must realise th'l quality that 

Hon. W. Lennon.] 
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he posses<cd, and which he valued so highly 
-that of con,istency. Ho refused exactly the 
same amendment in the State Produce 
Agency Bill, and consequently he could not 
consistently with self-respect accept it here. 
He would ask the hon. member to remember 
what he said on that occasion about the 
lady who was a typewriter, who caused 
150,000 in Manchester to go without mar­
garine because of something she had done 
an hour late. Such an absolutely drastic 
regulation as waB sought to be introduced 
here was one that should not appear in any 
Act of Parliament, and, so far as he wa~ 
personally concerned, he would try to keep 
it out of every Act with which he had to do. 

Mr. l\lACART:::\EY: Was the hon. mem­
ber the Government of this country? 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRIOcLTGRE: I am in 
charge of this Bill, at all events. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: Was the hon. mem­
ber speaking for the Cabinet? It seemed 
rather strange to he~r the Minister as a 
law unto himself like that. They had Borne 
idea of what Parliaments were, and what the 
privileges of Parliament were, and when it 
was recognised by the Government of which 
the hon. member was a member that such 
a clause was a usuo.l and reasonable ono, and 
it was accep+.' d by both sides of the House, 
why should the hon. member give a lecture 
like that, setting out his own individual 
opinion? 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICC:LTURE: I have 
every bit as much right to lecture as you 
have. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: It was perfectly ab­
smd. Ho did not know what they were 
coming to. It looked like a dictatorship. 
However, he had no doubt that the amend­
ment would yet find its way into the Bill, 
and the hon. member would live to accept it. 

Amendment put and negatived; and clause 
22 put and pa,seJ. 

Sehed ule put ,;,y,;d passed. 
The House !'flSumed. 'l'ho CHAIRMAN re­

ported the Bill with an amendment. 
The third reading of the Bill was made an 

Order of the Day for Tuesday next. 

I:XCOME TAX ACT AMEND:MENT BILL. 

FREE CONFERENCE-MESSAGE FROM COUNCIL. 

The SPEAKER announced the receipt of 
the following message from the Legislative 
Council:-

" l\1r. Sp3aker,-
" 'l'he Legislative Council having ha·d 

under consideration the message of the 
Legislative Assembly, of date 1st 
AuguRt, relative to the fre'l conference 
on the Income Tax Act Amendment 
Bill, beg now to intimate that 12 o'clock 
noon on Friday, the 2nd instant, will be 
a convenient hour and dav for the 
managers of the Legislative Council. 

" w. HAMILTON, 
" President. 

"Legislative Council Chamber, 
" Brisbane, 1st August, 1918." 

The Hou•e adjourned at twenty minutes 
past 9 o'clock p.m. 

[Hon. W. Lennon. 

Wages Bill. 




