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To the Honorable the House oj Asseinblyc, in Parliament assembled~ 

The Petition of the undersigned Inhabitants or the Distnict of Sorell~ 

RESPECTFULLY SHOWETH : 

THAT a Petition has been presented to your Honora:bl'e House ( ordered' to· be printed on the 28th Augu•t;. 
1861), from 23 inhabitants of Prosser's Plains, praying your Honorable Ho·use to address the Governor, · 
to request him to reconsider Ilis decision on a certain Petition addressed to His, Excellency by 16 landholders 
in the South Pembroke Road District in January 1861 ; the prayer of which lat.ter Petition was, that a 
certain defined area adjoining the Rural Municipality of Spring Bay might be united with that Municipality; 
His Excellency's decision being "that it would be inexpedient to alter the existing boundaries of the 
Municipality, as desired by the said Petitioners." Three of the 23 inhabitants of Prosser's Plains who have so 
petitioned your Honorable House are holders of land in the area indicated, there being altogether only 
6 landholders therein; and 5 of these signed the aforesaid Petition to His ];lxcellency .. 

2. That the area thus sought by these· 23 Petitioners of Prosser's, Plains to be annexed to ihe 
Municipality of Spring Bay is within the bound'ary, and' forms a portion of the Police District of Sorell. 
Anci that after the passing- of "' The Rural Municipalties Act," and on the assignment of the ·pecuniary 
grants in aid of the• several Municipalities, that boundary was fixed· by the Government to be the boundary · 
between the future Municipalities of Spring Bay and Sorell. · 

3. That heretofore a Road· District has existed called the South Pembroke, which comprised the present 
Municipality of Spring Bay and certain adjoining portions of the Police Districts of Richmond and Sorell'. 

4. That, subsequently,.on the Municipality of Spring Bay requesting to be made a, Road District, it 
became· necessary to confine such Road District to the boundaries of the said Municipality, thus liberating 
and restoring to the Police Districts (and future Municipalities) of Richmond and' Sorell tl10se portions, 
within their respective boundaries, which by right belonged to them, although for a time they had formed 
po~tions of the said Road District of South· Pembroke then broken up. . 

,5. That tliis redistribution or restoration of areas was duly proclaimed by Government Notice 183,. 
dated 4th December, 1860, subject to the conrlition that any objections thereto should be made within a 
specified time; and that the said specified time elapsed without any such objections being made. And 
your Petitioners therefore concluded that the engagement conveyed by that Government Notice was fulfilled; 
and that the northern boundary of the District of Sorell whether as a Police District, a Road District, or a 
Municipality, remained as it had always been as a Police District, and· as it was established· by the 
Government after the passing of" The Rural Municipalities Act," as before stated. 

· 6. That although it is true that the 5th Section of " The Rural M unicipalilies' Act'" provides for the 
union with any Municipality of any adjoining defined area on Petition of a· majority of the occupiers of 
property therein, yet it is neither imperative by the Act, nor expedient in practice, that in all cases such 
petitions should be complied with. And the question as to general public intereets, in comparison with 
special and individual' ones, involved in the prayer of these 23 petitioning inhabitants of Prosser's 
Plaing presents elements rendering this a case ofmost exceptional character. 

· 7. That with a view to the construction of the Causeway across the Pittwater Estuary, a Public Meeting 
of the ratepayers of the Sorell District, was held on the 16th Jan nary, 1861,.for the purpose of imposing an 
Assessment on the· District, pursuant to the provisions of" The Sorell Causeway Act," the objects of which 
Meeting were duly and publicly advertised on the 1st January, 1861; and that in full reliance on the bounda­
l'ies of the District being established as tleffned and confirmed in the mannei· herein detailed, the said Meeting 
passed a rate of One Shilling in the Pound on the annual value of the property in the District, to continue 
for Thirty years, on the security of which to borrow, and wherewith to repay with interest, the sum of £7000· 
required in aid of the said work .. 

8. That your Petitioners, in taking this step, not only calculated upon the Assessment of the area of 
the District, as so established, but had in view also the great increase in annual value which would speedily 
accrue to the lands comprised in the added, or restored portion, from the construction of the work itself' 
:clluded to,, as well as the tracts of crown land lying within the said area,, through whi-0h the new line of roadi 
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to Prosser's Plains ·and Spring Bay would pass, and which would thus be opened up and located, and 
brought within a fuller operation of the m,sessment, so as to assist in repaying the cost of the said Causeway, 
to which work alone would be attributaLle such increased yield of assessment. And that on the faith and 
security of the rate so passed, the contract was entered into and the construction of that il)lportant worli: 
commenced. 

9. That your Petitioners deem it unnecessar.v to dilate upon the general importance of, and public benefit_ 
which must result from the Soi·ell Causeway now in course .of constrnction, as a means of op,aning up a great 
Eastern thoroughfare, by a direct communication between tJie capital and the shipping port of Spring Bay, 
and the other Eastern Settlements of the Island ; and cam~iµ,g the location and settlement pf large tracts of 
crown land valuable for. agriculture and timber between Sor~ll and J.>rosser's :J?lajns1 thesf3 points bcing!!O:rJ.s 
ceded on all hands. · · 

10. That although the argµment used by the is Prosser's Plains Petition!}rs, mi.mely, that 
by assigning the disputed area to Sorell " a portion of the principal road betweeµ Hobart Town and the 
Eastern Coast wouhl fall" into the Sorell District," anc].-~' that· the inhabitants of Prosser's have a greater 
and more direct interest in the maintenanc.e of this road than those 9f any .other plape," ancl, " that i~ is 
therefore desirable that such por"tion of road sho1Jld be i.inder:the,management arid control of those interesteq. 
in it, especially o_f the inhabitants _of P1:osser's Plains, &c.,''. may afford a pr.ima fa.cie pase iIJ their f~vo:, 
yet the complexion of the case IS entirely altered and then• argument ·falls· to the· gro~nd, when It 1s 
remembered that on th,a completion of the· Causeway, the present cir,;i~itons and mountainoqs road via 
Richmond will cease to be the line of communication, between Hobart Towij and the Easi!)rn Settlepients, 
and will be substitqted by the nearer and more di1;ect and practicable route thr_qugh Sorell by the Causeway; 
which, although diverting some amount of traffic from RichllJ.ond ann Risdon, will conduce to the advantage 
of the Eastern Settlements in particular, includin~. Prosser's Plains itself, and .the public interest in general, 
by bringing irJtO occupation and use, as-already stated, a large amount ofprqwn )a:ri-d contigl!-01µ; to tj~e ne,,; 
lin,a, and opening a valuable timber countrl, 

11, That the objection raised by the Prosser's Pl11ins_ Petitioners, '·' that ihe making of the Sorel) 
Causeway would not open up any road between Prosser's P.lains and Sorell, since the coµntry between 
:Buckland and Sorell is so mountainous as to be impassable for ·loaded-carts," is not true; for a route froDJ. 
Prosser's tq Sorell much more practicable, as well as shorter by ten miles, has been well known for very 
many years, but has not beeIJ. generally adopted hitherto, in consequence of the want of direct communication 
onwards from Sorell to Hobart Town.. And loaded carts pf those settlers on tp.e said r,:lUte <lo pq.i,s both tq 
Sorell ru:id Prosser's, as oqiasion m11y req_uire, · 

12. That the o~jectioIJ- urged that, " to lodge 11µ infor-mation, procure a constable, or register a dog1 
they (tl1e resid£-gts in the disputed area) would have to travel aboq.t 20 miles over a rqgged llJ.OUntainous 
country to Sorell" is merely a specious argument, for there are at present but snr jandholders in that area, 
and only one of t~ese is a residel)t therein, the only other residents -beiIJ.g a few shepherds. .:And your 
PetitionP.rs .snbµiit that the same objection would apply to every Mtinicip!!,l Distript, as the1·e must be portions 
of every such District at a corisiq.erable distance fropi the head or central statjoµ. · But when the tract of 
country under qjscussion shall be so iocaterl and jnhabited, as, under th6 contell!platcd direct communication 
it undoubtedly speedily wiH be, the Municipality of Sorell wilj, doubtless,_ make sq.eh -arrangements as wilj 
duly provide for the Police wants thereof; and proqably, at any rate, mutual arrangements for Police 
convenience a:ri-d po-operation will bl:l made betwee11- all :i,qjoi11jµg ].\'.J:J.Jnicip!!,litjes, so· as to obyiate any such 
inconvenience as that sqggestep.. · 

: 13. Your :Petitioners w9uld repe!!,t that up.on the principle cited by the P:rn~s«:ir'e; Plain.s f etitj9ners" That 
the decision of µovernmeµt (in assigning the disputed area to Sorell) ill• utterly rep-qgnant to the. i,pirit of the 
5th clause of the E,ural M:qnicipalities _;\.et, by which alorie existing disti:icts can: make such alteratjons, /!r,c," 
the Settlements of tµe Caritaµ an4 Bream Creek, together with the whole. extent· of country- ther1ce to Cape 
Bernier on the soutqern bo-qndary of Spring Bay, might become i+nited with the l!!-tter, in order to avoid the 
assesament for tqe Ca"4seway, whilst they woq.ld still equally benefit by t4e worlf; and in like mann.er the 
whole of Orielttjn ll!-ight qem!!-ric!- tq be u11-ited to Richmond with a similar object, the effect of which would 
manifestly be to put a stop to the constrqction of the Causeway now iIJ. progress, and leaye -the· District of 
Sorell composed ·ofliitle more thal!- the mere '.!!C!W1!-Ship; and further, accordiIJ.g · to the same arg"4uient- the 
inhabitants of SQrell would have as just a r~glit to claim aU tile territory-between that District .and the 
Township of Richmond, upon the. pretext that their only rqaq. to Hobart 'f°'fll- a)ld the. northern .parts of the 
Colony, passes throq.gh that trl!,ct of C0"4ni.ry up to tqe said_ Township, aIJ.Q. is qf nq interesi w4ateyer to the 
people of Ric)lm.on.d, although it is inpluq.ed jn. that Mqnjci11ality: 

14. That you~ P_etitioners· beJi~ve that the, prayer of th-e"23 inhabitiJ,nts of Prosser's Plail!-s is .. not. in 
accordance with the wishes of the inajority of the _ratesp11yers of Spring J3ay Municipality, seejng that 
out of that extensive District, containing '102 rate~payers1· only the,ie 23 persqns, confined.to P1;osser.'s 
Plains, have signed t4at Petition, two qqhem. nqt bein.g qn tl}e Vajuation Roll at alL 

15. That yoq.r :J?etitioners admit that it may.be detr-im!)ntal tq the persopal i11terests of the "holder=! 
of land in the disputed ar.!Ja, to be subjected tq the Oauseway, rate, and worse still to some of theni·to hav!) 
tl].e indicated new road to frosser's and. Sprjng B.ay passing through their sheer-runs, .-and to be disturbed 
iµ the possession of those extensive crown lanµs.at preseµ.t :held at ·a_ merely nomiria~ cpst,. by th!). opening up 
and sale of the p<;>rtions of them adapted for agrimilture ;· a~1d if the District of Sorell be deprived of the. said 
area, such· road will prqbal;i~y never be · open!JP-, as t4e line 1viJ! be put of 1he !)Ontrpl gf the Soreµ 
+\{µni9ipality~ · · 
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16. Your Petitioners would most respectfully submit that it is the legitimate duty of a governing 
power, in granting or withholding objects sought by a section of a community, not only to consider the 
weight of general interests involved, as opposed to nanow and individual ones, but also to exercis·e its own 
discretion, deciding by its own unprejudiced wisdom, whether compliance or refusal would be most beneficial 
to the petitioning body itself. 

17. That in compari~on with the magnitude of the general interests involved, as shown by your 
Petitioners, and the establishment of a direct main thoroughfare between Hobart Town and the East Coast, 
any considerations as to the existing bush-road from Prosser's to Richmond, through an almost impracticable 
country, whatever sums of money may heretofore have been sunk in its improvement, or any personal interest 
of the 5 petitioning landholders of the disputed tract, are as dust in the balance. 

18. And your Petitioners therefore pray that your Ho;norable House, taking the foregoing details into 
consideration, will be pleased not to accede to the prayer of the Petition of the 23 inhabitants of Prosser's 
Plains, presented to your Ilonorable House and ordered to be printed, on the 28th August, 1861, 

[Bm·efollom 79 Signatures.] 

JAMES BARNARD, 
GOVEilNMENT PRINTER TASMANIA, 


