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set up by the Governor to report on the state of Busby's vines
in the Botanic Garden; at that stage, 1833-34, they were
doing well. His 'Rhenish vigneron' F. A. Meyer, in 1833 was
offering his services to any cultivator 'for winter pruning on
moderate charges' and recommending the culture of the vine as
a profitable pastime, especially if the Black Hamburgh, Oporto,

white Gouais, Tinta, and Madeira grapes were used.

In addition, John Eyre Manning, the Registrar of the Su-
preme Court, commenced a terraced vineyard at Rushcutters Bay
in 1833. However, possibly the most important of these early
growers was Thomas Shepherd of the Darling Nursery, another
member of the Committee mentioned above. On his death in
1835, the Sydney Herald, after mentioning his letters to the

Sydney press on the growth of the vine, remarked that:30

To Mr Shepherd is chiefly to bhe ascribed the extended
cultivation of the vine in this colony; which has also
heen greatly promoted by the zeal of Mr James Busby ...
of whose exertions Mr Shepherd was a warm admirer,

It is difficult to assess whether this is extravagant
praise or plain justice. What is certain is that, with Busby,
Shepherd was the first to disseminate his ideas and experience
in print, a valuable help in a period when aspiring wine
makers had no personal experience of the industry abroad and
no substantial local tradition or body of knowledge upon which
they could draw. It is possible that Shepherd's contributions
to the wine industry, like Blaxland's, have heen unjustly neg-

lected in favour of the work of Busby and Macarthur,

All the evidence suggests that by 1833 considerable public
interest had been aroused in the culture of the vine. 1In

March 1832 the Sydney Herald stated that during the last year

'pri ably ten times as many vines were planted, as had been
planted in any previous year', and expressed the wish that

‘the day is not distant when we shall make our own winous
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experience in this. We may be said, then, to be merely
groping our way singly in the dark. To make the most of
our position - to make known to each other such favour-
able points and circumstances as we may notice in our
operations - to exhibit the result of our individual do-
ings - and to meet, periodically, for that purpose, is
the object of the present proposed association.

On printing this statement, the Mercury added an editorial
which, while wishing success to the new venture, strongly
criticized the framers of its laws for its evident desire to
keep the society "select'. It is true that the method ad-
opted of a list ¢f invitations to a selected group, and the
proposals for blackballing candidates, rather than submitting
them to a simple majority vote, would seem to bear out the
justice of the criticism. In the light of the division evi-
dent at the Show Dinner, however, it is not surprising that
some of the vine growers wished to ensure what they consid-
ered to be the right type of membership, though their actions
would more likely perpetuate the divisions already existing,

if not exacerbate them.

With minor adjustments and rule fluctuations the H.R.V.A.
functioned on the lines set down at the first meeting, though
in 1852 it decided on yearly meetings to be held in May in-
stead of the half yearly meetings. The Mercury diligently
published full reports of the proceedings at each meeting. In
1854 the Association financed and published a summary of its
proceedings from its inception to 1853.87 This forms a con-
venient quick reference to the first years of the Association,
though in some ways the newspaper reports are more detailed,

especially about the wine tastings.

The success of the H.R.V.A. in its early years was the re-
sult of a membership which, though small, was dedicated and
energetic. 1In particular, much credit has to be given to

James King who was undoubtedly one of the most outstanding
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ers. Most growers asked for one or two families and only An-

drew Lang, Helenus Scott, and J. Pike requested three.112 The

Maitland Mercury was critical of the vine growers for not

taking advantage of the Government's scheme. In a later ed«
itorial they again remarked how surprising it was that only
150 families had been applied for in the colony, and no more

than half of the money allocated would be used.113

Apparently
the cause of the apathy was the belief that only current
growers could apply, though in fact those intending to do so
could apply. The paper also remarked that some vine growers
were waiting to poach vine dressers from their neighbours on
arrival in the colony, 'a very good specimen of New South

Wales selfishness'.

Kirchner duly left for Germany in February 1848 on what
must have been a difficult mission, given the confused state
of Germany in 1848. He spent about a year in engaging two
shiploads of migrants, and the first group of those engaged by
Hunter vignerons arrived at Morpeth on 12 April 1849 and were
forwarded to their respective employers.114 A second and fi-
nal shipload arrived later in the year, but according to a
notice issued by Kirchner's Sydney agent, not all of the vine
dressers had been engaged while overseas and some were avail-

able for engagement on arrival in Australia.115

The arrival of German vine labourers did not prove an un-
mixed blessing. 1In following years a number of court cases
involving German labourers were heard in Maitland, some of the
circumstances suggesting communication difficulties. While
the H.R.V.A. at its November meeting in 1849 passed a vote of
thanks to the Government for affording means of iniroducing
these labourers, five of thc members expressed dissatisfaction
w h he selection of these immigrants and stated they were

not acquainted with the culture of the vine.llb However, the
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TABLE TH

Estimate of Expenditure and Return on Twenty Acres
of Vines by 'Silex' in 1844

£, 5. d.
FExpenditurg
Cost of land, minimum £]1 per acre 20, 0. 0
Clearing, stumping, falling 50. 0. 0
Ploughing 20, 0. 0
Fencing {240 rods) 42, 0. 0
Stakes G0. 0. O
Three vats Jo. 0. 0
Capital outlay £252. 0. 0O
Anpual Outlay for twu years
Labour, £100 per annum 200, O
Tools 10. 0. ©
Casks 40, 0O
Total £250. 0. O
Total Expoenditure for third year £502. 0. 0O
Return
Produce Jdrd year avevaging 3 pipes
115 gallons) per acre - 00 pipes
at £15 per pipe £900. 0. 0
Refuse would produce 3 hegsheads of
inferiov brandy at £15 cach, which
would pay cost ol a 10 gallon still and

alther small apparatus 15, 0. 0O

Total Return £915., 0. 0
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Figures were given in dollars in the 1825 Act, in sterling in
subsequent Acts.
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