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Mr. Moody's care until a few weeks before the
orchard was uprooted. The Fruit Industries ('om-
migsioner is nu longer an employee of the (tovern-
ment, and so from that standpeint the Royal
Commission is not necded. I de not know what
could be gained by appointing the Royal Com.
mission,

Hon. J. Ewing : 1t would gerve to rehabilitate
the district,

Hon. C. F. BAXTER (Honorary Minister): [
do not think it could do any good in that direction,
Since the motion was moved [ have obtained a
copy of the * South Western Times™ of 11th
May, 1918, which containg a detailed report of the
meeting at Brunswick at which Mr. Clarke was
requested to move for a Royal Commission. The
motien carried stated definitely “ The experience
of practical orchardists in the district proves
that fruit can be profitably grown in the district.”
A long discussion followed on that, but no proof
was given that fruit could be grown commerically
in that district. 1 myself have seen in the district
plots on which froit was growing well.  But that
does not apply t0 the whole of the district, nor does
it say that the fruit I saw growing so well was
being produced on a commercial basis.

Hon. J. Ewing: That does nat square with
Mr. Price’s statement.

Hon. C. F. BAXTER (Honorary Minister):
Fhete again, Mr. Price is not speaking from a
commercial standpoint. Whether the orchard
I saw is commercially successful is another thing
altogether. One might take a plot of ground, put
into it an enormous amount of money, and as a
result grow good fruit. But the cost would
preclude the orchard returning a profit. That
would not be a commercial success. At the
meeting referred to, no proof was given that fruit
could be commercially grown in the district. Mer,
Clarke stated that he himself had grubbed up 15
acres of orchard, and that he had only done this
after thoroughly testing the land for 13 years,
In view of this, is it not reasonable to suppose
that Mr. Willmott, who issucd thec instructions
for the grubbing up of the orchard, was guided by
Mr. Clarke’s experience ? I just mention these
points to show how inconclusive would be the
evidence submitted to the members of the Royal
Commission. Hon. members will agtee that
when thousands of pounds have been put into a
small orchard it never could be a commercial
success. The total quantity of the fruit which
would have been taken off the orchard this year
was estimated at a value of £48, provided that the
whole of the fruit on the trecs ripened. Mr. Price,
whose judgment in connection with the uprooting
of the orchard has been questioned, has had
nursery expericnce in this State for very many
Years,

Hon, E. Rose: Where?
and Bunbury,

Hon. C. F. BAXTER (Honorary Minister}: He
is acknowledged by all connected with the industry
to he one of the ablest orchardists in Western
Australia. There is no doubt about his ability.
He has o good practical knowledge of both the
eoastal and the inland country in this State,
Suppose Mr. Price were called as a witness before
the Royal Commission. His evidence would
certainly outweigh that of a pumber of other
witnesses. In these circumstances it would be a
waste of time ani of money to appoint the Royal
Commission to go into this matter. Mr. Price
has not only written a report on the subject, but
he has given us illustrations showing the root
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system as it e¢xisted at Brunswick, as against the
proper root system. I do not pose as an expert
bt the roots I saw down there proved conclusively
to me that the ground they were in was not suitablc
for fruit-growing. The roots were running along
only o few inches kelow the surface. There it
there a very hard claypan enly a few inche
down. It is all very well for hon members t¢
talk about there being no expense in connectior
with the proposed Commiszion, but I remind then
that witnesses cannoi be ealled to give evidene
without the incurring of expense. Then then
would be.the taking down of the evidente, and th
cost of the whole of the printing. Therefor
although members of the Commission would not
receive any fees, the Commission would never
theless be expensive, just the same. I am opposec
to the motion on the ground that the appointment
of the Commission would result in no good, bu
would merely increaze the financial burden of the
State.

On motion by Hon. V. Hamersley debate ad-
journed.

House adjonrned at 10-3! p.m,

Tegisiative Hssembly,

Tuesday, 28th May, 1918.

The SPEAKER tock the Chair at 4.30 p.m.
and read prayers.

[For ‘‘Questions on Notiee’’ and ‘‘Paper:
Presented’’ see ‘“Votes and Proceedings.’’)

BTLLS (3)—RBRETURKNED FROM THE
COUNCIL.
1, Fire Brigades Act Amendment (without
amendmeut),
2, Insurance Companies (with amendment}.
3, Stamp Act Amendment (with amend-
ments).

BILL—VERMIN.
In Committee.

Resumed from the 24th May; Mr. Stubbs
in the Chair, Hon. F. E. 8, Willmott (Hon-
orary Minister) in charge of the Bill.

The CHATRMAN: The position is that we
are considering Clause 83, Subclavse 2 (appli-
cant to seecnre repayment of cost by mort-
gage), to which Mr. Johnston has moved an
amendment that a proviso be added as fol-
lows:— ‘Provided that soch advances shall
only be made when the existing mortgagees
of the holding have given their consent in
writing. "’
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Hon, . E. S, WILLMOTT: I am prepared
to accept the amendment if it is put in differ-
ent form. The amendment should be in-
serted after the word ‘‘taxes’’ in lice 8, and
should read ‘‘provided that existing mort-
gagees, if any, shall have consented in writ-
ing to the application.’’

Mr. JOHNSTON: In view of the Minister’s
remarks, I will withdraw my amendment.

Amendment by leave withdrawn.

Hon. F. E. 8, WILLMOTT: I move an
amendment— .

‘“*That after ‘taxes’ in line 8, the fol-
lowing he inserted:— Provided that exist-
ing mortgagees, if any, shall have consented
in writing te the application.’ *’

Hon, T. WALEKER: We have here a pro-
vigsion for a first charge on land. What be-
comes of the other mortgagees? Suppose
there is already an advance from the Agri-
caltural Bank for improvements. Can. we
make a conflict of Aets of this mature? Al-
ready by Act of Parliament the Agricultural
Bank is the first mortgagee.

Hon. P, E. 8. Willmott: It is my intention
to move another amendment at the end of
the Bill.

Hon, T. WALKER: That may be all right.
The Minister might explain that proposed
mmendment, and at the same time state what
the possible effect of this may be upon the
holder. Suppose the -holder has given a
mortgage to the Agrieultural Bank and an-
other to the Industries Assistance Board, and
hras also had to go to a private institution.
It may be possible that there are three or
four mortgages upon the one holding. Whilst
I do not think the Agricultural Bank would
objeet to anything that would inerease the
security of the holding, I can easily under-
stand a prior mortgagee objecting to load-
ing up the property with obligations. What,
then, will be the position of the holder? Ho
may be ecompelled by the board to fence,
yet if any of the mortgagees withlold hiz
consent the holder cannot obtained the neces-
gsary wirg-netting. That might be a hard-
ghip upon the holding. The settler cannot
get his supply anywhere else bot from the
Government, and yet the private mortgagee
can step in and withhiold his consent with
the result that the man eannot get his wire

netting.
on, ¥, E. 5. WILLMOTT: 1 propose to
move a new clause later on which will do

away with the hon. member’s first objection.
In all cases it is necessary to give the mort-
gagee a chance to say whether or not he will
have further incumbrances put upon the pro-
perty. The man who has received notice to
fence may be in such financial circumstances
that the mortgagee could not give his con-
sent. In that case the mortgagee would fore-
¢lose and wounld have to fence himself, Tt
is only fair that the mortgagee should have to
give his consent in writing.

Mr. Johnston: QOtherwise we will not get
any money from the newer districts.
Hon. T. WALKER: The proposed new

clanse does not answer my objection in re-
gard to the case of priority. All that it
eays ig that notwithstanding that a new
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mortgage is created, it shall not exceed the
existing mortgage with the Agricultural
Bank, and shall not preclude the Agrienttural
Bank from making further advances. By
two Aets of Parlioment we shall have two
priority mortgages, which is an absurdity.
Now we have by Act of Parliament priority
given to the Agricultural Bank,

Mr. Johnston; The Agricultural
would only lend upon a first mortgage.

Hon. T. WALKER: That is so., We could
say, however, ‘“the first charge upon land
after the claim or mortgage of the Agrienl
tural Bank.'' The further difficulty in re-
gard to wire netting has not heen settled by
the Honorary Minister. The board may order a
settler to put up wire netting, but the settler
may be unable to procure it. What is the posi-
tion of the mortgagee who has already got his
money from the Agricultural Bank and the
Industries Assistance Board, and given a mort-
gage to private financial institutions, when on
top of all this the board comes along with a
demand that he should fenee in his holding?
T ask the Honorary Miunister to give some fur-
ther explanation in the matter.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: Where the owner de-
gires to fence s land he may apply for met-
ting. This clause is a dangerous one, and will
do incaleulable harm, and it will be impossible
to borrow money if it is allowed to stand. The
Honorary Minister has outlined the direction in
which he proposes te meet the case. The Min-
ister read a second amendment which makes
it necessary for the owner to obtain the con-
sent of the mortgagee. That will cover the
Agricultural Bank, If the farmer wants
wire netting, let him go to the Agri
cultural Bank. The House and the country
would know then how much money wag being
advanced to the settler. It is quite useless to
order a farmer to do something whieh he can-
not do bhecause of the absence of material and
to fine him if he does not do it. Therefore,
there should be a right of appeal to the Min-
ister.

Hen, W, C. ANGWIN: If we turn to Clauvse
81 we find that every owner and every ocen-
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- pier of a holding shall at all times, and at his

own cost and expense, destroy all vermin upon
such lolding, or upon any roads bounding or
intersecting that heolding. Therefore, the oe-
cupier or owner i3 compelled to destroy all
vermin. He might find the cost is excessive ow-
ing to the fact that so much land surrovnding
him is a breeding place for the vermin, and
he might find that it would mean driving him
off the land, Then he must get permission
from the mortgagee hefore ]m can fence and
if the mortgagee says, ““No; T will not allow
you to increase the amount owing on your
land by giving you permission to fence,’’ the
man will on that account also he driven off the
land. Seeing that it is mnecessary that the
vermin should be destroyed, I agree with the
member for Northam. So far as the Gov-
ernment are concerned, they will have no diffi-
culty but it is in conneetion with a private
mortgagee that the diffienlty will arise.
Hon, . E. 8. WILLMOTT: Tnder Clause
91 the mortgagee is equally responsible with
the owner. Ts it likely that the mortgagee is
poing to do anything to make it a more ex-
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pensive matter for the owmer? 1f the mort-
gagee cousiders that the destruction of vermin
is going to be more expensive than it wounld
bhe put to a fence arcund the holding, the
mortgagee will give his consent immediately
to have the fence erected. If he considers it
will be too great an expense to fence, but that
the vermin can be destroyed, he will say, ‘[
will not agree to give consent for the purchase
of the netting’' and the owner or occupier
must keep down the vermin without the fence.
Then the mortgagee will be equally responsible.

Hon. T. WALKER: Subelause 2 reads:
““‘Before any wire netting, or other appli-
ances, are supplied, the applicant or appli-
cants, shall execute a mortgage of his or
their holdings,’’ and the difficolty might be
overcome by adding to that sentence the
worids, ‘“to the Agricultural Bank who, for the
purpose of this clause, shall be deemed to be the
mortgagee.’’ The elause provides for supplying
a holder with wire netting from the Govern-
ment, and if we make the bank responsible for
advancing the cost of the wire it will do away
with the difficalty of the priority of a mert-
gagee,

Mr. 'Teesdale: Tt will tie the whole thing
up if one man objects.

Hon. T. WALKER: Yes, it may be some
small mortgagee who wants to get hold of the
property. Such a thing has happened and we
must legislate to meet it if sueh a case oceurs.
I want to get over the difficulties of the first
mortgagee and in some way to pet the fencing
done.

Hou. J. Mitchel!: You will not. Where the
mortgage is given to the Government, it will
he given to the bank.

Hon. T. WALEKER: Yes But before I can
move my amendment it will be neeessary for
the Minister to withdraw his.

Hon. F. E. 8. Willmott: If I ean move my
amendment later, T will withdraw it now.

Amendment by leave withdrawn.

Hon. T. WALKER: I move an amend-
ment—
{“That in line 3 of Subelause 3 after

‘holdings’ the werds ‘Agricultural Bank,
which bank for the purpose of this clapse
shall be deemed to be the mortgagee’ he
added.”’

Amendment put and passed.

Hon. F. E. 8. WILLMOTT:
amendment— .

“'That after the word ‘taxes’ in Subeclause

2, line 8, the words ‘providing that the ex-

isting mortgagees, if any, shall have con-

sented in writing to the application’ he
added.’’

Amendment put and passed.

Hon. T. WALKER: Cannot tbe hon. mem-
ber do something provided the mortgagee ob-
jeets? Is there any way to overcome the diffi-
culty? The ohjection of the meortgagee stops
the man petting the wire netting.

Hon, F. E. 5. Willmott: The mortgagee has
all the responsibilities of fhe owner.

Hon, T. WALKER: T do not pay wmuch at-
tention to the obligation of the mortgagee.

Hon. . E. 8. WILLMOTT: Should the oe-
cupier of the land demand that his land be
fenced and the Agricnltural Bank does not
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agree, amd the owner says, *‘ Well, 1 will go off
the land if you «do not,”’ then the Agricultural
Bank is responsible under ““owner’’ to keep
the land free from vermin and it will never be
able to do it.

Hon, T. WALKER: Any lesser mortgagee
can object. There is divided responsibility.
First of all, the occupier is responsible, and
then the owner is liable, and now is brought
in the mortgagee. The whole burden will fall
on the ceeupier. I want to show by the state-
ments of the Minister that it would be a long
time before reaching the mortgagee to make
him rcsponsible for destroying the vermin.
There is the board, then the Minister, then the
owner living off the land, and then the mort-
gagee.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: As far as the owner
is concerned, wo are making it possible for him
to obtain money only from the Agrieultural
Bank. That is not advisable, When we say to
the mortgagee who may be living at Wyndham
or Eucla, ‘“You have got to see that the oe-
cupier carries out the provisions of the Bill,”’
that s a mistake. We must be particularly
careful that we do not insert a word that does
not mean something. 1 do not see how we can
make the mortgagee consent if he does not
wish to consent; neither would it be wise to
attempt to make him. Tn the back country
fencing is more necessary for keeping out din-
goes and keeping in sheep than as a protection
against rabbits. Since in the back country we
have not fenced to keep in stock, it would he
wise, when we do fenee, to put up rabbif-proof
fencing.

Mr. GRIFFITHS: It would be as well to
leave the provision as it is now. Uuader it the
position is met as well as we can expect. In-
vestment in town properties to-day is far more
profitable, and therefore far more popular,
than investment in conntry propertics; and we
do not wish to discourage the latter form of
investment. Under Clause 81 we gave a right
of appeal, and something similar should be
provided here.

Mr. HICKMOTT: I am oppesed to any
compulsory fencing, either fencing in water or
fencing out rabbits. The board will have power
to make the holder of any property restroy
any vermin on it, failing which the hoard may
enter. In a fertile district of Vietorin which
I know, a district econtaining a string of lakes
and therefore never dry, hardly an aere is
fenced with wire-netting, the matter of fencing
being left entirely to the individual owner’s
discretion; and the results there have been
very satisfactory.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: Snbeclause 3 provides
a penalty of as mueh as £2 per day for everv
day during which a land holder makes default
in keeping his fences in complete repair. But
no man could guarantee to inspect all his
fencea daily. The clause as it stands would
compel an owner to go round his fences very
frequently indeed.

Mr. Teeadale: Do not you think it is im-
pertant that he should?

Hon. J. MITCHELL: Yes; but we must
make the provision practicable. No holder of
a pastoral lease could inspect all his fences
daily. In this respect the clause is harsh, Per-
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haps the Minister would recommit the eclause
if, npon consulting with the Chief Inspector of
Rahbits, he finds that it could be wmodified.

Hon. T. WALKER: Subelauses 3 and 3
ought to be deleted. My whole objeetion to
the Bill is that it will entail much irritation
and heavy cxpense on land holders. Attention
to fencing is generally a matter left for slack
periods; but if an inspector comes along du.r-
ing the busy period and finds a fence not in
order, he may direct the farmer to repair it
immediately. Then, if the farmer is a sensible
fellow and does the more urgent work first,
he makes himself liable to a penalty of £2 per
day. The whole clause is nothing but a series
of penalties and threats against the sottler
who is struggling to develop the country. In-
deed, the Bill seems one for making the life
of the cocky hard. If I borrow money to fence
my farm, and the mortgagee is willing to lend
on the seeurity I can offer, the matter is one
between myself and the mortgagee; chiefiy a
matter for myself, because it is the land that
is the security. -I intend to move the deletion
of Subclavse 3.

Mr. HARRISON: I agree with the hon.
member that the penalty is altogether too mueh.
Why shonld we penalise a man in respect of
his own property, valess indeed it was a men-
ace to others? It is at his own option that he
is supplied with wire petting, and for his own
seeurity, having incurred that outlay, he will
see to it that his fence is not allowed to fall
into disrepair. 1 think the provision is too
drastie,

Mr. GRIFFITHS: There are in the Bill 20
clauges providing for the infliction of penal-
ties, Some of them appear to be very drastie.
Hon. members should wateh these penalfy
¢lauses and seriously consider whether the pen-
alties are not too heavy. Most of them have
been taken from existing Acts.

Hon. F. E. 8. WILLMOTT: The Govern-
ment have no wish to be harsh in this matter.
Tf hon. members think that a proviso should be
inserted, T will consuli the Crown Solicitor and
see that such provision is made.

Hon. T. Walker: How wounld you do it

Hon. F. E. 8. WILLMOTT: It is a matier
for the owner to say whether or not he will
fence. If he feneces, it is said he is not likely
to let his fenec get into disrepair. Well, if
that be so he is not likely to become liable to
this penalty. However, if hon. members desire
it T will have a proviso inserted.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: T move an amend-
ment—

““Phat after ‘duty’ in line 6 the words
‘when required to do so by the inspector’
be ingerted.’’

The amendment will sufficiently protect the
OWHer,

Hon. T. WALEKER: Tt is understandable
that a pastoralist, using a Geovernment fence
for his own convenience, should pay for the
maintenance of that portion of the Govern-
ment fence which he uses. But this is not a
Government fence which we are considering;
it is strietly a private fence. A settler anxious
to he free of vermin goes to the expense of
pntting a rabbit-proof fence all round his
holding,.

(ASSEMBLY.]

Hon. J. Mitehell: Tt is a national question.

Hon. T, WALKER: DBut this provides that
a man must maintain his own fenee at his own
cost. 1t is tantamount to saying that ouce a
man has built his fence it is no longer a pri-
vate fence, but hecomes a publie fence,

Hon, F. E. 8. Willmott: This refers to only
persons who agree to fence under Clanse 79.

Hon. T. WALKER: It is a private fence
on a private property.

Hon, J. Mitchell: But Government mooey
was used in the building of the fence,

Hon. T. WALKER: Money borrowed on
security, The question of repairs is for the
private owner’s own convenience and consid-
eration,

Mr, Teesdale: Me must keep his security in
good order.

Hon, T. WALKER: It is the farm, and not
the fence, which constitutes the security.

Hon. F. E, 8, Willmott: The man gets the
wire netting under certain conditions. If the
conditions do not suit him he need not get the
wire.

Hon. T. WALKER: PBut you are harassing
him.  You are putting up ahsurd conditions
against him. He must be allowed to he his
own judge as to the maintenance of the fence.

Mr. HARRISON: The Minister said that
the provision refers to ouly persons who agree
to fenec wnder Clanse 79. I do not think that
is s0. Let us say that several holders want to
get a boundary fence round their blocks, The
holder on the boundary fence has to keep the
fence in repair under this elawvse.

Hon. F. E. 8. Willmott: How can he be on
the bhoundary of several blocks?

Mr. HARRISON: There would be scveral
holdings enclosed, and cach owner is respon-
sible for the upkecp of {he fence on his par-
tienlar houndary. One holder may have a
small acreage only, but the fence might in-
elude a large aereage. I think those who are
proteceted by the fence ought all of them to
ba responsible for the upkeep of the boundary
fence.

Hou, F. E. 8. Willinott: No one with his
exes open would put forward sueh a silly argu-
ment as that. The man would not join in,

Mr. HARRISOX: Then there is an advant-
age to the small holder who joins in with the
larger holder. Tt would he more equitable if
the area protected was paid for by all included
within the area, on a pro rata basis. There
ought to be some mutual arrangement in the
matter. Is there any clanse in the Bill which
protects holders with regard to the mainten-
ance of the boundary fence?

Hon. T. WALKFR: I am surpriged at the
way in which the Honorary Minister has mis-
led the Committee. This clause does not alens
concern those who enter into an agreemeng
mder Clanse 79,

Hon. F. E. 8. Willmott: T de not agree
with you. It deals only with the partieular
fence.

Hon. T. WALKER: There are two sets of
persons mentioned, and one set has nothing to
do with the other set of persons who enter
into an agreement under Clause 79. Anyone
under this clavse who wants to fence in his
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holdling with wire netting can apply to the
Minister,

Hon. F. E. 8. Willmott: That is what I said.

Hon. T, WALKER: The Honorary Minister
said this only applied to those who were gov-
erned by Clause 79. The man whe gets his own
wire netting shonld not be at the beek and call
of any inspector.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: The (iovernment are
to find a large sum of money for wire netting
as a protection to settlers’ holdings, and it
would be futile to advance the money unless
the fences erected with the money so advanced
were kept in order. I do not want anyone per-
seented who happens to borrow money for the
purpose of wire netting, but [ want to see the
interests of the State considered. The netting
ought to be advaneed to the settlers at a low
rate of interest, say a half per eent. in cxcess
of what it costs the State to get the money.
The Government should then see that the
sektlers take reasonable care of the fence, and
that it does the work that is expected of it.
TUnless the amendment is accepted, it would be
possible for an unfriendly neighhour to watch
a hole in the fence of an adjoining helding for
a month, and to prove that for 30 days the
owner had been negligent. Tt would then he
possible for the magistrate to impose a fine
of £2 for each of the 20 days. We cannot
agree to legislation of that kind going on the
statute-book. This, after all, is a national
work, and we should get the hest possible re-
sulis from the money to be spent.

Hon. T. WALEER: If this were a national
work, it ought to be econtributed to by all those
who benefit from it. A man may have mort-
gaged his farm in order to procure wire netting,
amd at that moment a stranger may come along
and tell him how he should repair the fence
and so on, and threaten him all the time with
penalties. The farmer may claim that he is
putting up the fence with his own money, and
then somceone else says it is a national fence.
It iz not a national fence. There is a provision
for national fences in the Bill, and the obliga-
tions of those people who henefit by those
fences can be well understood. The owner of
a holding may desive to put wire netting round
his fenee in preference to sheep-proof material,
and from the moment that he does this is made
liable for all thesec penalties. It is outrageous
in that sense, and a man would not feel that he
owned his property.

Hon. F. B, 8. Willmott: If he does not like
the conditions he need not get the wire netting
from the Agrienltural Bank.

Hon. T. WALEKEE: If a man procures his
wire netting from a private firm, would an in
spector have any right over him?

Hon. J. Mitehell: He is not then controlled.

Sitting suspended from 6,15 to 7.30 p.m.

Hon. T. WALKER: T am convinced that
this clause is a disfigurement of the Biil. Tt
does not effect any wise purpose at all; it
makes a distinetion between wire netting got
from the Government and wire netting got
from any other source. The Government will
revolutionise all our ideas of owmership. We
shall never get the ownership of thinps we
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bave bought and paid for. I am not for one
moinent objecting to the Government keep-
ing command of their own fence or of a
property which they have an interest in, but
this is simply on the £ooting that any man in
this State wherever he lives may have a fancy
for a certain kind of fence in prefcrence to
any other, yvet the (fovermment can step in
and say, ‘° We can keep a supervision over
it; it is never yours, it is ours and we will
see that our inspector keeps an eye upon it.”’
We are a vast number of people who are
tiireatened by the inroads of rabbits and the
Minister can step in and counstruct a fence
and that fence must he supported by every-
body who makes use of it in the pretection
of his holding. That is done purely for the
prevention of the inroads of vermin. But in
this c¢ase it is not. This is quite distinctive.
This is where any individual owner has a pre-
ference for his own reasons to bave another
kind of fenecing.

Hon. J. Mitchell: T think it would be as

well to withdraw all the fencing clauses, be-

vause we shall not be able to fence for many
years.

Hon, T. WALKER: I agree with the hon.
member, but we should not have such an in-
novation in a measure of this kind as to the
ownership of property. Let a man own what
he pays for. I would like to know whether
1 would be permitted to ask the Committee
to vote against Subelause 3 notwithstanding
the fact that here is an amendment before
the Committee. I do this because I think
the amendment of the member for Northam
will only add to the jrritation. It will give
an inspector instructions to see that a par-
ticolar owner is keeping his fencing in order.
I think I can ask the Committee to vote
against the subclause.

The CHAIRMAN: That can only be done
if the membeor for Northam withdraws his
amendinent first.

Hon, T. WALKER: I want the GCommittee
to be free to vote on the principle.

Hon, J, MITCHFLL: I have no objection

-to giving the Committee an opportunity of

voting on the subelause. If the eredit of the
country is to be pledged to buy this nettiag
then the fenee must be kept in good order.
To-day the vermin fence in the Gascoyne
distriet is not doing the work it should do,
hecause it is not properly looked after. If
the Government were not to he parties to
exterminating the pest T would vote against
the whole Bill. I should like to see £10,000
set apart for assisting boards, and I think
the Mipnister should sav what the Govern-
ment intend to do. Will the Government
charge agricultural rates for the netting?

Hon. F. E. 8 Willmott: The petting has
been promised at cost price.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: When the netting
has been obtained it must be s0ld at the
cheapest rate possible to the farmers, De-
cause it is a national work. T am not in love
with the clavse, and the member for Kar-
owna has made out a strong case against it.
I ask leave to withdraw my amendment tem-
porarily,

Leave not given,
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Mr. MALEY: A great deal of coufusion
exists as lo the meaning of some of thé
clauses. Subelause 2 of Clanse 81 deals with
compulsory fencing, and Subclavse 3 deals
with ring feneing by one or more individuals.

Hon. F. E. 8. Willmott: It deals with in-
dividuals who wish to borrow money from the
Agricultural Bank.

Mr. MALEY: XNothing of the kind. There
is some ground in the argument of the mem-
her for Kanowna in regard to inspectors,
who woull have to see that the provisions of
the Bill are carried out. Tt will take more
than one inspector to see that the fencing
is kept in repair, T object to this tendemey
to build up a huge department which will
have to be paid for and will run into great
expense. There is no reasom why we should
make work for inspectors.

Hon. F. K, 8. WILLMOTT: The amendment
might well be accepted. If a holder wishes to
borrow money from the Agrigultural Bank
to buy netting, then the Agricultural Bank
says, ** We will lend it to you on certain con-
ditions,”? and the conditions are set out. If
a holder prefers to get his wire-netting in some
other way the conditions do not apply. If I
mortgage my house does not the mortgagee see
that I keep it in repair, and are not the con-
ditions set out? If o holder docs not like the
conditions he nced not aceept them. The
member for Kanowna said the Agricultural
Bank shou)d not follow np and see that its
advances are safeguarded. 1f we are to com-
pare the advances made by the Agrienltural
Bank to advances made by a private bank, we
find that the Agricultural Bank advances are
made piecemeal on the reports of the inspectors
that the work has been done. Bot a private
bank gives a lump sum, and the borrower does
what he likes with it. Some such clause as this
is necessary to see that the fence is kept in
gooid order and condition. If the fence is not
in good order the holders will be called wpon
to pay rates. It has been said that the in-
apectors will save their billets. These inspee-
tors will be appointed by the boards, and the
funds of the vermin boards will come out of
the pockets of the ratepayers. The ingpectors
will be more than inspectors, and they will
not be kept in billets when the settlers have
to find a large proportion of the money to
keep them there. If the people find the money,
they will see that it is not wasted. The hon.
member tried to make out that the Agricn)-
tural Bank is a grasping institution, and that
it will foreelose withont any consideration. I
hope the Committee will ecarry the amend-
ment as moved by the member for Northam,
Later we might agree to reduce the penalty,
which is rather heavy. My desire is to safe-
guard the Agricultural Bank’s interests. If
the Government are to advance money for these
fences, Parliament must see that the Bank is
protected.

Hon. W, C. ANGWIX: The Honorary Min-
ister has not grasped the question. The point
is that the Agrieultural Bank are concerned
with the fence only so long as the amount
owing to them has not been repaid. After
that, the individual surely has a right to say
what he shall do with his own fence.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Hen. T. WALKER In order to make the
amendment of the member for Northam clear,
there shoulldl be added to it the words ‘v an
inspector under this Aet.’’

Hon, J. MITCHELL: I ask leave to add to
my amendment the words by an inspector
under this Aect.’’

Leave given,

Amendment, as amended, put and passed.

Hon, T. WALKER: I move an amendment—

‘*That in Subelause 3 the words “Any oe-
eupicr who fails to fully and eontinuously
perform such duty shall be liable to a pen-
alty not exceeding Etwo pounds a day for
every day such default continues’ be struck
out.’’

Amendment put and passed.

Mr. MALEY: Are membhers now prevented
from moving a reduction in the penalty?

Hon, T. Walker: You will have the oppor-
tenity now. This clause will have to be recom-
mitted.

My, MALEY: I wish to have the Chair-
man’s ruling on the point. A desire was ex-
pressed on these benches to move an amend-
ment reducing the penalty.

The CHATRMAN: That cannot be done at
present.

Mr. MALEY: When you put the amend-
ment of the member for Northam, Mr. Chair-
man, you split the claunse.

The CHATRMAN: Al that was carried on
that oeeasion was what the member for Nor-
tham moved.

Hon. P. E. 8. Willmott:
stands is now senseless.

Mr. MALEY: T submit that the elause as
it stands is, in fact, ridienlows. Y move an
amendment—

‘“That the following words be added:—
‘shall be liable o a penalty not exceading
10s. for every day such defanlt continues.” 7*
Hon. T. WALRER: [ suggest we let this

clause be recommitted. At the present moment
we are only guessing at what is wise. I detest
these irritating penalties, As it stands it is an
imperfect ¢lause; but already the Minister has
provided for a recommittal, and there will be
ne difficulty in recommitting this clanse for
further consideration.

Hon. F. E, 8. Willmott: Ts it right that we,
as a Committee, should send along a clause
withont 2 meaning?

The PREMIER: In Subclause 3 we provide
that fences shall be maintained. There must he
some penalty for default, or the provision will
be ineffective.

Hon. T. Walker: Do not you think the next
clause provides sufficient penalty?

The PREMIER: No, I do not. If we pro-
vide that a certain thing must be done, we
must also provide a penalty. I submit that
the amendment will complete the clause.” We
do not swant to be kept here six months over
this Bill. We have now been three hours over
one clause, and if we continue at the same
rate we shall be here for weeks and weeks. I
ask the Committee to accept the amendment.

Hon. W. 0. ANGWIX: T rigse to a point of
order. YWhen the Committee has already de-
cided that the words ‘“shall be liable to a pen-
alty not exceeding £2 a day for every day
such default eontinues’’ shall be struck out, it

The clause as it
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is not competent in the hon. member to move
his amendment, which consists of the same
words with but two alterations.

Hon, F. E. 8, Willmott: They are not the
same words.

Hon, W. C. ANXGWIN: They are cxacily
the same words, with the exception that a re-
duction of the fine from 40s. to 10s. is pro-
vided. T realise the position. I gave my vote
just now with the objeet of inducing the Gov-
ernment to recomsider the penalty and recom-
mit the clause.

The CHAIRMAXN: The member for North-
East Fremantle has raised a point of order on
the score that the amendment is on all fours
with the words previcusly deleted. Mr. Maley'’s
amendment may be somewbat similar to the
words deleted, but there is a slight difference,
Tt would be possible, as we know, for Mr.
Maley to move the insertion of such words as
‘“may incur a penalty of 10s. a2 day’’ and I
think any chairman would be bound to aecept
it. But the Committee might stretch a point
and allow more snitable words to be moved.

Hon. T. WALKFER: If you give that as a
ruling, 8ir, T must move to disagree with your
ruling. The privileges and customs of the
Committee are too sacred for any points to be
stretched. We do not stretch the rules. Under
the Standing Orders the recommittal of the
clause is now the only possible way out of the
difficulty. When words have been omitted they
cannot be replaced except by recommittal, and
with the exeeption of two words all the words
deleted are to be found in the amendment.

Mr. MALEY: 'With the permission of the
Committee T will withdraw the amendment,
conditional on the Minister undertaking to re-
commit the elause.

Amendment by leave withdrawn,

Mr., JOHNSTON: T move an amendment—

“*That the following be added to the sub-
clause:—‘commits an offence against this

Act; penalty not exeeeding 10s. a day.’ 7

Amendment put and passed.

Hon, T. WALEKER: Of what benefit is Sub-
clause 41 Tt provides for another penalty.
Subclause 3 compels the holder to fence and
keep the fence in repair, and the following
subelanse further irritates him. Are not these
three sobelanses sufficient for the purpose?
‘What sort of wreteh is this piomeer farmer
that he should be pursued right to the dregs?
I will not insist upon a further amendment,
hecanse the settler will by this time be in such
a state of mind that he will be beyond torture.

Mr. GRIFFITHS: The clause was put in
with the object of meeting the cage in which a
man might be off his farm. Tt is only reason-
able that this right to insist upon the fence
being kept in repair shonld be given to the
Alinister.

Tlon.
ment—

‘“That the following words at the end of
the subelanse be deleted:—f payment there-
of shall not relieve such person from any
penalty incurred under Subsection 3 of this
section.’ ’?

Surely the settler is bound fast enough under
the other subsections of this clause.

Hon. F. E. 8. Willmott: T am prepared to
agree to the amendment.

T. WALKER: 1 move an amend-
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Amendment put and passed.

Hon, T. WALKER: Subelause 5 is alsc
very harsh. We have already provided for
this, and yet on the report of an inspector
which may bu inaccurate or malicious, the
whole debt immediately accrues and the Min
ister can call it all in, Surely this is too severe
The ordinary conditions of a mortgage shoul(
apply and no more, I move an amendmeni—

¢¢That Subelaugse 5 be deleted.’’

Hon., F. F. 8. WILLMOTT: T am sure the
Committee will not agree to this. This is only
giving the ordinary powers that we alway:
have. Furthermore, the subclause is only per
missive. Is it likely that any Minister woulc
use the power in such a drastic way as iy sug
gested?

Hon, W. C. ANGWIN: The Honorary Min
ister has put up a strong argument as to why
the subelause is unnecessary. The effect of hi:
argument is that it is useless, hecavse he would
never use it.

Amendment put and negatived;
amended agreed to,

Clause 84—agreed to.

Clause 85—Expenditure by mortgagees o
trustees:

Hon. T. WALKER: Will the Houoran
Minister explain this clause? What is the dif
ference between the obligation of the mortga
gee and the owner? The mortgagee who ha:
lent the money for a specific purpoese, namely
the erection of this fence, is to get off sco
free. Can the Minister enter wpon a propert;
then, and keep it in order? Can he send in :
body of workmen to carry out what is requirec
and charge him with the cost? The Ministe
does not interfere with the man who finds th
money, bot when it is the owner or occupie
the Government is harassing all the time. Th
man who has only a menetary interest in th
land is immune.

Hon. 1. E. 8. WILLMOTT: The mortgage
is the owner, if necessary. If the oceupie
dloes not earry ount what this Bill says he shal
earry ount, the mortgagee is answerable. Th
reagon for the clanre ia thns seen. The mort
gagee is exempted from these harrassing con
ditions, to which the occupier is subject, and i
is that to which T object.

Clause put and passed.

Clause 86-—agreed to. -

Clause 87— Wire netting not to be sold o
disposed of otherwise than for the purpose fo
which it was sepplied:

Mr, BROUN: This clause appears to b
most drastic as it is framed. It says—

It shall be unlawful for any person wh
has been supplied with wire netting unde
this Aet, or any Act hereby repealed, to sel
such wire netting, or dispose of or use i
otherwise than for the purpose for which i
was supplied (whether such wire nettin
shall have been paid for or not).

If anyone wants to make a subdivision of hi
own holding he will not be able to use his ow
netting.

Hon. F. E. 8. Willmott: Withont the eonsen
of the Minister,

Mr. BROUXN: If the owner has paid for th
netting he should use it for any purpose h
desires. Then again, the penalty is to he £10(

clause a
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I intend to move in the direction of altering
that.

Heon, T. WALKER: The clause is very badly
congtructed, and moreover I object to making
it unlawful for any person to use netting other-
wise than for the purpose for which it was
supplied, whether such netting shall have heen
patd for or not. The whole clauge will renuice
to be reconstructed. I move an amendment—-

“'That the clavse be amended to rend ns
follows:—* It shall be uvulawful for any per-
son who has heen supplied with wirc netting
under this Act, or any Aet hereby repealed,
until paid for, to dispose of or unse it ather-
wise than for the purpose for which it was
supplied, without the consent in writing of
the Minister, or if the wire netting has heen
supplied by a board, withont the consent in
writing of the board.’ *’

Amendment put and passed.

Mr. BROUN: 1 move a further amend-
ment—

““That in line 8 after the word ‘penalty’
the words ‘not cxecceding’ he inserted.’’
Amendment put and passed.

Mr. HARRTISON : The penalty of £100 seems
to be excessive. I move an amendment—

“‘That the words ‘one hundred’ be struck
out and ‘twenty-five’ inserted in lieu.”?
Hen. F. E. 8. WILLMOTT: T hope the Com-

mittee will not strike out the penalty as it ap-
pears in the clanse. The amount was fixed at
£100, and while it may appear excessive, T do
not suppose such a fine would ever he inflicted,
but it is there in case it 18 required.

Amendment put and negatived; the clause
as previously amended put and passed.

Clause 833—Penalty for misuse of wire
netting provided by Government:

Mr. GRIFFPITHS: This elause is a duplica-
tion of the previous one, and might well he
deleted.

Clanse put and negatived.

Clause S$9—Powers of the Minister and
hoards: ’

Hon. F. E. 8. WILLMOTT: I move an
amendment—

“That the following subelause to stand
as Subclause 3 be added:— Tt shall be the
duty of a board to secure the enforcement
against all owners and o¢cupiers of holdings
within its district of the provisions of this
Act relating to the suppression and destrue-
tion of vermin.’ »’

Hon. T. WALKER: Tt is absolutely unneces-
sary; it is a repetition. All the powers con-
ferred on the Minister are conferred on ihe
board. This is an addendum without any
meaning.

Amendment put and negatived;
put and passed.

Clange 90—Notice of vermin to be given hy
gccupiers:

Mr. BROUXN: T move an amendment—

‘“That in lino 4 after "penalty’ the worls
‘not exceeding’ be inserted.’’

The PREMIER: Is it not a fact that where
a penalty is mentioned in a clause, according
to the Interpretation Act it means not exceed-
ing that penalty?

Hon, T. WALKER: That is provided for in
the Interpretation Aet Amendment Act.

the claunse
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Amendment put and passed.

Mr, MALEY: I move an amendment-—
““That in line 3 the words ‘inspector

whose residence shall Dbe nearest to such

holding* be struek out and the following in-

serted in lieu: fto the secretary of the local

vermin board. or failing the board, to the

Minister.’ ’?

Amendment put and passed.

Mr, JOHRNSTON: The Government ought to
notify the operations of the clause by adver-
tisement, otherwige there arve hundreds of set-
tlers who will hecome liahle.

Hon. T. WALKER: An ingpector may dis-
cover rabbits on a man’s holding and the oecu-
pier may not know of the existence of the ver-
min. T move an amendment—

“‘That after the word ‘Minister’ the fol-
lowing he inserted: ‘provided that it ean be
shown that the occupier was aware of the
presence of vermin on his holding.’ *’

Mr. HARRISON: How can a man report
if he does not know anything exists§ The
clauge says, every occupier shall report. Is
the occupier supposed to report generally
that vermin are on his property, or is he to
give the number of his bloeks on which the
vermin are supposed to be?

Hon. T. WALKER: The clause says that
every occupier shall give notice if there are
vermin or signs of vermin on the land.

My, MUNSIE: If this clause is allowed to
pass, the Bill will become useless. There are
many persons who are neglectful and do not
care whether they report or not.

Amendment put and negatived; clause, as
previously amended, put and passed. :

Clause 91—Duty of owuers and occupiers
to destroy vermin:

Ar. BROUN: I move an amendment—

‘“That in line 2 the word ‘all’ be struck
out, with a view to the insertion of other
words.’’

My, MALEY: Tt would be impossible for a
man under any circumstances to destmy all
vermin on his property.

Amendment put and passed.

Mr. BROUN: I move a further
ment—
““That after ‘expense,” in line 2, there
be inserted ‘take such action as providad
by this Aet.” ’

Mr. WILLCOCK: Is the amendment in
order? The words proposed to be inserted go
back further than the word ¢‘destroy,”’
which, in striking ont ‘‘all,’’ we have passed.

The CHATRMAN: I am greatly afraid that
the point of order raised by the member for
Geraldton is a sound and valid ome, T rule
the amendment out of order.

Mr, HARRISON: T move an amendment-—

“That after the word ‘vermin,” in line

2, there be Jinserted ‘in accordance with

the provisions of this Act.” *’

This should meet the views of Mr. Broun.

Hon. W. 0. ANGWIN: The amendment
does not read well It would be better to
insert after ‘‘intersecting the same’’ auch
words as ‘‘to the satisfaction of the inspec-
tor.’’?

Amendment put and negatived.

amend-
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Mr. WILMOTT: I move an amendment—
““That after the word ‘same,” in line

3, there be inserted ‘to the satisfaction of

the inspector.’ *’

Mr. Tohnstou: ‘‘To the satisfaction of the
Minister '’ would be better.

Tos. F. E. 8. WILLMOTT: XNe.

Mr, MALEY: I propose to move an
amendment on the Honorary Minister’s
amendment, suhstituting, for his words, the
following: ‘‘to the satisfaction of the lgcal
koard or the Minister.”’

Hon, T. WALKER: This is one of the
¢lauses to which I objecte@ on the second
reading as being most unsatisfactory. The
owner or occupier cannot do more than what
is the utmost of his power. and if he does
that he shonld not be penalised, whether the
ntmost of his power is to the satisfaction of
the inspector or not. We cannot possibly fix
a standard of what shall be considered sat-
isfactory.

Mr. Munsie: If the owner or occupier sat-
isfies the board that he is doing his utmost,
the board will not inflict a penalty.

Hon, T. WALEKER: But what is the ‘‘sat-
isfaction of a hoard’’ or what is ‘‘satisfac-
tion of an inspector’’{

Mr. MALEY: The proposal to vest
_these powers in the inspector may lead to a
great deal of friction. Already there has
hecn in my distriet frietion as regards the
extermination of rabbits, and this has beea
caused by the drastic powers vested in the
inspector. Every man in my distriet is in
arms against the exercise of those powers,
If this clanse provides that the extermina-
tion of rabbits shall be ‘“to the satisfaction
of the inspector,’’ it means that one would
have no defence whatever in a court of law
against the inspector. All the inspecter need
do would be to tell the Bench that he was ot
satisfied, and then one would have no
defence. Tt would allay the fears of the
agriculturalists whose laund i3 infested with
vermin to know that the board who instruct
the inspector have the final say in regard
to the excreise of these powers,
The Premier: The -clause

““board or inspedtor.”’

Hon. F. E. 8. WILLMQTT: With the per-
mission of the Committee I will withdraw the
amendment.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: No, I object. This
deals with the person who neglects to clear his
holding. Is it possible for the board to say
whether or not a holding is elear of vermin?
The only man who can administer the clause
is the inspector. The board cannot hold a
meeting to deal with each particular case.

Mr. MALEY: The argument of the hon.
member is very weak indeed, because in the
case of non-compliance with the clause it will
be the inspector and not the board who will
prosecute.

Mr. HICKMOTT: The usual course is for
the inspector to report to the board at its quar-
terly meeting. I think three months is too
long a period to elapse between those reports.

Amendment put and negatived.

might read
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Alr, MALEY: I move an amendment—

‘“That the following be inserted—'to the
satisfaction of the Minister or board.’ ™’
Amendment put and passed.

Hon, J. MITCHET.L: I think the penalty
of £50 altogether too great. I move an amend-
ment—

““That in line 4 the words ‘on a second
or subsequent conviction £30,” be struck
out.

Mr. GRIFFITHS: Only the other evening
the member for Brownhill-Ivanhoe pointed out
that in New South Wales defaulters were fined
up te £40. Although I think such a fine is too
heavy, T am not convinced that the amend-
ment meets the case,

Amendment put and passed.

Hon, J. MITCHELL: I move an amend.
ment—

““That in line 4 the words 'on a second
or snbsequent conviction £50' be struek out. ™’
Amendment put and passed,

Mr. PTICKERING: Are not the Government
at present providing free peison, and will nod
this have an effect upon that provision?

Hon. F. E, 8. Willmott: No, certainly not. If
will not have any effect upon the free distri-
hution of poison.

Clause as amended put and passed.

Clauses 92 and 93—agreed to.

Clavse 94—Owners and oceupiers not com-
mencing and continuing to comply to be in de
fault.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: I think the penalty oi
£100 is too much.

Hon. F. E. 8. WILLMOTT: Although we
have in many of our Aets a penalty of £10(
12id down, yet considering that the full pen
alty is nmever inflicted, T think perhaps we can
reduce this to one half. I therefore move ar
amendment—

““That ‘£100° be struck out and ‘£50° be
inserted in lieu.’ ’?

Amendment put and passed; the clause as
amended agreed to.

Clause 95—Powers of Minister or board ir
case of default:

Mr. MALEY: I move an amendment—

““That in line 6 the word ‘him' he
strueck out and ‘the hoard’ inserted in lieu.’

To my mind this clause conflicts with Tause
93, Subelanse 2.

Hon. F, E. 8. Willmett:
Clause 93 and amplifies it.

Hon. W, C. ANGWIN: Would the hon mem
ber have the board visit the place and instruet
persons as to what steps to take? The hon
member has not gone very deeply into the
clause. This is all to happen after the inspee
tor has reported a default. Imagire the boars
visiting .a place and giving instructions as t
what is to be done!

Mr. MALEY: This man has power to d¢
anything he likes. He may enter on the lan¢
and take such measures and perform sucl
aefs 45 may appear to him to be proper ant
necessary. This power will always be an in
fliction on the land holder, and he would fee
far safer if the power was vested ipn th
board,

Amendlment put and negatived;
put and passed.

This follows or

the claus
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Clause 96—Liability of owner or occupier
for expenses incurred.

Mr, PICKERING: In view of the assnr-
ance given by the Honorary Mipister T can-
uot see the nccessity for the clause. He said
that assistance would be given to the settlers
to assist them in destroying vermin.

Hon. F. E. 8. WILLMOTT: This is for do-
ing what. the owner should do.

Clause put and passed.

Clauses 97 to 102 agreed to.

Clause 103—Bonuses for
vermin,

Mr., MALEY: I move an amendment—

“That the following new subclause be
added :— Any landholder may grant bonuses
for the destruction of vermin on his own

property.’ ? .
This will give the land holder an opportunity
of exterminating the vermin om his property
by contract.

The PREMIER: I do not see the necessity
for the amendment, in view of the fact that it
is provided that permission may be obtained
from the Minister,

Amendment pnut and negatived; the clause
put and passed.

Clause 104—Penalty for destroying and in-
juring fence. :

Mr. MALEY: In my opinion the penalty
here provided of £100 is too heavy against
anyone who leaves a gate open on a private
holding.

Hon. . E. 8. WILLMOTT: There has heen
a great deal of trouble in the past in regard
to gates being left open, and it is necessary
that this provision should exist in order that
persons may be deterred from wilfully leaving
these gates open.

Clause put and passed.

Clauses 105 to 108 —agreed to.

Clanse 100—Reward for destruction of rab-
bits prohibited:

Mr. JOHNSTON: Wovold the Honorary
Minister agree to the deletion of this clause?

Hon. I. . 8. WILLMOTT: The Minister
would not refuse a genuine application for
ﬁermissinn to pay a honus for the destruction
of rabbits on a private holding, but we do
not want any vested interest in sealps.

Clanse put and passed.

Clavse 110—Sale of rabhits prohibited:

Alr. MALEY: I move an amendment—

“4That all words after ‘may’ in line 1 be
struck oui for the purpose of inserting other
words.’’

The amendment which I propose to move will
“safeguard any question of trapping being made
an industry. The amendment I propose will
confine trapping to persons engaged in the de-
struction of rabbits on their own helding and
it will tend to give them some return for the
exnense they have entered into. I might quote
from Federal **Mansard?’ to show that it was
stated in the Federal Parliament recently that
skins which are bringing 1s. 2d. a pound in
Australia are sold in England for as high as
11z, and 129, while in America they are being
sold at 10s. 6. The rabbit pool in the East-
ern States, T might mention, last vear made a
rrefit of over a quarter of a million pounds.

destruction of
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Hon. F. E. 8. Willmott: At the expense of
two million pounds’ worth of sheep.

Mr, MALEY: At the expense of nothing at
all.

Mr. GRIFFITHS: I appreciate the motive
of the hon, member, At the present time the
arrangements which are in existence are meet-
ing all that the hon. member is asking for.
The Minister gives a permit but it is to allow
these people to turn skins or carcases of the
rabbits inte money. We should endeavour to
keep going what the Minister now allows.

Hon. W, C. ANGWIN: If the hon. member’s
amendment is lost other hon, members will be
debarred from moving further amendments to
the clause. If we canmot improve the clause
we can vote it out and then put a new clause in
the Bill.

Mr. MALEY: T cannot se¢ that the adeption .
of my amendment will affect in any way the
amendment which the member for Kalgoorlie
wants to move.

Hon, F. E. 8. WILLMQOTT: If the clause is
amended as suggested by the member for
Greenough, only owners of property west of
the fence will be able to trap and sell rabbits.
We have returned soldiers to-day trapping
rabbits and they are not holders of land, but
they are trapping by spcecial license from the
Minister in such distriets where it is considered
by the chief inspector that such licenses can
be granted without any risk. For that reason
alone I wonld he prepared to oppose the amend-
ment of the hon, member, but there are other
reasons as well. This clause, as it stands, is
perfectly sound. We say east of the fence,
““all right,”’ west of the fence, ‘*No, without
permission.’’ If that is not fair to all con-
cerned, I do not kuow what is. T hope the
Committee will pass the clauge is it is printed.

Mr. MALEY: The Minister is prepared to
encourage professional trapping west of the
No. 1 fence.

Hou. F. E. S. Willmott:
sort.

Mr. MALEY: The Minister virtually elaims
that the original section does not say that the
area east of the No, 1 fence applies equally to
the amendment I have suggested.

Mr. Pickering: Suppose that poisoning is
going on at the same time. Certain provisions
should be made to safeguard other areas,

Hon. T. E. 8. Willmott: Where trapping is
allowed there is a strip of 25 wmiles.

Mr. Green: The member for Greenough in
pursuing the tactics he is adopting will prevent
anyone else moving an amendment.

Mr. MUNSIE: I am in favour of the amend-
ment suggested by the member for Kalgoorlie
because the clause as it stands is not definite
enough as to whether 2 man can sell rabbits
trapped east of the fence. I could not vote for
the amendment of the member for Greenough
as it does not provide a sufficicnt safeguard.
We have had statements from the Minister that
rabbits may be trapped within a certain area
of where poisoning has taken place. It is abso-
lntely dangerous to permit of rabbits being
trapped within an area where poizoning has
been taking place. T realise the diffienlties of
scttlers who, in many instances, could have
made money had the regulations not been in

Nothing of the
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force when the rabbits came to the fence. If
trapping had been allowed we would not have
the rabbits in Western Australia to-day. The
<ettlers would have trapped them in such num-
vers that we should have got rid of the rabhits,

Mr, PICKERING: Under the beading of
‘“Terapping’’ in the select committee’s report
we find these words—

Notwithstanding the deep-roofed objection
to trapping by the department, we recom-
mend that no restrictions be placed on hona
fide farmers and their employees in trapping
and marketing rabbits, and that all fees in
connection therewith be abolished. We do
not think that trapped rabhbits from distriets
where poison is being laid shounld bhe sold,
although there is no evidence of any danger.

Who is to diseriminate between the arcas where
the trapping may take place and where vot?
And who is to say who is to poison and who is
not? T& the amendment of the membher for
Greenough were passed it would be a danger.

Mr. GRIFFITHS: BRefore the select com-
mittea there was no ond of evidence that rab-
bits that had been poisoned were freely sold
and no harm had resulted. The amount of
poigson is so infinitesimal that it does no harm.

Mr. MALEY: With the permission of the
Committee T ask leave to withdraw my amend-
ment.

Amendment by leave withdrawn.

Mr. PICKERING: T move an amendment—

‘“That after ‘who,” in line 1, ‘except dur-
ing the months of June, July, August, and

September’ be inserted.’?

Mr. HICKMOTT: When a crop has heen
growing and green I have poisoned rabbits in
scores alongside the growing erop, both in
Anpust and September.

Mr. MUNSIE: T oppose the amendment. I
realise the hardship. A man might have a
dozen poison earts going round his holding on
the 30th May and on the 1st June he ecould
trap the rabbits. T think it would be dangerons
to allow these rabbits to be sent in for human
consumption.

Mr. TROY: How will the hon. member pro-
vide against what he fears? He opposes any-
thing that will restriet the rabbits for food
and he will not allow people to sell rabbits be-
cause he is afraid that people will he poisoned.

Mr. Munsie: In the poison areas.

Mr. TROY: There are lots of settlers east
of the rabbit-proof fence laying poison to-day
and the Bill provides that they shall poison
rabbits. T do not think there is as much to
fear as the hon. member thinks. T do not think
people will start on the 1st June to export
rabbits that may have picked up poison on the
30th May. The majority of rabbits sent to
market arc those that have been trapped or
ehot.

Mr, Munsie: Forty-three dozen rabbits a
week are sold by Robins in Kalgoorlie.

Alr. TROY: T eannot understand any re-
putable person sending poisoned rabbits to
market. Such people are few and far between,
and we are legislating, not for them, but on
general pri"(-iples. T am inclined to support
the amendment.
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Mr. MUNSIE: While the member for M
Magmet seems desirous of seecuring permissiol
during certain moaths of the year, for farmer
ingide the fence——

Mr. Troy: For anybndy.

Mr. MUNSIE: To send rabbits to marke
it is certain that after to-night’s discussio
there will he no market to send them to if th
amendment is carried, simply hecause peopl
will not buy them. 1 hope the amendment wi
be defeated.

Amendment put and negatived,

Mr. GREEXN: In order to make the positio
absolutely clear. and assurance double sur
T move an amendment—

““*Phat after ‘£30,” in line 6, there be i
serted :=—*Provided this section shall not a;
ply to the trapping for sale or offering f¢
sale of dead rabbits eastward of the No.
harrier fence, or in respect to the right ¢
marketing dead rabbits in any part of t}
State.” "’

On the outskirts of the town whiech I repr
sent, Kalgoorlie, there are eight or nine me
including a naval pensioner, earning a livel
hood by trapping and selling rabbits. In th
connection I observe that the last contra
made by the Imperial Government with tl
Commonwealth authorities was for 19,250,00

rabbits.

Mr. Johnston: And Western Australia o
none of it.

Mr. GREEN: True; and it is most extr

ordinary in view of the faet that we have ti
largest aren in Auwustralia—I refer to the po
tion of this State east of the No. 1 barri
fence—which can be treated as a rabbit r
serve without any risk to agricultural interest
There is no reason why the rabbit should n
be made an industry where it is in no way
menace to the farming commuenity. Th
amendment will cxtend to our own people tl
henefit granted to Eastern States residents 1
the provision that it is a defence to prove th
a rabbit was brought from ountside this Stat
Amendment put and passed.
Mr. MALEY: I move an amendment—
"“That the following further proviso 1
added to the first paragraph of the clans
‘Provided also that no license shall 1
granted to any person by the Minister in tl
area west of the No. 1 barrier fence oth
than the landholder engaged in the destru
tion of rabhits by trapping oun his ewn hel
ing. rry
When T moved my last amendment, which
withdrew, the Honorary Minister disiinet
stated that he was issning permits to returnt
soldiers for trapping and marketing rabbi
within the area west of the No. 1 barris
fence. That, to my mind, is encouraging wh;
the Rabbit Department have absolutely s
their face against—professional trapping.
ean conceive of no objection to the carrying «
this amendment.
Amendment put and
the following result:—
Ayes . ..
Noes

a divizion takez wil

el Bi

A tie
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AYES,
Mr. Broun Mr. Maley
Mr. Brown Mr. R. T. Roblnson
Mr. George Mr., Teesdale
Mr. Greep Mr. Upderwood
Mrv. Grifiths Mr. Hardwlck
Mr, Lefroy (Teller.)
Mr. Hickmott

Noks.
Mr. Angwin M¢t. Plesse
Mr. Chesson Mr. H. Robinson
Mr. Colller Mr. Troy
Mr. Harrison Mr. Wilicock
Mr. Jobnston Mr. Munsie
Mr. Mltchell (Teller.)
Mr. Plckering

The CHATRMAN:
with the ‘¢Nocs.’’

Amendment thug negatived; the clause as
previously amended put and passed.

Clauses 111 to 117—agreed to.

Clauge 118—Bervice of notices:

Mr., PICKERING: 1 move an amendment—

‘“That the following mnew subeclause be
added:—‘In the ecase of service by post,
there shall be written or printed on the en-
velope the words, If this letter is not deliv-
ered it must after the cxpiration of seven
days (or such other period as may be neces-
sary) be returned te the Vermin Board or
Ronds Board of the district.” 7’

Amendment put and negatived; the elause
put and passed.

Clanges 119, 120—agreed to.

Clanse 121—Proof of ownership:

Hon. F. E. 8. WILLMOTT:
amendment—

“‘That in paragraph (e) the words ‘or
of a sawmilling permit in respect of any
land’ be struck out.’’

Amendment put and passed; the clause, as
amended, agreed to.

Clauses 122 to 123—nagreed to.

New Clause:

Mr. GRIFFITHS: I move an amendment—

"“That the following clause be added to
the BillL’’ ‘*Where in a Vermin Distriet
complaint is made that umoceupied Crown
Lands not in process of alienation are in-
fested with rabbits, the Minister shall in-
struet the Chief Inspector or authorised
officer to examine and report thereon, and
if he deems them rabbit-infected, the Min-
ister may, from sueh funds as are granted
by Parliament for rabbit destruction, grant
a sum to such Vermin Board not exceeding
£100 in any one year to be expended only
on the Crown land referred to. Any Board
receiving any such money must, before the
31st day of May in each year, forward to
the Chief Inspector a return showing in
detail all particulars of such sum, and that
it was expended on such infested land. Any
money not so expended up to the 3ist of
May in each year must, at once, be refunded
to the Treasury, accompanied by a atatu-
tory declaration.’’

My idea is that something specific shall bhe
placed on the statute-book in regard to what
shall be the pelicy of the Govermment. A

T give my casting vote

I move an

[ASSEMBLY.]

clause of this sort will enable the Minister to
allocate 4 large sum of money wherever it may
be wanted for the purposec of keeping down
the pest on Crown lands.

Hon. P. COLLIER: There is ample power in
the Bill to utilise funds provided by Parlia-
ment for ithis as well as for other purposes,
Moreover, the new clause moved by the hon.
memher states that the Minister ‘‘may.’’ The
Minister has power already to do so. 1 do not
think the proposed new clauvse will do very
much for the hon. member, There are places
in this State where the Crown lands are so
large and the number of rabbits so great that
the £100 snggested would be a mere drop in the
ocean in the way of ridding those lands of the
pest, whereas under the Bill, as we have passed
it, the Minister has power to cxpend any sum
of money in any way he likes on Crown land,

Hou, F. E, 8, WILLMOTT: If the mover of
the amendment insists upon it, I will agree to
it, because it will relieve the Government of
the responsibility of spending more than £100 in
any district in any one year. Tn the Toodyay
district, in less than two years, we have spent
over £4,000 in this same direetion. 1f the
amendment is insisted upon it will defeat the
purpose of the mover, Without the amend-
ment, in many cases the Government will have
to spend very much more than £100.

Hon., J. MITCHELL: T hepe the hon. mem-
ber will not press the amendment, for it will
only serve to restriet the Government expendi-
ture. The amendment has already achicved all
that it is eapable of, by bringing a very dis-
tinet expression of opinion from hoth sides of
the House as to the respoasbilities of the Gov-
ernment.

Mr. GRIFFITHS: Tt was my intention to
delete the words ‘‘not exceeding £100.’’ The
amenidment to Ciause 9 paragraph (d) really
eovers the object I have in view.

The Premier: That is quite right.

Mr. GRIFFITHS: I know that the Govern-
ment are reeognising their responsibilities in
this direction, and so I will withdraw my
amendment. :

New elause by leave withdrawn.

XNew (Clause:

Hon. F. E. 8. WILLMOTT:
amendment—

“*That the following be added to stand as
Clanse 124;—/124, Notwithstanding the
provisions of section thirty-one of the Agri-
cultural Bank Aect, 1906, a mortgage or
charge created under this Aet shall not pre-
clude advances nnder the first-mentioned Act
on the security of the land so charged.’ *’

It is practically a consequential amendmant,

New clanse put and passed.

First Schedule—agrecd to.

Second Schedule:

Hon. J. MITCHELL: This schedule sets
up a fence which it will be impossible to
maintain,

Hon. F. E. 8. Willmott: It is exactly the
same in South Australia.

Hon, J. MITCHELL: If we acept the
achedule it will leave no option to the Min-
ister to allow the conversion of an existing
fence into a vermin-proof femce. We should
provide for the conversion of fences., The

I move an
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Minister ouglht to bave power to vary the
conditions.

Hon. F. E. 8. Willmott: [ will make a note
of the objection, and see if we cun fix np the
desired provision,

Hon. J. MITCHELL: T doubt if ounc fency
in 30 will be n complete new fence.

Hon. P. Collier: Why not provide that the
fence may be prescribed hy regulations?

Hon. J. MITCHELL: The regulations
would have to be laid on the Table of the
House. This schedule conld be dispensed with
altogether.

Hon. F. E. 8. WILLMOTT: The sehednle
in its entirety has been taken from the South
Australian Act, except as regards the size
of mesh, which in that weasure was 14
inches. My own view is that the enormons
expense of putting up sueh fences as speei-
fied by the schedule may be unnecessiry. The
standard is, perhaps, beyond what is abso-
lutely required.

Mr, PICKERING: 1f it is possible for the
Minister to deelare dinge infested aveas un-
der this Bill and enforce fencing on this
hasis, what would be the position of men like
myself, whoe have fenced with +-inch mesh?

Hon. ¥. E. 8. Willmott: The measure cun-
not apply in sueh a case.

The PREMIER: The schedule merely speei-
fieg a varmin fence. The interpretation clause
provides that a vermin fence shall be a
substantinl fence, such as described in this
schedule, or any other substantial vermin
fence approved in writing by the Minister
or the Chief Inspector,

Hon. . Collier: Then the schedule is con-
tradictory to the interpretation clause.

The PREMIER: T do not think so. A
fence already erccted, though it is not in
exact eonformity with this sehedule, may he
accepted by the Minister or the Chief Tu-
spector as a vermin proof fence,

Mr. PICRKERING: T see no occeasion for
our having to seeck permission to retain

fences already crected.
The Premier: But it is a good thing to
have a standard.
Mr. BROTU'N: T move an amendment—
¢“That in Part IT., line 2, the word fhalf’
he struck out.’’
The reason for my amendment is  that
it is argued a 1'4-inch mesh will stretch
sufficiently to admit a rabbit old enough to
live without its mother. T consider a 11-
inch mesh large enough. .
Hon. P. COLLTER: The position stated by
the Premier is a good one. The Minister
may vary the standard of the fence as he

pleases. The schedule, iherefore, is really
unnecessary,
Hon. J. Mitehell: The Bill reallr means

that if a new fence is erccted thia schedule
applies.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Ts it wise to limit the
diseretion as proposed by the amendment?
And, if the amendment is carried, will the
Minister be bound by it or hy the interpre-
tation clause? )

Amendment put and passed.
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Alr.
ment—
**That the werd ‘quarter’ be inserted.’
Amendment put and passed.
Mr. BROUN: I move an amendment—-
#*That in lines 10, 11 and 14 the wor

‘hook’ be struck out and ‘lace wire' in

serted in lieu.’ *’

Amendment put and passed.

Mr. BROUXN: 7 move an amendment—

“That ju line two the word ‘half’ b
struck out, and ‘quarter’ inserted in lien.” ’

Amendment put and passed.

Mr. PICKERING: If this schedule is give
cffect to it will bring about a great injustic
in the South-West of the State, where peopl
have spent o lot of money in an endeavown
to keep dingoes out. This will place thes
people entirely at the mercy of the Ministe
and ig initmical to their interests.

Schedule as amended put and passed.

Third schedule—agreed to,

Title—agreed to.

BROUN: 1 move a further amend

[The Speaker resumed the Chair.]

Bill reported with amendments.
Recommittal.

Bill recommitted for the purpose of fm
ther considering Clauses 12, 13, 16, 17, 18, 1f
20, 49, 56, and 76.

Mr. Stubbs in the Chair; the Honorar
AMinister (Hon. F, E. 8. Willmott) in charg
of the Bill.

Clause 12—Vermin districts:

On motions hy Hon. F .E . §. WILLMOT"
clause amended by adding to paragraph (d
of subecinuge (1), the words ‘‘or ward’?; als
by inserting a new paragraph as follows:—
“¢{h) abelish all or any of the wards of :
distriet’’; also by addiog a proviso to sulk
ctause (1) as follows:—‘*Provided that :
district shall be or continue divided int
wards only whilst it has an elected hoard o
for the purpose of the election of a hoard.’

Clause as amended agreed to.

Clause 13—Boends:

On motion by Hon. F, E. 3. WILLMOT"
clause nmended by adding a subelause as fol
Tows:— “ {2) When a distriet has been divide
into wards the Governor shall, from time t
time, detremine the number of members o
each ward.”’

Clause as amended agreed to.

Clause 16—ZElected boards and periodical re
tirrments:

On motions by Hon. F. E, 8. WILLAIOT?
clause amended hy the addition to Subelause !
of a proviso as follows:— ‘Provided that th
retirements shall be apportioned amongst th
respective representatives of the wards (i
any) in proportion to their respective number
or in aceoridance with the determination of th
hoard in as nearly as may be such propor
tion'’: also. in Subclauses 4 and 3, after th
word ‘“members’’ in the first line by iaserting
ftfor a distriet or ward.”’

Clause as amended agreed to.

Clavse 17—Qualifieation of members:
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On motion hy Hon, F. E. 5. WILLMOTT
clanse amended by inserting after the word
““hoard’’ the words ‘‘for the district or any
ward thereof.’’

Clause as amended agreed to.

Clause 18—Qualification of eleetors:

On motion by Hon. F, E, 8. WILLMOTT
clause amended by the addition of the follow-
ing subelause:—‘(4) When a district is
divided into wards, every person entitled to
vote (a) shall be so entitled for the ward ounly
in which his qualifying holding is situated;
and {b) shall be so entitled for every ward
wherein he has any qualifying holding: Pro-
vided that where a person is the owner of a
holding not situated wholly in one ward, the
holding shall be deemed to be situated in such
one of the wards in which it is partly sitvated
as such person shall choose or as the chairman
shall, in the absence of such choice, deter-
mine. '’

Clause as amended agreed to.

Clause 13—Number of votes:

On motion by Hon. F, E, 8. WILLMOTT
clauge amended by inserting after the word

‘“election’’ in line 1 the words ‘‘for any dis-.

trict or ward.’’
Clause as amended agreed to.
Clause 20— Electoral list to be kept:

On motion by Hon. F. E. 8. WILLMOTT
the following words were added to Subeclause
1:—**When a district is divided into wards a
separate list shall be made out for each ward.’’

Clause as amended agreed to.

Clause 49—Adjustment of rights or altera-
tions heing made in boards, ete.:

On motions by Hon. F. E. 8. WILLMOTT
the following words were inserted after ‘¢dis-
trict’’ in line 3:—*‘‘or on a distriet being
divided or re-divided into wards, or the wards
or any of them being abolished’’; also the fol-
lowing words were inserted after ‘‘lhoard’’ in
line 4:—‘“for any distriet or ward’’; also in
paragraph (b) of Subelause 1 after the word
‘*district’’ the words ‘‘or ward’' were added.

Clause as amended agreed to.

Clause 56—Power to levy rates:

On motion by Hon. F. E. 8. WILLMOTT
the following proviso was substitnted for the
provise added to Subclause (2):—‘¢Provided
that whenever and so lang as a holding is and
remains enclosed with a rabbit-proof fence,
and such fence is maintained in good repair,
the helding shall not be liable to be rated under
this Act.’

Clanse as amended agreed to.

Clause 76—Contribution to vermin
rabbit-proof fences by adjoining owners:

On motion by Hon, ¥. E. S. WILLMOTT
the words ‘*half of'’ in paragraph (¢) were
struek out and the following added:— “or of
making the fence vermin proof or rabbit proof,
as the case may be,*’

Clause a3 amended agrecd to.

and

[The Speaker resumed the Chair.]

Bill again reported with further amendments,
and the report adopted.

VLN AL L. |

RILL—GENERAL LOAN AND INSCRIBED
STOCK ACT AMENDMENT.
Metsage as to Conference.

Message received from the Legislative Coun-
cil stating that the request for a conference on
the disagreement with reference to the further
amendment made by the Couneil in the General
Loan and Inscribed Stock Aet Amendment Bill
had been agreed to; that the Hons, H. P. Cole-
bateh, A. Sanderson, and Sir Edward Wit-
tenoom had been appointed managers, and that
5 p.m. in the President’s room had been fixed
as the time and plice for the holding of the
confercnee.

On motion by the ATTORNEY GENERAL,
Aessage forwarded to the Council agreeing to
the time aml place for the helding of the con-
ference.

BILL—DIVIDEND DUTTES ACT
AMENDMENT.

Message received from the Legislative Coun-
¢il requesting the Legislative Assembly to make
the amendment sct out in the schedule,

ADJOURNMENT—SPECIAL,

The PREMIER: I move—
‘“That the House at its rising adjonrn to
4.30 p.m. Wednesday.

Question put and passed.

House adjourned at 11.326 p.m.

Begtslative Council,

Wednesday, 29th May, 1918.

The PRESIDENT took the Chair at 3-0 p.m.,
and read prayers.

[For *' Questions on Notice ” and * Papers
Presented ' see '* Minutes of Proceedings.”]

BILL—WHEAT MARKETING,
Select Committee’s report.

Hon. J. F. ALLEN brought up the report of
tho select committoe appointed te consider the
Wheat Marketing Bill.

Report received and read.

BILL—LAND AND INCOME TAX ASSESS-
MENT ACT AMENDMENT,
Second Reading.
Debate resumed from the previous day.
Hon. J. E. DODD (South) [3-6]: I think we
may congratulate the members of another place
upon the fairly equitable measure they have sent



