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a great deal of good. No doubt the gold
mining industry would be beaefited to a
very large extent, by such a Bill as this.
The ouly question, and one which hon.
members will have to consider very care-
fully, is how it will be regarded by
capitalists in foreign countries. With
these remarks, T move the adjournment
of the debate vntil Wednesday next.

Motion for the adjowrnment of the
debate pul and passed, and the debate
adjourned accordingly.

PERTH GAS COMPANY’S ACT FURTHER
AMENDMENT BILL.

ALL STAGES.

Hox. F. T. CROWDER moved the
suspension of the Standing Orders, to
allow of this Bill passing through all its
stages at one sitting,

Put and passed, and the Standing
Orders suspended.

How. F. T. CROWDER, in moving
the second reading of this Bill, said:
Hon. members who have perused this
short measure, and have taken the trouble
to look up the original Bill under which
the Gas Company of Perth has its
charter, will see that the only interests
involved are those of the shareholders
of the company, Some time back
negotiations were entered into by the
Gas Coempany for the sale of thewr
property. It was then found that, in
consequence of a word or two being
left. out of the original Bill,the company,
while having the right to dispose of their
business, had no power given to transfer
the rights under which that business was
carried on, and the purchasers would not
complete the purchase unless those rights
could be also transferred. The Bill now
before the House only seeks to make
three short amendments in the original
Bill. The first amendment gives power
to increase the capital of the company to
£300,000; the second gives power to the
company to dispose of their property and
assets ; and the third transfers the powers
and privileges held by the present com-
pany to the purchasers. The Bill has
had the careful cousideration of the
Legislative Assembly, by whom it has
been transmitted to this House.

Question put and passed.

Bill passed through committee without
debate, reported without amendment, and
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North Mole at Fremanile.

report adepted. Bill read a third time
and passed.
DOG ACT AMENDMENT BILL.
Received from the Legislative As-
sembly, and read a first time.

ADJOURNMENT.

Tre MINISTER OF MINES moved
that the House, at its rising, do adjourn
till Wednesday, 10th November.

Put and passed.

The House adjourned at 530 p.m., till
Wedunesday, 10th November.

Fegislative Dssembly,
Wednesduy, 3rd November, 1897,

Papers presented—Question: Lengthening of North
DMole ot Fremantle—Question : Preferentiol Right to
Local Makers of Batteries—Question: Insurance
Companies and Fire Brigades—Question: Legisla.
tion ¢ Early Closing of Shops—Dog Act Awmend-
ment Bill : third rending —~Excess Bill, 1896 : second
reading; in Committce—Noxious Weeds Bill:
second rendmg {dchnte resumed) ; Speaker’s Ruling
(progress smmuded)-—:\d]oummcﬂ

Tue SPEAKER took the Chair at
430 o'clock, p.m.

PrAYERS.

PAPERS PRESENTED.

By the PreMIER : Returns of varicus
Life Assurance Societies (1896); Report
of Government Railways and Tramways
(1896-7).

Ordered to lie on the table.

QUESTION—LENGTHENING OF NORTH
MOLE AT FREMANTLE.

Mr. DOHERTY, in accordance with

notice, asked the Director of Public

Works, Whether it was the intention of

. the Government to carry out the North



Early Closing of Shops.

Mole of Fremantle harbour works to the '
entire length shown on the original plan.

Tue PREMIER (Right Hon. 3ir J.
Forrest), on bhehalf of the Director of
Public Works, replied:—The mole in
question has already been carried out toa
greater length than is shown on the
original plan, while at the same time the
south mole is shorter than shown ou
original plan. The length originally
shown was about 3,000ft. for each mole,
but the length of the north mole, as con-
structed, is 8,450ft., and of the south
mole 2,040ft. Tt has been suggested at
various times and by various persons that
the north mole should be carried out for
a further length of from 1,200 to 1,500ft.,
so as to atford more shelter to -vessels
entering the port; but it has not been
shown conclusively that such additional
shelter is necessary, und the Government
has not consequently felt justified in in-
curring the additional expense, which
would he, at the least, £100,000.

QUESTIOX—PERFERENTIAL RIGHT TO
LOCAL MAKERS OF BATTERIES.

Mr. DOHERTY, in accordance with
notice, asked the Premier, Whether it was
the intention of the Gtovernment, to givea
preferential right of from 10 to 20 per cent.
to local manufacturers for the construc-
tion of Government batteries.

Tue PREMIER (Right Hon. Sir J.
Forrest) replied: The Government have
not considered the question from the
point of view named. Before it would he
regular to do so, . resolution of TParlia-
ment or an Act would seem to be re-
quired.

QUESTION~INSURANCE COMPANIES
AND FIRE BRIGADES.

Mz. ILLINGWORTH, in accordance
with notice, asked the Premier, Whether
it was theeintention of the Government
to bring in a Bill to compel insurance
companies to contribute a fair quota to-
wards the maintenance of fire brigades.

Tue PREMIER (Right Hon. Sir J.
Forrest) replied that the Government
had a Bill nearly ready, and hoped to be
able to introduce it.

QUESTION—-LEGISLATION RE EARLY
CLOSING OF SHOPS.

Mr. EWING. in accordance with
notice. asked the Premier, Whether the
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Government intended to introduce legis-

! lation for the purpose of secaring the

early closing of shops.
Tue PREMIER (Right Hon. Sir J.
Forrest) replied that the Government

i had not decided, as yet, to do so.

DOG ACT AMENDMEWNT BILL.
THIRD READING.

Bill read a third time, and transmitted
to the Legislative Council.

EXCESS BILL, 1890.
SECOND READING.
Tue PREMIER (Right Hon. Sir J.

| Forrest) : In moving the second reading

of this Bill, I regret that the expenditure,
which this House is asked to approve,
should have been incurred such a long
time ago. This Bill deals with the
unauthorised expenditure which was
incwrred in the finuncial vear ending 30th
June, 1896. In a very few days I hope
to be able to submit to the consideration
of hon. members the Excess Bill for the
year ending June 30th last. The reason
why it has Dbecome a custom—not a
custom which I like, or that anyone can
very well adinire—Dbut, the reason why it
has become a custon not to deal with the
Excess Bill immediately after the excess
expenditure has been incurred has been
owing to the difficulty of obfaining the
report of the Auditor General on the
accounts of the year early enough to
perwit of this being done. Under the
Audit Act three months are allowed after
the end of the financial year for the
Treasury to forward a statement of
the accounts to the Auditor General
If hen. members will look at the
votes and proceedings for this vear—
for the lust meeting of Parliament—
they will see that the accounts of the
colony are somewhat voluminous, and in
fact, without the Aunditor General's report
at all, take up an immense number of
pages. One hundred and eighty one pages
of this book are taken up by the returns
from the Treasury. Three months are
allowed to compile them. Whether this
work could e done in less than three
months I could not say, but I think it
might if more expedition were used. The
Auditor General has to investigate these
accounts in order to make hig report, and



316 FEzcess Bill, 1896 :

he supplies in great detail the reasons
why there has been any unauthorised
expenditure, and why there have been
underdrafts, and in fact he gives a com-
plete account of the financial trans-
actions of the colony. That takes another
90 pages. I may say at once that the
system by which we do not get the Excess
Bill hefore Parliament immediately after
the conclusion of the year is not, in my
opinion, a satisfactory one. We ought to
try and find some means of obviating that
inconvenience and difficulty. The reason
of 1t is because Parliament meets im-
mediately after the closing of the financial
year. There are great advantages in that,
no doubt. Certainly from the Treasury
point of view—the financial point of view
of the colony—there is a very great
advantage in knowing exactly what you
have received during the past year and
the amount you have expended during
the past year, before you have to caleulate
and submit to Parliament what you are
supposed to spend for the coming year.
I am sure every hon, member who has
looked into this matter will acknowledge
that that is a great convenience to this
House. In looking at the estimates of
the year, and in dealing with the items,
it is extremely convenient to know what
has Leen expended in the previous vear
on each item. That we have always been
able to do in this colony; but it is not
done—I believe I may say—anywhere else,
becanse the estimates are laid on the table
ab an earlier period of the session than
we are accustomed to get them here.
When the estimates are laid on the table
early in July, when Parliament meets, it
is impossible for the Treasurer to have
the expenditure for the past year, ending
on June 30, published and ready for
members to examine. The whole matter
requires consideration so as to try and
overcome this difficulty. It was the
custom, at any rate I think it was the
custom, as it certainly was the intention

ment, to introduce the Excess Bill im-
mediately after the opening of the House,
or very soon after, without the Auditor
General's report. Thal we could not get
because the Treasurer has three months
to prepare his report, and the Auditor
has another two, and we could not there-
fore get the Auditor General’s report in
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Second reading.

time. I did lay upon the table of this
House on one occasion the Excess Bill
without the Auditor General’s report,
but the House agreed not to deal
with it that session until they had before
themn the report of the Auditor General
The Government did not object—it was
thought that the Government rather dis-
liked it, hut the Government did like it
to this extent. It is much easier to pass
Excess Bills fifteen or sixteen months
atterwards, than immediately after the
money has been spent; so it comes about
that hon. members rarvely think it is worth
while looking into the matter when so
long a time has elapsed since the money
was speat; and unless there is something
outrageous on the surface, and open to
adverse comment, hon. members do not
take very much exception te this Excess
amount. I hope we may be able to devise
some plah to meet the difficulty. I do
not know how we are going to do it unless
we change our financial year. We could
meet in March instead of in July, and so
give the Auditor Geeneral time to make his
report before the end of the financial
year, but that would be very inconvenient
to the Treasury, because they would
be working on old estimates, the esti-
mates of the year that had passed, and
it, would be six months before they could
gef fresh estimates to work on. Then there
15 the old plan to have our meeting in July
as we have it now, and have the financial
vear end on the 21st December. That
was found most inconvenient for members,
for the Treasury and evervbody else; not
for the Treasury, but it was an incon-
venience to the Treasuver and to hon.
members and to the country, because not
ouly had we to estimate the amount of
revenue for the current year, but if we -
passed those estimates In August or Sep-
tember there would be three or four
months more to run in the year, so that
we had to estimate 16 momhs ahead.

i Anyone can understand that the estimates
of the Government, when we first entered
upon the system of Responsible Govern-

thus made would be somewhat haphazard.
You cannot really estimate with any sort
of preciseness what you are going to
receive for 16 months ahead. The shorter
time you have to make your estimate
for, the more likely you are to be
accurate. That plan was not found
advisable, and so we fell into the
plan adopted in most of the colonies to
bhave the year end on the 30th June.
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The only way I see of getting out of the |

difficulty is to hurry up the Treasury
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excess of the expenditure over the esti-
mate. T could only deal with totals. T

and the Aunditor General to put on as | pointed out that the estimated expendi-

much power as they can, and to have the °
report of the Auditor General out before
the end of the session. In saying that,
I do not mean that the Treasury and the
Auditor General do not hurry up now. If
we put on more power we might perhaps
do it now, and that seems to me the only
way in which we can get out of the
difficulty. 1 regret that sixteen mouths
after this expenditure has been incurred
T have to bring this matter before Parlia-
ment, because I have to ask the House
for the approval and confirmation of
expenditure which the Government in-

curred without Parlinmentary sametion. -

The expenditure amounted in the year
1895-96, ending on the 30th June, 1896,
to the sum of £493,378: very much
more revenue than we had altogether
when we first undertook the manage-
ment of our affairs. It comes to this,
that the Government the year before last
expended, without the aunthority of Par-
liament, a larger sum than we had alto-
gether when we commenced the system
of Responsible Government. I may say,
however, that hon. members who have
watched these estimates year by year,
and have looked closely into them, as I
hope all hon. members have, may have
observed that this excess—although it
comes before the House in the shape it
does now, namely, of o Bill to he con-
firmed—has alrcady been before members;
because, as I said just now, when we
introduce the estimates every year, we
also show the expenditure on every item
for the previous vear; and the items last
year, when submjt.ted to the House in
August, not only showed the expen-
diture we proposed to incur, but the
exact expenditure we had incurred dur-
ing the previous vear on every single
item throughout. If any hon. mem-
ber had taken the trouble, he could have
at once seen how much we had exceeded
our authorisation dwring the year past.
On the 27th August of last year I intro-
doced the Estunates and made my
Financial Statement, and I told the House
then all about the Excess Bill, though I
did not state exacily the form it is in
to-day, as T was not in a position then to
say exacily what would be said to be an
excess. I could only say what was the

ture for that year was £1,572,506, and
the actual expenditure was £1,823,863,
showing that we had spent £25l,357
more than we were authorised to spend;
but that £251,357, which we spent more
than we were authorised to spend, does
not count in the £493,378 of this Bill,
because there was a considerable number
of underdrafts. Although the excess ex-
penditure amounted to £493,373, there
are underdrafts minounting to £249,205,
and if you tale the £249,205 from the
amount, of thiz Bill, you get the amount of
£244,173, which is the amount we ex-
pended beyond that which we were autho-
rised to spend; but we have to add to the
£249,045 the sum of £7,084, becanse we
were wuthorised by statute to expend
that amount for interest on loans, so that
if you add that amount to the .£249,045
you have the actual amount expended
more than was authorised —£251,457.
These are very large figures for us in this
colony, but we should not forget that,
although we spent this large amount of
mouey without authority, and even taking
the total we spent, a quarter of a million
more than is actually authorised. still we
received a great deal more than was
anticipated. The receipts from revenue
for the year ending the 30th June, 1898,
exceeded the estimate by £549,545.

Mz. IuvineworTH : How mueh of that
was from the railways?

Tae PREMIER: I will come to that
directly. On the year's transactions we
saved £34,832. Thus the balance which
we had on the 3lst July, 1896, which
amounted to £277,232, we increase to
£312,604. We had arranged our ex-
penditure for the year 1895-95 sn
as to leave a lLalance only of £15876,
but insiead of having a halance on the
30th June of .£15876, we actually
had a balance of 4312604, Taking the
whole yeur—a splendid year for the

* colony—although we spont more than a

quarter of a million more than we were
authorised to spend, we reccived so much
more than we expected to receive, that we
added to owr credit balance instead of
reducing it. Last vear was a year when
great changes were going on.  VWhat we
called the mining boom was in full swing,.
Attention was attracted to the colony
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from all parts of the world, and there
was an enormous drain on the Treasury,
and it was our duty—we expected to have
the approval of Parliament—to try to
keep pace with the times. Looking back
at that time as I may do now, things
being quieter, although the revenue is
greater than it was then, our capacity to
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deal with matters is very much greater -

than then. Looldng back on the time when
everything in the colony was in a com-
Plete state of change, I think there is no
reason to regret the expenditure that took
place at that time. I think we may con-
gratulate curselves that we were able to
keep some sort of grip on the finances
of the colony at that period. Every-
one knows the trouble there was. There
were water, telegraphs, rilways, and
railway trucks wanted; nothing but pro-
motions from one end of the country to
the other ; and we came out of the ordeal

with a credit balance of £312,604 instead |

of £15876. T think we acted very
much more wisely in spending this money
than in shielding ourselves belind the
plea that we should not do it because we
had not parliamentary sanction. [ may
say that during all that time, and even up
to the present—if I except from the pre-
sent year my own exertions, because every-
one knows that I have been away from the
colony for the greater part of the year—
the members of the Government have heen
working really as hard as if they were
departmental clerks. They really have
bad so much to do, and so many details
to look after, that T can assure hon.
members, from my own knowledge, that
they have had very little time for many
questions that required attention. We
are often blamed for not dealing with
what is called social legislation, affecting
our everyday life in this community,
and no doubt we are somewhat behind
in this respect. We hear constant com-
plaints that this or that Bill has not been
mtroduced ; that we have not dealt with
the closing of public-houses earlier. A
complaint—which is probubly justified—
is that we have not introduced a Civil
Service Bill. The necessity for this Bill
is fully justified, but I can assuwre hon.
members that up to the present time the
members of the Government have had
very little opportunity to give attention
to these matters. During the last few

Second reading.

Bill well drafted, you cannet hand the
subject over to the Parliamentary drafts-
man and tell him to draw the Bl on it,
because, if yvon do so, you will not get
what you want. If you want a Bill on a
¢ertain subject, you must master that sul-
jeet, and kuow what you want, and then,
when you tell the Parliamentary draughts-
man what you really want he will give it
to you. If you are not prepared to tell
him, you will not get from him a Bill
that will suit the country or that you
know anything about. We bhave nof
given attention to many subjects because
we have not had sufficient time. This
Bill hefore me shows what has been
going on during 1896. We have not
ouly expended the revenue we antici-
pated, but £394,378 more than was
authorised. We had all the loan expen-
diture going on—something like £84,884
above the expenditure in regard to loans,
that is the amount in excess of what
we were authorised to spend. Hon. mem-
bers will see that that means it was a year
in which a great.deal had to be done, and
it was not a time for us to use the plea
that the work was unauthorised, and
therefore we could not expend the money.
Counsidering the times we have passed
through during 1895 and last year, which
was & very good year for the finances —
there never was a better—hon. members,
I think, will be inclined to look at the
matter more in the direction as to whether
the money expended by the Government
without authority was wisely expended,
rather than to take the point that we had
no authority to spend it. If hon. memn-
bers, on looking through this excellent
report of the Auditor General, Appendix
B, find any item of expenditure that was
not justified, that we expended without
necessity, well then I think they may
fairly ask us to justify the course we took.

* That is a good deal for me to say, because

" Parliament.

there are a great many departments of the
State, and a great many sub-departments,
and sub-hends and foremen all over the
colony, whomay incur expenditure without
the knowledge of those directly responsible.
The Government are responsible for every
penny of public money expended, and
they are particularly responsible for all
meney expended without the authority of
I do not want to go back
from that position, or to shirk the re-

years I have learnt that if you want a | sponsibility in any way, because I know
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that for every penny of expenditure—not

[3 NoveasEr, 1897.]

only expenditure approved by this House. :

but especially expenditure set forth in
this Excess Bill—I have to be personally
responsible to this House. Hon. members
can look through the items of this Bill,
and while T do not mean to say they will
not find anything to which they can take
exception—that would be expecting too
much—yet they will be able to judge for
themselves whether any of the items
which the Government have taken upon
themselves to spend are not necessary, or
whether it was undesirable that the
Government shonld have expended them
without the autherity of this House.
Although, no doubt, everyone of these
details must have come before me in
one shape or another as they were
being incurred, still it is a long time ago,
andI have therefore refreshed my memory
by reading the Bill itself, and also the
Auditor General’s report, as hon. members
will have to do. Taking some of the
totals, I find that there was a2 sum of
£25449 expended in excess of the
estimates under the heading ** Medical.”
Everyone knows the great difficulty we
have had in looking after the hospitals
on the goldfields and other places, and
that sum does not seem to me to be very
excessive considering the increase of popu-
lation. Then we have *Police.” We
might have expected that the police would
have “outrun the constable™ a Int, but
we find here that they have spent only
£6,391 more than was authorised by this
House. Then there was expenditure on

“ Admiralty Surveys,” £10,744, including

purchase of a ship. There was no vote
for that, and the matter was pressing.
The House had several times urged upon
the Government the necessity of making
surveys of the various ports, and we
found, although an Admirality surveyor
had been lent to us, that we could not
carry oul surveys on the North-West
coast, at Port Hedland and other places,
without a ship; therefors, I took upon
myself the responsibility of purchasing a
ship from the Victorian Gtovernment for
£7,500. I believe it is not only a very
cheap but a very suitable vessel for the
work. Under the heading “ Miscella-
neous” will be found various items,
including purchases of land and sanitary
grant. I will vnly refer to a few of the
larger ones. It will be seen that subsidies
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to municipalities exceeded the vote by
£6.313, and that the Xalgoorlie sanitation
grant was £3,097. There is a lot of other
small items which I will not refer to.
Then there was the grant in aid of im-
proving the Menzies Town Hall site,
£2,000; the purchase of the site of the
Freemasons’ Hall in Howick Street,
Perth, amounting to £9,000, for housing
the Minister of Mines and his department
-—a very good purchase, and a cheap one
too. ‘With regard to the purchase of Peint
Chidley, near Fremantle, the Government
had an opportunity of securing 12 acres
of land for £1,000, and I teok upen
myself the responsibility of pnrchasing
it. Itisa place very much used by the
public. The sites on the river which
were open to the public were few, and
this is a favourite place for boading
parties. It was very cheap indeed at the
price, and is worth considerably more at
the present time. Then we purchased in
Perth, lots 11 and 12 for £4,000, where
the Mint now stands—a very good site for
the purpose. We puorchased a site in
William Street for o bonded store, lot
1131 for £9,000; and we purchased St.
George’s Hall, in Howick Street, for
£7,500. T atn not well acquainted with
the values of property in Perth, but I
think that all these places were bought
at reasenable prices, and that, if the
Government desired to realise on them,
they could certainly do so without loss.
The total of the miscellancous expenditure
is £60,163. On railways and tramways

there has been a tolal expenditure
of £49,445. ‘That is not an unreason-
able amount, counsidering the great

increase of traflic that took place at
the time it was spent, and the great
demands of all sorts that there were then
made upon the Railway Departinent. On
works and buildings the vote was exceederl
by £222,720. Hon. members will notice
two very large items in this long list:
“ Additional improvements to opened rail-
ways, £53,194," and  Development of
goldfields and other mineral resources,
£76,730." The vote, 1 tbink, was
£30,000, and we spent £76,730 on
minerals and goldfields. Amonz the
other items sre additions and repairs to
jetties and river improvements, 4,645 ;
and furniture for public offices, £6,013.
A special grant for Esperance Bayv road
bridge amounts to £2,000. IHon. mem-
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bers will see that even the few items I
have referred to form alarge portion of
the total expenditure in the Excess Bill.
On roads and bridges we spent a total
amount of £10,813 more than was voted
—-no one, I am sure, will object to that;
a sum of £10,706 was spent in the Mining
Department; and £56,466 was spent in
the Postal Department, owing to the
many demands that were made upon it
at that time for constructing telegraph
lines and other works. The total expen-
ditre in respect of the nine items
which T have picked out of this Bill is
£452,997, and the rest of the expen-
diture i1s made up of smaller items.
‘While I am sure that hon. members will
regret, with me, the necessity for expend-
ing this money without authority, yet I
do not regret it for any other reazon ; and
I think it was a very good thing for the
colony that at that fime we had the
money to spend. If it had been otherwise,
if we had had to ask this House at the
present time for aunthority to expend
nearly £500,000, and ot the saine time to
tell you that we had to borrow the money
to do it, of course it would be a much
more serious matter; bhut we had the
money in hand, and while we were spend-
inyg it, the revenue was increasing at such
a rate that we wound up the year with
about £300,000 in hand more than we
expected to have, so that there was every
inducement for the Government to keep
pace with the times and to meet the
requirements of the country. I think
hon. members will agree with me that it
was not unwise for us to take upon our-
selves the responsibility for the ex-
penditure of the money which had come
into the coffers of the State to a much
larger extent than we anticipated. I
do mnot think T need say more about
this matter at present; but I will make a
few further remarks when we get into
committee, in regard to the Loan Esti-
mates. In preparing this Bill for the
inforwation and consideration of the
House, an mmnission was made by leaving
out the excess of expenditure under the
Loan Tstimates. This amounts to
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£84,866 1s. 10d.; a considerable part of .

that amount, £46,000, being for the
harbour works at Fremantle, which I will
refer to in commiftee, as I have just
received the Bill, and therefore am nof
prepared to explain it in the way I desire.

I
.
1

Second reading.

I now leave the Bill to hon. members with
the remark that. when we get into com-
mittee, T shall be glad, and so will my
colleagues, to explam, as far as we can,
the reasons for the expenditure in vespect
of any of the items mentioned in it;
and, as hon. members have before them
the excellent report of the Anditor Gen-
eral, they will see that o reason is given
therein, whether good or bad, the best
reason the Anditor General could obtain,
for every item mentioned in the Bill. I
beg to move the second reading.

Mr. ILLINGWORTH (Central Mur-
chison) : Looking at the Bill upon the
face of it, I cannot help regretting that
the sum of nearly half a ilhon of money
should have been expended without the
authority of Parliament. Unless there
were  very good vreasons for that
expenditure, it seeins to be a very grave
matter, and one that we shall have to
take into careful consideration. Year
after vear protests have been made
against this unauthorised expenditure;
and, whatever cxcuses and explanations
have been accepted in years gone by, I
think we have now come to such a settled
stage in connection with our financial
affairs, that these Excess Bills ought
to cease. I am not gomg to blame the
Grovernment materially for this Bill as it
stands; but I expect we shall have some-
thing more serious to deal with in the
next Excess Bill Tt is rather for
the pwpose of eliciting information,
to be placed before the country in the
way I think it ought to be, that I
desire to make some remarks upon the
gituation. We find that a sum of
£493,317, nearly half a million of money,
has been expended by the Government
without. the authority of Parliament.
Now the revenue of this country in 1850
was only £413,000; so that, in 1895, five
years after we entered upon Responsible
Government, the Ministry tock on them-
selves to spend in excess of votes of this
House a swin equal to the revenue with
which they had started as a Government.
It is not an answer to say that we had
over £249,000 of underdrafis. There is
no answer in that whatever, because these
underdrafts  siuply  represent uncom-
pleted works which this House has
authorised and directed to he effected,
and which, we presume, have not been
pushed on su fast as to require
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all the money voted for them. Hence
these moneys would have to be re-
voted, and the works begun would have
to be completed. But supposing it were
otherwise, we would be placed in this
position, that the Government have taken
upon themselves not only te expend
money without authority, but fo take
from the direct votes of this House a sum
of uearly half a million which had been
appropriated by the House to other pwr-
poses than those for which the Govern-
ment actually used it. [TrE PrEMIER:
No; we had the money.] That, T say,
on the face of it, is a charge that cannot
possibly be ]a,ld to this Government,
but it is a thing that might be done by

ancther Government less pure than this |

one, if we but admit the priveiple that it
is an answer to excess expenditure. I am
now arguing that the explanation of
shortages or unexpended balances is not
an answer to the excess expenditure,
because, if we were to admit that principle,
then all that a corrupt Government would
require to do would be to get votes for
popular things which the House would
approve of, and to appropriate, irregularly,
that money to other purposes for which
the Gtovernment might not be able to get
votes. I have no reason to suspect any-
thing of the kind in the present case. All
we have in reference to these unexpended
balances is that money which this House
deemed desirable to be expended on cer-
tain things hag not yet been fully ex-
pended on those things, and is required
to be expended ; consequently we have to
face the fact that there is nearly half a
million of unauthorised or over-expendli-
ture. We ought to have it recorded
for the benefit of the public—although
probably every member of this House
will understand the position—that we, as
a Government, are now a large trading
concern; that we have railways and
post and telegraph offices, and other
things which are bringing in revenue, and
that all this revenue appears from
year to year in the balance-sheet of the
Treasurer. If, therefore, there be an in-
crease in the railway traffic involving a
considerable amount of uwnforeseen expen-
diture, I presuine it is occasioned to a large
extent by the increase of business, and
this increase of business accounts for the
revenue of which the Premier and Trea-
surer has spoken ; hence, with an increas-
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ing traffic it is almost inevitable that the
Treasurer shall exceed his estimate. I want
it to be recorded as my opinion that this
increase of business and of revenue is one
of the reazons why this Excess Bill is so
large, because I take it that not only is
the Tressurer responsible to this House,
but this Hounse is responsible to the
country, for the expenditure of public
money. I take it that when we appear
hefore the country in our capacity as re-
presentatives, we ought to be able to give
a reason why we sanctioned an expendi-
ture of half a million of money which
Parliament had not sanctioned in the or-
dinary course. As one answer, I should
be disposed to say the unexpected inerease
in the railways and the posts and
telegraphs involved an increase in the
staff and in the expenditure which has
paid for itself; that the railways will
have covered their actual working ex-
penses, together with some profit, and I
presume the post office will have done
this also to some extent. Making allow-
ance for all these, I think that any mem-
ber taking the position of Treasurer would
not be worthy of that position unless he
was prepared to take the responsibility
involved therein. Then we have a num.
ber of other items in the Excess Bill, and
in reference to these I think, however
urgent, some of these excess items were
scarcely wise. We can express our
opinion on that point in the present case
without anyone having the slightest
shadow of suspicion in reference to the
items, or of any impropriety having been
committed. I do think, for instance,
it was an unwise piece of policy for this
Government, as it would be for any Gov-
ernment, to purchase from a member of
that Government a property belonging
to himself, and to do it unauthorised by
this House; and this objection would
apply, whether the property were large
or small. Such a mistake would require
a strong Government to justify it. As
to the value of the property purchased in
this case, I know nothing about that, and
I suppose the Government have got fair
value. [THE PrEMIER: It was notall his
own.] I say that, if there was a possible
shadow of suspicion, I would not mention
it; but here we have an opportunity to
mention and enter our protest against this
kind of thing because, on this occasion,
we know it is abnve suspicion. Asa prin-
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ciple, I think it is open to grave objection
that the Government should buy from
itself without the authority of Parliament,
and T do think that the purchase of this
particular property might have waited.

Tue PrEnmier: It was full of grass at
the time.

Mg. ILLINGWORTH : Tt is not full
of grass now. Referring next to build-
ings, I believe that every time you in-
crease the numnber of your buildings you
very materially increase the cost of work-
ing your establishment; and one lament-
able thing connected with owr departments
at the present time is that they are
scattered all over the country, s¢ that
there is not and there cannot be that
oversight which the importance of the
works demands. I am glad to see that
the Works Department is endeavouring
to concentrate its offices in one position.
This particular property will have to be
sold, and T hope it can be sold to the ad-
vantage of the State; but that is one of
the things I hopea future Government will
not do—if ever there is to be one. As to
the purchase of the ship mentioned in the
Bill, I do not lmow that there was that
urgency which conld justify the Govern-
ment to take on itself the purchase of a
ship from the Victorian Government
without consulting Parliament, and I
think that purchase was an unwise one
without a vote of this House. Whether
the Government have got value or not I
cannot say, but T do know that ships
which cost upwards of £200,000 have
been sold for £12,000 in Hobson's Bay.
Any votes that are not of a distinctly
urgent nature should wait for the anthori-
sation of Parliament; and the Govern-
ment ought not to undertake to expend
moneys without authority, except upon
such urgency as will justify the case. Of
course hospital votes should not wait,
the calls of the sick could not pos-
sibly be deferred, and these are increases
which 1o Government could possibly
foresee. An increase of iraffic in the
Ruilway department and in the post and
telegraph offices is o thing to rejoice over;
and, if we analyse this report, 1 think the
Premier has placed the case fairly before
us, showing that a very large proportion
of this half million has heen expended
upon things which could not possibly
have been avoided. I have looked care-
fully through the items, and that is the
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conclusion I have arrived at, that the
excesses were consequent on increase in
the railway businesz and in the tele-
graphic and postal departments, and
increases in public works that are repro-
ductive to the State. While there are o
number of little items to which T might
take exception, I want to feel that I am
not giving my vote without some reason-
able explanation for the half million of
money that has been expended without
the authority of Parliament. I hope the
Government will endeavour to lay before
the House estimates framed as carefully
as possible, so that they may obtain votes
for the actval expenditure required.
With the exceptions named, I am pre-
pared to support the second reading of
the Bill.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

IN COMMITTEE.

Tee PREMIER (Right Hon. Sir J.
Forrest) said the Bill was originally pre-
pared to confirm the expenditure of the
sum of £493.378 9s. 4d. and to declare
it a charge against the Consolidated
Revenue Fund of the colony; but the
Bill as now submitied was to confirm the
additional expenditure of the sum of
£84,866 1s. 10d., being excesses on votes
out of the Lonn Account for the year
1895-6. He had thought the best way
would be to put these two braunches of
excess expenditure into one Bill; and
that was why two loose pages were sub-
stituted for the corresponding pages in
the Bill as printed.

Sclhedule A — Excess, £493,378 9s.
4.

Medical Contingencies, Ttem 132—In-
cidental expenses (including travelling
expenses), £1,718 1ls. 7d. :

Mr. ILLINGWORTH asked for an
explanation of this item.

True PREMIER said travelling expen-
ses formed a large proportion of the
amount named, which was the total of the
items contained in the “Incidental” book,
of which travelling formed part. Tn all
departinents an “ Incidental” hook was
kept of expenses mnot considered im-
portant enough to mention, and this no
doubt was one of them. It would be
impossible for him to state the items off-
hand, but if the hon. member felt strongly
about them, and would ask for particulars,
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he would get them. He had no doubt
there were hundreds of items in this
“Incidental” hbook, which were not con-
sidered to be worth a separate heading.

Ttem passed.

Printing—Item 48, Salaries, Pro-
vigional and Temporary, £2,490 9s. 7d. ;
extra labour :

Mg. SIMPSON asked if the estimates
for this department could not be made a
little more exact. £2,500 was a very
large sum to be in excess of the estimate.
Year after year complaint was made of
the extreme delay in getting the work
done. It was an annual complaint. He
suggested that a more exact computation
should be made of what was likely to be
required during the ensuing year. He
thought it was generally admitted that
the department was very much behind in
its work.

Tae PremIEr said he did not know
that.

Mz, SIMPSON : There was no doubt
the work was splendidly turned out—too
splendidly perhaps for the resources of
the colony, considering the way in which
similar work was twrned out in other
colomes.

Tae PREMIER: The whole of the
amount came under the heading of “ extra,
labour.” £3,000 was asked for and
£5,000 odd was expended. Everyone
knew that, as the colony progressed, so did
the necessity for printing. The Govern-
ment Printer was taxed to the utwost to
comply with the demands made upon him.
It was not quite right to blame the Gov-
ernment Printer for all the delay, as
sometimes he did not get the work from
the departments in proper time. He (the
Premier) was not prepared to lay all the
blame on the Government Printer, who
was a most excellent officer, desirous of
‘doing what was right, and most anxious
to try and comply with the demands made
upon him. AIl of the expenditure in-
curred in excess of the estimate was for
extra labour. There had been a lot of
printing done last year, among other
things, for rilway tickets.

Mke. Sixesow: Did not the railway
authorities pay for this ?

Tae PREMIER : The Government
Printer sometimes got work of this kind
done privately.

Me. SIMPSON: Then he ought to
charge for it.
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Item passed.
Miscellaneous Services-Ttem 1. Queen’s
Plate (racing), Perth and Roebourne,

£100 :

Mr. ILLINGWORTH asked the
Premier for an explanation of this item.

Tae PREMIER: Hon. members must
notice, if they glanced at the Auditor
General’s report, that a sum of £100 had
been placed on the estimates for this
particular purpose. It happened, as the
Auditor General explained, that this
amount was not paid in 1895, so that the
amount for two years became payable in
one year— the amount for 1895 in addi-
tion to that for 1896.

Ttem passed.

Works _and Buildings—Item, consult-

" ing engineer in London, £1,125

Mgz. SIMPSON asked for information
with regard to this item. Was it for
salary or commission ?

Tee DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC
WORKS (Hon. F. H. Piesse) said the
amount was for past payments from the
1st Aprl, 1894, The gentleman was
appointed consulting engineer, but he
was not paid, and the amount now
totalled £1,125.

Mgr. SIMPSON: Was the officer Mr.
Carruthers ?

Tee DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC
WORKS: He was,

Me. SIMPSON: Had not Mr. Car-
rathers a retamer of £500 a year at this
time ¥

Tee DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC
WORKS: He had.

M=r. SIMPSON: Some trouble arcse
in New South Wales in regard to the
consulting engineer in London for that
colony drawing £22,000, and he (Mr.
Simpson) did not want such scandal to
ever oceur here.

Tee PREMIER: There was some
little difficulty about this matter. Firstly,
the Government agreed with Messrs.
Grevy, Isles, and Co., the well-known
firm of engineers in London, to carry out
the inspections; but the Engineer-in-
Chief thought the colony would be better
served by the appointment of Mr. Car-
ruthers, and an arrangement was made
that he was to receive £500 a year, and,
provided the works passing through his
hands did not exceed a certain amount
(not a large amount), he was to receive a
commission. The colony went into a
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vigorous policy of works, a considerable
amount of business passed through Mr.
Carruthers’ hands, and it was then ar-
ranged that another firm of engineers
should do the inspecting for a very big
charge, in the aggregate. Now he believed
Mzr. Carruthers received a retainer of £500
a year and & small commission, the exact
amount of which he did not lmow, for
inspecting, and Mr. Carruthers had to
employ the inepectors himself. He (the
Premier) went into the matter and
arranged with the Agent General to
settle the whole thing, and no doubt
very good fterms were made. The
Agent General seemed to have made
a pood bargain. The sysfem even now
was not satisfactory; and his (the Pre-
mier's) idea was for the Government, if
they bought largely in the London mar-
ket, to have an engineer attached to the
office of the Agent General, at a salary,
and he would be able to assist the Agent
General in many ways almost daily. This
gentleman could do all the consulting,
and act as Consulting Engineer for the
colony. He (the Premier) always thought
the amount they had to pay for inspec-
tion was very heavy, and his idea was
that they should get hold of a good firm
and put them to the test of supplying n
good article, and if not good, the firm
need not bhe dealt with again. This would
do away with the inspection altogether.
He could not help thinking that well-
known firms ought to be able to supply
good articles without being watched at
every turn. Even when an engine was
being built, the inspector had to watch
every plate and every bolt going into it
He (the Premier) was not prepared, at
the present moment, to depart from the
present system. Some of the colonies
were going into this matter, and the
Premier of Natal bad told him that his
Government was sending from that
colony a consulting engineer who under-
stood the circumstances of the colony,
and that the expense would not he as
great ns it was at the present time.

Horx. H. W. VENN was gratified to
hear the remarks of the Premier that the
Government were willing to trust a firm
on its reputation. The Engineer-in-
Chief of this colony had held this
riew,

Tee PREMIER said the Engineer-in-
Chief did not. He (the Premier) had
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argned with him on the point, and the
Engineer-in-Chief would not give in.
Hon. 'H. W. VENN believed the
Engineer-in-Chief did held the view.
The present system of inspecting was a
bad one; it was a system of plunder;
and aunyone looking at the charges for
supervision—which he did not believe
gver took place, or it was done in a very
cursory manner—wouwld Dbe astonished.
No one was particularly responsible for
the work, but these engineers were a
relief to the manufacturers, as the re-
sponsibility was taken off their shoulders.
Some itime ago, the fishplates on the
South-Western Railway were found not
to be up to the standard, and it was
thought at the time that it was the faunlt
of the inspecting engineer, and the
manufacturers shielded themselves be-
hind the inspector. To send a frusted
man from this colony as consulting
engineer would be the best thing the
colony could do. Let the engineer pay
his inspectors himself, and also let the
Agent General have complete control.
If that principle were adopted, the colony
would save a large amount of money.
He believed that if the absolute view of
the Engineer-in-Chief of the colony was
taken, he wounld advocate the course
stated by the Premier. The whole
system of purchasing property for
the Government in London should be
placed on an altogether different basis.
‘When tenders were called for any public
work in this colony, anyone could tender ;
but m England the case was entirely
different, for when we called for tenders
there, none but particular persons ecould
compete. He did not say there was
collusion, but tenderers had to have some
knowledge of the consulting engineer.
Hon. members could see that this system
permitted of immense profits in the way
of discounts, efc.,, going into the hands
of private persons. If discounts were
payable, the colony should receive them.
The present system was bad ; and he was
gratified to hear the Premier’s expression
of opinion on the matter, feeling sure it
would be in the best interests of the
country if the right hon. gentleman estab-
lished a new method of procedure on the
lines indicated. The Premier was the
only member of the Government who
could take effective action in the matter ;
and even he would meet with serious
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obstacles in his attempts to bring about
a reform. He would be told that this
was the method of procedure in other
colonies, and that there was no precedent
for a change; and, unless he took up the
subject in a strong and resolute manner,
the system would remain unaltered.

Tue DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC
WORKS (Hon. F. H. Piesse) agreed
with the remarks of Mr. Venn. The
present system was in force when he (the
Director) came into office, and he brought
up the question himself with a view of
effecting a change. The only point on
which the hon. member was mistaken was
with vegard to tho position of the Engi-
neer-in-Chief on this question, as that

sfficer considered that, it & change were |

made, we would not get as good work as
we were getting under the existing
arrangement, and he was opposed to pur-
chasing direct from firms in England.
He (the Director) was confident that
if a change could be made, it would effect
a great improvement; but he had been
unable to give effect to his views on
account of the large orders under execu-
tion in the old country, and the want of
stock here. To change the system under
such circnmstances would have been like
changing horses when crossing a stream,
for the sending of a man home in the
capacity suggested would probably have
upset the whole of our arrangements.
Many of these large orders would, how-
ever, be out of hand this year or early
next year, and a new state of things could
then be inangurated. There could be no
doubt that they had in Mr. Carruthers a
very reliable man. "When he (the Direc-
tor) took office, Mr. Carruthers was
receiving a salary of £500 a year, lut
complained very much, however, of the
inadequacy of the amount, and a recom-
mendation was made to the Governor to
give him an all-round commission of 23 per
cent., which was done accordingly. Hav-
ing regard, however, to the large amount
of business which was then being done,
he (the Director) pointed out that the
amount which they were paying this
gentleman was altogether too large for
the services rendered, and in fact, they
would have to pay him, on this basis,
something like £25,000 for his work
during the past vear; and, after some
negotiation, and cabling to the Agent
General, they saved a considerable amount
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of this money, and there was little to
complain of with regard to the work
turned out up to the present time. He
certainly thought, however, that they
could do much better, and hoped that the
time was not far distant when they would
bring about some change in the method
of making purchases in the old country.
Possibly at the time the hon. member for
Wellington (Mr. Venn) discussed the
matter with the Engineer-in-Chief, that
officer might have expressed himself in
favour of purchasing direct from large
firms at home; but he was now altogether
averse to such a course, and preferred
that all purchases should be made
throngh the consulting engineer in
London. ... .. . . .

Howx. H. W. VENN : 8o fur as his
recollection went, the views expressed by
the Premier in the course of this debate
were 1dentical with those at one time held
by the Engineer-in-Chief, who, however,
might have had reasons for changing his
opintons in late yedrs.

Tre PreEmier: The officer in question
did not often change his opinions.

Hon. H. W.VENN: If Mr. 0'Connor
was now opposed to the Premier’s view,
he (Myr Venn) was surprised to hear
it.

Me. STMPSON: It was well mown
that the iron trade was honeycombed
with discounts and comnissions; and, as
this colony's purchases were extensive,
the amount of these allowances must he
very large. Even in connection with
the contemplated purchase of public
batteries, the amount of the commis-
sions paid would never be known. 'The
practice was so general in the trade
that no one considered it immoral, as
evervbody knew of it except the ultimate
purchaser. In a few days the House
would have an opportunity of discussing
the whole position of the colony’s London
Agency; and possibly some facts would
be brought under the notice of Lon.
members, the careful consideration of
which would be for the henefit of the
country. While he was not reflecting on
any of their staff, he must say that he
kunew that this system of commissicns
was working fo the great advantage of
certain individuals; and his statement
was confirmed, not only by the present
and the former Director of Public Works,
but also by the experience of the Premier.
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He knew it would be hard to upset the
system, for the men who were benefited
by it would put every obstacle in the way
of a change, He was glad they would
have another opportunity for considering
the matter.

Ttem passed.

Ttem, Iimprovements to opened railways,
£53,104 4s. 5d.:

Mr. LEAKE asked for explanation of
this item.

Tae DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC
WORKS said the extra expenditure was
incurred in connection with traffic and
other requirements. At the time the vote
was taken, the amount was altogether
under-estimated, because it was impos-
sible to anticipate the large increase in the
traffic which followed. The expenditure
was incurred at the time when the block
in the traffic was most intense at Fre-
mantle, and continued up to the end of
June.

Ttem passed.

Item, Development of goldfields and
other mineral resources, £76,730 :

Mz. LEAKE asked for explanation of
this item.

Tee PREMIER: A vote was taken
for this purpose amounting to £30,000,
the reason being that the Government
desired to contribute from the revenue as
much as they could towards the develop-
ment of the pgoldfields, and the loan
votes were nearly exhausted. The de-
partment, however, spent £106,000 dur-
g the year, or £76,730 in excess of
the vote. It must be remembered that
the water supply and, in fact, all other
works on the goldfields were charged to
this vote, there being no other vote against
which such expenditure could be placed.
Railways, telegraphs, and even buildings
in some cases, were included in it, and
the wonder was that the amount was not
larger. There was a good deal of expen-
diture from loan aceount as well, particu-
lars of which would be furnished if
required.

Ttem passed.

Remaining items in the schedule agreed
to.

Schedule B :

Tae PREMIER (Right Hon. Sir J.
Forrest) said this schedule, relating to

loan expenditure in excess of loan votes, :

had been placed on the table since he
made his general statement, on the Bill
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The amount voted for the year ending
30th June, 1896, from loan account was
£863,640, and the - expenditwre was
£650,708 ; so that the Government spent
less than was voted by £212,752, there-
fore the actual excess was £4,840 in
excess of the amount voted. This sum
was made up largely of two items, namely,
£922 896 17s. 8d. on account of the con-
struction of the railway from Sounthern
Cross to Coolgardie, on which an extra
expenditure had to be incurred owing to
the extreme necessity of pushing the rail-
way through dry tracks just before an ex-
pected water famine; also in regard to the
Fremantle harbour works, which were
carried on ore quickly than had been
anticipated, thus causing an excess expen-
diture of £109,000 beyond the vote
actually taken for the amount estimated
fo he expended during the year. These
two items of £46,000 and £22,000
accounted for a total of £68,000 out of
the £84,000 of excess, the other items
being comparatively small. The fact of
the Government having to ask for the
confirmation of this excess showed how
the estimates sometimes worked out
differently from what had been expected ;
for while the Government had a balance
of £212,000 to work on, they still had to
forego some of the works on which they
had intended to spend certain sums, and
they had to incur excess on some other
items. There was nothing in these
excesses requiring special comment. The
works had been authorised by Parliament
under Loan Acts, and the estimates
placed before the House every year merely
gshowed how much the Government in-
tended to spend, and on what works the
money was to be spent during the year.
It was important to the House that this
information should be brought before
hon. members, becanse it gave them full
control over the proceedings of the Gov-
ermment in regard to loan votes, as well
as to votes out of the consolidated revenue.
It did not follow that because an amount
had been placed in a Loan Bill, that work
was to be carried out at once; and if the
Government wished to push on with that
work more quickly than the House might
think it ought to do, members thus had
an opportunity of expressing their opinion.
However, the excesses, when not too large,
were really not so important as they might
otherwisc be, because works on which the
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money had been spent were authorised,
and this only showed that eircwmstances
might arise necessitating the works beinyg
pushed on faster than had been frst in-
tended, and consequently a larger expen-
diture incurred.

Put and passed.

Loan of 1893 —agreed to.

Loan of 1894—agreed to.

Preamnble and Title—agreed to.

Bill reported without amendment.

Report adopted.

NOXIOUS WEEDS BILL.
SECOND READING.

[Debate on the second reading continued. )

Hon. H- W. VENN (Wellingion): I
rise to say a few words on the seeond
reading of the Bill intreduced by the
member for Beverley (Mr. Harper). I
had not, at the time when I moved the
adjournment of the debate, read the Bill,
and had then only read the marginal
notes. The hon. member twitted me,
when T said that I had not read the Bill,
with my want of knowledge of the con-
tents; but I feel satisfied, after having
read it, that had T read it before I should
have been inclined last night to speak
very strongly on it, as I purpose doing
this evening. I regret that the member
for Bev erlev &id not give sufficient prom-
inence to one of the leading features of
the Bill. He introduced the measure,
doubtless, with the very best intentions,
because no one for a moment thinks that
the hon. member would intentionally
mislead the House by not giving prom-
mmence to the principal points in any
Bill which he might introduce. I feel
satisfied that, after hon. members have
read the Bill, they will acknowledge
that the hon. member did not intro-
duce it in the manner that the sub-
ject deserved. The hon. member em-
phasised, more than once, one particular
point, He said it was a question of local
option. The Minister of Education inter-
jected, “Where do yon find it?” The
hon. member did not reply, heyond re-
peating that it was a question of local
option. T had not looked over the Bill
at the time. T have done so since, hut I
have failed to discover any part of the Bill
which deals with local option. Thereis, to
ruy mind no question of local option in the
matiter. The Bill says that the Governor
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shall appoint ingpectors—[Mr. HARPER :
“May " appeint]—well, may appoint in-
spectors. The Bill does not gay upon
whose instigation the inspectors are to be
appointed, but you ean take it for granted,
without the slightest doubt, that as this
Billis o little child of agricultural growth
—[M=z. HarrEr: No]. Iamgladtohear
the hon. gentleman say it is not. The
Grovernor has power to appoint inspectors,
but how can you call that a question
of local option? No one knows how
or when, but all at once an inspector
is appointed Dby the Governor for a
certain district, and once he is ap-
pointed it is n serious matter indeed,
the powers of an inspector being very
great. I can hardly see one redeenung
point in the Bill—none whatever. I have
looked through it very carefully, and as a
farmer and pastoralist, and as one who
has had o very great deal of experience in
Western Australia—TI do not think there
is any oue who lknows more about the
farmimg districts in this colony than I
do; I have travelled over-a large part of
it as Commissioner of Agriculture, and
nade myself acquainted with nearly every
agricnltural district in the colony—it
appears to me that very great hardship is
likely to ensue to both the agricultural
and pastoral ndustries, if the Bill is
carried into effect. For what particular
cause the Bill has been brought forward,
or what is the object of it, I cannot tell.
Certain plants are to be defined as weeds,
including all sorts of thistles, some of
which are named. But the Bill dees not
confine itself to this, because an inspector
may call any plant he likes a weed. It
mciudes the Bathurst bur and also the
Canadian thistle, and under the noxious
seed clause it includes wild oats as well.
Hon. members can see what a large field
this opens out, and what a deal of injury
the operation of this Bill may do to
individuals holding large or small areas
of land. The Bill provides that after 14
days’ mnotice has heen served on an
individual, he must start eradicating these
noxious weeds. The Bill does not tell
you exactly how the resident magistrate
shall get at the fact thai these weeds are
there. You can only suppose that he will
be stimulated by the report of the
inspector. The Rill does not say at what
time of the year these notices may he
served. But supposing an inspector had
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noticed at this time of the year that a
farmer had some noxious weeds growing
on his farm—not only on his farm, but
even half-way across the road—it might
be that the plants which were thus
designated as weeds might have peculiar
properties, and be valuable for the cure
of skin diseases and other complaints.
We do not ¥mow what the views of the
inspectors might be on these matters,
but the farmer would be called upon to
clear the land of these weeds. If he has
not commenced to do so in fourteen days
he is brought hefore the court, and, if he
canngt, show sufficient reason why he has
not taken his men from their work to
exterminate these weeds, he 1s liable to a
bheavy penalty. Anyone can see, there-
fore, what a serious thing it would be fora

farmer to be called upon to leave off doing -

his work at this most inconvenient time
of the year to eradicate these weeds. I
contend that the Spanish radish does no
particular damage except to the individual
himself, and you may be sure that a fariner
has safficient intelligence to do the best he
can for his own land, without being called
upon to do it under grave penalties by
the Government. We exterminatenoxious
weeds at considerable expense, if it is to
our interest to do so, and not before.
Take the Spanish radish, which is perhaps
one of the greatest scourges we have—if
it is a scourge—it may be & very bad
thing, but I am not qute so sure of it
I am inclined to think that it is a good
fodder plant. The seed does not float
about like the thistle, but drops imme-
diately where it is grown. That is in
contradistinetion to the thistle plant, the
seed of which is very volatile, and is car-
ried for miles all over the country. Deal-
ing with that particular plant, the Spanish
radish, against which this Bill seems to
be dirvected, we want experience to show
whether it is & scourge or not.  We pull
it up, not because it is injuricusasa chatf or
to animals, heeause I do not believeitis, but
because it interferes with the machinery,
notin chaffing up, butwith the binding ma-
chinery, and it 1s a great source of trouble.
The Spanish radish is grown everywhere.
and is all over the country at the present
moment. We exterminate it ourselves.
I contend there is no particular object
compelling a man to exterminate it, be-
cause, if he does not do so, the harm is
confined to himself. It is not necessary
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at this stage, or at any other stage, to
introduce legislation which will harass
the farmer and pastoralist. The latteris
told that he must go o a great expense to
exterminate the Spanish radish off his
sheep-run, or else be charged with the
expense of having it done for him. T de
not think there is any necessity for this
Bill so far as regards the Spanish radizh.
My remarks alse apply n a great
measure to the thistle. I must admit,
however, with vegard to that particular
plant, that the seeds being volatile are
carried from your land on to your neigh-
bour’s land ; but that does notapply to the
Spanish radish, which grows where it
drops; yet even with regard to the
thistle I would like to point out that
the stock eat it very readily, and
years ago after I began to exterminate
it on my land, I found that I was
exterminating what the cattle liked
very much. In Vietoria and New Zea-
land this has also been found to be the
case. With the exception of these two
plants, there does not seem to be any
other plant against which such a measure
ag this could be directed. I have heard
that the Bathurst bur is rather a scourge
in some parts; and it would be well, per-
haps, that we should get some informa-
tion on that point, Summarising my
position, I would say that it is not a
question of local option, inasmuch as
there is no provision for it in the Bill, and
I do not see how you can put it in.
If you give this power provided for in
the Bill, you place in the hands of in-
dividuals the chance of doing a serious
injury to their neighbours. Power is
placed in the hands of one or two pecple
who are able to move the Grovernment to
appoint an inspector, and this being done,
the individuals disappear, and the in-
spector does the rest of the work. An in-
spector has power to go on land at any
time, and do as he likes: he can come into
yowr garden and do just as he pleases.
It is not necessary to appoint inspectors
at all, nor to place in their hands a power
for the eradication of something of which
the farners do not complain. I will deal
with one or two of the clauses of the Bill.
Clause 5 says that “If it is proved
to the satisfaction of o resident magistrate
that noxious weeds are growing upon any
lands, or upon the half nearer thereto
of any road, he iay, by a notice to
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clear, expressed in writing under his
hand, describe the land te he allected
thereby, and declare that noxious weeds
are growing upon such lands.” T do not
know where the real necessity occurs for
bringing the resident magistrate at all
inte the matter; he is moved by the
inspector. The magistrate has to get his
proof from the inspector, and then he has
to issue a notice to the individual. Fouwr-
teen days after that, the person affected
has to start exterminating the weeds.
There is also a provision that the
individual should show good reason why
he should not be fined, and the fine
amounts to from £35 to £20. That is a
nice thing to contemplate. Some of the
small fannéis would not hike to be fined
£20 or £5 for not exterminating some-
thing which they do not think is doing
any harm. The hon. member said some-
thing about the absentees. It is an
unfortunate thing that we have lands in
this colony owned by people who do not
reside here; but the same thing
exists all over the world. Men can
invest their money as they like, and
it is a very serious thing to tamper
with the rights of property in any way
whatever. Some hon. members say that
the land should be utihsed by every
man who chooses to put his money into
it. I do not think that should be so.
You have no right to legislate to press
heavily on the man who does not utilise
his land, any more than you would legis-
late to compel & storekeeper to sell goods
at a certain price. We have land which
belongs to some people who do not live in
the colony. This land has come down to
the owners by will, in some cases. Under
the provisions of this Bill, the inspector,
after waltzing around to find out who is
the owner or agent of the land on whom
he can serve a notice, winds up by putling
a notice on the land, and afier the notice
has been on the land for 14 days, he then
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starts to clear it. He puts the Government, ;

men on, and twkes off what are said to be |

noxious weeds. He then gives due notice
in the local papers and m the Govern.
ment (azefte that the time has arrived
when he is going to sell the land. Under
the direction of the inspector, the land
is sold, and the title given by the
inspector is a clear title to the land. The
proceeds of the sale are paid over for the
amount due for the clearing, and anything
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that remains over is held in the hands of
the Government until somebody turns up
to claim it. It is very likely to oceur
under this Bill that lands will pass away
from individuals in a way which is most
objectionable. A charge is made on the
land for exterminating something which
is really not a source of trouble to any-
hody, and & man in consequence loses his
land. That is a hardship to the absentee
landowner. If you want to take the land
from the absentee, then let us do itin a
straightforward way, and not by a side
wind like that. There is no one who has
his senses about him who will hold
any land to the prejudice of himself
and the community, so long as he can
realise on it to his advantage. I have
no sympathy with those who cry ont
about large sections of land being held
by absentees to the prejudice of settle-
ment. I do not believe there is any
land in the colony that cannot he
bought at a reasonable price. There are
large areas of land in the Avon dis-
triet which can be obtained at a reason-
able price. I can tell you what has
happened in consequence of the policy
adopted by Governmnent. The Govern-
ment has reduced the price of land by
giving large blocks of land away—it
has reduced the price of the land which
was bought years ago.

Tur Premier: But the land is not so
good.

Hown. H W. VENN : When I say that
land can be bought at a reasonable price,
I mean a pound or twenty-five shillings, or
thirty shillings per acre. I do not believe
in passing special legislation to press

heavily on the land owners. If you
wish to legislate for the absentee
landowners, you must do it in a
different manner altogether. Now we

come to Clause 16, which makes the Bill
apply to Crown lands. The hon. member
is going for the Government now. If any
unoceupied Government land has bur or
weeds or thistles on ib, the inspector can
serve a notice on the Commissioner of
Crown Taads and tell him to clear it
within fourteen days. Tt does not matter
whether the notice is to be served on the
Commissioner of Lands or the Commis-
sioner of Railways. Notice can Dbe
served on either, and they have to pay
for the clearing of the land held by them
for the Crown oubt of moneys voted by
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Parliament for the purpose; bmt as the
Government is not likely to vote any
money for the purpose, I do not know in
what position the Commissioner of Crown
Lands or the Commissioner of Railways
will be. It is all very well to have a
law that will not exclude even a Govern-
ment; but I do not think that the
Government will look on 2 clause like
this with any degree of favour. T do not
mean to say for a moment, if there
was a necessity for o Bill of this sort,
that I would not be found supporting it;
but other than the Bathwrst bur, of
which I know wnothing, the weeds
enumerated are not noxious weeds at all,
and,do no harm. If these weeds were
doing harm, the farmers would soon
exterminate’ them without any pressure,
and it would be unnecessary to pass a Bill
of this sort to compel them to do it
But the Bill goes further even than this.
Clause 19 deals with the question of
hedges, thus :—

Every occupier of land shall, on or before
the first day of December in every year, trim,
cut, and burn all refuse from live fences or
hedges of more than two years’ growth, and
shall clear his land one-half chain inside every
boundary line, and one-half chain' back from
every dividing fence or watercourse, from all
stray briar, gorse, broom, and blackberry, and
shall continue s0 to clear, in every successive
year, for not less than a qoarter of a chuin
further till the whole is cleared, and for non-
observance of this section shall be liable on
conviction, to a fine of not more than ten
pounds.

This applies all over the colony. A pro-
vigion of this sort, under the scrutiny of
an inspector, would be very harassing
indeed.  All persons who try to orna-
ment their ground by a hedge or a fence
are to be dealt with by this ¢clause. TUnder
any circumstances such a clause is not
necessary, and it would be almost impos-
sible to carry it out. Now we come to
Clause 20, and if there were no other pro-
vision n the Bill to which I did not ob-
ject, this clause would cause me to oppose
the measure. The clanse, to which atten-
tion was not drawn last night, says :-—

Every person who sells or offers for sale any
hay, chaff, straw, seeds of grass, or other seeds
or grain for sowing amongst which is any noxi-
ous seed, and fails o show to the satisfaction
of the court that, at the time of such sale or
offering for sale, he had no knowledge of any
such nexious sceds heing amongst the article
g0 sold or offered for sale (the onus of proving
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the absence of knowledge resting on him) shall
be liable, on ¢onviction, to o fine not exceeding
ten pounds.

I should like to kunow if there is one
single ton of chaff in this celony that has
not some noxious weed in it, not only
chaff which comes here from other
colonies, but the chaff grown here. There
are not many acres of land in Western
Australia, or any other portion of Aus-
tralia, that do not grow some noxious
weed or other, and how is it possible to
prevent these weeds appearing among the
chaff 7 If such a luw ns that now pro-
posed were passed, there would be a panie
in the hay and straw market. Stock
would be thrown on the hands of the
sellers, who could not possibly prevent
noxious weeds appearing in their chaff,
and who would be liable to a fine not
exceeding £10. The clause is an impos-
sible one. I am reminded of a weed—
the Spanish radish—which is all over
the place. This weed not only does no
harm to the chaff, but comes within the
order of plants that make very good
fodder; at any rate I should like to see
somebody have an analysis of the
plant made, and show that it is
not as good as any other of the same
order. I have said enough to show that
this Bill contains provisions absolutely
damaging to one of the staple industries
of this colony. My suspicions were
aroused last night when I noticed the
Premier did not move the second reading
himself. The moment I saw the hon.
member for Beverley rise, I thought to
myself that the Government, as a body,
did not know anything at all about the
Bill. The Bill has been introduced, T do
not know for what reason. The Govern-
ment will not take any responsibility in
connection with it at all, and the Premier
has passed it on to the House to let hon.
members deal with it as best they can. T
feel saiisfied that the members of the
Government will speak independently on
the matter, and I hope we shall hear that
they have just as strong views against
the Bill as I have myself. But there is
another provision in the Bill rather
unusual and rather startling. Clause 21
SAYS i—-

Every person in charge of a combine thresh-
ing machine shall, immediately after threshing
at each farm, and hefore removing the machine
or any part thereof, thoroughly clean out every
portion of the machine, and in default shall be
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liable, on conviction, to a fine not exceeding
five pounds. *

1 do not know what a “ combine thresh-
ing machine” is. I suppose that what
is meant is a combined winnower and
bagger. From what I have seen of the
thistle, some of it is bound to stick,and I
would almost defy any man to get every
seed out without drenching the machine
with water, and twmning it upside down,
An inspector could come round and
find some seed, and the wufortunate
owner would be fined £5 for not cleaning
his machine in an almost impossible way,
It would be impossible to keep a large
threshing machine entirely free of seeds,
especially of these light dniry-grass
seeds, which are called noxious. I sup-
pose this Clause 21 will apply with equal
force to the steam chaffeutter and bagger,
from all parts of which it would be
alinost impossible to remove every particle
of seed. It is a very serious matter to
have an Act which enables an inspector
to visit a man’s place, and on finding
geed in the machine, to cause that man to
be taken before a magistrate, who would
have no option but to inflict a fine of £5.
I think I have dealt fairly with every
clause, from my point of view, and T
hope I have shown there is no necessity
for the Bill. I move that this Bill be

read a second time this day six months, -

and I hope my motion will receive the
unanimous support of the House.

Mz. ILLINGWORTH : Inseconding
the amendment that the Bill be read a se-
cond time this day six months, I would say
that the measure is evidently drafted from
the legislation of some other colony. I have
no doubt the person responsible for that
legislation thought it very good, as no
doubt it was for the place it was intended
for. [Tue PrEMIER: Viectoria, I think.]
T thought it was a Victorian Bill. When
one remembers thefact that a very large
proportion of the ares of Victoria is under
cultivation, and that only a small pro-
portion remains in the hands of the
Crown, 1t will be understood that a Bill
of this character might have some claim
to consideration at the hands of Parlia-
ment there. But we must remember that
in Western Australia there is only a very
small proportion under cultivation, and
that it would he utterly impossible for the
Crown to keep its vast lands in any
way clear of noxious weeds. The greatest
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amount of irritation has been caused by
the application of the Act in Victoria.
There a farmer may clear his land on one
side of the road, whilst the Government
may on the other side of the road possess
large areas, which they do not clear. The
result is that the object of the Bill is
entirely lost. TUnless the Government
undertake to clear their land, it is useless
and unjust to ask the farmers to clear
their areas. The State cannot undertake
to clear the noxious weeds from the public
lands of this colony, at any rate, for the
present. This Bill might e very useful
50 years hence; at any rate it will be
time enough to read it a second time this
day six months,

Tuz SPEAKER: Having considered
this Bill, T have come to the conclusion
that it requires a recomunendation from
the Governor before the Bill can be pro-
ceeded with. This House has no power
to proceed with a Bill affecting Crown
lands, without a message from His Ex.
cellency, saying he gives his approval to
the measure proposed to the House. I
must rule that thus Bill, without a recom-
mendation from the Governor, cannot at
present be proceeded with.

M=r. Harrer: I suppose I have no
right to speak further.

Tae SPEAKER: I think not. The
Bill can be introduced afresh, on a
message being brought in from the Gov-
ernor. It cannot be proceeded with at
present with the clause dealing with
Crown lands,

Progress of the Bill suspended.

ADJOURNMENT.

The House adjourned at 8:30 p.n. until
the next day.



