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high parposes and ideals in connection with educs-
tion are to be commended. T only wish the State
were in the position that it was able to support him
in carrying out his projects.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: He noeds to learn the
meaning of economy.

Mr. ANGELO : I only hope when the present
bad times are passed that the Minister for Educa-
tion is still with us, holding hisa high and noble
position, and that he will then be able to carry out
his ideals.

Hon. T. Walker: You are breaking his hoart
by apeeches of this kind.

Mr. ANGELO : I hope I shall break his heart
to the extent that he will agree to this reduction
which wo are 20 anxious to make. When the time
doea come that the State is in e pogition to enable
that Minister to earry out his high ideals, I hope
ho will still be in his present poaition.

Hon. T. Walker: Do you want to immortalise
tho Ministry ¥ There is no education in that.

Mr. ANGELO: At all ovents I hope that when
good timea come again the State will be able to
assist him in carrying out what he so much de-
sires.

ALr. Holman: What do you think of the Training
College ?

[The Chairman resumed the Chair.]

Mr. ANGELO: I would be sorry in any way to
touch the Training College. It is vory necossary
to kesp our teachera up to that high staadard
which this State would alweys like to sec ita teachers
holding. When we come to the Items, I hope
that some hon. membors will fully explain the
benefite of the Training College,. and I hope to
spare the pruning knife ss much ss possible in
that direction,

Mr. MALEY : Would I be in order, Mr. Chair-
man, in moving for a reduction in the Education
vote at this stage ?

The CHAIRMAN : The hon. member would not
be in order.

Mr. MALEY : It has been the genoral practice
on the introduction of & departmental vote to
permit & member to move for the reduction of
that vote.

The CHAIRMAN : The hon. member is not in
«order.

[The Speaker resumod the Chair.]
Progress reported.

BILL—CURATOR OF INTESTATE
ESTATES.

Returned from tho Legislative Council, with an
amendment.

Houso adjourned 6-32 a.m. (Wednesday).

H
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Aegisiative Coungil,

Wednesday, 13th March, 1918,

The MRESIDENT took the Chair at 4.30
p-m., and read prayers,

BILL—HEALTH ACT AMENDMENT,

Read a third time #nd trapsmitted t. the
Assembly,

BILL—VERMIN BOARDS ACT AMEXND-
MEXNT.

Second Reading.

Debate resumed from the 3th March.

Hon, H. STEWART (South-East) [4.357]:
1n offering a few remarks on this Bill, 1 wish
to compliment the Honorary Minister upon
baving brought forward this very necessary
legislatian, and not enly for that reason, but
for having on the whole placed it before the
House in a clear and coucise manner, so that
it can be readily comprekended by those who
have not had the necessary time to study
it far themeelves. 1t i3 the view particularly
of the agriculturists of this country, and
others who are affccted by the rabbit pest,
that these amendments have been badly needed
for a considerable period of years. As has
been pointed out by officers of the depart-
ment, previous Ministers have taken no ae-
tion whatever. ‘e now trust that the re-
commendations of the permanent officer of
the Rabbit Department will he put into
effect, so that the Government will have no
excuse for not secing that the pest is coped
with in the hest possible manner, with the
limited means at their disposul, as for ex-
ample the secarcity of nbtting and poison
brought about by the war conditions. 1
would also like to draw the attention of
the Honorary Minister to Section 5 of the
old Aect, in whieh it is stated to be optional
for the Government te give power to the
roads boards of the State to expend moncy
on their behalf, and to point out to the Hon-
ovary Minister that there is a way in which,
instead of hLuilding up a larger Government
department than already cxists, greater cffie-
iency in administration might be obtained
by hunding over to the roads board a con-
siderable portion of the work which the Rah-
bit Department, under adverse and limited
conditions, have heen obliged to do. Tf the
provision contained in Section 5 is reason-
ably availed of some more systematic and
efficient administration will be obtained than
if an endeavour is made to do the whole of
tho work by the department. 1 would next
like to draw the attcntion of the Honorary
Minister to Clause 13 of the 19093 Aet with
regard to the voting strength. The voting
strength ag laid down there sets np an anom-
alous position. One can very easily find the
ease of a person who holds, say, 5,000 aecres
of frechold Jand only being entitled to one
vote, and yet he has a great deal more at
stake than, for example, the holder of a liftle
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over 10,000 acres of leaschold, who "would
be cntitled to two votes, Other hon. mem-
bers have pointed ont several diserepancies
with regard to the voting power in conuec-
tion with the rates to be levied by the road
boards. What T have already mentioned
might 1well be taken into consideration in
conjunction with what the Hon., Sir Edward
Wittenoom and the Hon. Mr. Miles have
said. We have also to see, in connection
with this Aect, that the man who can least
afford to pay should not be unduly penal-
ised. In this eonnection T would refer to
Section 40, Subsection 3 of the Aet. There
is a provision there with regard to the re-
covery of debts due in connection with fene-
ing and so forth, as follows:—

If defanlt is made in respect to any aun-
nual sam so payable by way of interest ns
aforesaid, such annual sum. togefher with
one-tenth more by way of penalty shall
he recoverable, and payment thereof may be
enforced by the board in the same manner
in which rates under this Aet may be re-
covered and payvment therecof enforced hy
a board.

When we consider the many people who ure
coping with the vabbits in these distressing
eircumstances, we must realise that if the
Bill provided fof an amendment of that sub-
clause so that it would read that this one-
tenth additional penalty should be optional,
and at the diseretion of the board or the
Minister, so as to come into line with the
roads board rates, no harm would be done,
and that this would be a help to those who
at the present time will find it a diffienlt
mittter to finanee the situation. I wonld like
to sce that elause read so that the word
fghall’’ would be aliered to ‘‘may’’—that
is to say, ‘‘the anuwal gum, together with
one-tenth more by way of penalty, may be
recovered.”” If would he giving latitude
similar te that which is already given with
respect to road boards rates. I am simply
asking for this to be put on a par with the
road board rates. When we turn to the
1915 amending Act we see that the tendeney
is for the Aet ie be administered with con-
sideration for those who are already ,suffer-
ing from the ravages of the pest. On page
2 of this Aect. in the last portion of Section
2, Subsection 2, the following ocenrs: —
Provided that no proceedings shall he
taken for the recovery of rates hereto-
fore struck if, and so long as, the amount
thercof is paid by equal annual instalments
extending over ten years from the eom-
mencement of this Act; the first of such
instalments to he payable at the expira-
tion of one month from the commencement
of the Act, and every subsequent instal-
ment to become payable at the expiration
of each sueceeding period of twelve eal-
endar months.
In that Subsection it is shown that the ten-

dency 38 to give  rteasonable  lati-
tude, and wnot to  impose the ad-
ditional hardship of a fine because thoese

annual payments are not made promptly.
In regard to the second portion of Part V. of
the Act which relates to the destruction of ver-
wmin, ] wish to ask the Minister if the Agrienl-
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tural Bunk is an owner of the forfeited farms
and is liable to be called upon in the same way
as any owner, to fulfil obligations nnder the
Act. Reading through the measure 1 consider
the bank is the owner of the forfeited proper-
ties, Further than this we have to consider thiat
in this Bill there arve two definitions, also in
the Aect, for holders, namely, ““owner'’' and
““manager.’’ Clause 46b of the Bill reads in
this way—

Part V. of the Rahbit Aet, 1902, is incor-
porated -with this Aect, and all the powers
thereby conferred on the Minister charged
with the administration of that Act may,
within any distriet—

and so forth. We find therefore owing to this
clause, that two pages out of 13 of the Rabbhit
Aet, 1902, and four pages out of seven of the
Bill to amend the Rabbit Act, are incorporated
in the Vermin Act. ILater on I shall come to
what appears to be an anomaly, but at present
I wish to draw attention to the fact that in the
Rabbit Aet and the Bill amending it under the
interpretation scetion there is a definition of
‘‘oeeupier’’ and ‘‘owner’’ and under the Ver-
min Act, 1902, there also is a definition of
fowner’’! and ‘‘manager.’? When we come to
read the amendments of the Bill amending the-
Vermin Act we see that ‘‘oceupier’™ and
“fowner’’ by virtne of this incorporationm,
comes into the reading of the Vermin Aect, and
it seems to me, seeing that so much of the Rab-
bit Bill ecomes into the Vermin Bill, the same
definition ghould cover owner, oceupier, and
manager in both Acts and the amending Bills.
If owner and manager suffice for the Rabbit
Act, then owner and manager should suffice for
the Vermin Aet and viee versa, T wish to
direet the Miniater’s attention to that point.
There is another point I think should be clearly
fooked at and it is that under the Vermin Aet,
an owner of land, although he may hold 1,000
acres, yet if only 100 acres are cleared the ad-
ministration will have to be sympathetic. He is
responsible for clearing the rabbits off the
whole of his land no matter to what extent it
is upimproved, yet surrounding him or par-
tially enclosing him there may be Government
Jand, more or less improved, and it seems that
where the Government land is adjacent to the
land largely unimproved, aud certainly in the
cases of partially improved farms in the hands
of the Agricultural Bank, these should come
under the Act and the Vermin Aet should ap-
ply. Were it not for the financial position of
the State unquestionably the Government
should have bheen called upon to deal with the
rabbits on Crown lands at least within No. 2
fence or to hold them in cheek, The Govern-
ment have been in that position year after
year. They have had the feace and the rabbits
have encroached. They could have dealt with
the pest but the rabbits have achieved a vie-
tory. The Minister or the heads of public de-
partments have not adeqnately dealt with them.
Tf the Minister says the departments ars not
to blame he cannot say they have held the rah-
bits in cheek., Sueccessive Governments have
failed to eope with the rabbits up to the pre-
sent time. As a matter of simple equity, if the
cireumstances of the State had not been what
they are, there is no guestion but the settlers
in the agricultral areas would huve heen fully
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Jjustilied in wvsing all the pressare they could
bring to hear to et the Govermment to shoul-
der the burden. Section 43 of the Aet says—

A board may cause to he served upon the
owner of any holding situated wholly or
partly within the district a notice in writing
and requiring such owner to forthwith take
effective measures for the destruction of ver-
min on such holding.

I agree with the reduction of the notice to the
absojute minimum. T have already referred to
the eomplication of varving definitions of
Ciowner,”" ““manager,”’ and ‘‘occupier’’ in
the Vermin Act, the Rabhit Act and amending
Bills, and 1 wish now to direct attention to
Section 66 in conjunction with Seetion 43.
Section 42 and 43 state that a peviod of seven
days will be given after the service of the
notice, then if the ‘‘owner’’ fails to take ef-
fective meazures for the destruction of vermin
authority is given to the board’s representa-
tive ro take steps for the destruction of vermin
on the holding, Then Section 66 reads—

XNo person shall be deemed a trespasser or
be liable for any damage occasioned by him
by reason of the execution of any of the
powers vested in him under or in pursuance
of the provigions of this Aet unlesa such
damage is occasioned otheriwse thau in the
reasonable exercise of such powera.

It goes on to say—
Provided that before any poison is laid upon
any holding by any such person he shall give
to the owner of sueh holding seven days’
notice in writing stating when and where
such poison is to be laid.
I wish to direct the attention of ke Minister
to this, but no doubt he is already fully cog-
nisant of it. Section 43 provides for seven
days’ notice as against 30 and the second sec-
tion says—
Any person so authorised may enter and
remain upon the holding, with or without
asgistants, and may take any such measures,
and do any such things during sueh period
as may in his opinion be neecessary—
I am pointing out that Section 43 limits the
notice to seven days and then it authorises
a person with or without assistance to enter on
and take such action as is considered necessary.
Then by Section 66 he has te give another
notice in writing before he may lay the poison
and he has to give notice as to when and
where if i3 to be laid. It seems possible that
portion of Section 66 has been overlooked. Tt
virtually extends the time limit from seven
days sought in the Bill to at least 14 days be-
fore the hoard’s representative can begin
poisoning. T think the position would be met
if Section 43 wag amended so that if an owner
did not take steps within seven days of the
original nofice a person could forthwith enter
on and lar the poison. The second peried of
seven days' notice might be removed. I cer-
tainly support the second reading of the Bill

The COLONIAL SECRETARY (Hon. H. P,
Colebatch—FEast) [5.56]: The Hon. Mr. Bax-
ter will reply to the second reading debate, but
T wigh to point out that when the Bill was wn-
der diseussion an underiaking was given that
neither the Vermin Bill nor the Rabbit Bill
should be proceeded with in Committee until
the select committee of the Legislative Assem-
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bly had furaished their report. At that time it
was thought that the report would he available
before now. I bave made inquiries and I find
that the report will not be available until the
end of next week. The consequence is that
if we do net go on with the consideration of
these two Bills, as far as | can see there will
be no business to justify me in summoning
members for next week, On the other hand
to adopt that course would mean that these
two Bills, as well as the Estimates and the
whole of the financial proposals of the Gov-
ernment, wonld come before the House in the
following week, which would mean a consider-
able congestion of business, [t might make
it difficult for another place to deal with these
two Bills. [ have conferred with the chairman
of the committee of another place and T find
that the select committee are not taking into
consideration the Bills at all, but as to the
methods to be adopted by the Government for
the cxtermination of the rabbits. There iwill
be no advantage for this Chamber to await
the report of the select committee in that case.
I bold myselt entirely bound by the statement
I made to the House unless members waive
the consideration of the Bills in Committee
for the purpose of disposing of them now.

Hon. Sir E. H. WITTENOOM (North)
(5.0]: It seems almost superfluous to deal
with a matter of this description when a select
tommittee are making inquiries as to the best
means of dealing with the subject. If the
select committee’s investigation is worth any-
thing, it should result in eliciting all the ia-
formation bearing on the subject. I know that
many witnesses have already beeu examined
und I have been amongst the numhber, and
unless the report of the conumittee is not going
to be of value, we should get something from
it to guide us. Of course if the consideration
of the Bill is a matter of urgency we should
go on with it and allow the amendments, if
any, to be introduced in the other Chamber.

Hon. J. EWING (South-West) [5.3]:
Speaking in connection with the rabbit-proof
fence, T would draw attention to a statement
made by an hon. member that the fence had
not been properly patrolled, and also that the
traps had been takenm from the outside and
placed on the inside of the fence. T am at a
loss to understand why that should have been
done. Considerable expenditure has been iu-
curred in conneefion with the construetion of
the fences, and it is difficult to know why the
result has nof been more satisfactory. T have
not had much experience in connection with
this matter, but it bas been said by many
people that there has been maladministration,
that, in fact, there has been too much centrali-

sation. I trust that the Ministar when he is
replying will deal with that aspeet of the
question. I have also been told that some of

the settlers living ontside the fence have seen
the rabbits actuallv eclimbing over the fence.
I know that may be considered a remarkable
statement, but I am acquainted with the set.
tlers who happen to have made it, and I think
we can place some credence upon it. If that
shonld be the case, why was something unot
put on the top of the fence to prevent the
rabbits from getting over? Tt has also been
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said that the fence after having heen washed
down by floods lias remained on the grownd
for a week or more at a time. We know what
a terrible menaee the rabbits are, and I should
jike to have some information as to whether it
is a fact that rvepairs have not always been
effected with the quickest possible despatch.
1 do not blame the Governwent, and I o not
kuow whether the Chief Inspector, who has
charge of the department, knows his business,
bui considering the immense amount of money
which is spent annually in the maintenance qf
the fenee, 1 think that the charge that it is
not properly patrolled shonld be sheeted home
to somebody. The Minister himself has said
that the officials are not in any way respons-
ible because everything that eould be done had
been done. If, however, that should uot he
the ecase, those respansible should be properly
dealt with. The Minister has not been long
enough in charge of the departmeut to give
us hs real opinion, but be should certainly
see that the fenee receives cvery care and
attention, otherwise the expenditure which has
been inenrred on it will be rendered usc[ess.
1t is the desire of everyoue to assist t}le L:o':'-
ernment to the fuilest possible extent in their
efforts to overcome the dreadful plague of
rabbits, but at the same time members are
entitled to know whether sufficient considera-
tion has been given to the question and whether
sn connection with the administration of the
fence, efficiency has been the order of the day,
ani also whether the money voted has been
expended in the right direction. o
Hon, C. F. BAXTER (Honorary Minis-
tor—East—in Teply) [5.8]: I can assure
the hon. member who bas just sat down that
from the departmental standpoini every-
thing that it has been possible to de in con-
nection with the fence has beeu done. )
Hon. Sir E. H, Wittenoom: Excepl togive
the iunspeetor the meney that he requires.

Hon. C. P. BAXTER (Honorary :\Iinis-.
ter): Certainly, but the fence in spite ot
that has reccived cvery attention.

Ton. J. Ewing: Are you satisfed your-
self? o

Ifen, ¢. F. BAXTER (Honorary )!Z:ms-
ter): T am, and from my own experience
which has been gained Dby travelling along
the fence for hundreds of miles T am econ-
vinced that the supervision lias been every-
thing that could be desired. T am not going
to say that the femee has not been down; it
hus been down for some days at a time after
a flood, but it is manitestly impossible to
have available a staff which could rush
along in the course of a day or so and repair
any damage that might have been done .hy
fire or storm. All repairs have been hurried
on. With regard te the removal of the traps
from the Eust te the West side of the fence.
there has been a reason for doing that. On
the east side the rabbits were so thiek that
the number trapped did not cffectually re
duce the pest, while on the west side every
onc eaught is of importance.

Hon. V. Hamersley: Why not have the
{raps on both sides?

[COUXCIL.)

Hon, €. BANTER  {(Houorary  Minis-
ter): Timwe and time again it has been known
that persons have taken the rabhits out of
the traps on the Fast side of the fence aad
thrown them over on to the West side.

Hon., ¥V, Hamersley:  Why not prosecute

them!
Hon, . F. BAXTER (Honorary Minis-
ter): llow is it possible to eateh people who

do this kind of thing? A boundary ridermay
be many miles away at the time and he
could be seen approaching from a consiler-
able distanee too. Therefore, the only sen-
sible thing to do was to remove the traps
from the East side to the West side. M.
Fwing made a statement that rabbits had
been scen climbing the fence. | have scen
rahbits elimbing trees which have heen at
an angle, but they only did vhat after ent-
ing the bark away., [If anyone saw a rabbit
climbing a metting fenee, it wonld bhe worth
while catehing that rabbit for show pnre-
poses. [t would he o curiosity indeed. | on
afraid that those people who told Mr. Fwing
that thev saw the rabbits elimbing the net-
ting fence do uwnt know the difference be-
tween a rabhit and & eat. T know quite well
that a rabhit e¢onld not ¢limb a netring
fenee,  ITon. members may have scen rab-
bits running aleny the fenee, but they never
jump high enough to get anywhere near the
top so as to he able to get over, Invariably
i rabbit which has heen eut off from its har-
bourage will not run more than 100 yurds
along the fenee and after going that dis-
tanee it is often possible to piek it up. If

the rabbit was a feuce climher it would
very quickly get over the fence. Severmd

hon, members, namely Sir Edward Witte-
noou. Mr. Kingsmill, Mr. Clarke, and Mr.
Hickey have stressed the peoint that the Gov-
ernment must take action in the direction
of exterminating rabbits from umoecupicd
Crown lands and abandoned farms. So far
as abandoned farms are concerned, aetion
will be taken and we are already working
in that direction with a number of poison
carts, and we are out also to destroy the
watrens. Let us compare those statements
with that of Mr. Greig, who has heen
farming in  Sonth  Australin and was
practically eaten out of his propertv by rab-
bhits. That gentleman did not snggest that
the Government should rclear the rabbits
from unoccupied Crown lands; he said that
the Government rould not do it. South Aus-
tralia never attempted that and neither was
it attempted in Vietoria, though in that
State there is verv little Crown land. Tt
would be attompting an absolute impos=si-
bilitv if we were to make an effort to clear
our tremendons areas of Crown lands of rah-
bits. As a matter of fact, Crown lands are
not the main diffienlty. The difficnlty i< the
improved lands. The vabbits will in-
crease and multiply on improved pro-
perties to a much greater extent than
they do on an unimproved  property,
A further remark was made by Sir Edward
Wittenoom that when the CGovernment de-
manded the destruction of rabhits, they must
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gewl an inspertor to instruct. That bas al-
vays been doue hitherto, bug the time is com-
ing when a whole army of inspectors would
be needed in onler that the practice might be
continued. The department is quite prepared
to afferd every facilitvr to the people con-
cerned, so that they may understand how to
carry out the destruction themselves. The
main difficulty is the wmixing of the poison.
Instruetion can he given to any settler how to
wix the poison. [ know some of them have
made a wmess of it in the past, through not
understanding the quantities, and disastrons
results have followed. The qguestion has heen
asked whether Clause 4 is intended te cancel
the Gascovne and other vermin boards men-
tioned in the sechednle. But that clanse simply
alters the date of election from the third
Thursday in Mareh to the second Wednesday
in April, so as to bring the election of the
vermin boards into line with the roads board
elections. Another hon, member said that he
did not understamsl Clause 4. UClause 9 repre-
sents an additional amendment of Section 39
of the principal Aet. Where a vermin fence
has been erected amidl has been made nse of
by an adjoining settler, only for the purpose
of a stoek fence, then the 5 per cent. eharge
would apply to the value of the fence only as
a stock fence. If, on the other hand, the
settler has made use of the fence as a vermin
fence, the 5 per cent. will be charged on the
value of the fence as a vermin fence, Sereral
references have been made to the tax which
may be levied up to 2s. per 100 acres. But
the Bill does not provide that the full amount
of 2. must be levied. It is Ieft optional with
the vermin hoards to levy anything up to thac
amount. Provision must be made to let the
Loards levy up to a reasonable amount, since
otherwise thevy will not be able to do the
work that lies in front of them. One hoard
may only need to tax to the extent of 64,
another perhaps to the extent of 1s., and in
none but extreme ecases will boards require a
levy of l1s. 6. or 28. To restrict the amount
would be to impose a hacdship on Boards en
deavouring to clean the holdings in their dis-
tricts,

Hon, J. A, Greig: What is the levy under
Clause 47 to be used for? Will the boards
collect it and have the spending of it?

Hon. C. F. BAXTER (Honorary Minister) -
Tke boards would make use of the rate.

Hon. .T. A, Greig: The Government would
net claim any portion of it?

Hon. C. . BAXTER (Hoanoerary Minister):
No. It is a vermin hoard matter entirely.
Clause 4 of the Bill refers to the system of
rating; and if that system does not meet with
the approval of hon. members, it is for the
House to say whether they will amend it or
not. Mr. Holmes referred to the members of
the Gascoyne vermin board being elected by
the residents of the town of Carnarvon. Bat
the ratepayers in the Gascoyne district have
the opportunity of taking part in the election,
and if thev fail to record their votes in favour
of a person residing outside the town. and on
that account more suitahle to them, the bhlame
i= on their own shoulders. Certainly (hey
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cannot blame the people of Carnarvon for re-
turning & man whom those people desire to see
on the vermin hoard.

MHon. V. Hamersler: Some of those meun are
150 and 200 miles out from Carnarvon.

Hon. €. F. BAXTER (Honorary Minister):
I take it the provision was ingerted to rive
them the opportunity of recording their votes
if they wish to do so. Clause 20, according to
Mr, Holmes, is far too strong. It simply re-
fers to proof of the ownership of land. The
boards must have that provision, because preof
of ownership of land is always a most diifi-
cult matter. Mr, Kiogsmill inquired as to ihe
interpretation of the term “‘vermin.’? In
the view of the CGovernment vermin includes
wild dogs, rabbits, and any other bird or
animal which the Goveroor-in-Council may dJe-
clare to be vermin. Mr, Kingsmili went on to
sav that sparrows and crows and cats should
also be classed as vermin. I quite agree with
him as regards crows and sparrows, but not
as regard cats, which T know destroy rabbits.
Oue evening, at a place in the conutry, I saw
a cat bring into the house no lesa than six
full-grown rabhits; and it is safe to say that
she had eaten a couple of rabbits before
bringing these six in.

Hon. W. Kingsmill: That would be & vury
exceptional cat,

Hon. C. F, BAXTER (Ionorary Minister):
No. I know of hundreds of similar cases.
The cat is one of the enemies of the rabbit.
I assure the hon, gentleman that we have ot
lost sight of the sparrow difficulty. We are

facing that trouble at the present time. !In-
fortunately, the sparrows are farther west
than most people imagine. They have, in

fact, reachedd MMundrabulla Homestead, be-
tween Eucla and Eyre Sandpateh.

Hon. W. Kingsmill: In that easec you will
never {islodge them.

Hon, . F. BAXTER: (Honorary Minister) -
I have made preparations to dislodge them
there, but I admit it will be a difficult matter,
At the same time, the sparrow is not alto-
gether new to Western Australia. Some years
ago we had sparrows in Perth, and the last of
that lot was shot near the Supreme Court
buildings.

Hon. W. Kingsmill: T do not think we ever
bad sparrows in Perth,

Hon., C. F. BAXTER (Honorary Minister):
I can assure the hon. gentleman it is so. They
were got ridl of, but not without some trouhle.
Though T am not too optimistic about getting
rid of them this time, the Government are
making every effort,

Hon. W. Kingsmill: How long is it since
vou have been making efforts?

Hon. C. F. BAXTER (Honorary Minister):
It is only a fortnight sinee T received the
report that the sparrows have reached Mun-
drabulla Iomestead, and I issved immediate
orders for their destruction by shooting and
by poisoned wheat. 1 have had reports from
time to time about their progress along the
Transcontinental Railway. When I was in the
East I got in tonch with Captain White, and
found that sparrows had not travelled west-
ward hevond Tarcoola on the railway.
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Hon, W. Kingsmill: It is nearly six months
since I reported the sparrows on the coast.

Hon, C. F. BAXTER {Honorary Minister):
Mr. Kingsmill has asked that every offort
should be made to protect smaller animals
and bird life. I entirely agree with him, and
that is one of the reasons why I object to the
use of liquid poison for the destruction of
rabbits, though there is no guestion that liquid
poison is ene of thc most destructive agents
which can he used ogainst the rabbit .est.
FPoisoned bait, however, is not so danperons,
because seed-eating birds are not insectivor-
ous, and, on the other hand, insectivorous birds
are not seed eating.

Hou. W, Kingsmill: That is not quite cor-
rect. It all depends on the season of the year.
At one season a bird will be ingectivorous and
2t another seed eating.

lion. C. ¥. BAXTER (Honorary AMinister):
Undoubtedly our proper course will be to
poison the rabbits by laying baits, but, in my
opinion, we should keep elear of liquid poison,
Soine hon, members have stated that it will
be impossible to poison rabbits all the year
round. This is not so. By varying the class
of poison used, poisoning ean be earried on
all the year round, though I do not assert that
it will yield the same resnlts at all seasons.
On the contrary, 1 know that is not so. Buf
ever if one has only poor results for part of
the year, still one is keeping the pest down.
An illustration of that is to he found in the
Lake Grace district, where the settlers have
kept the rabbits Jdown by constant poisoning
and as a consequence have, in faet, got the
rabbits well under. I hope the Lake Grace
settlers will persevere, and continuc to keep
the rabbits under. Those settlers have had
very good resnlts from their erops, thanks to
their enmergy in coping with the vabbit pest.
With regard to trading in rabbits, the Gov-
ernment intend, when the Bill is in Commit.
tee, to move the deletion of the clanse which
prevents the sale of rabbit sking, TIf any
trade arises in rabbit skins, let it Dbe carried
on, That is the position the House bas afirmed
previonsly. At the present juncture the mar-
ket value of rabhit skins is only 114, per dozen,
which wounld hardly pay for the wire needed
to dry the skins. 3ir. Hickey from his stand-
point sounded a warning note, saying that he
hoped that if the Government veceived the
powers asked for under this Bill, they would
use every effort to give the settlers a fair deal.
It is assuredly not the intention of the Gov-
ernment to harass the settlers, What we desire
is to get the settlers first to recognise the
rabhit dificulty and, after thaf, to co-operate
with the (tovernment in eradicating the pest.
e have no intention whatever of inflieting
any hardship, but, at the same time, we must
gee that the work of rahhit destruetion pro-
ceeds. We do not intend to allow things te
go on as in the past, when one scttler !nigl]t
be doing a grent deal, while five or six in bis
immediate neighhourhood were not moving a
hand. That state of affaira must he ended.
Frery person will have to Ao his best to clear
his own property. Mr. Hirkey alsa suggestr:d
the importation of wire netting. T doubt if

[COUNCIL.]

wire netting is obtainable, even at a wmost
exorbitant price. The Agricultural Royal Com-
mission also spoke abount wire netting. It is

impossible to obtain wire netting at the
present time, A limited quantity was
recently purechased hy the Government at

a cost of £70 per mile, for the purpese of
feneing in water supplies. It is feasible to
pay such a price for the purpose of fencing
in water, but to buy wire netting at £70
per mile in order to fence off properties
would be utterly ridiculous. No farm in
Western Australia conld earry such a bur-
den. Aguin, Mr. Hickey suggested the ecstab-
lishment of the wire netting industry. How
are we to establish the wire notting indus-
try here when we cannot procure the neces-
sary wire? Tf we conld obtain the wire,
there would he no difficulty abont making
the wire netting. JMachinery for that puor-
purpose could be erected, and the manufacture
of the netting conld proceed. Certainly the
cost would he somewhat higher than that of
the imported wire netting in normal times;
hnt, still, the rost would not be out of reach.
\When, however, it is impossible to purchase
the wire itself, we have no chance whatever
of manufacturiug the nctting.

Hon. J. Daffcll:
draw wire,

Hon. O, F. BAXTER (Honorary Minis-
ter): Mr. Hickey favours the commereial-
ising of the rahbit as an industry. Not in any
State where the rabbit has been commer-
cialised have any good results accrued as re-
gards the eradication of the pest, All com-
mercialising has tended in the ene direction
of inereasing the pest; and we do not want
to do that here. We want to eradicate the
rabhit. If we want to commercialise any
industry, let it Dbe the sheep industry, and
not the rabbit indnstry. ILet hon. members
heed the position of New South Wales at the
present time. New South Wales commercial-
ised the rabbit as an industry, with the result
that that State has a wide tract of countrv
right alongside the railways whieh will take
vears to clear of rabbits, so as to permit
of its carrying stock. In fact, the owners of
the adjacent land have notified the Govern-
ment, ‘‘You can either take the embargo off
rahbit poisening in this area, and allow us
to go on poisoning, or else you can take over
our lands,’’ I think we would find the same
position created here if we commercialised
the rabbit. Mr, Hamersley expressed the
opinion that it would be advisable to com-
hine the Vermin Bill and the Rabhit Bill
in one measure. The Crown Law Depart.
ment advise that the two measures had hot-
ter be kept separate. They consider it wonld
be unwise to ineorporate the two enactments
in one Aect.

Hon. .J. Duffell: The adviee of the Crown
Law Department is not worth much after
vesterday’s advice.

Tt is not impossible to

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.
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ADJOURNMEXT—SPECIAL, STATE OF
BUSINESS,
The COLOXNIAL SECRETARY (Hon H.
P. Colebatech—Enst) (3.31]: T move—
““That the House at its rising adjourn
until Wednesday next.’’
I am hopefol that there will be business com-
ing forward by then. Ifowever, I will ar-
range through the Clerk to intimate to hon.
members who may bhe in the country whether
or not that will be sa.

Question put and passed.

House adjourned at 5.32 p.m.

Tieaislative Elssembly,

Wednesday, 13th March, 1918.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30 p.n,,
and read prayers.

[For ‘‘Questions on Notice’’ and *‘ Paper
Presented’’ see ‘‘Votes and Proceedings.’’]

SELECT COMMITTEE, SPECIAL LEASE
(GYPSTUM)} BILL.
Report Presented.

Mr. Piesse brought up the report of the
select committee appointed to inquire into
the Special Lease (Gypsum) Bill,

Report received and read, and, together
with minutes of the evidence, ordered te be
printed.

BILL—ELECTORAL ACT AMENDMENT.
Returned from the Couneil without amend-
ment.

" BILL—HEALTH ACT AMENDMENT.

Received from the (ouncil and, on motion
by the Attornex General, read a first time.

PAPERS — STATE STEAMSHIP
TWESTERN ATSTRALIA.’?

On motion by Mr. SMITH {Nortk Perth)
ordered: That all papers and accounts in
connection with the Admiralty Arbitration
case re the ss "Western Australia’’  he
placed on ihe Table of the House.
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MOTION—REPATRITATION,
ESTATE.

To adopt Report of Select Committee.
Mr, PLIESSE (Toodyaxv) [4.49]: T move—
““That in the opinion of this House, the
recommendations contained in  the report
of the select committee appointed to in-
quire into the offer made by the owaers of

the Riverton cstate to give an area of 68

acres in the estate fur the purpose of re-

putriation, should hLe given effect to."’
I do not think it necessary to add any re-
marks to those already embodied in the re-
port of the select committee.

Mr. HARRISON (Avon) [L30]: I trust
there will be an expression by the louse that
this project is not a part of the Govern-
ment’s repatriation scheme. If this motion
wag to go forth proclaiming the Riverton es-
tate as suitable for the growing of vegetables
by returned soldiers, without any uadverse ex-
pression of opinion, even by a minority, it
might lead to a false impression. The vari-
ous reports we have had, including the treport
of the select committee, arc to my mind not
sufficicnt to show that Riverton is a good
proposition for those returned soldiers. They
are to have a loan of £500 each to assist them
to make good on that property. There will
be open competition with labour of all
clasges, including Asiatics, with the object of
producing vegetables and fruit, or whatever-
the place may grow; there will be open com-
petition with men established on choice spots
for this particular class of work. We have
been teld that the seoil is deficient in plant
food. If that is so, the plant food mneces-
sary to the growing of these vegetables will
have to be put into the land hefore it canr
be taken off in the shape of garden produets,
Tt strikes me those men are up against a
tough proposition. T do not want to sce a
repetition of the experiences gained on
wodgil lands. Having regard to the condi-
tions under which these men will enter upon
this nstate, although near Perth, T am not
convineed that they are on a good proposi-
tion financially, or in respect of the purpose-
for which they have taken uvp the land.

Mr. Munsie: Do vou know the purpose
for which they lhave taken it up?

Mr, HARRISON: Prom the evidence on the
file, they are going in for poultry, vegetables,
and so forth. Those men are no longer vhy-
sically fit to be in the trenches, yet they have
to go into open competition with men situ-
ated on better soil under hetter conditions,

Mr. O'Loghlen: Competition will be found
in every avocation.

Mr. HARRISOXN: T admit it. The worst
feature is, not so mueh the growing of vege-
tables, as our present mecthod of marketing.
We have the middle man, who takes from
the producer the greater part of his earnings,
and unless those returned scldiers are placed
under ahsolutely tip-top conditions, T do uot
think they ave going to make pood. Until
we have open markets where the producer
ean sell direet to the consumer a man grow-
ing vegetables is net in a good position. T
know of no one in Western Aunstralia who

RLVERTON



