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Legislutive Gouncil,

Wednesday, 18th Seplember, 1893,

Civil Service Comnission : veport of—Latin cxpres-
slorns in  Acts—Associations freorporation
Kl third reading— Mines Regulation Hill :
third reading—Partnership Bill :  third read-
ing—~Nale of Croods Bill - sccond reading ; com-

* mittee—Removal of the Workshops from fire-
mantle—Copyright Bl : first reading—Kel-
goorlie Ratlway £ first reading—Crown
Suits Sill ;' committee—Adjourament:

Tue PRESIDENT (lon. Sir G. Shenton)
took the chuir at 4.30 o’clock p.m.

CIVIL SERVICE COAMMISSION.

Tre MINISTER FOR MINES (Hon. k. H.
‘Wittenoom) : I beg to lay on the table a pro.
gress report from the Civil Service Commission.

I'ug Hon, D. K. CONGDON : I should like
to say that thia is not a progress report, but
simply a copy of the evidence which has been
taken. The Premier asked the Commission to
let the members of the Assembly have the
evidence, and an endeavor wnsmade to fall in
with bis wish. It is not, however, a progress
report. ''he Commission had not time to go
through this mass of evidence and draw up a
report, but that will come later on,

Tur MINISTER FOR MIRES (Hon. E. H.
Wittenoom) : I thank the hon. member for his
explanation.

LATIN WORDS IN BILLS.

THE Hon. C. A. PIESSE moved .- That, in
“ the opinion of this House, it is advisable,
“ and in the interests of good and simple law,
“ that the use of Latin words and expres-
“gions in the wording of Bills should bhe
“ pvoided as much as possible, and that,
“ when, used they should be accompanied
“hy an explanation in plain English.”
He said: In making this motion, I may say
that I believe I shall have the support of
nine-tenths of the people of the colopy. I
am sure there are nine-tenths of the people
who do not understand Latin, and it is ot
everyone who hae a Victoria or Parlinmentary
Lilbrary to refer to. I am prompted to move
thia in nll seriounsness, with the object of
either having these expressions removed from
our Bills, or of having an English explanation
following them. These words are what T may
cnll ornamental.  Possibly they may add
dignity to our laws, but, at the same time,
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they are not needed. The system of using
these Latin expressions hus now been carried
80 far that they are even inserted upon amall
lugguge tickets. T do pot pretend to know
very much about Latin myself, but I think I
am as well up in the subject as most hon.
mewbers, except those belonging to the legnl
profession, and, to me, the use of these words
seems quite unnecessary. Although most
of us may have gone through n course of
Latin in our younger days, which we did
not lika, many of us nre unable to say what a
given expression means without recourse to a
dictionary. I hope the House will go with
me and let our Statutes go to the country in
English words. Everyone is supposed to
uaderstand the luw, and, that being so, our
Stututes should be so0 worded that everyoune
who runs muay read, instend of everyone who
wants to read having to run to a dictionary.

Tue Hon, D. K. CONGDON: 1 beg to
second the proposition, and I do so because
everyone is supposed to understand the lnw.
T do not see how they can do 80 when 8o
many Latin expressions are used. I do not
object to the use of Latin words, but I wish to
see an interpretation given so that everyone
may understand them.

THE How, F. M. STONE: I hope the House
will oot treat fhis motion seriously. If it De
agreed to, we shall have our Bills filled with
nothing but explanations. For inatance,
inke the words de bonis non. If hon. members
got an interpretation of this, they wounld find
that it meant “goods not” To the legal
wind the words ure perfectly plain, and refer
to goods not administered ; bul, if we were to
have sn explanation of this, it would have to
be a very long one indeed. ‘Then take the
words non obstente weredicto, which mean
“ notwithstanding the verdict.” If an explan-
ation were required, a considerable portion of
an  Act would be tuken up, so that it ie
almost imposgible to curry oub the object of
the motion. These words are well known to
those who have Lo construe Acts. Iu the case
of the words de bonis non they would be well
understood by a Court of Probate, and, there-
fore, it seems absurd that we should explain
the meaning. I hope the motiom will be
thrown out.

Tue Hon. A. B. KIDSOXN: I cannot help
agreeing with the Hon. Mr. Stone, because it
seems to me that if we pass this resolution it
will have the effect of showing to the pablic
and the outside world that "he members comn-
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pusing this Hounse are ignorant. I do pot
think such a resolution hasever been suggest-
ed in any Parliament in the British dominions.
All the terms referred to are well known and
recognised, so mouch so thatthey have almest
become Anglicised. The Hon. Mr. Piesze may
not have had the same opportunity as other
hon. members of learning the meaning of
these terms ; but ' think it would be as well if
he took the trouble to make himself acquaint-
ed with them bhefore reflecting upon other
hon. members,

Tur How. C. A, Presse: I am speaking in
the interests of the people.

Tue How. A. B. KIDSON : 1t is nob a gues-
tion of the people, hecanse I helieve nine-
tenths of them know the meaning of such
terms as these, which are almost daily in use.
The Hon, Mr. Piesse says he knows ns much
about these expressions as any other hon.
member, but I should like him to speak for
himself. T do not think it is fair for him —

Ter Hon. U. A, Piesse: I excepted the
meaibers of the legal profession.

Tue How. A. B. KIDSON: I am glad the
hon. member went thus far. Under all the
circumstances [ hope the House will not
listen to the motion.

Tur Hew. E. W. DAVIES: I entirely
agree with the motion of the Hon. Mr. Piesse.
[ certainly think if we could put plain English
into our Acts we shounld save peopie lots
of six and eightpences which they now huve to
pay to find out the meanings of these Latin
words. We are bere to look after the interests
of those who are not here. The Hon. Mr.
Kidson does not object te these expressions
hecanse it menns feea to the lawyers.

Tue Hon. A. B. Kipsow : I did not mention
anything about fees.

Tae How. E. W. DAVIES: I know that,
but I knew what the hon. member wns driving
at, X think, if the motivon is agreed to, it will
save o lot of money to the people,

Tae How. C. E. DEMPSTER : Ishall sup-
port the mwotion, becanse I consider the law
should be made as clear and decisive as pos-
sible. We all koow that it is not everyone
who has received a classical edueation, and
therefore we should have our Statubes in plain
English as far as possible.

TuE How. 8. J, HAYNES : I caanot sup-
port the motion for I think it will bring
ridicule on the Honse. To my mind, the reso-
lution is absurd. The expressions complained
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they have become almost Anglicised. [ do
not know about Western Australia, but T am
sure any Siate school child in Victoria would
know the meaning of them, T cannot support
the motion because, as I have said, I think it
will bring-disgrace ¢n the House.

Teeg How, J. C. FOULKES: "This is one
of the most innocent of molions that has heen
brougnt before the House, It suys that it is
in the interests of good and stmple Iaw, but £
do not see how it is going to bring ahout
such. It seems to me that it iz a reflection on
the iutelligence of hon. members. Another
pluce, which consists of 33 members, has
passed this Bill v which the hon, Mr, Piesse
alluded, with these expressions in it
and now weare going to any that we do not
understand it. We would simply be lnughed at,
and the Minister for Education wounld Le
told to send a schoolmaster here to teach us,
Not only do we find Latin terms in Bills, but
many techpical expressions are used, In the
Mining Bill there are many terms that I do
not understand, und if we are going to have
an explanation of one kind'of term we must
have an explanation of another. Then again,
a great many people do not read these Bills,
Further, we know that moat of our Bills are
drafted by the Attorney-General, who takes
tremendous pains with his work, and who, 1
am sure, avoids the use of Latin and technical
expressions a8 much as possible.

Tur How. J. W. HACKETT: I think,
perhaps, we are liable to deal a little too hard
with the motion of the Hon. Mr, Piesse, forit
puts into words (althongh, if he will allow me
to say so, not the best of words) the idea that
wa wish to reduce the range of technicalities
as far ns possible in our Bills, and to use,
where we can, & simple word to express our
meaning, instead of a latinised word or a more
learned one. On the other haund, I har.lly
think that that which has proved a serions
grievance to the Hon. Mr. Piease will come
within the range of this resolution. The Bill
which excited his wrath was one of a more or
less technicat chavacter, and, in denling with
such Billg, we must necessarily have recourse
to the technical terms which are used in the
profession with which we are dealing.
For instance, if .an Aet dealing with
agriceltural matters wade use of the word
“ terret” how many of us would know what it
meant, although it only refers ton part of a
harness. [n the same way, if we were dealing

of are thuse which are frequently used, and | with matters reluting to pharmacy, we should,
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uonder this resolution, have to explain all the
terms used, although they would he perfectly
plain to those who helong to the profession.
Most of the words the Hon, Mr. Piesse has re-
ferred to have been used from time im-
memorial, and they are used becausc they
contain the large body of legnl decisions
which there is no other way of giving expres-
gion to briefly than in this way. I would
point out to the hon, member that, if Yeis
going to reforn. the language of Acts, he
must not stop at Latin. TIn one of the clauses
the words * chose in action ™ were used, but
these were nol Latin, nor even French, faut
they go back to the days of Norman-French.
Then the word “escrow” iz used, which is
neither Latin nor French. Again, there is the
waord “emblements.” All of these words we
should have to explain, and thus our Acts
would consist of nothing but explanntions. [
recollect in this House a discussion taking
place as to what n cattle creep was. 1 gave
one explanation of it, hut all hon. members
said T was wrong; but it subeequently turned
out I was right, as [ knew I was, becanse T
had been coached by the Hon. J. A. Wright.
Ag a matter of fuct, it means a tunnel through
which cattle can pass. Perhaps, after what
has fallen from hon. members, the Hon. Mr.
Piesse will withdraw his motion.

Tar Hon. C. A. PIESSE: The Hon. Mr.
Kidson seeme to think that I have insulted
hon. members, but I expressly excluded the
members of the legal profession who, of course,
have these expressions hefore themn every day,
and are, therefore, familiar with them. My
motion is intended for the benefit of the public,
but, in the face of the discuesion which has
taken place, and throngh which, I have no
doubt,the same object will be attained as if the
motion were passed, I will not press tue mat-
ter further. By permission of the House T
beg to withdraw the motion.

Motion, by leave, withdrawn.

ASSOCIATIONS INCORFPORATION BILL.
THIED READING.

Tae MINISTER FOR MINES (Hon. E.
H. Wittenoom) moved that this Bill be now
read a third time. )

Tug Hox. C. A. PIESSE: I notice in this
Bill that the words  justices of the peace for
the colony ” are used, but since the passing of
the Act of this session, there ia a distinction
between justices for the colony and justices

[COUNCIL.]
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for a digtrict. I do not know whether this
makes any difference.

Tre Muivister ror Mines (Hon. E. H
Wittenoom) : I do not think it will,

Question put and passed.

Bill read n third time, and pnssed.

MINES REGULATION BILL.

THIRD EEADING.

Tue MINISTER FOR MINES (Hon. E.
H. Wittenoom) moved that this Bill be read n
third time.

Tre Hon, J. W. HACKETT: 1 would draw
the attention of the Minister to what 1 believe
is a flaw in the Bill. It is in the definition of
nmine. It is provided by the Interpretation
Clanse that n mine shall be a elaim, place, pit,
shaft, drive, level, vein, lode, or reef in or by
which on operation is earried on for obtaining
any metal or mineral by any mode or method
whatever, or uny shaft, level, or plane being
sunk or driven for the same purpose. It has
been pointed out that there would have to he
a manager under this for every shaft or
drive.

Tre MINISTER FOR MINES (Hon, E. W.
Wittenoom) : I think that is purely technical.
At all events it can be remedied in another
piace.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a third time and passed, snd trans-
mitted to the Legislative Assembly.

PARTNEREHIP BILL.
THIRD READING.

This Bill was read a third time and passed.

SALE OF GOODS BILL.
SECOND READING.

Tar How, F. M. STONE: I do not propose
to take up the time of the House by going
through this Bill, clarse by c¢lause. It isa
Bill taken from the English Act of 1893, and
it embodies all the Inw relating to the sale of
I have gome through the Bill with
the Koglish Act, and it is a facsimile of it,
and seems to me a very good Act to place on
our Statute book. T move that the Bill be
rend a second time,

TrE Hon. C. A. PIESSE: I beg to move, aa
an amendment, that this Bill be read a second
time this day six months. I have gone
through it carefully, and although it may
apply in Englond, I cannot see how it can he
worked here.
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Amendment not scconded.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a sccond time.

IN COMMITTEE.

Clauses 1 to 58 agreed to.

Clause 59—* Savings™:

Tae Hoxn. C, A. PIESSE: This clause says:
“ the rules of cummon law inclnding the law
merchant.” T shonld like to know what that
menns.

TueE How. F. M. STONE: The law covering
certanin mercantile transactions. Tt is o well-
known tferm, but to explain it fully would
take a long time,

Clanse agreed to:

The remaining clauses and schedules were
agreed to, and the Bill reported.

EEMOVAL OF RAILWAY WOBKSHOPS
FROM FREMANTLE.

Tas How. D. K. CONGDON moved, * That
in the opinion of this House it is not desirable
that the Railway Workshops should be remov-
ed to the Midland Junction.” He #aid: I rige
witha certain amount of diffidence, and a larger
amount of regret, o propose this resolution.
I say diffidence, becouse in the past I have not
been in the hahit of making long speeches;
but T hope that hon. members will now allow
me o little latitude, in order that I may put
the claims of Fremantle in this matter as fully
before the House as L can; and I say regref,
becanse I find myself on this eccasion in oppo-
sition to the Government. Up to the present
time I have felt it my duty to afford such
support: to theGovernment as I ¢ould conscien-
fiously do, and I feel sorry, therefore, to be
sompelled, froma sense of duty, to act in oppo-
sition to them at the present moment. T am
‘orced to do so, however, because I think the
orovince which iz represented by the Hom.

Mr. Kidson and the Hon. Mr, Davies and my- .

ielf, is being unfrirly treated in this matter.

Tue How. B. G. Buraes—You have got a
nillion and a half of money for harbor worksa.

Tue How. D. K. CONGDON: I have noth-
ng 1o do with that, but I say, as regards the
‘emoval of the Workshops, I think the Govern-
uent are treating the Province we represent
infairly, and for this reason. Some years ago,

1 digtinet public promise was given by the .

ingineer-in-Chief, in the presence of the
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| Governor of the day, to the people of Fre-
. mantle that if they would give up their
| Recreation Grounds which had been reclaimed
at the expense of the people, the Workshops
would be retained at Fremantle. 1t was pointed
out by the then Engineer-in-Chief that ‘the
‘Workshops, although at that time of very
little moment, in the future would grow,
and be of immense importance to the town.
On that condition, and on that understanding,
the Jund was given up to the Government for
the purpose of building s Railway Station
upon. Now that the shops have grown into
importance, it is proposed that they should be
removed to the Midiand Junction, and for the ,
reason that it is said there is no other site
available. When this matter was firat mooted,
the representafives of Fremantle were asked
whether they could not find a site, and thisthey
agreed to do. One was found and, after a
lot of trouble had been taken, the Engineer-
in-Chief said it wasnot ae suitable as the Mid-
land Junction site.  Hon. mewbers will
recollect thut some two and half years ago
a Commission was appointed to enguire into
and report on the condition and organisa-
tion of the Railway Workshops at Fre-
mantle. The wembers of it took a consider-
able amount of evidence, bat the report of the
menbers composing it was of a divided nature.
The mejority reported on the desirability of
the removal, but how that report could have
been arrived at on the evidence which was
taken, | cannot understand. TFirst of all
not only the Commissioner, but the then Engi-
neer-in-Chief, Mr. Wright, admitted that Me.
Mather, the Locomotive Superintendent, was
a most capable and experienced servant, and
yet Mr. Mather told the Commission that,in
his opinion, Workshops could be constructed
in the presovt locality as need arosa for them.
In question 11, Mr, Mather was asked:
“Suppose it were decided to remove the
Workshops to Guildford, or t0 some other

suitable position, are you in accord with the
plans as proposed by Mr. A. Smith?” He
replied: “ No, the removal of the Workshops
to any site, if & more suitable one were found,
would mean to some extent the duplication of
the machinery to keep the work going. The
plans, as per Mr. Smith’s propossal, are based
. upon a scale far too elaborate for practical re-

quirewents, inasmuch as those plans anticipate
" a period when more than double the work
will be reguired, and which until such a time
arrives, will be a lnss and a serious one at
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that, to maintain, The carrying out of the
plan, to put it shortly, is in two parts. First,
by the removal of the Shops, the incidental
yearly expense in carringe of coal, stores, efe.,
in ingurred, represented by an approximate
sum paid by the locomotive branch to trafic
of £2,111. And secondly, by the loss of
interest, which will be represented by the
unneeessary departure from practical utility
which the said plansadvise. Thelosa in so far
a3 my reference is concerned, meanstheabsence
ofadeguate returns from the large expenditure
of £40,500 (lenving siding estimate out of the
question) which is necessitated by Mr. Smith's
pian. Then 3y, Mather in question 12 is
asked: “Do you think, snpposing that ull the
“ repairs, &c., necessary on the Great Southern
“and Midland Lines gravitate into Govern-
“ ment Workshops, that there is sufficient area
“at Fremantle to meet the increased
*demand for buildings, machinery, &c. In
“your answer please take into account the
“ guit of having a line of wharves from Arthur's
“ Hend to the railway bridge?” He roplied :
“I do; and cobsidering that the wharves
“must run as shown in  chart, in  many
“ places several chainsin width from the exist-
« ing shorea of the river, and the Hrafiic, which
“ such structures induce, wonld be carried out
“principally upon them, I do not think (heir
“ existence will be any bar to the extension of
“ gur Workshops, and their necessary adjuncts
" of eidings, &c., in that vicinity. As I before
* mentioned, according Lo the plan showing
“the point to which the reclomation of the
“ river shore will extend, there will be between
“axiating main line and wharves sufficient
“ room for a rond for cart trallic, twenty lines
“of ratls for sidings and stock depots, to-
“gether with larpe receiving sheds, say
“goventy feet wide, leaving a good muwrgin
“for the Ilargest discharging cranes to
“work in. In short, there is ample space.”
In the next question he was asked about the
area, and he said thero was sufficient to ervect
ghops upon which would be capable not only
of doing the repairs for our own railways, but
also of making the repairs for the Great
Southern and Midland railways. © Then
the evidence of the Hon. J. A. Wright von-
sistently supports the views of the Locomotive
Superintendent, — first, as to there being no
neceasity for the removal of the Workshops,
and, secondly, as to there being plenty of room
for future expansion and development of the
service; this will be seen by answers Lo ques-

rCOUNCIL.]
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1190 te 1201. Another witness (M. Johp
Dnvies General Trafic Manager) was asked
{Question 873) “ Have any reasons suggested
themselves to you in favor of the Midland
Junction site as regards the junction of
lines P His reply is, “ I do not see that the
junetion would affect the Workshops at ali,
neither wounld the position of the Workshops
affoct the grades ;"’~~showing that the removal
of the Workshops would not be heneficial to
one or the other, or that the traffic would not
be affected. Then the Hon. Mr. Wright,
who, I would remwind hon. members, is at the
present time the conmsnlting engiheer to the
Government, gave the following evidence in
reply to questions 1189 to 1201:

* 1189. Do you think the machinery ie ample
“ for all their requirementa ?>—Ample.

" 1190. Do yon conaider the presence of the
* traverser objectionable 7—I think it is a
“ very good feature in the shops. But it
“ muat be remembered that these shops were
“ built originnlly solely for engines, and it was
“for want of other space that the carriage
“ portion was brought in, and half the space
“ of the shops used for that purpose, which
“ mmst always be a source of danger from
“fire, owing to the large amount of wood work
“about. My impression is that the carringe
“ghop should he removed altogether from
“ there, The traverser, in my opinion, is
* absolutely pecessary, or else an overhead
" erane, with the cxpansion of the shops.

“119l. Are you of opinion that sufficient
“aven exista at the present site for future
“egxpansion and the development of the
“ service P—Decidedly I ain.

“ 1192, Even taking into consideration
+ the possible expansion P— Every possible ex-
“ pansion.

#1193, Do you take into account the recla-
« mation of the foreshore when you say that?
—* 1o a certain extent T do. But, even with-
“out that, there is plenty of room—heaps of
ToOom.

* 1194. Weuld not these Workshops interfore
“ with the wharfage accommodation reguired
“in connection with the new harbor works »—
[ don't think s¢; they wounld oniy occupy
¢ g narrow strip ; they would not take up very
“ much space; and there ia lots of room about
“there. But I would have the earriage shop
“pemoved. You do not want stone buildings
« for your carpenters’ and waggon shaps ; only
« where there are steam hamaners at work and
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“ heavy weights that is where yon want astone
* building—solely for Locomotive Workshops,
“ior erecting and renewnls. A ygreat deal of
“gpace now occupied by the Workshops is
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“ taken up by the place for waking boilers, |

“ blocking, and things which could be done
“away with if you got your things from
“ Eogland. You would then have still more
“space. The only advantage to be gained,
“and the only reason I think which Mr.
“ Allison Bmith recommended the removal of
“these Shops te the Midland Junction, was
“that it is just where the changes of
«“grades cecur, and they would therefore be
“able there to alter the type of engine
 required {o take heavy trainsup the bank,
“ But that might ULe done at Guildford,
* und the engine would have only four miles
“ further to run from there to Chaidlow’s
“ Wells than she would from the Junction.
‘“ Possibly another considerntion in favor of
* the removalof the shopsto this locality, would
** be that it would take the men away from the
* suductions of the Leer shops and grog shops
“ at Fremantle. ButI think myself that the
* shops at Fremantle are in their proper place
“ and where they ought to be, and that there
““is wample room there for fature extension to
“ any extent yon require.

“1195. By Mvr.- Quinlan: Frovided there
“ is no construction work undertaken 7—Even
" with that, to o linited extent.

“1196. By Mr. Samson: We have heen
* told that the present Workshops are too
* low, that the water gets into the pits; would
“ it not he possible to nveid thiz by raising
* the level to the shops?  You could not do
* that without raising the whole of your road.
* Ag for the wuter getting into the pits, there
* is no necessity to blow off an engine over a
* pit. ‘

“1197. By tbe Chairman : Then the running
“ shed is very ineflicient P—That would have
“ to come down at any cost.

“1198. There is u general compluint as to
“ the shops at present not providing adeguate
« accommodation for the work vequired?
“ Because they ave filled up with all sorts of
“whieh were never intended to be there.”

“1199. Another complmni is that there is
“ no room: for future extension?—I donot agree
*“with it; I think therc 8 any amount of
* room.

*“1200. By My, Congdon. You have seen
“ the plans of the proposed extensions P—Yes.
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“1201. And you still think there is plenty
“of room P—Any mmount of room.”
Could anything be stronger than thnt ? 'I'nen
My. C. T. Mason, who was Commissioner of
Raiiways, and who for seven years was the
Chief Engineer in the colony, in woswer o
Question No. 707, says:—*“1 never gave the.
“ question o thought with tho idea of having
“ the Workshops removed. 'Phe shops were
“ there, and it pever occurred to ms that it
*“wnp desirable to remove them.” And he
says, in answer to the next question:—" All
“ things heing equal—that is, the cost of land,
* spuce, availuble accommodation, and every-
* thing else-—it certuinly is advisable to have
* the Workehops ut the terminus of a railway.
I am speaking generally, not of Fremantle
“alone,' In the face of this we find that the Go-
vernment having purchased land near the Mid-
land Juuction, now wake up to the fact that the
shops are not in their proper position, nnd that
there is no roow for their extension. Huving
bought the Iand, itseems as if they now think
1b mecessary to show that they bave good
cause for the purchase, butsurely, in fairness
to Fremantte, it was incumbent on the Gov-
ermuent to have wmade every effort to have
retained the shops there, even at a sacrifice
bemting in mind the promise which was given
to 1he people under which they guve up their
Beereution Ground. ‘l'o remove these shops
now is, to my mind, both an unfair and an
nnstatesmanlike moceeding. There were 13
witnesses called before the Coramission, and
out of these five of them who were profes-
gional witnesses all said thut there was oo
necessity to remove the shops, and that the
whole o' the exlensions regquired could be
curried out on the present site. Five others
had no opivion on the subject, they beiny
hends of departments, and Mr. Turner gaid
that he thought the removal would be neces-
sury, but not until we had 200engines. Under
these circumstances the members vepresenting
the West Province feel it their duty to bring
the matter before thisHouse, and I think most
hon. members will agree that although Fre-
mantle wust suffer, the injury would not he
neurly so great if the rewoval were made to
another sity within the district. A large
expenditure has been going on in comnection
with these shops tor some twelve or fourteen
years, and it isnow to he stopped. I do not
menn tn suy that Fremuntle will die out be-
cause this expenditure is taken away, but a
great injustice will be done.  OQuy site has
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been recommended at Clavemont, another at
Richmond, and o third at Rocky Bay, and 1
think the Government, in fairness to the
people of Fremantle, might bave made the
removal to one of theso localities, instead of
taking the shops a distance of 23 miles away.
The amount expended in wages at these shops
is £16,742 a year, nnd the withdrawal of so
Jarge n swn is likely to be felt very seriously
in the town of Fremantle. Another renson
whyI gave votice of this motion was that [
think it is unusual, if not unconstitutional, to
pass a resolution on such & subject as this in
another place, and then for it not to be sent
here. Another reason was, and I gathered
this from the debate which took place in an-
other place on the subject, that I did not con-
sider it altogether advisable, seeing the rapid
progress wo are making in railway develop-
ment, that we should build one large shop at
which to centre all the work. Qur railways
nre being extended all over the country, and
it will be necessary to have shops at the dif-
forent termini, and that being so, | cannot see
why Fremantle should not enjoy in the future
the benefits she bas derived from these shops
in the past. I must confess myself that I have
come to the conclusion that the present site
is insufficient, and will he required in the near
future for the purposes of the harbor works,
but, becanse I say this,it does not Follow that
the shops should be removed from Fremantle
altogether. Quite the reverse. Huving
given a promise to the people in yeurs gone
by, the Government should have tried every-
thing in their power t¢ have retained the
shops, at all events, within the district. I was
much disappointed with the debate which
took place in another place on this subject,
because no argument was adduced in favor of
the removal, except that it was for the good of
the colony. Thoat may be, but I should like to
know whether it is for the good of the colony
to incresse ‘the cost of haulage that the
removal to the Midland Junction will entail
The Hon. Mr. Wright says it is desirable
that the shopsshould be kept at the port, and
all the authorifies agree with him. In the
other colonies all the experts hold the opinion
that Railway Workshops shonld be kept at the
port, if it is possible, Then there is u certain
amonnt of unfairness to the owployees
through the removal. ‘The men have been
allowed to believe that the shops will remain.
sund they have gone to the financial institu-
tions and borrowed money with which to build
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their houses. Now they have to remove, and
still retain the responsibilities which they in-
curred, which is not only a hardship, hut a
great injustice to these men. The only thing
I have to say further is that I hope the Gov-
ernment will reconsider the question, and will
make every effort to £nd n site within the
digtrict. I now submit this motion to the
favorable considerntion of hon. members.

The How. E. W. DAVIES: Icordiully sup-
port the resolution, although, perhaps it may
be enid, seeing that I am both a native and
regident of Fremantle, that I am prejudiced in
the view I take on this subject. [ regret that
one or two hon. gentlewen, who promised to
support the Hon. Mr. Congdon, are away.
Porhaps they are ill, and [ can only hope that
it is the cause of their absence. I do not
desire to wuste any time on this subject, but
there is no doubt that there 18 a general feel-
ing that Fremantle is being unfairly treated
in this matter. In the present Ministry we
have gentlemen who have done much for the
colony, and, who, I believe, will hold office for
many years, and I am sorry that they should
have taken this action, because in the future,
when we come to look back, we shall find that
the removal of these shops will be pointed to
a3 the one serious fuilure of the Ministry.
This is a subject I have well studied. Iadmit
[ am not an engineer, but I hope [ am cndowed
with a certain amount of common sense, and I
say that to take these Workshops twenty miles
inland is a wreng way of doing business. We
have heard of Vanderbilt and Jay Gould in
connection with railways, and I am sare they
would not go twenty miles to do business,
which they could do within one mile. I wish
to impress on hon. members that we nave sites
at Fremantle which are quite suitable for these
shops, bat, for some renson or other none, of
them have been ncecepted, and Fremantle ie
going to suffer. It seems that the Engineer-
in-Chief has wainly relied upon the [evidence
of Mr. Allison Smith, but if we look to the
other colonies we shall find that wherever the
shops have been removed inland they bave
afterwurds been again taken to the port. 1do
not think however thatany good purpose will
be served by arguing or discussing this matter,
becaunse [ think most hon, members have made
up their minds, I shall support the moticn of
the Hon. Mr. Congdon.

Tue MINISTER FOR MINES (Hopn. E. H.
Wittenoom) : I have listened carefully to the
remarks of .the hon. members who have spoken,
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atd | cannot see that any argument has been
used against the removal of these shops. The
Hon. Mr. Congdon prefuced his remarks by
eaying that he approached the sabject with
regret, and [ may say that [ share with him
that regret finding inyself, as I do, in opposition
to the hon. wember, and the other hon. mem-
bers who represent Fremantle, Tfeel, however,

that I have o duty to perform, and I must use |

every effort to do it, The consistent support
which the hon. members for Fremantle have
given to the Government whenever they counld
conscientiously do so,is, I may say, fully recog-
nised by the wembers of the Ministry, and
those hon. members will therefore understand
how reluctant I am to argue aguinst them this
ufternoon. As representing the Government
on this occasion, I present inyself as an
object of sympathy to both sides of the
House. In the first place it ie the desire of the
Government to act a8 wuch us possible in nc-
cordance with the wishes of the people of Fre-

to the country to do that which we comsider
right, so that between the two, I feel that the
Government is practically hetween “ the devil
and thedeep sen,”” While we try todo whatia
fair and right for Fremantle, we must eonsider
our duty to the colony asa whole. Hen, mem-
bers will recoghise that it would be wuch

easier for the Government to say to the people

of Fremantle that they would endeavor to meek
their wishes and continue to hold the support
—the willing support—of the hon. wembers
who represent that Province. Cerfainly i§
would be much casier than to say, as we have
to, that we must take away eome of the privi-
leges which Fremantle has so long considered
belonged to it. I may say that the members
of the Government are both persomally and
politically opposed to the removsl. Person.
glly there is no member of the Government
who has not interests at Fremantle, and politi-
¢ally our interests lie there also. So far, how-
ever, as the charge which has been made the
Government is not acting fairly is concerned,
I mustchallenge it, because I think it will be
admitted every consideration has been given to
the people of Fremautle in regard to this sub-
ject. If the Government are doing what they
consider right, even though their uctions may
injure some purticulur loeality, they should
receive the support of hon.
notwithstanding that the action proposed
is at variance with the personal views of hong,
members, 5o long as what the Governwent
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- propose to dois for the bencfit of the whole

coleny. T hope hon. members will not think
the Government intend to do anything except
that which is for the benefit of the whole
There is a certuin section of the
people in this Coluny and I do not make this
rumark as applicable to members of this House
or to the pecple of Fremantle, who bave
opposed the Government in this matter, not
because they think the Government is acting
improperly, but becanse they feel sure the
Government will carry what they propose. 1f
the Goveramwent had taken any other course
than that which they have, these very people
to whom I refer, would be the first to denounce
us for not doing what was best in the interests
of the Colony. Hon. members must know
that a Government cannot go ngainst the
opinion of its experts. I do not cure anything
nbout the opinion of Mr. Wright, or Mr,
Mather, or Mr, Allisoe Smith, under present

_ eircumstances, because they are not in the
mantle, and on the other hand it isour duty °

mewmbers,

positions of professional advigsers to the
Government. We have un expert in the
person of the Engincer-in-Chief whose advice
wo had to ask, and who has told us that the
shops wust be removed, and it is our duty to
follow that advice, [f the Government are to
be blamed for anything it is for not following
out the resolution which empowered them to
remove the ehops during the recess of lust
yeur. That resolation was moved by
the leuder of the Opposition in the
Assembly pnd it wus agreed to, but the Govern-
ment have not given effect to it because they
wished to treatthe people of Fremuntle, fairly
und to give them a further opportunity of
bringing their case before the Legislative
Asgembly. Time wus given to them in which
to get all the information they could, and the
Government, instead of carrying out the work
at voce, ngreed that the matter should be left
to the arbitration of the Assembly. ‘'hat haa
been done, and now it has been curried by a
majoviby of those who more particularly
represent the people than we do, that these
shops should be removed, und, therefure,
I can hardly think that the people of Fre-
nwntle can complain that they have been
trented vofairly. We have heard a great deal
#aid ahout the opinions which Mr. Mather and
Mr. Wright gave, but I cuanot see why these
should be so much better than the one
which Mr. O’Cunnor gave.

Tue Hox. D. K. Congpox: Ounly two guve
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avidence in favor of the
quoted founr against it. .
Tue MINISTER FOR MINES (Hon. E. H.
Wittenocow) : Unfortunately they are not in
the Government employ.
Tue Hox. D. K. Covanon: All four were.
Tue MINISTER FOR MINES (Hon. E. H.

Midland site, nnd I

[COUNCIL.]
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!

Wittenoom): They were asked whether the

Harbor Works would interfera with the shops
and theysaid no. Wofind now that it is admit-

that there is no room atihepresentsiteforthe
shops, and the only question, therefore, is
where they shull be moved to. In spite
of the evidence quoted by the hoa. Alr,
Congdon it ja now admitted that there must
be a removal, and the whole question scems to
me now simply to resolve itself into oneof vest-
ed interestsin connection with theexpenditure
ofmoney. I ask hon. members whether
the Gov rnment should take this into con-
sideration, or allow it to influence them, secing
thut they have tn look to the inleresis of the
whole Colony. We have a large system of
railways in the Colony and the guestion it
where shall these shops be .placed so that
they can be of most henefit to the Colony ?
The people of Fremantle and the Govern-

Ruitway Workshops.

Midland Junction, and that it will be most
convenient for the heavy engines for the steep
grades to be kept there. {f)} That the shops
should be moved graduslly, and the moving
should be epread over 1wo years, and that there
would ulways be running sheds at Framantle,
and probably seme erecting shops.  (g) 'That
the shops being near the sea is very detrimental
to the stock. ‘The Engineer-in-Chief further
states that in his opinion the Midland Junction

tad, even by the hon, membera for Fremnantle, : is decided.ly the best site obtainable, nnd that

he ia of opinion that even if a good site existed

' at Fremauntle or Claremont he would still con-
- sider the Midland Junction a preferable site.”

ment have luoked ull over the country hetween
- againat thisadvice and it subsequently turned

Frewantle and Perth and have Leen un-

able to find any Iand suitable for the purposes .

of these shops. 'Fhere is no doubt that the re-
moval will affect Fremantle to a swall degree,
but this ought not to influence the Govern-
ment in the selection of a site when it is their
duty to do that which is best in the interests of
the wholecolony. Ishouldjustlike toread to
hon. membersthe reasons which led the Govern-
ment to decide in this matterasthey havedone.
The Fugineer-in-Chief gave the following rea-
aons why the shops should be removed to the
Midland Juncticn:— (e} That there is noth-

ing like u3 good a site nenr either Fremantle

or Claremont as at the Midland Junction

(b) That to make the site at Frewantle, on
Mer. Pearse’s land, available, would entail an
expenditure of ab least £30,000 Lo hegin with,
and, this is saved by the Midland Junctionsite.
(¢) Thbat the urea nt Rocky Bay is nob likely
to be suitable for years, if ever, and will never
be as suitulde as the Midland Juaction. (&)
That it has been the general experience of
Railways that the shops are, in the first
instnnce, placed at the terminus, and aftce-
wards bave to be removed inland. (&) Thatu
large engine depot wmust be provided at the

I may poiut out that it may take years before
the removal is accomplished, and, no doubt,
judging from ome’s common seanse, althongh
the main shups may be removed, there will of
pnecessity be o certain amount of conatruction
work always cnrried on at Fremantle. The
Engineer-in-Chief haa further advised the Go-
vernment that the Midland Juoction site is
the most preferable one that can be obteined,
and in the face of that, how could the Govern-
ment act otherwise than they huve done? I
usk hon. members whether the Govermnent
would be justified in putting aside that advice
and locating the workshopa elsewheve ? What
would be said of the Government if they acted

out that the site which has been suggested
nenr Frementle was unsuitable? Would it not
be said at once that we had sacrificed the
interests of the colony to Fremantle? And I
agk hon. members whether any Government
darc go against the advice of its professionnl
advisers, Of course, if we do not consider Mr.
O’Connor is capable of giving ue advice on
this subject, it is another matter. We find,
however, that even the people of Frewantle
do not say » word against Mr. O’Connor’s
ability when the harbor works are concerned,

Twue Hov. B. W. Davies: I heg your
pardon.

Tue MINISTER FOR MINES (Hon, E, H,
Wittenoom) : T have never heard of it. T
believe the people of Fremantle are quite pre-
pared to accept Mr. O’Connor in the matter of
the Harbor Worlks, but when it comes tu the
‘Workshops they are not prepared to xceept
hiw as an authority. But [say if we are not
prepared to aceepl Mr. O'Connor's advice oo
this matter, the sooner he is out of theservice
the better.  Then the General Trattic Maonger
Me. Davies is imperative that the Ruilway
Workshops should be at once removed from
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their present position, and that they should be ' themselves—n position whick is, as T huve said,

at once located within their own area, and be
separated from the working railways. He
further considers that the present position
prevents the further developments of the Fre-
maatle Station yard, which urgently requires
re-constructing and re-modelling ; that there
is no room at present for carriage sheds, sort-
ing and train sidings and many other necces-
savy conveniences; that it is getting worse
every month, and will continue to do s0; that

the station is Loo small to conduct the tratfic -

satisfactorily, and itu enlargement is in abey-
ance until the Shops are removed. This seems
to me to be in direct opposition to the evidence
which Mr. Congdon has read.

Tue Hox. D. K. Conepox : The avidence
T read was taken two years ugo, and Mr
Davies, bas probably, since seen thelnecessity
of removing the shops as we all do, but the
question ig, where are they to be removed to ?

The MINISTER FOR MINES (Hon. E. H.
Wittenoom) : It shows how things have gone
ahend since. That is the advice given to the
Government by Mr. Davies, and I ask hon.
mambers whether we could take the respon-
sibility of going against this advice of our
profesaional advisers. The hon. Mr. Congdon

said that the land at the Midland Junction

had been bonght und thut then it was that
the Government thought of doing something
with if. Instend of being blumed in this
watter, I think the Government should be

complimented for purchasing before they '

gaid anything about their intentions, because
we nll know that we sbould havehad to pay very
dearly for the land if we had said we intended
to remove the Workshops to that locality
before we had secured the site. The hon. Mr.
Congdon said the shops were to be removed
for no reason.

Tue Hon D. K. Coxapon: 1 admit the
renson for their removal, but [ do not see any
reagon for their removal 23 wiles inland.

Tue MINISTER FOR MINES (Hon. E. H.
Wittenoom) : The bon. member also said that
the Government had made no effort to get
another site. ¥very effort wns made, and in-
structions were given to the Engineer-in-Chief
thatif he conld find a favorabie site neaver, to
do so. The Midland Junction is an excellenf
position at which to have shops, becawse threc
lines of railwuy converge there. 1 have oaly
to say, in conclusion, that 1 hope hon. members
will support the Government in the unior-
tunate position in which they have found

. “Between the devil and the deep sea.”

We
don’t care to offend our Fremantle friends on
the one hand, and on the other we wust do our
duty to the Colony as a whole. I hope hon.
mewbers will, therefore, vote against the reso-
luation.

Tue How. 8. H. PARKEXR: I mn sorry to
hear the Minister for Mines say that the
Government are guing to the devil when they
go to the Midlaud Junction. I presumc the
Midland Function must be the devil, becuuse [
take it that Fremanptle is the deep sex, and
apparently the Government have been forced
to choose the devil in preference to Fre-
mantle. [ look on this resolution in a difforent
light to that in which the hon. gentlemen who
are concerned in it look at it. Itis now sowe
years since Mr. Allison Smith, an expert who
wasg introduced into the Colony, ndvised that
the Workshops shonld be removed, and said
that the Midland Junction was the most suit-
able site. 'U'be Governwent, upon this, pur-
chased the site, and, in doing so, exercised a
wise forethought probably owing to the facl
that I, at the time, happened to be a wewmber
of the Government. Although the site was
pwrchased, the Government were not prepared
to nct on the pdvice of Mr. Allison Smith with-
out first ascertaining whether the feeling of the
country wasin favor of the remuval. 'Lhey did
notact until pressure was brought on them
from the Lower Hounse by an Opposition mew-
ber who moved a resolution similar in terms to
that which was recently pussed in another
place. The resolution expressed the opinion
that the workshops should be removed to the
Midland Junction.

Tuge How. D. X, CoNnapox: No, the resolu-

" jion was that the workshops sbould be re.

moved to some other site.

Tue MINISTER FOR MINES (Hon. E. H.
Wittenoom): The original reselution was that
they should be removed from Fremantle to the

, Midlund Junction, and an siuendment to that

was curried substituting “ to another site” in
lieu of “ to the Midland Junction.”

Twuk Hon, 8. H, PARKER : At all events the
result wus that not only the mewbers of the
Government, but these sitting in opposition in
another place, came 1o the conciusiou that it
wus necessary to remove the shops. liven
then the Government did not act, but gave
the people of Fremantle a further oppertunity
vf huving the resolution reviewed. ‘hey

| underfook not to take uny sleps in the matter
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until Parliament nssembled, und that promise
was carried out. Recently,as hon. members
know, the matter was brought before the As-
sembly and a vesolution in favor of the re-
woval of the shops waa carried by a large
majority. I take it that in matters of policy
—ulthough I do not think that this matter
can be culled bysuch a high-sounding name as
that, because it is a were matter of detail
in the management and working of our rail-
ways—the Lower House must guide the
Ministry and I think it is unwisefor the Upper
House to attempt to come inte untugonism,
nuless it feels that it has the majority
of the people with it. I fake it from the
uction of the Legislative Assembly, that the
rewoval of these workshops to the Midland
Junction site is in accordance with the wishes
of the country generally. A large majority of
the mewbhers of the Assembly who represent
the people more directly than we do, becausa
they represent o much a2 much Jurger body of
electors, favor the removal. Although this
watter has been talked of for some years, and
wlthough o resolution in fuvor of the removal
was carried last year, no agitution has heen
mauuifested against the uction proposed to e
tuken, except at Fremantle, und, therefors, we
may take it that the people generally ure in
ageord with the action of their respective
members.  Such being the case, would it not
be unwise for this House to pass this regolu-
tion which will have the effect of bringing
us inin conflict with the Lower Hcuse which
represents the people generally, while we only
represent a comparatively lesser mumber of
clectors ¥ ‘Lhen, looking ut the matter in
another light, if we passthis resolution what
will be the effect of it? The Government are
not acting from mere whim or cuprice. They
are advised by their professiomal ndvisers,
and are acting at the instigation and wish
of the Legislutive Assembly. In other
words the people of the couniry say
that the Government wust move the shops.
The Guvernwent have not taken the initingive
Lut the people have, and, if the Govern-
ment desire to hold oftice they are Dbound
to concur in the views of the Assembly us
representing the people. We, in this House, can
pass no vote of wunt of cunfidence that will
have aby effect, and,jyet by this resolution, we
are not only doing that, but are expressing
want of confidence inthe Legislative Assembly.
Whatever we may o in this wuy, it will have
no efficet, hecuuse the Goverument will be
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Lound to uck onthe resolulion of the Lower
House if they desire to hoM their seats.
Under these circumstances to pass this resolu-
tien would make up Jook foolish in the eyes of
the country. The people would say, here is the
Legislative Council interfering in o matter
over which it has no control, and passing a
resclation which is abortive, and which the
Legislative Assembly takes no notice of. While
[sympathise with Fremantle, and while I have
no interests at or near the Midland Junclion,
but bave interests at North Fremantle which
will be sowmewhat prajudiced by this removal,
still, I feelif I were to join with the hon. mem-
bers for Fremantle in passing this resolution
I shall be holding wyself up to the ridicule
and contempt of the people of the colony
generally. In these circumstances I feel bound
to support the hon. the Minister for Minesand
vote againat the resolution.

The President then left the Chair for an
hour.

On resuming, -

TuE Hown. A. B.KIDSON : It is with some
trepidation, but with a large amount of con-
fidence, that 1 rise to address this House on
this important question. I say with trepida-
tion becaunse I have been compelled to listen to
alurge number of expressions from hon.
wembers which lead we to think they are not
fuvorable to this motion. I think, howaver,
that I shall be able to show hon. members that
they must come to the conclusion that the
removal of these shops iz absolutely and entire-
1y wrong, and I hope I shall be able to show
this apart frowm any interest which Fremantle
may have in the matter. [ ask hon. wem-
bers to try and divest themselves of the idea
that I am one of the members representing
Fremantle. I wm sorry the Hon. My, Parkeris
not in his place to hear the remarks which I
have to make, Lecause, although he said a good
deal on this question, he did not state one fact,
or use one argument, in support of the removal.
One thing he did do, he endeavored to draw
what may be termed a red herring across the
trail. Heendeavored to lead hon. members
astray by stating that this motion was uncon.
stitutional and that it would have no effect if
passed. And he added, that for those reasons,
he was going to vote againss it, and he asked
others also to vote against it. Ihope hefore I
git down I shall be able to show that he is
wrong. I thought these points were
going to be brought up, and Itook the oppor-
tunity of consulting the proper authorities on
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the snbject, and I am going to tell hon. mem-
bers what these authorities say. They say
that it iz perfectly competent for this House
topassaay resolufion it thinks fit. If hon.
"gontlemen hold the opinion that it is not desir-
ubie,apart from what the Government may say,
and apart from what Mr. Parker may say, that
theseshops should beremoved, they ure per-
fectly at liberty tv pass this resolution. ‘Then,
if this House does pass the resolution, these
anthorities say that the effect of it will be
simply to serve as gn intimation to the
Asgsembly that, in the event of any estimates or
Bills being sent forward dealing with this sub-
ject, the views of this House will be known. I
am informed that it is a wmatter of frequent
occnrrence in other places possessing the same
constitution as ours, to adoptl similar motions.
I have, therefore, disposed of the argument of
the Hon. Mr, Parker, because I haveshown that
although this resolution may be opposed to the
views of the lower House, it will serve as en
intimation of what our views are. I shall now
deal with the speech of the Hon. fho
Minister for Mines. I was not surprised at
what he said, because he gimply followed up
what took place in the Assembly. At the
same time, it will be noticed that during the
whole of hisspeech, heneverin zny way tackled
the real question, but simply brought forward
the reasons of the Engineer-in-Chief upon
which the Government acted. The first reason
given by the Engineer-in-Chief was that there
wasg nothing like as good a site at Claremont
or Fremantle as at the Midland Junction. Wea
will admit that, butif wecan prove that a site
can be made as good, at a reasomable cost,
where i8 the argument of the Engineer-in-
Chief? It simply resolves itself into & ques-
tion of price for making the site. The next
renson he gave was that to make a site would
cost £30,000. T am going to show, on quite ns
good authority as the Engirneer-in-Chief, that
it would cost nothing of the kind. 1 may say,
however, that I do not think the Engineer-in-
Chief has put down the lowest fipnre. As
regards Rocky Bay, the Engineer-in Chief
said that site would never do, and this is his
third reason. We admit that. Then wecome to
the fourth reason, that it is the general experi-
ence of railways that shops, in thefirst instanco
are placed at the terminus, and have after-
wards to be removed inland. I absolutely
contradict that, ond [ say that when tha
Engineer-in-Chief said so he stated what was
oot a fact.
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Tne MivisTer rFoe Mines (lion. BE. H.
Wittenoom}: What I said was the Govern-
ment, having received the Buagineer-in-Chief’s
advice, were hound to accept it.

I'ne Hon. A. B. KIDSON: The hon. gentle-
wan is quite right, but L am dealing with the
reasons given by the Engineer-in-Chief, and [
am going to bow! themm over. Then the
Engine¢er-in-Chief says that the Midland
Junction site would be the wost convenient for
the steep grade engines. I cannot go into Lhat
bacause [ am not an engineer, although I have
always noticed that the Engineer-in-Chief is
able, when he wants an argoment, to bring
iorward an engineericg one which no one bub
an cngineer can contravert. Although I am
nol going into the matter, T do not thiak that
is  sufficient reason to base the removal of the
Workshops ou. “Then the Engineer-in-Chief
says that he is opinion that even if as good a
site existed at Feemantls or Claremont, he
would still prefer the Midland Junction.
Why ? Does he give any reason why ? If that is
not an argumentum ad absurdum I do not know
what is. At the same time it goes to show that
the Engineer-in.Chief has made up his mind,
and what has happened since shows thut he is
going to carry out his iden no mutter what
comes of it. Ibelievg the Engineer-in-Chicf is
one of thoso strong minded men who says,
whatever I say everyone else must do. "The
Minister for Mines says that the Governmen?
are bound to followthe ndvice of their pro-
fessionul adviser. I disagree with that pro-
position when the advice iscontrary tocommon
sense, snd I shall show before I sitdowr that
it is contrary to common sense, bacause the
Engineer-in-Chief says * even if as good
o site existed at Fremantle or Claremont,
I would still consider the Midland Junction
preferable.”” I say hon. members shonld pause
before listeuing to advice of that kind. I
now come to another point, The Hon. Mr.
Parleer said that the Government only waited
to test the feeling of the country before taukiag
action, Nuw, according to the votes which
were given in the Legislative Assembly on this
important question, n majority of the elec-
torates of the colony was adverse to the re-
moval. I can prove that from the figures,
and T think that when I have done so I shall
have given a complete answer to the views
put forward by the hon. gentleman I have
mentioned. [ have taken the voting und pul
aguinst it the nember of electors represented
Those who vobed for
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the removal represented 4,940 voters, and
those who were in favor of retaining the shops
at Fremantle represented 6,747 votes.

The MinisTER For MiNes: How do you
make that out?

Tue Hox. A. B. KIDSOY: I can give you
the names. Those whovoted for the retention
of the shops at Fremantle were—Mr, Connor,
26 clectors ; Mr. George, 200; Mr. TllHingworth,
340; Mr. Leake, 617; Mr. Marmion, 511 ; Me,,
Moran, 693; My, Moss, 799; Mr. Simpson,
505 ; Mr. Solomon, 927; Mr. 'L'raylen, 180;
and Me. Wood, 1.859; or & total of 6,747,
Those who voted for the removul were—Sir
Jolin Forrest. representing 262 electors;
Mr. Burt, 52; Mr. Richardson, 37; Mr.
Venn, 201; Mr. Clarkson, 249; Mr. Cook-
worthy, 202; Mr. Harper, 251; Mr. Hassell,
362 ; Mr. Hooley, 37; Mr. Jumes, 1,196; 1r.
Lefroy, 107; Mr. Loton, 324 ; Mr. Phillips,
106; Mr. Picsse, 402; Mr. Randell, 947; Mr,
R. K. Sholl, 91 ; and Mr: B, W, Sholl, 24; ora
tota} of 4,940. There were three geatlemen
who did not vote—Sir J. G. Lee-Steere, Mr.
Monger, and Mr. Thressell—and I will give
the Government the bencfit of these. DBr.
Monger represents 402 electors, Mr. Throssell,
341, and Sir J. G. Lee-Steere, 227 ; and if we add
theso to the 4,940, we geb atotal of 5,910, On
the ofther side, we had the promises of Mr, A,
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to the Town Clerk at Fremantle, and reads as
tollows :—
" 8t. George's l'errace, Perth,
* July 19th, 1895,
“ BIg,—
“Huoving been rvequested to furnish
“ your comuwittee with a report on an urrange-
“ment of Workshops on Block No. 139,
“ having similar feantures to the scheme of AMr.
“ Allison Swmi6h, I have the honor to enclose

 “herewith a plan showing shopping and

Forrest, representing 98 electors, and BMr. .

Keep, representing 129 ; and it we add these
to the 6,747, we get o total of 6,994, as against
5,910. Really, therefore, there was a 1-11th
majority of the total electors of the colony
in favor of the vetention at Fremantle.
Betore T deal with the main question, T hope
hon. members will not come to the conclusion
thet the Hou. Mr. Congdon was wrong in
bringing forward this resolution, hecause he
has only done what hia duty fo bis con-
stituents, and what, in our opinien, is our
duty to the colony. Now, with regard to
this site at Fremantle, which is the question
to which I shail confine myself, I am sorry
ull hon, members bad not have an opportu-
nity of imspecting it, and of judying of

it for thewselves. I propose now to
to read a report from Mr. Young. Sowe hon.

members will probably know him, and know
that he is o wan of some eminence us an
engincer. He shows that the sile at Fre-
wantle can be made suitable at o small cost—
a coat the interest on which is considerably
less tham the cost of humluge to the
Midinnd Junction. The report is addressed

“gidings so arrunged.

“The uren of the shops is less than that
“shown on Mr, A, $miil’s plan, being 107,000
“equare feet, as aguinst 140,000 square fect
“ provided by him. But as I understand that
“ the latter area is in excoss of probuble re-
“ quirements for many years to come, perhaps
“the provision I have made will suflice. In
“order to show how additional shopping
“uccommodation might be provided in the
“ future, I have drawn in, in dotted lines, two
“ minor blocks of sheds, and shown an arrange-
“ment of sidings in dotted red limes, which
“ allows the sides of the sheds to be ntilised, a
“ through road being kept open down the
“ middle. These two blocks together cover
“wn uaren of 45,000 square feet, making
“a total of 185000 sguire feet avail-
“able in the future. I have notattempted to
“ghow store sheds, andgother miscellancous
“ buildings, which may be placed in the most
“ convenient spots, nor have I fillediu all the
“sidings, us it is evident that access can be

. “obtuined by rail toevery part of every shop

“from both back aad frons.

« As the slope of the ground increases very
“much towards the centre and southern end
“ of the bloek, it was necessary, in grder to save
“expense, to place the Workshops as nearto
* the road as possible. I therefore adopted the
“plan of making the main approach from the
“gouth. Engines with carriages in fow would
** thus pass butween the blocks to the far end
“of the yard and back the carrvingus on to the
“gidings and so into the shops.

“I havegiven = laugth of about 500 feet of
“gtraight over the points at the south end of
“the yard, und huve taken a swall bloek 2
“chuins by 2 cbains of the Government land
“ ontsicle the arvea enclosed by bhlue border on
“ genernl plan uccompunying my report of the
* 10th inst.. to get plenty of vroow, another two
“chains of length might he obtained here, if
" necessary, before reaching the houndary
“of the block.
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“1 have left a certain amount of land unex-
wenvated which, as in the previous design

might seeve for the location of officers’
* residences.

* The extra excavation necessary to provide
“accommeodation for the shops as now ar-
* ranged, will amount to 43,222 cubic yurds of
« gamnd, which T estimate will cost £2,970.

“The cost of engineering works will then
“he ns follows :—

Cost of levelling site incleded in

blue border... £6,741 0 0
Additional excavation 2970 0 ©
Cost of levelling 4 square chains

ot £150 per acre 60 0 0

. 9777 ¢ 0
Cost of approach—railway 4,950 0 ©
14,727 0 O

If land at lower level be required,
add 14 acres at £100 per acre 150 0 0
£14877 0 ©

“ The excavation to formation level of the

ground on wkich the residences are located
« would cost an additional £2,830.

*The aren required is 43725 neres, of which
“4 pcres is Government property. If the
* trinngle of ground ot the lower Gft. level be
¢ token, another 1} acres will be required.

« The arrangement of sidings has been rather
* hurriedly made, and can he regarded as n
« gketch showing the practicability of the
“ goheme.

« I have the honor to be, 3ir,
“Your obedient servant,
“B. W. YOUNG, M.ICE"
The area proposed by Mr. Young is in excess
of that required by Mr. Allison Smith, and,
therefore, nothing can be said against the size
of the site. 1 was present when the Engineer-
in-Chief met u number of gentlemen at Fre.
mantle to view this site, nnd a guestion was
divectly put to him by Mr. Marmion, which
no doubt caught him ou the hop. Mr. Marmion
asked—" Is is possible to make this site as
good as the one at the Midland Junction?”
He said—* Yes, it i8.” He was then asked
what the cost would be, and he replied
£30,000—the old £30,000, which the Engineer-
in-Chief is so fond of making use of. Mr.
Young estimated the cost at £21,000, and in
view of the attitnde taken by the Engineer-
in-Chief, I shall ask hon. members to tuke it
that £21,000 would be the cost. Now, what
would ba the interest on this amount ? As far
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as I can gnther, it would he something over
£1,000 o year. ‘Then,what would be the cost
of the haulage? T have a memo. here which
will give us oo approximate idea of what it
will be. In Adelnide the cost of haulage
to Islington, a distance of 12 iiles, is some-
where about £2,000n yenr, Here we have to
g0 23 miles, and, assaming that we only have
half the haulnge which they have iu Adelaidu, it
will bring the amonnt to nbout .£1,000 a year,
which ig the interest on thesmwount tomake the
Richmond site available. Ton. members must
not forget that, while the cost of haunlage
will increase year by yewr, the interest remains
stationary. It has been stated that experience
shows the Workshops are in the first pluce
located at the ports,and are subsequently taken
inland, but, unfortunately, we have had no

- instances of this given to wa.. T am going to

mention places where this is not a fuct, and, as
far as 1 know,I am not aware of any place. In
South Australia the Workshops are at Isling-
ton. Thave taken every opportunity which
has been afforded me of accertaining the views
of gentlemen coming from South Australin on
tiis snbject, and they tell me that the people
there are absolutely dissutisfied with the shops
on account of the cost nfhaulage,and thatthey
would like to get them removed bhack to the
port,, but are unable to do so owing to the ex-
cessive cost, In nonother place the Commis-
gioner of Railways mentioned Ipswich, where
the Workshops of Queensland are situute.
I have it on the best anthorify that it is in-
tended to remove these to Brisbane
‘Why? For the simple reason that it
costs too much to maintein the shops inland.
Then there is New South Wales where the
Workshops have been removed to the port.
There ia one other argument which wus used
by the Commissioner of Railwuys to which [
will refer. He said that, in the old country,
the Workshops were always placed away from
the port, nnd he instanced two cases which
upset his argument, because it wasehown
clearly that the repson why these particular
shops had been located inland was hecause
they were wost convenient to toe materiul
required for repairs. On that point I shoutd
just like to read a minute from the Locomotive
Engineer of New South Wales to the Commis-
gioner of Railways of tbat colony. Hesays:
*In considering the position of the main
“ Workshops of the Knglish railways relatively
 to that of the principal terminus of the rail-
* wnys to which they severally helony, they
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* may be divided into twe distinet groups, viz.:
“ those north of London, and those in the
“metropolitan district and to the south of it.
“Qf those north of London there are four
“ main trunk lines, which have their principal
“ terminua in London. Of these tour lines,
“three of them, viz., the North Western, the
“ Midland, and the Great Northern, run
“through wmineral districts, which, in the
* enrlier history of these railwaya were nlready,
* as they are now, centres ot great manufac-
“turing industrics and population.

{COUNCIL.)

In the '

“case of thesc lines the muin Workshops .

“have, therefore, been located away
“fromm the principnl terminus, Loudon,
“ and are at Crewe, Derby, and Retford re-
“gpectfully. But in the cage of the fourth
“live (the Great Eustern), whose mainline and
“ Yhranches lie in the non-minersl apd non-
* manufucturing distirict, the principal work-
“ ghops are situated in the suburbs of London.
“ Having no centres of manufucture or gkilled
“labor within ita terrifory, apurt from the
“ metropolis, to determine the position of the

“ Workshops, they have been situated in the °

“ London district, as being, for it, the
«principal seat of labor, and the one
“most nccessible for the materials used.”
I ask hon. members to consider which in our
case would be the most accessible—the Mid-
land Junction or the port ? There is, I think,
only one answer, and that upsets the argun-
ment of the Hon. the Comumsszioner of Rail-
ways. I should like to refer to the speech of
the Minister of Railways iv introducing his
motion in another place, because )

hon. member cannot refer to speeches made
during the present gession.

Tue Hox. A, B. KIDSON : Then I will say
that it has been stated in another place that
the pointz brought forward in favor of the
removal of the Workshops have not been
contraverted ; but I say every point has been
contraverted.
site can be made a3 good as the NMidland
Junction site, at the cost of the haulage ; and,
thut being so, what reason is there left for the
removal? If any one reason he left, it is that
which the Engineer-in-Chief put forward,
when he said that even if the Fremantle site
were as pood, he wonld still advocate the
removal. The Hon. Mr. Parker said that this
was a departental question, but, when the
matter came before Parliament in South Aus-
tralis, a very lengthy debate “tovk place, and

Ruatlway Worlshops.

the money for the removal was only carried by
one vote.

Tue Hon. F, M. SroNE: Was the matter
discussed in the Upper House ?

Tre How. A, B. KIDSON: I am not aware,
but while on the question of the Upper House,
I may say that, in my opinion, this House has
a perfect right to express an opinion on this
subject, and a still greater right when it is
shown that the wmajority of the voters of the
celony aro adverse to the removal, Further,
I think this House has a right to intimate its
views to another place, when it comes to tho
conclusion that there is to be a waste of money,
or that the best interests of the country are at
stake. When this mnatter first came before
the Engineer-in.Chief, be said that 20 acres of
land wonld be sufficient for the Workeshops.

Tue Hox. R. . Buners: How long ago was
that ? ]

Tee How. A. B. KIDSON: Nine or ten
months. Later on he said 50 acres would be
required. On this the perple were jubilant,
and hunted around for a site of 5¢ acres.
Having found it, they went to Mr. O’Connor
and he then said that 80 acres were necessary.
Another hunt was made, and the 80 acres, and
even up to 100 acres were obtained. They
again went to the Engincer-in-Chief, and he
said he then wanted 100 acres. 'The people
then thought it was about time to stop going
to the Engineer-in-Chief because he had
changed his vpinion so many times. I may
tell hon. members that at the Richmoud site it
is possible to get 100 ncres, and, as I have said

. before, the interest on the cost of levelling
Tue PresimvENT (Hon, Sir G. Shenton): The

and preparing it would only amount to the cost
of haulage to the Midland Juncvion, In New

 South Wales a guestion cropped up as to

It has neen proved that a .

whether tne shops should not be taken to Duck
Creek, a distance of 12 miles inlgnd. The
Engineer-in-Chief of that colony wrote that
even if the land were suitable, the whole of
the raw material from England required for
the construction and repairs would have to
pay freight upon 12 miles of railway before
it could be used, and this was comsidered
anobjection to the site. Here wehave 23 miles
miles. Thenthe Engineer-in-Chief of New South
Wales went on to say that a site mear the
terminal station ia far more eligible for Work-
shops und running sheds than cheap land of
level sarface if situnted twelve or twenty
miles away. Then, referring to the Eveleigh
pite, the Engineer-in-Chief in New South
Wales wrote to the Comwmissioner of Railways
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as follows: — “ Notwithstanding the high
“ price which would have to be paid for the
“ land near Sydney, I would strongly recom-
“ mend that it be purchnsed for the erection
“ of Workshops aad running sheds'” Then,
the Engineer for Existing Lines was equally
emphatic in his condemnation of a site which
was only 12 {not 23) miles from the terminus.
He objected, not only hecause the land was
below the level of the existing line, but also
because of «its distance from Sydmey (12
miles), from which place all stores would
have to be conveyed, involving a constant and
permanent expense, besides the inconvenience
that would be experienced in various ways by
being removed such 2 distance from the ter-
minal station.” I have come to the concla-
sion, in the face of this, and, in fact, in the
face of the whole of the evidence and the
arguments which were used in another place,
that there is no reason whatever for the re-
moval of these shops; and, that being so, I
would ask hon. members not to come to a con-
clusion blindly, but to judge of the matter
independently. T might say, further, that
the Government might do what was
snggested in one of the daily papers, and
that is, before finally deciding sncn aa
important matter they might take the
opinion of another expert, because 1 do not
consider, after what has fallen from the
Engineer-in-Chief, thut his is an expert opinion
on this subject. Because the Government
have the land T do not see why they
shoutd injure the town of Fremantle
and cause expense fto the colony as a
whole. If these shops sre removed the colony
will in the future have to benr the great ex-
pense of haulage, which will be an incrensing
item year by year. If any hon. gentlemen gets
into legal difficulties he is not satisfied with
one solicitor’s opinion, but he takes the best
advice hecnn get, and I say that where there
iz a difference of opinion between Mr. Young
and M, O’Connor, independent advice shonld
be taken, Ihave not dealt in any way with
the quesLion of vested interests, and T do not
wish to, becanse, a8 soon a8 such a matter as
that is mentioned, everyone comes to the con-
clusion that self interesta are at stake. I am
glad, as I havesuid, that one paper has tanken
the view that independent ndvice should be
obtained. With regard to the other paper it
is hardly to beexpected that any other view
would be taken except the one that has been
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treated lightly, and Task hon members to con-
sider it serionaly, and to come to & decision
which will be equitable to both sides.

Tue Hox E. MGLARTY : It is not my in-
tention to detain the House, but [ may say
that I cannot support the motion. It would
have given me great pleasure to support it,
but, after lisgtening to the whole of theargu-
ments, [ fail to find that any reasom hns
been shown why these shops should not be
removed. When speaking to the Address.in-
Reply, T said [ thought the Government
should act in this matter on the advice of
their Engineer, and I adhere to it. It seems
strange that there is not suificient ground
between Fremantle and Guildford wupon
which to locate these Worksheps, but
I supposc it must be so. I do not think
it requires an engineer to sny that it
it is necessary that the shops shonld he re-
moved, and we are all agreed, T taka it, upon
that point. The only question is, where are
we poing to place them, and the Engineor-
in-Chief advises us that the Midland Junction
is the most suitallesite. Before these shops
are removed, -I hope wo shall be using our
own coal, which will be o strong point n
favor of the Midland site, irasmuch as it
will be nearer to deliver the coal at the
Midland Junction than at Fremantle. One
argument why the shops should not be re-
moved i that o sum of £16,000 or £17,000
is paid in warges every year, and that it is not
Fair that this should be taken away from Fre-
mantle; but I really do not think that will
matter very much. I donotthinktheEnginecr-

{ in-Chief hes any feeling in the matter;

I helieve he desires to get the most suitable
and most convenient site. We must bear in
mind that we have only one lice running to
Fremantls. Tt would alter my opinion very
much on this subject if all our railways ran
ntoe Fremantle, but we have only one, while at
the Midland Junetion four lines converge. The
matter of vested interests does not weigh with
meatall, and T think the Government would
be wanting in their duty if they allowed such
a matter as this to militate against the general
interests of the colony. T way say that it
does seem strange to me thas the Government
have delayed this matter so lung, after having
the anthority of Parliament to remove the
shopa. Tam sure they only did so out of con-
sideration to the people of Fremantle. We
have never doubted the Epgineer-in-Chief

taken. Thisis a matter that should not be I before, and I do not think we should doubt him
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in the present instance. Under these circam-
stances, T cannot support the motion.

Tne Hown. ¢ E. DEMPSTER: I have
listened to the able way in which this motion
has been discussed by the members for the
Woestern Province, and T say that, notwith-
standing «ll this, T ihink the Engineer-in-
Chief ia the” best nuthority. He has proved

[COUNCIL, |
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" proper precautions. T would urge the Govera-

bimself a competent und able man since he has -

been in the colony, und he is carrying out
the harbor worka in n most encrgetic manaer.
It is evident that the present site cannpt he
retained, and we have the opinion of the
Enginecr-in-Chief that the most suitable site
for the fulure is the one nt the Midlaud
Junction. If the Government did not take
that advice they would be doing a wrong
thing in the interests of the colony. ‘There
are many reasons why the Midlund site isa
good one, one of which ia that most of our
lines converge there. TUnder these ecircum-
starces I must vote against the motion,

Tre Hon. H. McKERNAN: Tt does not
appear to me that sufficient care has been
taken in coming to a decision as to the removal
of these Shops. Without going into the
detaila, T mway say that when it was considered
necessary these Shops should bhe removed,
expert assistance was called in, but, unfortun-
ately, the gentleman who was chosenrr was one
whose credentials cannot he accepted withdut
suspicion. His record up to the time he was
called in was ona of fuilure, and at that
moment he was in a sen of trouble with the
Government of Vietoria. [t was significant
that the Engineer-in-Chief should call him in
to give an opinion on the removal of these
Shops. It iz omr Mr. Allison Smith’s
recommuendntion that these shops are to
be removed to the Midiand Junction, and
I do not think we should pay so much atten.
tion Lo it as the Government wish us
to do, especially when weare told that there ia
ample roow for the shops on land which is
situnted within the Western Province. The
instances of shops having been removed
inland and afterwards taken back to the port,
are sufficient to wurrant us in further consid-
ering the matter before we take steps to carry
out the removal. Even the Engineer-in-Chief
admmits that the necessury nccommnodation
could be obtained at a price, and, that beingso,
I do not see why he should be so strongly in
favor of going to the Midland Juuction. It
simply means he is driving the Government,
nod that the Government are not taking the

ment to hesitate Lefore removing the shops,
because I certainly think that, in the futare,
we shall have to bring them hack to the port.
I shall support the motion before the House.

The Council divided with the following
result:—

Noes... 12
Ayes e 5
Majority nguinst ... " 7
Ayes Noes
Hon. E. W. Davies Hon. W. Alexander
Hon. A. B. Kidson Hon. R. G. Burges
Hon, H, MeKernnn Hou. . E.Dempster

Hon, J. E. Richardson
Hon, D. K. Congdon
{Tetler).

J. W. Hackett

8. .. Haynes

E. McLarty

8. H. Y'arker

(. A, Piesse

E. Robinson

H. J. Saunders

F. Af. Btone

E. H. Wittcnoom
(Tetler).

Hon.
Hon.
Hon.
Hon.
Hom.
Hon.
Hon.
Homn.
Hon,

Motion put and negatived.

COPYRIGHT BILL.
This Bill wngraeceived from the Legislative
Assembly and was read a first time.

KALGOORLIE RAILWAY TBILL.

Thig Bill was received from the Legislative
Assembly and was read o fiest time.

CROWN SUITS BILL.
IN COMMITTEE :

Clauses 2 to 21 agreed to.

Clause 22.—“Crown debtahow recovered ™ -

Tue Hoxw. C. A. PIESSE: By subazection 2
of this Clause the Crown tokes priority over
private individuals,

Tue Hon. ¥. M. Stong: It hag been so from
time immemorial.

Tre Hox. C. A. PIESSE : I do not think it
ia fair. 1tis going too far.

Clause agreed to.

Cliiuse 26.—* Petitioner to give security for
costs in certain cases”:

TuE How., C. A. PIESSE : This Clause states
that where a person is an uncertificated bank-
rupt, or has compopunded with his creditors,
or has oo fixed domicile, he shell give security
for costs. I do not think this is altogether
fair, becnuse & man might have heen in the
colony only for a short time, and might get
injured, and wonld have no redress.
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I'ne How. F. M. $I'ONE: He could give
security for costs.

THe Hon C. A. PIESSE: He might not
be able to do so.

Clanse sgreed ta.

Clanses 27 to 36, agreed to.

Clause 37.— Limitation of Damages* :

Tee Hoxn. 8. J. HAYNES: I have not fully
considered this matter, but I am inelined to
the opinicn that the amount of £1,000 men-
tioned in this Ulause is not suMficient. It
strikes me that, in some cases, £1,000 would be
totally inndequate, especially where the person
was maimed for life. I move that progress
be reported in order that we muy have wnore
time to consider the question.

Tne MINISTER FOR MINES (Hon. E. H.
Wittenoom): This Bill has now been before
the Housa for o week, and this was one of the
points I especially mentioned on the second
rending. £1,000 secms to me to be s fnir
limit, wher we consider the interests of the
public whohavé to pay thesc damages. The
payment of heavy damages has been a serions
matter in the other colonies, and the rates
charged on our railways are too small to allow
for unlimited riaks. In the post office there
is n regulation limiting the amount
any persen  can  recover if anything
is lost in transmission, and the limit is fixed
because the ebarge which is made 13 8o small.
Iy a colony like thig I think £1,000is a fair
sum to fix aa the limit.

Tre How. 5. 1. HAYNES: If the rates are
not high enough to cover the risk, the Depart-
ment can casily malke a higher charge.
not see why the Government should be in a
different$ position to o private individue?, whe
bas to tnke the consequences of his negligence,
The Hon. the Minister eays that the post office
kas a limit, but I think it is unreasonnble to
compare & chattel with a life orn limb. I agk
that progress be reported.

Motion put and passed.
Progress reported.

|
|

Ido .

ADJOURNMENT.
The House, at 9.30 o’clock, p-m., adjonrned '
until Thursday, September 19, at 430
o’clock p.m.
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Tegislative Assemblp.

Wednesday, 18th Seplember, 1895.

Message from His Excellency the Adwinistrator ;
Supplementary Estimates—Custows drawback
wpon Goods Erxported—Report on quality of
Land  and Timber along Brdgetown Helway
Boutes—Engineering  Difficulties, Timber Re-
sources, dc., welong [Bridgetown  Raitlway
Routes—Copyright Fill :  third reading— Esti-
mates, 18956 : in committee— Mussages from the
Legistative Council: JMings Regulation Bil,
Jirst veading ; Partnership Bill amendments—
Assisted Schools Abolition Bl : second vead-
ing—Addjournment,

Tue SPEAKIiSH took the chaie nt 4.3
o’clock, p.m.

PRAYERE,

MESSAGE FROM HIS EXCELLENCY THE
ADMINISTRATOR.

SUPFLEMENTARY ESTIMATES.

The following Message was presented to Mr.
Speaker by Sir John Forrest, and the sanme was
read, and was as follows :(—

Avex. C. OnsLow,

A dministrator,

The Administrator transmits to the Legis-
lative Assembly edditional Lstimates of ex-
penditure for the year ending 30th June, 1896,
to the extent of £20,960, and recommends an
appropriation of the Consolidated Revenue
uccordingly.

Giovernment Hoase, Perth,

September 18th, 1895.

CUSTOME DRAWBACK UPON GOODS
EXPORTED,

Me. HASSELL, for Mr. CoNNor, in accord-
ance with notice, asked the Colonial Treasurer
whether it was the intention of the Govern-
went to institute a system of drawback, in
the Customs Department, for goods on which
duties had been paid and which had to be

exported.



