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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.330
p.m., and read prayers.

QUESTION-ESTATE REPURCHASE,
YANDANOOKA.

Mr. MOORE asked the Minister ror
Lands: 1, The area of the land purchased
from Emanuel & Phillips at Yandanookaq
2, The date of the payment for same, and
whether in cash or debentures? 3, When
does he intend to throw this land open
for selection?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS replied:
1, 140,309 acres, including 70,222 held
under pastoral lease. 2, 1st November;
£140,000 in debentures. 3, About 24,000
acres have been subdivided and classified,
but some delay in throwing it open has
been occasioned through some necessary
adjustment re mineral rights on the estate.

QUESTION-ASSAULT CASE, KAI-
GOORLIE.

Mr. GREEN asked the Attorney Gen-
eral: 1, Has his attention been called to
the case of Dempsey v. Kallinikos, at Kal-
goorlie, on the 19th July, in whieh Kallini-
kos wvas charged with unlawfully assault-
ing a girl of nine years of age? 2, Is lie
aware that the case wns dismissed?9 3, Is
lie further aware that there were three
other children in attendance who were
prepared to give evidence that Kallinikos
had unlawfully assaulted them in a similar
wvay?7 4, Is he aware that the Resident
Magistrate refused to hear this further
evidence? 5, Is hie aware that it is cur-
rently reported and helieved in the district
that other children had been dealt with
similarly by accused? 6, Is he aware that
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feeling ran so high in Kalgoorlie that a
dynamite cartridge was thrown in the
yard of the house occupied by Kallinikos!
7, Will he give instructions to have the
evidence taken of the three children who
wished to tender evidence on the 19th
July?9

The ATTORNEY GENERAL replied:
1, 2, and 3, Yes. 4, Yes. It is not com-
petent for the prosecution to adduce evi-
dence to show accused has been guilty of
acts other than those covered by the com-
plaint, for the purpose of showing he is
a person likely from his conduct to have
committed the offence for which he is
being tied (Makin v. Attorney General
of N.S.W.). 5 and 6, If reliable evidence
can be obtained, further charges wvill he
laid, bitt current reports and public feel-
ing, however justified, cannot be given the
weight of sworn evidence in judicial pro-
ceediings 7, No, for the reasons given in
the answer to Question 4. The course suag-
gested would be illegal.

PAPERS PRESENTED.

By the Minister for Lands: Regulations
under Land Act 18998; Timber tramway
permits under Land Ad, 1902; By-laws
under Cemeteries Act, 1897.

By the Premier: Report relating to the
administration of the Public Education
Endowment Trust to the 31st December.
1912; Regulations under Workers' Homes
Act, 1911, and Amending Act, 1912.

By Hon. W. C. Angwin (Honorary
Minister) :By-law under the Frernantlc
Local Health Board.

PAPERS-MURDER BY NATIVES
ON CANNING STOCK ROUTE.

On motion by Mr. HOLMAN (Murchi-
son). ordered: "That all papers and re-
ports in connection with the death
of the late J. C. Thompson, who
was murdered by natives at No.
37 Well onl the Canning Stock Route;
also all papers in connection with an ap-
plication for a compassionate allowance
for the widow and child of the laLe Mr.
Thomson, be placed on the Table of the
House."
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ASSENT TO BILLS.
Assent to the following Bills of last

session reported
Agricultural Bank Act Amendment.
Appropriation.
District Fire Brigades Act Amend-

ment (No. 1).
District Fire Brigades Act Amend-

ment (No. 2).
Electoral Act Amendment.
Employment Brokers' Act Amend-

ment.
frame Bill.
Government Trading Concerns.
floverument Traniways.
High School Act Amendment.
Hothum-Cro-sman Railway Exten-

sion1.

Industrial Arbitration.
Inebriates.
Interpretation Act Amendment-
jetties Regulation Act Amendment.
lKalgoorlie and Boulder Racing Clubs

Act Amendment.
Landlord and Tenant.
Laud and Income Tax.
Loan, £5,600,000.
Melville Water and Freshwater Bay

Road.
Moneylenders.
Municipal Corporations Act Amend-

men[-
'Native Flora Protection.
Neweastle-BolgaRrt Railway Exten-

sion.
North *Freman tle Municipal Tram-

ways Act Amendment.
Pearling.
Permanent Reserves.
Perth Streets Dedication.
Roads Act Amendment.
Roads Closure.
Shearers' Accommodation.
Statutes Compilation Act Amnend-

ment.
Victoria Park Tramways Act Amend-

Inent.
Wagin-Bowelling Railway.
Water Supply, Sewerage end Drain-

age.
workers' Compensation.
Workers' Homes Act Amendment,
Wyalkatchem-'Mount 'Marshall Rail-

Way.

BILL-RIGHTS IN WATER AND
IRRIGATION.

Second Rteading.
The INNISTER FOR WORKS (Hon.

W. D. Johnson), in moving the second
road ing, said: It is not a pleasant task
at any time to make two speeches on the
one Bill, and the measure that 1 now lpre-
sent to the Chamber is practically the
same as, that which w'as introduced on a
tirevionls occasion during the last session
of Parliament. Seeing that the Bill was
fairly freely discussed in this Chamber,
and that I devoted a fair amount of
time to the introduction of the seond
reading, I do not, to-da-y, propose to re-
peat much of the matter which is to be
found in the pages of IIanSG-rd. It will,
however, he necessary for me to amplify
some of the remarks which were made,
anld I also desire, of course, on this occa-
sion to deal with the criticism which was
levelled against the Bill in another place.
On a previous occasion I endeavoured
to make it clear that we in Western Aus-
tralia have a huge area which is suitable
for intense culture and closer settlement
by means of irrigation and drainage, and
that our experience shows that the grow-
ig season in Western Australia is longer,

and that our production by means of
irrigation is greater than is the case in
any other part of Australia. Whilst it
is true that in comparison we have not
got an equal opportunity with other parts
of Australia of embarking on large
schemes by reason of the existence of
large rivers, still we are in the fortunate
position of having quite a number of
small streams from which sufficient. water
can be conserved to enable us to embark
on many undertakings, small of course
in comparison with the huge schemes al-
ready in existence and in course of con-
struction in the Eastern parts of Aus-
tralia. Although the schemes in this
State are small, they will really be of
advantage, inasmnuch as by beginning with
a small scheme, the contrihution from the
national funds, if it will he at all neces-
sary, will be very small in comparison
with larger schemes that -one could men-
tion. Then again, the small schemes will
enable us to go along gradually. 'We
start one scheme, and we get that settled
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and enable the people to get results from
the cultivation of their areas; we can
then embark on a second scheme and
go onl until wve can get the areas I shiall
refer to, under cultivation, by closer set-
tlement. Trhere are large and constanily
in creasing imports of dairy produce into
Western Australia, and it is that con-
stant increase that has influenced the
Government in making this measure anl
important one from a dlevelopment point
of view. We say that it discounts the
agricultural possibilities of this State
when we give it forth to the world that
we have to go outside Western Australia
to get the necessaries of life for our
people. The latest figures one is able
to secure in regard to imports might he
quoted here. In 1911 we sent out of
Western Australia 9719,566 for bacon.
ham, eggs, butter, and cheese, and in
1912 the amount increased to £812,470.
For jams, jellies, and fruits we sent out
of the State in 1911, £180,283. and that
increased to £197,760 in 1912. For wheat,
pollard, potatoes, onions, etcetera, we
sent away in 1911. 1265,,%9, and in 1q12
that had increased to £277,900.

Ron. J. Mitchell: There was not much
wheat sent away.

The MINISTER FOR WVORKS:
Wheat is referred to in the statistics I am
quoting from, and I only mentioned it to
be fair and so as not to lead members
to believe that we can altogether by means
of this Bill prevent the importation of
these products. As a matter of fact I
am somewhat astonished to notice that
wheat appears in this table as having
been imported to the State. I am of
opinion, however, that it is seed wheat
which is referred to. Then we last year
presented figiures to the Chamber show-
ing the possibilities of conservation.
Since that time, feeling sure that eventu,-
ally Parliament would agree to the pas-
sage of the Irrigation Bill, more exten-
sive surveys have been undertaken wvith
the result that Ave Eind now that on the
Serpentine River with a reservoir to a
height of 70 feet we can conserve 2.000
million gallons of water. Then there
is the No. 1 scheme on the Murray River.
With a reservoir wall 50 feet high we can
conserve 550 million gallons. With an-

other reservoir of the same height on
the Murray River we can conserve 1,750
million gallons. On the Harvey River
with a 37 feet reservoir wall we can con-
serve. 350 million gallons. and another on
the Harvey River with a 50 feet wall
will conserve 850 million gallons. Ou the
Brunswick River a 40 feet wall wil[ store
:360 million gallons, and by another on
the Bru~nswvick River of 50 feet in height
wye can conserve Sat) million gallons.
There is one oil the Collie River of 20
feet height which wvill give us 50 million
gallons, and another on the Collie River
with a height of 33 feet which wvill give
us 470 million gallons, wvhile a third on
the same river with a height of 60 feet
will store 33,000 millions. Then there
is another onl Loguie's Brook with a height
of 1.00 feet, behind which we can store
2.000 million gallons. and a second of 70
feet which will conserve 1,600 million
gallons. Number one on Bancell's Brook
-t may say these are new figures com-
piled since last session-with a 50 feet
wall will conserve 650 million gallons.
and a second wall 38 feet in height will
conserve 1.50 million gallons. There are
,tlier possibi lities inl respect to Samson's

Brook, the returns for which are not ,yet
to hand. At lhakeshrook and onl the
Wokalup River we have surveys in hand
to show the respective possibilities of
those two streams. It will be noted in
respect to all these brooks and rivers that
the district is confined to the area be-
tween Perth and Bunbury, covering a
distance of about 110 miles. As is well
known to hon. members, there is quite
a number Of other parts of the South-
West in particular where great possi-
b~ilities from a water conservation
and irrigation point of view are
to be found. In regard to the
Bill, as I have already said, it is sub-
stantiallY the same as that which was de-
feated in another place last vear. TPo get
the provisions% of the Bill briefly placed
onl record. I will recount them to hon.
members. The general administration of
the measure is placed under the control
of the Minister with three advisory com-
missioners apraointed by the Government.
It is provided that the Governor may. on
recommendation of the Minister, acting

487



[ASSEMBLY.1

with the advice of the commissioners,
constitute irrigation districts, unite, sub-
divide, or alter the boundaries of districts,
and apportion, settle, adjust, and deter-
mine the respective interests, rights and
liabilities of the several parties concerned,
the quantities of wvater assigned to a dis-
trict; the source from which and the sea-
sons at which and the conditions under
which and subject to which the water is
to be supplied, may be prescribed by
Order-in-Council. Irrigation boards may
be constituted either by the appointment
of the local authority, the municipal coun-
cil or roa(1s board, to lie the board, or by
the appointment of members of the board
by the Governor, or by the election of
members of the board by the occupiers
of irrigable land in the district; but the
Governor may dissolve any board at any
time-of course under justification. Until
the lands dedicated to the purposes of
the Bill and the irrigation works in any
district are vested in a board, or on the
dissolution of a board, such lands shall
vest in the Minister, and the M.%inister may
exercise all the powers and authorities
conferred on the board, until the substitu-
tion or after the dissolution of a board.
Part ITT. is one of the principal parts of
the Bill, and deals with the rights in
natural waters, which are defined. It is
declared that the right to the use and flow
and control of the water in any water-
course, lake, lagoon, swamp, or marsh,
and any spring and subterranean source
of supply shall, subject only to certain
restrictions and until appropriated under
the sanction of the Bill or of some exist-
mner or future Bill, vest in the Crown;
but the right of any person to drain or
to make any dam or tank upon land of
which he is the owner or occupier is pre-
served so long as the flow of water in
any watercourse or into or out of any
lake, lagoon, swamp, or marsh is not
sensibly diminished. The Bill will not
apply to the water flowing from any
spring until it has passed the boundaries
of the owner or occupier of the land
whereon the soring exists. I wish to
emphasnise this, because it was a point not
ailtogether understood. or if understood
it was nmisrepresented.- last year.- -

Hon. J. Mitchell: Tell us what is
meant by a swamp.

The 'MINISTER FOR WORKS: It is
defined in the interpretation clause.

Hon. J1. Mitchell: It is not clear.
The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Well,

if tile bon. member can assist mec in
making the definition clearer, I will be
very pleased to have that assistance.

H~on. J. Mitchell: D~o you make it clear
to the House?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS:
have already made it clear to my own
satisfaction, and it is clear to the satis-
faction of the expert officers. I am not
going to take the responsibility of making
everything clear to the satisfaction of the
hon. member; that would be too great a
task. The Bill will not apply to any
water in anyv sublerranean source of
supply fromt which the water does not
flowv natornlly, brit has to be pumped tip.

Hon. Frank Wilson: Does it apply to
existing, artesian bores?

The 'T]NISTER FOR WORKS: Not
to artesian bores that require to be
pumped. However, I will deal with
artesian bores later. It is declared that
where a watercourse, swamp, lagoon, or
marsh forms a boundary or part of the
boundary of land already alienated the
bed thereof shall for the purposes of this
Bill be deemed to have remained the pro-
perty of the Crown, and as regards land
alienated after the commencement of the
Act, the bed shall remain the property of
the Crown and not pass with the land
alienated. The diversion of water is pro-
hibited except under legal sanction, but
the right of access by the owner or occu-
pier of land adjacent to watercourses,
lakes, etcetera, and the remedy for tres-
pass, are preserved. Presumption of the
right to take and divert water from any
watercourse by length of use is stopped
except under special conditions. Provi-
sion is made to protect watercourses from
obstruction, and for the prevention of
the pollution of water and the right of
entry by the Crown on alienated land is
secured to prevent interference with
watercourses and the pollution of water.
Permission may be given to the owner or
occupier of the -land adjacent to any
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watercourse to protect his land fromn
damage by erosion or flooding. The
Minister way take proceedings in any
court of justice for the illegal diverting
or taking or for polluting of water, or
for the unlawful interference with the
bed thereof. The ordinary riparian rights
are defined, whereby owners or occupiers
of land through or contiguous to which
runs any watercourse, or within or con-
tiguous to which is situated anly lake,
etcetera, may take water for domestic or
ordinary use and for watering cattle or
stock, with the further provision that in
the case of owners of land alienated be-
fore the commencement of the Bill the
further right may be enjoyed of taking
water for the irrigation of a garden not
exceeding five acres in extent used in
connection with a dwelling. That, of
course, is the provision we had in last
year's measure; so to an extent we
recogniise riparian rights, that is to say,
where the watercourse forms the boundary
or has been alienated, or in the opinion
of the owner has been secured to him in
the alienation of the land he shall have
certain rights in regard to water for his
stotrk, for his dwelling, and for the irri-
gation of a garden up to five acres. This
area, it will be noticed, has been increased
from three acres to five acres. Provision
is made to enable riparian owners to
obtain special licenses to divert and use
water, and for the application for such
license, its advertisement and the objec-
tions which may he raised, and the privi.-
leges and duties of licensees are defined.
The Minister, on the advice of the com-
missioners, may grant ordinary licenses to
take, use, and dispose of water on such
terms and conditions and for such period
as may be prescribed. This is a provi-
sion which on the advice of the commis-
sioners has been put in the Bill since last
session. Another place desired that there
should hie some check over the Minister.
They smm~ested that the commissioners
should have control over the Minister to
the extent that lie should secure their
recommendation before doing anything in
rerard to licenses for the uise of
water, and generally should hare their
concurrence or r-,2ornmendation before

taing~ any actioni in rcgard to the
provisions of dir' mneasure. Conditions
for the exercise by riparian owner,
of the right to ike and use water
from any watercourse, lake, etcetera,
wh-olly or partly supplied with water
or whose volume may he increased by any
public work are prescribed. Clauses 18
to 24 inclusive contan pro-visions relating
to artesian wells. By these provisions the
Governor is empowered to make regu-
lations to give effect to this part of the
Bill. I may point out that the whole
of the provisions in this part of the Bill
arc adopted front legislation in force in
Victoria and New South Wales and
Queensland, and it will be seen by the
marginal notes in the Bill exactly where
each has been taken from. It is pro-
vided in Part V. that every board shall
have and be liable to the p~owers, auithori-
ties, and duties conferred upon a water
board by the 'Water Boards Act, 1904,
and the provisions of that Act arc ex-
tended to irrigation boards, except where
otherwise provided, and except so far as
those provisions may be declared by the
Govern or-i n-C'oun cil not to be applicable.
Part VI. deals with the construction and
maintenance of works, and the placing of
-works uinder the control of boards. Pro-
ceedings are restricted against the Crown
or aL board to injury to riparian rights or
for flooding. It provides,, however, com-
pensation for such injuries, and provides.
that disputes shall be settled by arbitra-
tion, the principle in awarding compensa-
tion being defined by Clause 36. Part
VTI. deals withi the supply of water.
Alter providing for the requirements of
rip arian rights, the remainder of the
aailable water supply may be appropri-
ated for irrigation. Power is conferred
to levy irrigation rates with the approval
of the 'Minister upon 'all irrigable land
within a district, bunt no rate is to exceed
in any year suchi an amount per acre
as may be neessary, v due recvard being
had to the other revenues of the board
to rrovide interest and contribution to a
sinking fund for the redemption of loans,
and for the maintenance. nanarerent,
and Control of works and the manage-
ment of the business of the board. Ant
appeal is provided for on the ground that
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the land is not irrigable under and sub-
ject to the provisions of the Water
Boards Act of 1904 relating to appeals
from valuation, and the provisions of that
Act relating to the payment and recovery
of rates are incorporated. Ratepayers
are entitled to receive a supply of water
for irrigation at such times, in such quan-
tities, and on such conditions as are pre-
scribed by by-laws. The owners and oc-
cupiers of rateable land are alone en-
titled to a supply of water, but the board
'nay in its discretion supply to other
persons within or beyond its district,
and discretion is rested in the board to
supply water for domestic purposes,
watering stock, and other purposes. The
object of this clause is, of course, to
combine the water conserved for the pur-
poses of irrigation and other purposes,
and the Bill provides as to how the water
shall be dealt with other than that used
within the district for irrigation pur-
poses. Provision is made to enable the
boards to supply water proportionally
where there is insufficient to mneet the
full requirements of the ratepayers. The
Governor rmsy regulate the order of
supply. We have to recognise that it
may occur that 'we should not have suffi-
cient water to supply all the require-
ments of those irrigating, and provision
is made to distribute the water in quan-
tities which will permit of all getting a
fair quantity of that which is consen-ed.
The supply of water, of course, is not
compulsory, and cannot be made com-
pulsory uinder the measure. Part VII.
deals with flinance, the provisions of the
Water Boards Act, 1004, being adopted.
The power is conferred on the board to
borrow money with the aprroval of the
Governor for the construction of works,
etcetera.

Hon. Frank Wilson: That is new.

The 'MINISTER FOR WORKS: It
is Practically the same as last year's
Bill. The board has to get the approval
of the Governor, and whilst last vpar
we limited the boards to borrowivir
through the Treasurer, we now le-nve it
to the Govern or-in -Council to decie to
what extent the boards shall borrow
money.

Hion. J. Mitchell: You provided that
the lender may, if his interest is unpaid,
take action.

The MIKS TEE FOR WORKS: We
can deal with that in Committee, but,
generally speaking, the provision in re-
gard to borrowing is subject to the same
control as was provided in the Bill of
last year. Where you give control to the
Governor-in-Counci, it is practically
the same thing as limiting them to bor-
rowing through the Treasurer. Part IX.
deals -with the keeping and auditing of
accounts. Part X. confers the power to
make by-laws and to impose penalties
for the breach thereof. Part XI.
containis general provisions including
power to the Minister, on the advice of
the commissioners with the approval of
the Governor, to acquire irrigable land
for the purposes of the Act, including
closer settlement, by agreement with the
owner or by compulsory process. Tt will
be observed that the salient or main
features of the Bill are, (a) State owner-
ship of water, (b) State ownership of
beds and bhanks, (e) riparian rights, (d)
priority of appropriation and no possnes-
sion of water without use, and (e) con-
trol of artesian supplies. The maim
feature, of course, is the State ownership
of water. This principle is recognised
in the laws of Victoria, Queensland, New
South Wales, South Australia, and
Canada. The appropriation of water for
the purpose of irrigation is entirely and
unavoidably in conflict with the common
law doctrine of riparian proprietorship.
Thi- latter is an Eilwlish law largely used
for the purpose of enforcing the main-
taininz of the enijoymnent of ripnrialn
owners of those privileges which are com-
mon to river froitazes. The principle of
the law is that, while a riparian owner
can enjoy the said nrivileges, he can dlo
nothing which would tend to appreciably
affect the rrivileges of other rin~arian
owners. This is one of the main con-
siderations that T desire hion. members to
denote their attention to. To-day we
have on a number of our streams vanouns
people using the water for irrigation mir-
roses, hut we know perfectly well that
they are only doing it on sufferance.
There are a number of cases in which
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injunctions have been served against those
using the water to the detriment of others
situated below them on the stream, and I
understand that one case will be heard in
the courts very shortly. It is true that
under the English law an industrial use
of water has been made, but only in the
way of the use of water for mills, etcet-
era, where nothing but the energy of
the water is really taken, and the
water itself is returned to the
river without aJppreciably diminishing
the flow. The absolute inadequacy of the
common law rights were at once realised
in both the United States and Canada,
when the use of water for irrigation
was undertaken. While the common law
righlts in America were set aside in in-
numerable instances by the courts, Canada
appears to have been the first to tackle
the proposition in a comprehensive man-
ner. In an amendment made in 1898 to
the North-West Irrigation Act of 1895
all waters are %ested in the Crown. and
application has to he made for the use
of water even for domestic purposes, and
suc'h applications are dealt with absolutely'
in order of precedence. New South Wales
followved Canada's lead with a Bill in 18996,
and, finally, in a consolidated measure,
known as tl'c Water Rights Act of 1902.
Victoria defined riparian rights and de-
dlared State ownership in the Irrigation
Act of 1866, and eonsolidated the law in
this regard in the Water Act of 1905.
Queensland affirmed the principle of State
ownership of water in its Irrigation
Act of 1910. South Australia so far has
not felt the'pinch, mainly owing to the
fact that most of the irrigration proposi-
tions are on the river Murray, the flow of
which is so large as to preclude the pos-
sibility of any local troubles. That State,
however, passed an Act in 1908 called the
Trrigation and Reclaimed Lands Act. That
measure gives rather sweeping powers
which will probably at a later date r--
quire to be more clearly defined. The
powers are that the Crown or any irriga-
tion board may take water for the pur-
pose of irrigation form any river, creek,
stream, lagoon, or other water within an
irrigation area. Immediately in South
Australia they get away from the river

Murray-and there is no doubt that they
will eventually extend their operations-.-
it will be necessary for them to amend
their measture in order to define their
rights more clearly than they are defined
in the Act of 1908. In addition to the
Acts quoted there are, of course, in a. great
many of the States of America, certain
provisions in regard to State ownership,
and these vary considerably in accordance
with local conditions. However, it is in-
teresting to know that in South Africa
the Cape of Good Hope Act of 1906 ar-
rived by rather different methods at a re-
suit practically similar to the Australian
A ct. It provides that every riparian
owner is entitled to a reasonable use for
purposes of irrigation of the water of a
perennial or intermittent stream. A water
court is provided through which all dis-
putes in connection with the quantities
of water taken, etcetera, are settled. Cou-
sequentlv the division of the water in this
case is arranged through the medium of a
water court instead of through a person
or persons appointed by the Government,
as is the cewe in the other instances men-
tioned, and as provided by this Bill. In
regard to State ownership of the beds and
banks, this provision is made in order to
fully secure the rights of the Crown to
the water, that is to give ownership of
the receptacle which contains the water.
So that it is clearly defined that we take
the water in the beds and banks and thus
know exactly what water we are entitled
to. The persons owning the land on the
banks of the streams, or where a stream
forms the boundary, also will know pre-
cisely how much of the water belongs to
the Government under the measure.

'Mr. Turvey: You are not taking 33 feet
of the banks on each side?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: No,
and that was never proposed. I will deal
with that matter before concluding my re-
marks.

Hon. Frank Wilson: You are taking
that width on the channels from artesian
bores.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: That
is a very different thing. Where we build
channels it is essential that we must have
a certain area on either side to protect
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the channels. If we had not that area,
the channels would soon be filled in by
travelling stock, and there would be no
chance of protecting the work.

Hon. Frank Wilson: It is only on pas-
toral leases.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: It is
only on pastoral leases that we wvant to
make some provision to protect the chan-
nels. Where channels are formed it is
absolutely essential that we have land on
either side to protect these channels, but
the fact raised by the member for
Swan (-Mr. Turvey) was that the state-
ment was spread throughout Western
Australia that we proposed to take 33 feel
on either side of every water course in
the State. That was distinctly incorret,
and was evidently circulated by some or-
ganisation in order to bring about the
defeat of the Bill.

Hon. J. Mitchell: It was an amendment
moved on your own side.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: It
may have been moved, but it was not
adopted. The hon. gentleman then spread
it about that because an amendment was
moved on this side, and defeated by the
Chamber, it was an essential part of the
Bill.

Hon. J. Mitchell: I did not spread it
at all.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Well,
the hon. gentleman is apologising for those
who were guilty of doing the spreading.

Hon. J. Mitchell: Nothing of the sort.
The MINISTER FOR WORKS: There

was absolutely no provision in the Bill
for that purpose; yet everywhere I trav-
elled throughout the State one of the first
quesations asked by the settler was in re-
gard to this proposal to take half a chain
on either side of the creeks, and it wa~s
clear to me that a statement was circu-
lated, not by individuals, because they
could not have done it, but by some organ-
isation, in order to get it distributed
throughout the country.

Hon. J. Ilitchell: The amendment wats
published in the Press, and the people, no
doubt, got their information there.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I do
not see how they could take it from the
Press because if the amendment was publ-

fished its defeat also must have been re-
corded. My objection is to the circula-
tion of the statement that that proposal
was part and pancel of the Bill intro-
duced by the Government.

Hon. J1. Mitchell: I never heard the
.statement made.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I
heard it in scores of places. In regard to
riparian rights, I have already outlined
that we recognise the rights of those who
took up the land sometime previous to
the introduction of this Bill, and we give
them the right to use the water for a cer-
tain number of years for domestic pur-
poses, thle watering of stock, and for the
irrigation Of a garden up to five acres. I
want to emuphasise the fact that this really
gives those owners better rights than they
have to-day. As a matter of fact they
have no rights to-day other than the right
to take the water, provided they do not
interfere with the rights of others, and it
is so difficult during the summer months,
wvhere water is not conserved, for them
to take the water without interfering with
the rights of somebody below. ('onse-
q'iently uinder this Bill we give them more
jiirhts than really exist to-day at common
Ilaw.

M r. Layman: You are giving them
power to interfere with other people'i
rights.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: It has
to be done tinder license, but the point
am making is that in this Hill we are
recognising riparian rights which are not
recognised to-day at common l aw.

Hon. J. Mitchell: You are giving them
legal rights which they have not now.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: That
is so. The next point is, priority of ali-
propriation and no possession of wvater
wvithout use. This principle is involved
in the sections dealing with licenses and
also with those dealing wvith riparian
rights. In the first place prior users are
allowed special licenses; in the second
rflaces licenses are given to any who will
irrigate. Licenses are cancelled if the
use of the water is discontinued, and
the riparian right to use for garden pur-
poses is limited to gardens connected with
a dwelling, i.e., a house garden where it
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is clear there will be 110 possession with-
out use. If they discontinue using the
water we are i~ot prepared to recognise
that they have a right to uise the water,
nor will we give them water at any timue
when they think they will use it. They
hare to use the water wider license for
a given number of years. Row I comec
to the much debated question of the con-
trol of artesian bores, 1 want to make
it elear that when the Bill' was origially
drafted we did not include those provi-
sions dealing with artesian bores, but
just before the Bill was presented to
this, Chamber the experts sitting in con-
ference in Eastern Australia to consider
artesian water supplies presented their
report and in that report made certain
recommendat ions, especially to the Gov-
erment of Western Australia. We then
embodied those recommendations in the
Bill. Now I propose to quote from tile
report which was distributed among hon.
members last session, so that it will be
realised that we are going on the very
best possible expert advice that can be
gathered in Australia. The report of
these experts Says-

We are of opinion that, where neces-
sar . legislation should be enacted in
order to ensure the effective control
by the States of all existing and future
bores within alt artesian basins. In-
asmuch as the interests of several
States are involved with regard to more
than one of the artesian basins, we
would recommend that any future legis-
lation be drafted upon th lines of the
Acts already in existence in New South
Wales and Queensland. where provi-
sion is made for the granting of licenses
for bores, for the supervision of bor-
ing methods, and for the periodic ex-
amination of all existing bores- We
are of the opinion that the necessity
for action in this direction to be taken
in the remaining States is urgent.,

One Of the remaining States, of course,
is Western Australia, and these experts
made an urgent appeal to Western Atis-
tralia to copy the measures which are in
force in Queensland and New South
Wales. The report goes on to say-

It is believed that, if agriculture on
a large Scale were permitted with bore

wvater, in wvhat are now regarded as
pastoral districts (assumaing- that bore
water can be advantageously used for
this purpose) the demand Would be-
come so great that it would result,
within a very short period, in the de-
pletion of the flow to Such an extent
that sufficient water would not be avail-
able for pastoral purposes.

I do not suppose that will apply to any
great extent ill Western Australia, but
we must recognise that there is just a
possibility that we may, as we progress
in our knowledge of irrigation, go in
for irrigation by means of artesian sup-
pulies. Tile rejport of these experts, con-
tinluing,- says-

Wc have been much impressed by
the success of the operations under the
New South Wales Water and Drain-
age and Artesian Wells, (Amnending)
Act of M96. These operations have.
resulted in obtaining the maximum use-
fuluess, of the water from each bore,
and at the same time avoiding the waste
which would ensue from the unnleces-
sary' multiplication of bores. Under
this, Act the value and productiveness
of pastoral land have been enormously
increased by reason of the permanence
of the water supply; and already about
four and a half million acres have been
occupied with most successful results.
Tn view, therefore, of the clearly
demnonstrated fact that there has been
a considerable diminution of the arte-
Sian flo-w, we strongly recommend that
no new irriuation enterprises be ap-
proved until the investigations recom-
mended by the conterence have been
sufficiently advanced to enable reliable
estimates to be formed of the volumes
of water available.

That is the report on which we based
the clauses dealing with the control of
artesian Supplies, and the Government
say that they are prepared to recognise
those gentlemen who submitted this re-
port as the leading experts in Australia
in regard to artesian water, and, conse-
quently, where we hare experts specially
assembled to study such a que-stion and
these expeIts make an urTgent anrenl to
this State to protect the artesian sup-
plies, it is the duty of the Government
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to recognise their responsibility and in-
troduce the necessary legislation. If
Parliament, in its wisdom, considers that
it is unwise to interfere with the con-
trol of artesian water supplies, then Par-
liament wilt have to take the responsibil-
ity for its action, but I want to say on
behalf of the Government that we are
not prepared to take the responsibility
of sayinig to the experts that we will
not profit by tile advice tendered by means
of the report from which I have just
quoted.

Hon. Prank Wilson: Are you taking
over existing artesian boresV

The 1IHNISTER FOR WORKS: We
are not taking them over; we simply
want to control existing bores to pre-
vent waste. If there is no waste there
will be no interference, and if there is
waste, we want to endeavour to prevent
it. That is the whole object as far as
existing bores are concerned.

lion. Frank Wilson: You will not
charge owners, or limit their supply?

The M3INISTER FOR WORKS:
There is no proposition of that sort.

Ron. Frank Wilson: Will you close
bores down if necessary?

The M.IINISTER FOR WORKS: If
there is a waste of water we shall en-
deavour to overcome it so as to conserve
as much water as possible for future
extensions; of borig operations. It is
quite possible under existing conditions,
and as a matter of fact if we bad suffi-
dient information I believe we would find
that bores have been put down from
which a certain flow has been obtained,
and that other bores have been put down
and hare diminished the flow from the
earlier bores to a great extent. There
should be some control so that we shall
not have in a given locality too many
bores, which will stop the flow or inter-
fere with the supplies of those owners
who have pnt down bores and have been
getting a fair supply and have been suc-
cessfuli in their efforts.

Hon. Frank Wilson: You have that
control in your permits for new bores.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: We
have no control at all.

Hon. Prank Wilson: You will if this
Bill is passed. If I have a bore down
already will you interfere with it?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I
will not argue the point. The bon. gentle-
man is evidently not opposed to all the
provisions dealing with artesian bores,
but desires to know what limitations will
be imposed. If it is only a matter of
limitation, tha t is essentially a point to
be considered when the Bill reachies the
Committee stage.

Hon. Frank Wilson: I want to ascer-
tamn what is in the Bill. I have not had
time to read it.

The MINISTER FOR WVORKS:. The
ptrovisions are identical with those in the
Bill of last year, and the hon. gentleman
has had any amount of time to read that.

Hon. Frank Wilson: You have altered
them.

The MNINIISTER FOR WORKS: No.
Hon. Frank Wilson: You have taken

something out.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
alteration amounts to practically nothing.
The general principle of the clauses is
idenitical with that ini the Bill of last year.
Now I propose ft. devote a minute or
two to a consideral ion of what happened_
to, he Bill last year. in order that I ight
nalke it clear to the countryv who was

re.zp"V'qible for the defeat of the measure
and fror preventing the establishment of
irpigrationi schemes in Western Australia
up to the present time. It has been stated
in the Pres over and over again-
altho ugh it has been denied, still it has
been repeated-that the defeat of the
measure a year ago was duo to the fact
that it was sent to another place altogether
too late in the session. That statement
is contraqry to fact. The Bill was sent to
another place in ample time to permit of
discussion, and to enable another place
to come to a fair decision in regard to it.
I have only to quote the facts that the
first reading in another place was passed
on the 16th October, and the second read-
ing on the 31st October, and the Bill was
returned to this Chamiber on the 12th
December. Thus the Bill which reached
another place in October -was not returned
to this Chamber until December, and yet
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the excuse is put forth by those who
apologise for the attitude of another place
that there was not a fair opportunity for
discussing the Bill.

I-on. J. Mitchell :They had other
business to consider.

Hon. Frank Wilson: And they, ap-
pointed a select committee which you
ref used.

The Minister for Lands: That was done
to kill the Bill.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: As a
matter of fact the Bill was misread or
grossly misrepresented. I would like hon.
members to read the debates which took
place in another place in regard to the
Bill.

Mr. Turvey: Some of them said they
hoped it would kill the Bill.

[.1r. McDowvaZ took the Chair.]

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
debate was opened by the Hon. Mr.
Hamersley, who started by supporting the
Bill and finished by strongly opposing it.
As the Ron. the Colonial Secretary
stated, the lion, member came to pray
and remained to scoff. This hon. gentle-
man contradicted himself so often that I
do not propose to take his remarks very
seriously, but I want to point out that
he quoted a number of figures among
which he stated that it would cost £5 10s.
an acre to irrigate land. A man who
cannot go any deeper than that into the
question of irrigation has absolutely no
knowledge of the subject, and the amount
of contradiction in his speech, starting
as he did by strongly supporting the Bill,
and finishing by being opposed to it, is
a clear indication to my mind either that
he dlid not understand the question, or
that if he did he made a yes-no speech
in regard to the Bill. This hon. gentle-
man was followed by the Hon. Mr. Cole-
batch, who said that after listening to
the practical comments of the Hon. Mr.
Flamersley he was convinced that the
measlue should go to a select committee.
The practical comments of the Hon. Mr.
Hamersley were that it would cost £5 i109.
an acre to irrigate land, and other state-

ments which were not in accordance with
the provisions of the Bill. All of the
speakers spoke against or condemned the
measure with faint praise until Sir Win-
throp Hackett rose and said, "I think there
is a tone of hostility in all the criticisms
that have been directed towards the Bill."
ret we are told in the leading columns
of the West Australian that the Bill was
not opposed by the Legislative Council
for any other reason than the fact that
it, was brought down too late, which did
not give members an opportunity to con-
ider it. As Sir Winthrop Hackett

p)ointed out, the Bill from the start was
opposed by member after member, al-
though in a number of cases they started
off by saying they welcomed the introduc-
tion of the measure. The Bill was sub-
mitted by another place to a select comi-
mittee, and I would draw the attention of
lion, members to the evidence taken by
that committee and to the report. If hoii.
members have not already done so,I
would recommend them to get a copy of
the report and read it. The select com-
mittee called thirty witnesses, of whom
seven were civil servants, and the remain-
ing 23 were drawn from various districts
which I will quote, together with particu-
lars of the space which their evidence oc-
cupies in print. Three of them were from
the Canning district, men who are irri-
gating to-day from water drawn from the
Canning River. The evidence of these
three men took up 131/2 columns. I want
t& point out that as far as the Canning
River is concerned, we have never yet
stated that we were going in for any ex-
tensive scheme of irrigation on that river.
It is true we stated that we proposed to
lock the river, mainly to prevent the salt
water from affecting the river at the time
of high tides. As a matter of fact, for a
year or so past, there has been a tempor-
ary wall across the river to prevent the
salt water from interfering with the fresh
water during the summer months, but gen-
erally speaking there has been no proposi-
tion for any extensive scheme of irrigation
so far as the Canning River is concerned.
Then the members of the select committee
went to Kalamunda; why on earth they
did so I am at a loss to understand.
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There are no rivers4 at Kalainunda, but
it is true there are one or two small creeks,
which, however, are of no use for an ex-
teusive irrigation proposition or for
one that would come under the scope of
this measure. Individuals, of course, can
conserve a certain amount of water in
and use it from the creeks, but the select
committee examined five witnesses from
Kalamunda whose evidence took up 19
columns;. The Bcdfordale proposition is
a better one, inasmuch as there is a cer-
tain amount of irrigation going on, and a
certain amount of difficulty in regard to it,
owing to tie fact that some of the land
owneis are complaining that others above
them are diminishing the flow of water,
and the vase Wichi I have referred to, and
which I think will be taken to court
shortly, is in regard to the Bed-
fordale and Arowdale districts. From
Bedfordale they drew one witness
and he took up three columns of evidence.
From Toodyay one man came-I do not
know why they drew from Toodyay-and
his evidence amounted to W2 columns.
The evidence of three pastoralists dealing
Mainly with artesian bores took up 13
columns. One witness from Yalup Brook
took up 51/ columns, two from Gingin
took up nine columns, one from Waroona
five eolnmns, and three from Harvey barely
three columns. There were three attorneys
of some companies who took upt 14 col-
umns. The point I want to make is that
-although the only place where there has
been a proposition for irrigation has been
Harvey-when evidencecame from Harvey

in support of the measure practically
nothing was adduced from it. When they
got the attorney from one of the com-
panies. ho admitted that he did not know
the Bill, and they puf leading questions
to him, "If so-and-so is in the Bill, what
is your opinion?" and so onl. He expressed
an opinion on the Bill without any study.
On coming to Harvey, where the Govern-
went had introduced a scheme in antici-
pation of the passage of the measure, and
these men support the Bill, we find that
the select committee close up like a book,
and the three witnesses called take up
barely three columns of evidence. Yet
the attorneys of companies take tup 14
columns dealing with what practically has

no bearing on the Bill, and leading ques-
tions are put to them by practically all the
members of the committee. In relation to
Hanvey, where the opinion is favourable
to the measure, we find that the select comn-
mittee, with the exception of the Hon. F.
Davis and the chairman, asked noquestions
at all. They had witnesses in front of
them to support the Bill, but neg-lected
to get the evidence that the witnesses de-
sired to give in support of it. I want to
ask why no evidence was drawn from the
Serpentine River) Irrigation had been
proceeding- on a large scale on the Scr-
pen tine River for some time before this
Bill. Messrs. Glull Bros.. who had been
practising irrigation for some time, were
not called; others interested were not
called; not a word of evidence from these
people who were directly and seriously in-
terested in the provisions of the measure.
Then we go to the Murray, where there
are two big propositions, and where the
people, of course, are anxious for water
to be conserved so that they may use it
for intense culture; no evidence from the
Murray! At Brunswick and Collie there
was no evidence, and I cannot understand
it. It is a mar-el to tue that the Hlon. E.
M. Clarke did not endeavour to get some
evidence f rom the river on which he him-
self is practising irrigation. I would like
to have heard the evidence from those be-
low 'Mr. Clarke to see what opinion they
have, and whether they desire a Bill of
this description to enahle them to meet
with the same success that M3r. Clarke has
bad in regard to his irrigation schemes.
After evidence of the kiiid T have indicated
-had been obtained the report of the select
committee states-it is well worth repeat-
ing for the information of hon. members-

(3-) The whole of the witnesses ex-
amined highly commended the proposal
of the Government to establish it-rication
schemes-

That is exactly as they started in another
place.

but alnost without exception the non-
departmental witnesses viewed with
alarm the provisions of Part IIT, of the
Act defining rights in natural waters in
other than irrigation districts. A, peru-
sal of the evidence will reveal an over-
whelming volume of opinion from prac-
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tical men that the enactment of such
provisions -would be regarded as a
species of confiscation, and would dis-
courage the carrying out of private irri-
gation undertakings from which in-
creasingly valuable results are being ob-
tained. (4.) Whilst endorsing the
views of the majority of the witnesses,
as outlined in the preceding parapaph,
your committee is further of opinion
that the. Bill, if passed in its present
form, by its disturbance of long ex-
isting, and long- recognised rights, would
destroy confidence and create a feeling
of uncertainty prejudicial to the healthy
development of the producing industry.

Now: from that calling of evidence that
was absolutely one-sided, one would be
justified in saying the report was a dis-
tinctly biassed one. They turn round and
say that evidence, which is one-sided, is
altogether opposed to the Bill,' because
they never took any evidence in support
of the Bill, and when they did by accident
evidently get three witnesses who were
favourable to the measure, they neglected
to get evidence from them. The select
committee then proceeded to outline a
number of amendments that should he
made to the Bill. The most interesting is
that where they went to a lot of trouble
to outline how irrigation districts shall be
established, and how irrigation shall be
practised. They say-

The Order-in-Council shall declare the
land to be an irrigation district in which
water or drainage charges may be
levied. If within a period of three
months of any such Order-in-Council a
petition in favour of such proposal is
presented to the Minister signed by per-
sons-(a who constitute a two-thirds
majority of the total number of those
occupying land within the diistrict; and
(b) who occupy an area exceeding two-
thirds of the total area within the dis-
trict.

In other words, we could pass a Bill pro-
viding for irrigation, but before we could
put it into operation we had to gret down
on our knees to the people in a given irri-
gation district. praying a two-thirds mna-
jority of them to petition in favour of irr-
gation to allow this to be done. The pro-
position was absolutely ridiculous, end

that amendment alone was a clear indica-
tion of the feeling in another place, that
they were bostile to the measure. and not
prepared to go straight out and defeat it
on the second rending, as they shouldl have
done, They tried to mutilate tlie Hill. and
finiLhed up with an amendment of that
description, ahsolutely slaughltering any
possibility of practising irrigation if we
were silly enough to adopt such an amtend-
ment.

Hon. Frank Wilson: They say this is
done in New South Wales.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: But
it will not be dlone in Western Australia,
and cannot be done in this State. where
we have a great number of small schemes,
and every time we would have to go to the
landholders in connection with thes;e small
schemes, and ask them if they would per-
mit us to use the water for irrigation:- and
along a number of the banks where the
best schemes are possible, one or two own-
ers own all the land, and if they say, "No,
we will not agree," that finally settles the
question, and you have to let the water
flow away into the sea, as it flows to-day,
simply because they take up a dog-in-the-
manger attitude. I want to say this of
the large land owners especially alone the
Brunswick and Collie rivers, that they are
favourable to the Bill. Theseleeteoniittee
could have got from along the Collie river
in particular evidence that the people there
would not get the best possible results
from the land in the South-West unless
irrigation is practised, and unless the Gov-
ernment establish the rights of the Crown
for the use of the water without limita-
tion.

Hon. J. Mitchell: Evidence was called
for. by advertisement.

The IHNISTER FOR WORKS: Yes,
and it is a remarkable thing that the evi-
dence which came forward was mainly
from those who are not interested in the
Bill. Those who are interested were not
called. If the committee had desired to be
fair, they would, when they found that
the evidence comine forward was not what
could be called reliable evidence-the evi-
dence of interested parties-they would
have turned round there, gone down to
Harvey. met the people there, and taken
their views while they were on the spot.
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As a matter of fact, they did go to Harvey,
but did not, I understand, take evidence
there at all. They merely iqspected the
works, and took the evidence at Parlia-
ment House of the two or three Harvey
witnesses who came forward.

The Attorney General. When the Har-
vey people did come they did not take
the evidence.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS:
When they did come before the select
committee three witnesses took up three
columns of evidence, not as much as was
given by the hon. -member for Toodyny
(Mr. A. N. Piesse). Right through we
see that the committee did not desire to
get the best possible advice to present to
Parliament.

Mr. A. N. Piesse: That is not fair.

The MINDISTER, FOR WORKS: It
is fair. It was not fair for a Bill like
this to be defeated in the manner it was.
The Government were absolutely sincere
in submitting the measure-no one could
have conceived that the Bill would have
received the hostility it did receive-and
feeling confident that there could be no
difficulty in regard to it, we started on
works at Harvey, and they have been
stopped now because we found that we
had no authority to go on with- them,
but we thought we were right in our
estimate of Parliament that it would
recognise the great value of what was
projected. It is impossible for the people
of Harvey to get a water supply during
the suimmer months-that is only pos-
sible through conservation on the lines
we prov~osc. Tt was stated in connection
withi the last year's Bill that managers
were appointed, but the Minister for
Works was not interested enough to go
and invie the managers. That is an nn-
fir stitement. When the select comn-
rnittee brought in their report.. it was
quite clear to me that we could not adopt
the Bill with the amendmentt mnade. I
pot ;n touch through V'r. flidham, wbo
had heen ireserit practically througzhout
th-" silfings. with the chairrian of the
committee. asking if we could compro-
maise in any way with the idea of draft-
ing a new Bill so that the inanacerq would
have a clean print to uresent to the Chamn-
her. ne under the Standing Orders is

necessary before the manager-,' conelki-
sioas can be finally adopted. To over'-
come the difficulty, the chairman of th~e
committee was met, and asked whether
certain modifications could he made. We
wenit as far as we could possibly go as
a (iovernmeut to meet that committee,
even to the extent, after hain liseussed
fle matter with the chiairmani of tie comn-
inittee. of having a clean print of the
Bill made. So far as I am concerned. I
had another engagement in uWy omm elec-
torn te, and I did not feel that I need
go further, and if the manazcis would
not adopt it there -was no need of discuss-
ing it further, If they did, we had a
clean print ready for the Chamber. It
was; clear to members of the committee
thal the reason I was not present was
due to the fact that previously a con-
ference had been held at 'whi ch I was of
opinion that we had arrived at an un~ler-
standing,

lon. J. Mitchell: YOU Said to th~e man-
agers, "This Bill or nothing."

The MfINISTER FOR 'WORICS: The
Pill had been discussed, and it was use-
less trying to make any alterations;, as
we had to have a clean print o 'the Bill,
and1 w@. had the measure printed with
the object of passing it ort. There was
fio dloubt that they were hostile to the
Bill, and that was made po-teitlv c-.lear
to the managers when they met.

R-on. J. Mitchell: The managers had
not a c-hance at all.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
Government were influenced in bringing
in the Bill because we know that
it is no use going to different parts
of the world to advertise the great possi-
bilities of Western Australia, pointing
out that we are exporting wheat and at
the game time importing a quantity of
dairy produce that can and will ulti-
mately be produced in Western Austra-
lia. There is only one way by which we
can do this. The hon. me mher for Nor-
thami has tried one or two waiys, but he
has failed. He has made special efforts
without success, hut the only practical
way lo overcome the difficulty is by pass-
ing this Irrig-ation Bill and making it
possible to conserve the -water in -winter
and Using it in summer for the purpose



[12 AUGUST, 1913.3 9

of intense culture. The Government
made this clear during the last elections.
and declared that part of the policy of
vigorous development which was pro-
posed would be by means of this Bill.
I would remind the House that we have
experts employed who may be regarded
as second to none in Australia, and they
have given evidence before the select corn-
inittee and expressed their opinions to the
Government before the introduction of
this Bill, and it is clear that we cannot
make the progress we desire in the way
of establishing the dairying industry and
bringing about intense culture in the
South-West until wve have the control of
the rivers.

Mr. Taylor: Why penalise the whole
of Western Australia?

The MifNISTER FOR WORIKS:; Does
the hon. member desire to introduce the
same opposition as was shown by an-
other place?

Mr. Taylor: No, no.
The MINISTER FOR WORKS:- While

the object of the Bill is to bring about
the development of the South-West, I am
not going to say that it will finish there.
There are great posibilities in the way of
irrigation in other parts of the State and
these will be put into operation in due
course. Our first desire is to apply the
measure to the South-West, and then ex-
tend its operations so as to conserve water
in every part of the State and use it for
the cultivation of the soil during dry sea-
sons. I submit the second reading of the
Bill. I do not doubt that we shall have an
easy passage through this chamber, but I
trust that another place will not view the
Bill with the same hostility that they dis-
played before, but that they will pass it
and enable the Government to pursue the
policy they desire, namely, to establish
irrigation works so as to bring about in-
tense culture and closer settlement. I
move-

That thle Bill be now read a second
time.
Ron. FRANK WILSON (Snsser): T

understand that it is the wish of the Gonv-
ermnent to proceed this evening with the
second reading debate on this measure, and
although I have myself personally agreed
to this course, yet it is open to any bon.

member to ask for an adjournment of the
debate at a later stage. It cannot be ex-
pected that mnembers can be found to be
thoroughly conversant with the whole of
the details of this Bill notwitthstau'line the
fact that already it has been dehated with
the exception of the alterations which have
been made since its first introditetion last
session. Therefore T maintain it would
be reasonable for any hon. member to ask
for an adjournment to enable him to go
carefully through the new Bill and see
how it compares with the measure which
we discussed last year. The Minister for
Works says that I have had plenty of time
in which to peruse the Bill. He was good
enough to get his officer, Mr. Old ham, to
call on me yesterday afternoon with an
advance copy of the measure. Neverthe-
less I can point out as one'who has to earn
his daily bread, that I have not had much
opportunity to study a measure of such
length, and compare it carefully with that
which was previously submitted to this
House. I appreciate the desire of the Gov-
ernment to get this Bill before both
Houses of Parliament. It is a measure
which in its, every phase ought to be con-
sidered from a non-party stand 1r oint,eeeing
that it is one which members on both sides
of the Rouse have pledged themselves to
support on more than one occasion. In-
deed, I may go so far as to say that it
was part and parcel of the policy of the
Liberal Government -when that Govern-
ment went out of power. It was referred
to in no un certain terms, and although I
do not wish to accept the responsibility of
fathering this Bill, yet, the principle of
State control of national 'waters was
thoroughly endorsed by the party which I
have the honour to lead. If that he so,
surely we can discuss this measure in all
its detail without that spirit of antagonism
which I am sorry to say during the last
half hour of the Minister's speech has been
so strongly in evidence. I do not wish to
he offensive, but T sa 'y it is wron~r and out
of order to criticise, or I should say. to
attribute motives to members of another
Place. It is a well known Parliamentary
rule that we cannot criticise another Place.
Members of another place are supposed to
be well able to take care of themselves, and
wvell able to give an explanation of their
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conducet, and give reasons for any attitude
they may take up in connection with dif-
ferent legislative proposals. Therefore, it
does not concern me as to what members
of another place thought or did, or what
attitude they took up in connection with
this measure last session. It does not con-
tern mne as to whether the members of the
select committee appointed by another
place refrained or did not refrain from
taking certain evidence. We can come to
a conclusion on the measure here without
attacking them and without making rash
statements about the reasons which actu-
ated themn in 'bringing in their report. The
Minister says that the Bill was mis-read
or grossly mis-represented, and he goes onl
to say without proving his point, that wit-
nesses were beard from different placces,
and the evidence taken by the Select Com-
mittee was of no moment because wit-
nesse-; caie from Kalamunda and had no
knowledge of the subject. Has ever anyone
heard of such an absurd argument. I know
of one wtitness who for years lived in the
South-Western portion of this State, right
in the midst of the country which is to be
drained and irrigated if this Bill becomes
law. atid because that witness now happens
to be living in Kalamunda, his evidence is
to be discounted. If the ability and ex-
perience of a witness will assist a select
committee to come to correct conclusions,
I do not care where that person may be
living. The man from Har-vey to whom
the Mfinister referred-the man who was
not called-or men, if I may use t~e
plural, may perhaps be very much less
capable of giving the necessary evidence
on this important subject. T put this as anl
argument before hon. moembers and ask
them not to be carried away by the Mini-
ster's abuse of the Select Corumitlee. which
was appointed by another placze, the mem-
bers of which I take it carried out their
duties to the best of their ability.

f ie Speaker resumed the Chair.]

The Minister for- Works: Why did they
not lake evidence from people on the
Collie and the Brunswick Rivers?

Hon. FRANK WI LSON: The select
committee were sitting and anyone could

have volunteered to give evidence. I pre-
sume thle usual course was taken of adver-
tising for witnesses who were prepared to
give evidence on the subject.

The Minister for Works: Why did they
not point out that they were taking evi-
dence from one side only?

Hon. FRANK WILSON: The Minister,
by interjection, is making implications
again. I think be is absolutely wvrong, and
if he thinks that he will facilitate the pas-
sage of the measure through another place
by the abuse hie is pouring onl it and
by the hostility he is displaying-

-Ar. Thomas: You are only fanning the
flame.

lion. FRANK WILSON: The lion.
member for Bunbury is an oracle on
many occasions, but on this occasion I
amn putting the M11inister in his right place,
and by doing so 1 shall allay the hostility
hie has engendered already in the other
House. He says "Why did they call
witnesses on only the one side?" No.
witnesses, were called on one side only;
witnesses were willing to give their evi-
dence ini whichever way they thought
proper. There was no side in connection
wvith the measure; the object was to see
that everyone got a fnir deal and that
existing rights were protected. If the
Minister thought that that was not done
and that the committee failed in that
respect, why did not the Hon. 'Mr. Davis,
who was, a member of the select commit-
tee. see to it that the witnesses whose
evidence the Minister desired should he
given were called? I imagine that Mr.
Davis, was duly iprinmcd by the Minister
for Works as to the nature of the evi-
dence which ought to he given before the
committee.

The Minister for Works: In this case
lie wvas not primed.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Then he
ought to have been primed. The Minister
complains, that certain action was not
taken by the select committee, hut on that
select committee there was a Labour mem-
ber who represented the Minister's own
vit\ws and hie did not exercise the right
which hie had equally with the chairman
and the other members of the committee
anid a-;k questions of thle witnesses. Theme
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were columns of evidence taken and the
Minister is surprised to find that these
witnessesq of which be speaks were
squelched, or practically curtailed or
shut up, in the presence of a member of
the select committee who was represent-
ing the views of the Minister. Such an
arguent is not sound.

The Minister for Works: Then it was
a party committeet
lin. FRANK WILSON: The Mfinis-

te's argument is untenable, it is ill-
mannered and not conducive to getting
the best results ont of the legislation he
is. submitting.

Mr. SPEAKER :Order!I The bon.
member must not say "ill-mnaninered": the
lion, member must not accuse another
hon. member of being ill-mannered.

lion. FRANK WILSON: May I say
discourteous, absolutely discourteous.
There is a distinction without a difference
in the two terns.

Mfr. SPEAKER: Order 1 I. have stood
a good deal from the hon. member and
uhen T asked him not to repeat the word
"ill-mannered" he should have ceased and
not used another word or made remarks
reflecting on the authority of the Chair,
ws he did when hie said that there was a
distinction without a difference.

H'on. FRANK WILSON: The term I
used I thought was very mild.

Mr. SPEAKER: The Chair expects to
he treated with that courtesy which the
leader of the Opposition is asking the
Minister for Works to extend to other
individuals, and the Chair will insist on
that courtesy being shown. The hon.
member may proceed.

Hon. FRANK WILSON:' When I was
called to order I "as referring to the
criticism of the 'Minister which I think is
against our Parliamentary rules and
customs.

11r. SPEAKER: Order! That is
another reflection on the Chair.

Hon. FRANK SWILSON: No, sir, you
were not in the Chair at the time.

Mr. SPEAKER: It is a reflection on
the Chair all the same. I heard the bon.
member's criticism. The leader of the
Opposition is not rightly informed in

respect to the provision he refers to. It
is in no wise wrong for the Minister to
ref er to members in another House or to
anything they may have done in a pre-
ceding session. It would have been dis-
tinctly wrong if he had referred to a de-
bate in another place this session. The
bon. member is not justified in criticising
the hon. member's remarks. He must
not make offensive remarks regarding
other hon. members. Had he done that
I would have called him to order. I
think the leader of the Opposition is mis-
taken in regard to that Standing Order.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: I agree with
you to a certain extent, but I say you
were not in the Chair when the Minister
was speaking, because he did reflect on
the actions of hon. members of another
place.

Mr. SPEARER: I should not have
allowed him to do so had I been in the
Chair.

The Minister for Works: It is only a
matter of opinion. I say I did not
reflect.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: I expect we
shall hear the opinions later on of those
gentlemen whom the Minister commented
upon, and then we will know whether or
not they think ha was making reflections.

The Minister for Works: Whatever
they may think upon that point, they de-
feated the Bill.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: The Minister
is still pouring oil, not on troubled waters
but on fire. Of course he can at any
time get just as much retort as he wants
from me and from other hon. members,
but for the sake of calm debate on this
measure, it would be just as well if he
did not pour any more oil on the fire.

Mr. Lander: It is Just as well to show
our teeth at times.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: I concurred
with the Minister's eloquent appeal for
the development of the South-Western
portion of the State. We have always
recognised that in this large area, ex-
tending from Perth to the Leenwin, we
hare a portion of Western Australia
which ought to be supporting Millions
of a population. We recognise that up
to the present we have only commenced
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in a very small and feeble way to SUPPLY
the wants, in the shape of food stuffs,
of even the small population Western
Australia bas at the present time. We
have always recognised that in order to
iOpvt~Iop large tracts of country, and in
view of the evidence we have that it
Means so much to the producers on the
land, we must, of course, have a measure
of this description which will conserve
our water supply and see that it is pro-
perly distributed to those requiring its
use. The Minister made reference to the
fact that they had anticipated this meas-
ure last year and inauguorated consider-
able works which could only be legalised
by the passing of the Bill. But I think
he is wrong in that direction. Irrigation
works have been carried on Under the
Public Works Act, and it would hare been
far better for the Government to have
fallen back upon that Act than for the
Premier to go down into that district,
close down those works, and say that
because the Bill had not passed he -was
going to stop the progress of the scheme.

The Minister for Works: We batd ab-
solutely no power to proceed.

lion. FRANK WILSON: The present
Ministers were nlever very particular
about having power to expend money on
other projects dear to their hearts. The
State steamers, State sawmills, State
brickyards, and State butchers' shops
were all started, and we were committed
to the expenditure, long before the House
was acquainted with what the Govern-
ment intended to do. If the Minister
wanted funds, all hie had to do was to
put an amount on the Loan Estimates for
the purpose and go on with his works,
knowing full well that he could pass a
reasonable Irrigation Bill at any time,
so long as he took fair and reasonable
consideration of the views of other poli-
ticians besides himself and a few of the
rabid followers who endors his actions
on every occasion. His starting of opera-
tions at the Harvey is pest history. The
stopping of those operations was dra-
matic and caused a considerable amount
of trouble to manv honest toilers who
look to a Labour Government for more
sympathetic treatment, to say nothing of
the anticipations of probable reward from

these irrigation works of a number of
prominent settlers down there who were
looking forward to the completion of the
scheme. The Bill was introduced in the
House about the 20th September, and the
second reading was moved by the Minis-
ter for Works, The Bill was abandoned
three months later. Hon. members will
remember that from this side of the House
we pleaded that the Government should
appoint a select committee to go into
the mieasiire and take evidence for and
against, as the ease might he. This was
denied to uis. We pointed out that it
would expedite the passage of the Bill;
that it would afford those very people
so deeply interested. in its passage and
those, if any, who were opposed to it,
the opportunity, if they wished, to give
their evidence before the committee. We
would then have it laid here before us
so that we could come to a correct conl-
elusion. But that solution of the trouble
was rejected with scorn. We were told
that the Bill mutst go through; and it
went through, after one or two minlor
amendments, and was sent up to another
place for their consideration. They took
the very action we had suggested. They
referred it to a select committee, and the
select committee did a fair amount of
work, sitting a good many times and
examiuing a fair number of witnesses.
In due time the Bill came back to this
Chamber. It was lost because the Gov-
ern ment would not compromise and would
not meet the managers from another
place in a reasonable spirit. If I re-
member rightly, the reason why the Min-
ister for Works could not attend that
managers' conference was that be was
either embarking on that historic trip to
Newr Zealand or was actively engaged in
preparing for it. He could not wait; he
had to get his duds together and get on
board the 't Kwinan a" in order to make
that memorable voyage to New Zealand.
Not only did the Premier refer to the
Legislative Council as having been respon-
sible for the stoppage of the Harvey irri-
gation works, and not only did he hang
up the work and so deprive those worthy
settlers of any benefit which they might
have derived from that work, and dis-
placed a lot of honest toilers who might
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have looked for better treatment at his
hands, but he deprived the member for
Bunbury's town of a good water supply
which was to have been all a part of this
irrigation scheme. The works might have
been carried on as they were commenced
and as similar works have been carried
on. It was the fault entirely of the
Minister and his colleagues that the Bill
did not become law in that session of
Parliament. Now I want to refer briefly
to one or two remarks that fell from the
Minister in connection with the Bill, and
to say at once that although I believe he
has a vast area capable of irrigation in
Western Australia, I cannot quite under-
stand his statement that the production

-Of our land under irrigation is greater
than that of any of the Eastern States.
I am satisfied that the production will be
great enough for us to embark upon the
irrigation scheme. Small schemes may be
preferable at the inception, so long as
they are not too heavy a burden on the
producers who are going to use them
and those who have to be taxed for their
maintenance. W can get a scheme which
in its, minuteness is too heavy a burden
on those who have to use it and pay for
itq onkcep. But it goes without saying
that the area and the streams available
arc such as to warrant us in passing legis-
lation -which will enable the Government
to carry out the schemes on an equitable
basis, so long as we do not bring in that
objectionable term "confiscation." I wish
to point out that I was uinder the impres-
sion that the MIinister had in this new
Hill obviated the necessity of interfering
with existing artesian bores. T find from
his replies to my interjections that he
has not done so, and that artesian bores
which already exist, and which are most
numerous in our pastoratl areas in the
North!West and Northern part of the
State. are still to be subject to the Act,
and that he intends to take full power
to manage those bores and, T suppose.
charge for the water that comes from
them. T notice in one clause that he is
going to reserve the right to resume a
strip of land 33 feet wide on either side
of filY channel or channels leading from
a bore. That can only affect pastoralists

who have a great flow of water flowing
through several miles of good land held
by the owners of the water, and I cannot
see why the Government should have the
right to take that strip of land along the
whole length of the channel, which will
prevent the person who has spent hiB
money on the artesian bore, and who has
formed the channel, if it be an artificial
one, from access to that water f or the
use of himself and his stock. I
think that is a point whicli ought
to be considered, and whilst I agree
that we must to some extent, and
indeed to the fullest extent, control all
new bores to be put down in Western
Australia by private individuals, yet I
think we ought also to err on the side of
generosity, if I may so term it, in connec-
tion with those who have spent many
thousands of pounds in order to prove
that fresh artesian water existed on their
holdings.

The Minister for Works: Nobody pro-
poses to interfere with them unless they
waste it.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: We hear so
many -remarks of that descriptionl; but it
is hetter to protect any rights, if we can
do so, in the legislation 'we pass than leave
the matter to the sweet will of someone
else who may come -after those now occu-
pying the Treasury bench.

MNr. Hudson: That observation will he
recorded.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: My observa-
tions made here are always recorded, and
as a rule I am not to be found quarreling
with the Press or the Hansard reporters
in the reports they give me ; in fact I do
not remember on any occasion during
long years of public life in Western Aus-
tralia, having had to correct even a news-
paper report, let alone a flansard report.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Before tea I
was referring to the question of channels
leading from artesian bores, and the pro-
posal in this measure that a strip of land
33 feet on either side of such channels
should he reserved to the Crown.
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The MAinister for Works: Not exceed-
ing 33 feet.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: And it
flashed through my mind when the MLin-
ister was speaking that possibly the rum-
our of which he so bitterly complained,
that this referred to all waterways
throughout the State, might reasonably
have originated in the suggestion that is
here made. I take exception to the sug-
gestion of the Minister that some political
organisation had wilfully spread a mis-
representation of this matter throughout
the State. I cannot imagine any public
body such as he implied that would take
such a course as to wilfully try to put a
wrong construction on any portion of this
measure, and 1 wish to say that so far as
I personally am concerned I have never
heard the rumour. .Throughout my dis-
trict no such rumour reached me, and I
do not think it was quite so general as
the Mfinister made out.

The Minister for Works: I heard it
everywhere I went.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: If that be so,
the wrong impression has evidently had
some foundation in the suggestion embod-
ied in the Bill as to the land which the
overnmnent may take on either side of

channels leading from artesian bores.
The member for Mlount Margaret (Mr_
Taylor) made a pertinent remark when
lie asked, "Why penalise the whole of
the State for the South-Western dis-
trict!?"

The Minister for Works: Who is penal-
ising it?

Hon FRANK WILSON: That was the
question put to the Minister, who snapped
up the hon. member and said that he was
taking the same objection as another
place. Now, another place through its
select committee recommended that the
Government should adopt the samoe prin-
ciple as was embodied in the New South
Wales legislation, and that was that dis-
tricts should only be declared on ~a peti-
tion of two-thirds of the total number of
land-owners in the district. The Minister
suggested that it -would be an unwise pro-
vision in this measure that land-owners
should have any say in the matter. He
treated the matter with satire, and poohi-

poohed the idea as not being workable in
any shape or form. I have yet to learn
that this provision has proved disastrous
in Newv South Wales, or that it is unfair
that people who have to bear the cost
of an undertaking should have a say as
to whether they should be burdened with
that cost, or not. I do not think the
Minister should view it in that resentful
attitude; he should be prepared to debate
the proposal and to show in Committee
why lie objects so bitterly to the adoption
of a portion of the New South Wales
legislation. When introducing the
Bill the M~inister told us that it was
drawn largerly from 'New South Wales
and Queensland; yet a v-cry vital
portion of the Newv South Wales
legislation is treated with contumely
and laughed to scorn by the Minister
when anyone suggests th~at this would
he a proper provision to adopt. Wells
and sub-artesian bores now existing, I
understand from the -Minister, are not to
be interfered with in any shape or form,
but we have thiis outstanding feature, that
those who have spent money on putting
down artesian bores are to be interfered
with and controlled. I have already ex-
pressed my views in regard to that. The
Mlinister says that there will be no undue
interference; I hope there will not be.
But at the same time wve should not em-
body any -provision which may be haras-
sing to the owners of those bores. Ripar-
ian rights are to be safeguarded so far
as concerns a domestic sulplly and a suffi-
ciency of water to irrigate five acres of
garden. Bunt why should we limit the
water that a man may use on his orchardI
I notice that he can get a special permit
by applying to the Minister, if the Min-
ister is agreeable to rant it, but it
seems to mue that if I have established a
large orchard of, say, 50 to 100 acres
on some large watercourse,. if T have made
a success of the proposition and estab-
lished a pumping plant in order to use
the water- -

The Minister for Works: You might
he blocked by an injunction any day.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Possibly. If
I have, perhaps, paid a largely enhaneed
price for that land because it abutted on
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that watercourse, it seems to me that my
position should be considered. We should
consider all such producers and see that
we do not deprive them of something
they have paid for when purchasing the
property, and which they have undoubt-
edly earned to some extent by their enter-
prise in developing their land and the
industry in -which they are engaged. I
throw this out as a suggestion for con-
sideration. I have in my mind's eye the
one big orchard I know of in the district
behind Perth, that of Mr. Barrett-
Lennard, where that gentleman irrigates
to a large extent, and where he has made
such a success of growing grapes and
exporting them to the continent of Europe
and the MNotherland. The borrowing
powers of the hoards which may be ap-
pointed uinder this Act to take over any
-works after they have been completed by
the Minister is one that will require to be
to some extent jealously guarded. I
notice that the hoards must advertise in
the usuial way their intention to raise a
loan after getting the permission of the
Governor-in-Council, but there does not
seem to be any power for those interested
to object to the raising of that loan. I
suppose the Minister's intention was to
follow the course which has prevailed in
this and other States with regard to
nuinieipal loans, namely, that those who
havfo to pay the interest and sinking fund
shall hnve some say. Therefore he says
that due publicity must be given; but
if lie does not follow that uip with pro-
vision for objection to the course which
is Iroposed, the advertising does not
matter very much. With regard to the
advisory board which is to be established
under the Act and to consist of public
oflicials, I again suggest to the Govern-
mejit and the Mfinister that this hoard
should not necessarily be a hoard of pub-
lic servants. I admit that he has expert
knowledge within his departments of
which he must avail himself, expert know-
ledge which can he availed of by any
board that may inquire into proposed
works, even though they he not members
of the departments under the control of
Ministers, and I submit that we would
probably have considerably better control

and better supervision than the 'Minister
would ]iave available, better recommenda-
tions, better advice from a board whi-h
was not closely identified with the different
Government departments. [ do not know
why he should bind himself down to ap-
point public officers. I would like him to
explain that in Committee, and if possible
widen the scope, so that he might avail
himself of any expert knowledge, or even
a9part from that, avail himself of the ad-
vice and counsel of people who are out-
side, and who come directly into contact
with works of this description. Our Agri-
cultural Bank has been run with such a
board for some considerable time, and I
think hon. members on both sides of the
IHouse will admit that it has been run and
managed with some measure of success.
I do not wish to delay the House any f ur-
tlier to-night in connection with this
measure. T have touiched on one or twro
points which occurred to me during the
Minister's speech, and again I say we
ought to approach the consideration of
this Bill with due moderation, having
due regard for those who are opposed to
us in their views as to the necessity for

auilegislation, and the powers that are
to be conferred uinder tie measure; not to
take up an altitude that because we differ
in opinion we are moved by some ulterior
motive and wish to retard legislation which
niust, if properly considered and duly
passed by both Houses. redound to the
progress and prosperity of our State.

Mr. THOMAS (Bunbury) :The lender
of the Opposition at the outset of his
remarks, said he was unfortunately' in
the position of having to speak on a Bill
which he had received only' yesterday,
and consequently he had not been able
to peruse it and absorb it as fully as lie
desired. I envy the hon. gentleman in
that respect; he had tweniity-our hours
in which to consider the Bill; I have had
an opportunity of considering it only
while listening to the graceful, if some-
what acidulated speech of the hon. mnem-
ber who has just resumed his seat. Ho-
ever , I am fairly familiar with the pro-
visions of the previous Bill. and have
naturally taken a gent deal of interest in
it, and I do not think T shall be very far
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wrong in any commnent I may make. I
agree with the lion, member when he says
we should approach this Bill with due
moderation. He stated further in his
speech that this should not be a party
question. In my opinion-and T have al-
ways advocated it-there are certain
measures which come before this House
of such vital importance to Western Aus-
tralia which are not directly hound up
with any party programme, and which
should be of sufficient importance to rise
entirely above the question of party
politics, and I ertainly think the question
of irrigation is one of these proposals.
While the hon. member said hie believes
this. lie procee-ded in the course of his
address to make capital out of one or
two casual remarks made by the 'Minister
in order to lead people in another place
to believe that they had been unduly
reflected upon by, the introducer of this
Bill, If the hon. member believes it is
desirable to promote the utmost good
feeling in this matter, his remarks in this
connection might well have been spared.
I wish to put the leader of the Opposition
correct in regard to some remarks, he
made on the proposals dealing with bores.
He seems to be under the impression
that the Government under this measure
would have the power where a bore has
been constructed by a private individual.
to take control of the land to an extent
not exceeding 30 feet on either side of
the pipe line. In that assumpton the hon
gentleman is entirely incorrect. Where
the hore is owned by a private individual
the Government have not the power to in-
lerfere in that (lireetion in any way what-
ever.

Hon. Frank Wilson : The 'Minister
says thiey have.

Mr. THOMAS : I think the Minister,
ifr he has read the Bill closely, as I be-
lieve hie has, will assure the hon. member
that in the case of a private bore being
properly used the Government hare no
pow-er to interfere in that direction. It
is onlyv where the Government construct
at bore thepmcelves, and if they desire to
'mse the land for 30 feet on either side
of that line they have to resuime it in the
ordinary Way. and thus they will not be

taking away the rights of any individual
whatever. The Government have no
power to control existing private bores un-
less it can be proved thet thie water is
being allowed to run to waste, and under
these conditions they have the power to
compulsorily purchase. After listening
to the report read by the Minister of the
decisions arrived at by the experts of
Australia, when they stated it was de-
sirahle to conserve the artesian Supplies
of the Commonwealth, and that by ex-
travagance and waste the supplies might
be depleted, and thus render it impossible
for others to benefit by the use of artesian
water, if these assumptions aire correct-
have we as laymen any right to
contradict their conclsions9?-if their
assumptions are correct, -who will
object to the Government step-
ping in and saying to any in-
dividual owning a private bore to-day,
"You shall use it to any extent you de-
sire legitimatel ,Y, but if you cannot use it
yourself and yolu are going to allow it to
run to waste, the Government of West-
ern Australia, in the interests of all the
people, will step in and say that that ex-
travagance and waste must be stopped."
Surelyv the Mlinistet made out an excel-
lent case, when lie said, in effect, "You
have your bore, you can use it for your
own puirposes, you can apply it in any
way you like, but 'we reserve to ourselves
the power of preventing you from wast-
ing what other people might require."
I appeal to the hon. member for Northam
(Hon. J. Mitchell) to look into that ques-
tion, and see if he cannot agree that on
this particular point we are right. If
there has been misconception I am sure
the bon. member must agree that if we
arc only going to interfere in a case
where the water has been wasted there
can be little, if any, objection.

Hon. J. Mlitchell :None.
Mfr. THOM1AS:- Then I think the

hon. member will find that such is the
ease. We have no control over, or inter-
ference with, existing bores where a pri-
vate individual is using the water, but if
he is wasting it, we reserve the right to
prevent such waste. I trust that that
phase of the matter will appeal to inem-
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hers of the Opposition. Further than
that, if the Government take over an
artesian bore, the water from which is
being wasted, they have the power to
lease it again under certain conditions.
I want to touch on another point which
has been stressed very much by the
leader of the Opposition, and there
seems to me to be a certain amount of mis-
conception again in regard to this. I am
going to accept the leader of the Opposi-
tion at his own valuation, and assume that
any opposition he raises to the Bill is of
a perfectly bona fife and genuine char-
acter. The hon. member asked why the
Government did not go on with the Harvey
scheme, and added that we hadl sufficient
powers to construct that scheme and put
it into operation. Anyone knowing very
much of the question must be aware of
the fact that if we put in a reservoir in
the Harvey river, and proceeded to con-
serve the amount of water necessary and
put in reticulation, and carried the irriga-
tion scheme into effect we would be comn-
pletely at the mercy of any individual
owning any land on the bank of that parti-
cular riyer.

The Minister for Works: Hear hear!
Mr. THOMAS: The law as it stands is

to this effect: that immediately anyone ap-
preciably diminishes the flow, the indfi-
vidual affected thereby can take out an in-
junction and restrain him from going any
further.

Mr. Male: How about the Mundaring
WeirI

Mr. Munsie: There was an injunction
over that, and it cost £23,000 to defend
it.

Mr. THOMAS: I am not in full pok-
session of the facts relating to M1undaring
Weir, and therefore cannot express any
opinion, but from the advice I have ob -
tained on this matter. I say that if the
Government were to take possession of the
water and use it to the detriment of any-
one else who has land on that particular
stream, the individual affected could im-
mediately obtain an injunction and res-
train them from using it.

Mr. Mfale: They have no right to start.
Mr. THOMAS: That is precisely what

I am arguing. The leader of the Oppo-
sition is entirely wrong in his assumption

that the Government could have gone on
with the construction of the Harvey
scheme without any interference from
anyone. I say it was impossible, though
they did a certain amount of wvork under
the impresion of the vital importance of
the scheme, and of the public recognition
of its value. and in anticipation of die
fact that no parliament in Auistralia,
should object to the carrying of such a
measure. The hon. member also said that
the amendment sought to be introduced by
the Legislative Council was only I vart and
parcel of the New South Wales Act. To
show how easily one can be deceived by
a casual glance at these things, I want to
show that the hon. gentleman is entirely
mistaken. It is true that an amendment
was introduced, taken from the New South
Wales Act, which provides that no irriga-
tion scheme shall be declared unless after
apprioval by the Government, and unless
two-thirds of the people owning two-
thirds of the land petition the Govern-
ment to declare it an irrigation area. That
is in the New South Wales Act, but it is
taking off a piece of the Act, and leaving
a vital portion behind. If we had taken
out that portion of the New South Wales
Act holus bolus as it was, it would amount
to this, that if we declared a certain irri-
gation area as covering a portion of the
course of the Collie or Harvey river. we
would be exactly' in the positiou that I
hare mentioned we would have been in
if we had proceeded with the Harvey
scheme as it is to-day. In preparation for
that subsequent poirtion of the Act, the
New South Wales measure provides that
the Government of New South Wales shall
hare control of the whole of the waters
of that State. Do hon. members appre-
elate the difference' First of all, they are
given control of all the water courses of
New South Wales, and then they are given
power to declare any portion of the State
an irrigation area if they so desire. That
would mean that no matter how circumn-
scribed an area of an irrigation scheme
might be. any individual below the limit
of that scheme upon the river, would not
have the power to get an injunction
a~ainst the Government for using the
water. The objectors to the Bill, when
intr-oducing this amendment, were too baur-
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nied in their selection of something from
the New South Wales Act; they took out
a portion which, if carried exactly as re-
quested, would have been a perfectly and
absolutely unworkable portion of the
scheme. There is one other exception I
desire to take to the New South Wales
provision, and that is the fact that the
Government must, first of all, assert their
intention to create an irrigation area, but
before they take any steps whatever must
wait until two-thirds of the people, own-
ing two-thirds of the land, petition them
to create en irrigation area. The point is
this: that there may be one or two indi-
viduals in a given area owning more than
one-third of the land, and there may be
9S per cent. of the people farming on
that land who desire an irrigation scheme,
and yet the two individuals, acting in a
dog-in-the-manger spirit, could restrain
the whole of the 98 per cent. Surely in
these days of commoasense aud demo-
cratic thought no individual would advo-
cate such a proposition as that.

Mr. Underwood: Are you sure we have
airrived at thnt yet?

Mr. THOMAS: Yes, I think we have
arrived at that. In connection with the
Collie irrigation scheme. the biggest by
far of any proposed in Western Ais-
tralia, which has a capacity of conserving-
33.000 million gallons, I am told by an
authority on the subject that two mndi-
viduols in that area own more than half
of the land, and they could, if they so de-
sired, restrain the wishes of other people
in that particular district. The welfare
of the biggest portion of the South-West
under that proposal could be held uip by
two individuals, who, on account of the
vastness of the area they control, might
find it to their personal interests to res-
train the development of the rest of the
State. I desire to make a little corapari-
son in connection with the wheat exports
from Western Australia and the importa-
tion of dairy produce. To see the little
attention that has been given to this parti-
cular measure by members of the Opposi-
tion, and seeing the very drowsy interest
they arc taking in the Bill, one would
imagine that the question of irrigation
wa,; a second or third rate consideration
to Western Australia.

Mr. Underwood: What?

Mr. THOMAS: Was a second or third
rate consideration to Western Australia.

Mr. Underwood: You do not get enough
dairying stuff to feed your dairy experts!

Mr. THOMNAS: T am perfectly satis-
fied that what my wise and learned friend
says is correct, but it is because we have
not sufficient dairy products in the State
that I am anxious, with many other mem-
bers, to provide an irrigation scheme so
that in future we will be able to supply,
even from the South-West alone, all the
needs of Western Australia. The Mini-
ster for Works, when introducing this
Bill, qutoted a nLUinber of figures, to show
that we import into Western Australia
in the matter of dairy produce something
exceeding a million pounds yearly.

Mr. Underwood: How much have we
imported in the matter of dairy experts?

Mr. THOMAS: The hon. member will
have an opportunity of expressing his
views on the question -,I know he does
not need an irrigation scheme at Twenty-
mile Sandy, or any of those places, but
irrigation is important to the South-West.
While wre are importing over a million
pounds' worth of dairy produce from
other parts, the whole of the wheat ex-
ported from Western Australia does not
amount to a million pounds per annum.
The largest amount we have ever exported.
if my figures are correct, does not amount
to a million sterling, yet the biggest por-
tion of our revenuie hias been expended in
developing the wheat areas, in building
railways here, there, and everywhere in
order to create settlement for the produc-
tion of wheat. I think I would be justi-
fled in saying that not a fiftieth part of
the sum expended has been expended in
the South-West to encourage the dairying
industry.

Mr. Male: Do you think that is wrong?
M.Nr. THO'MAS: Yes I do think it is

wrong; I think the major portion of our
settlers who have been put down in those
dry and arid districts in the past might
have been settled with better advantage
in the South-West if an irrigation scheme
had been introduced long ago by a Lib-
eral Government.
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Mrf. Male: You would have broken
their hearts as well as their pockets.

Mr. THOMAS: The bon. member says
that if we had carried irrigation in the
South-West in the past, and given people
better conditions to settle there, it would
have broken their hearts.

Mr. Male: Nothing of the sort; I said
if you had done that first.

Mr. THOMAS: Evidently the hon.
member has not a very close knowledge
of tlhe conditions prevailing in the section
of the State I have the honour to repre-
sent. If there is anything that could be
done by a Government of Western Aus-
tralia to conduce more to the prosperity
of the State, and the creating of happy
and prosperous homes, it is the passing
by Parliament of the Irrigation Bill now
before us. I am not going to say that the
measure is perfect in every detail; I doa
not claim that for one moment nor do I
think my optimistic friend, the Minister
for Works, does.

The M1inister for Works: I do.
Mr. THOM1AS: I claim that the princi-

ple and the main essentials of the Bill are
all right, and that there only needs to hie
amendment in one or two of the minor
details. I am pleased to see that the
Minister has conceded a slight increase in
the homestead area which one is allowed
to irrigate, from three acres to five acres;
that was one of the strong objections
raised by the opponents of the Bill last
session. I quite think that the Minister in
drafting- the Bill was anxious to do what
was perfectly just and fair to all con-
cerned, but I am of the opinion that there
should be a more clear definition in that
p~articular clause of the Bill relating to
"bed and banks" in regard to lakes, la-
goons, swamps, etcetera. If this is done
I fancy that a great measure of the op-
position at present existing will be done
away with. I sincerely entertain the
hope that with wider knowledge and the
better opportunity of studying this impor-
tant measure that has been given during
the recess, and the fact that the Bifl is
being introduced so early this session,
that kindlier feelings will prevail in both
Houses, and that it. will have a happy
passage. I trust, whatever feelings

exist against the Government in regard1
to other questions, in a matter like thi'.
which is of such vital importance to Wes:-
em Australia, that unkind feelings and
animosities will be allowed to sink and the
serious consideration of all members will
be devoted to carrying this Bill through
under the best possible conditions. When
we reflect that in India they have 50 mil-
lion acres of land under irrigation, in
Egypt 61/4 million, in Italy 31/ million,
and in the United States of America 10
million acres of land under irrigation, and
that wherever irrigation has been entered
into the people are crying out for more,
and with the exception of a few prelimin-
ary mistakes the thing has been an almost
entire success; and wheu we know that
it is approved of by all the experts
in the question, then surely in Western
Australia we must all he agreed that irri-
gation is necessary, and therefore, let Liq
put our heads together to provide the best
possible Bill in the interests of the people
of Western Australia as a whole.

Mr. MALE (Kimberley) : It is not my
intention to make many remarks on the
Bill as I had no idea the second readiug,
would be proceeded with immediately,
and I have had no opportunity of compar-
ing the new measure with the Bill intro-
duced last year to see in what way it lhas
been altered. Together with other mema-
bers of this House I certainly do apk-
prove of an Irrigation Hill, or of a Bill
wvhich has for its purpose the handing over
of our natural waters to the custody of
the Government. I think that everyone
realises that the Government are much
better able to control our waters than
the individual could be, but at the same
time, in doing that, we must recognise
that there have been certain rights in water
in the past and that those rights must be
guarded. The hon. member for Bunbury
(Mir. Thomas) seemed to think that I was
rather reflecting on the question or irriga-
tion when I interrupted him just now in
his speech. He seemed to think that the
South-West was suffering from a griev-
ance inasmuch as our wheat areas had
been exploited before our South-West
districts. I say that Governments in the
past, whtether iberal or Labour, were
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quite right in first developing the wheat
areas, as the latter -were easier of devel-
opment and required less population to
develop them, and it is a rather doubtful
point whether -we have the surplus popu-
lation, even at the present time, to go in
for closer settlement on a big scale; and
to put new settlers down in the South-
West district on land which would cost
probably £20 to £30 an acre to clear, and
to producee green stuffs rather than -wheat
and flour, which are necessaries, would,
I contend, have broken their hearts, as
well as their pockets, in those days.

M.Nr. Thomas: It does not cost £30 or
anything approaching it.

3Mr. MALE: With that heavily timbered
land £:20 or £V0 would not be an outside
price for some of it. I say that to put
settlers down there rears ago would have
been to have broken them uip altogether.
But in regard to the w~heat are-is, where
clearing was light they could get a crop
in and get a return without waiting aL
great time, the right policy was adopted.
I admit that we have arrived at the right
stage now when the South-West land
should receive some attention. I do not
think it wise for the Government to
go in for irrigat ion schemes on too big a
scale even now, as we hove not the popu-
lation to take up the laud. I have not yet
had time to look through the Bill and
compare it with the old one, but I have
examined the clause referring to artesian
bores. I notice that in Clause 4, which
defines the rights in natural waters, the
word "artesian well" has been omitted.
Whether or not it is the desire of the Gov-
erment to have the control of artesian
wells already in existence is not quite
clear. The Minister seemed to imply when
speaking that it was the intention of the
Government to have control even over the
artesian bores already existing, and by the
reading of Subelause (3) of Clause 4 it
rather looks as though they intended
doing so. I think it will be very unwise
on the part of the Government to inter-
fere with the bores already in existence,
but I certainly think they are riight in
carrying out the recommendations, of the
Interstate Commission in regard to the
complete control over subterranean waterq,

and to have the power to say whether more
bores should or should not he put down.
I think, in reading the report of that Conm-
mission, that it was not so much the flow
from existing bores that was referred to,
as the waste from putting down to many
bores in a subterranean area. I would im-
press that point upon the Minister. I
think that was more the idea of the Comn-
inission whelk they reported. In fact, a
reference to their report will show that
they say "In those States where no pro-
vision has already been made by legisla-
tive enactment to prevent the unnecessary
multiplication of bores, due provision
should he made to secure the effective
conservation of the underground water
resources of the basin." They refer par-
ticularly to unnecessary multiplication,
and I think it is to that rather than to
any waste which is going on now that
the report refers.

The Ilinister for 'Works: That is ex-
actly our Bill.

MUr. MALE: I am glad to find that the
Minister has adopted a recommendation
made by the select committee, and by
the way, I rather regret that the Minister
should have so reflected upon that select
committee in the course of his remarks
when introducing the Bill.

The Minister for Works: They deserved
it.

Mr. MALE : That I think is open to
discussion. In any case it did not as-
sist uis in getting an idea of the Bill
before us, and I do not think any good
purpose was served by making a reflec-
tion on the select committee.

The Minister for Works : You know T
hare been blamed right through for the
defeat of the measure -which they were
responsible for.

Mr. MALE . I have no doubt the-
Minister deserved a good deal of the
blame which was heaped upon him, and
from what I can see hie is capable of
carrying it. T notice that tie Minister
has adopted a recommendation which isr
included in the schedule of amendments
with reference to Clause 25, and that hie
baa had that clause struck out. Tn adopt-
ing that recommendation the Minister
has considerably facilitatedl the passinsr
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of this Bill, because it takes away a most use of it himself, there is no reason why
objectionable clause with reference to he should not be allowed to do so without
existing artesian bores. As I take it now it being compulsorily taken from hit..
the principal control -which the Minister and re-sold over his head. As regards
will retain wviil he the control over new the other clauses I must admit that I
bores which may be put down, or over have not had time to study them and
bores which they may obtain later on, therefore I am not in a position at the pre-
either by purchase or other means, sent time to discuss them. From my own

The Minister for Works : We take point of view however, I shall do all I
control if they wvant to deepen them. can to assist the Bill in Committee, to

Mr. MALE : It is only right that the amend it where necessary, and to make
Minister should have that power. The a good measure of it. T am quite certain
question of shutting down and control- fr'om what I have heard that the people
liag bores is open to a great deal of die- at Harvey are waiting for this Bill. I am
cussion. Reference has beeii made to the not quite so certain as the member for
fact that we are only including in this Bunbury that the Harvey works could not
Hill similar provisions as are included in have been proceeded with in spite of
the Queensland and New South Wales what the Minister has said. in regard to
Acts. I think anyone who has followed this Bill. We have also heard it said
the history of artesian bores, and legis- that the Harvey works were stopped as a
lation dealing with them in Queensland,' sort of threat in connection with this Bill.
will find that in that State the people Mr. B. J. Stuhbs-. Threat? Oh no.
are by no means satisfied with the exist- Mr. MALE : We heard so ; it was
ing legilation, and it is not for us, there- common talk that if the Bill did not go
fore, to take everything for granted which through the Harvey work would be
we find in the Act of that State. We stopped.
have the right to think for ourselves as to The Premier We could not go on
wvhether the sections in the Acts of the with this work when the Bill did not go
other States are satisfactory. It would through.
have been better if the Minister had Mr. MTALE: We have found in the past
given us more time to study this Bill; at that Governments have carried out tinder-
-any rate, it is to be hoped that members takings5 and legalised thema afterwards.
will not be asked to deal with the Coin- It was quiite possible for the Government
mnittee stage immnediately. We should at to (1o so in this case.
least have the opportunity of making ThPrme:Anifalaetr-
sonic comparison. I feel sure it is the Te tprie we And f t P arlae pre-
,desire not only of the Government side fused t ppoe, ecudno.aepo
,of the House, but of this side, to assistceddfrh.
in putting the Bill through and making Mr. MALE : Some means might have
it a good measure. 1 notice that what we benfudfrcryigo h ok
called thle confiscation clause still exists small enaibling Bill might have been in-
in the Bill. Clause 60 gives the Minister troduced and no objec-tion would have
power to take land by compulsory pro- been raised to it..
cess. That is a point which requires a The Minister for Works :It is a cques-
good deal of consideration. In connec- tion of getting control of the water.
tion with the settlement in farming dis- Mr. MALE -A small Bill could have
tricts, the purchase of estates is by been put through even if the bigger Bill
mutual agreement, but, uinder the Bill, it hadt to be shelved. I think wec were quite
will he by agreement with the owner or right in shelving the Bill if -we thought
by compulsory process. it was tot a good one. This is one of the

Mr. Lander : Quite right too. most important measures-
Mr. MALE : It is questionable whether The Premier :We tried to tell you

it is quite right. After all, if a man has that last session and you wontd not accept
irrigable land and is prepared to make our advice.
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iMr. -MALE: The position was that
yoa would not accept the better advice
of this side of the House. If the Govern-
ment had done so the House would have
put the Bill into good shape. The Govern-
ment not only refused to accept our ad-
vice but refused to allow us to appoint
a select committee in order to get the
best evidence. They seemed to suspect
that we were out to defeat the Bill,wbere-
as we were not out to do anything of the
kind. A Bill on somewhat similar lines
would have been introduced by the Liber-
al Government if they had remained in
power, and it is still the desire of this
side of the House to see a measure in-
troduced to give the Government author-
ity to go on with irrigation works. I
sh~all support the second reading of the
Bill, but I trnst that thc 'Minister will
defer the Committee stage until members
have bad sufficient time to go through
it and compare it clause by clause with
the Bill submitted last session, and to
enable them also to suggest amendments
which will have the effect of making the
Bill a good one.

Hon. J. MITCHELL (Northam): I
think the Minister for Works has made a
bad start with this Bill by attacking those
wvlo will have to give it consideration.
It is fortunate to begin with that every
member in this House and in another
place is in favour of an irrigation meas-
ure, but wve are not entitled to say wvhether
the Bill submitted by the Ministry is
good or suitable, or whether it is not. It
is fortunate also that there has been some
delay in regard to irrigation, except, of
course, so far as Harvey and Bunbiiry
are concerned, because the Minister has
been enabled to collect a good deal of ad-
ditional information. We find that water
can be held up in many places between
Perth and Bunbury. We find that the
Serpentine can be turned to useful ac-
count, and the Murray River as wvell, and
that there are many others in connection
with which irrigation can be carried on
in a fairly large way. This is satisfac-
tory, because we realise that we want
population and settlement, and we kno'v
that with irrigation we can successfully
bring about close settlement. We know

also that there is the opportunity before
us for obviating the necessity to import
so much dairy produce into Western Aus-
tralia. .The Minister for Works has told
us that we send away more than £2,000 a
day for dairy produce. That ought to be
stopped and should be stopped, and we
are desirous of bringing about irrigation
with that object in view. I know that
from Albany right up to Perth there are
many' streams that can be turned to use-
ful account, but the Minister desires to
control all stream whether they are to be
used or not. The Bill says that every stream
or watercourse, no matter how Small, Shall
pass to the control of the Government. It
is to this amongst other things we object.
W~e have no objection to the rivers in the
South being used; we have no objection
to the water supplies being used. I believe
that if the 'Minister had attended the con-
ference of managers held last session
instead of going to Midland Junction on
the night the managers met, a compromise
would have been effected; the managers
would have allowed my suggestion to stand
and agreed to the appointment of a board
of advisers to make recommendations to
the Minister where the water 'vas suffl-
ciout, suitable and necessary for irrigation
lpurposes before taking streams.

The 3jinister for Works: No. Either
they would have bad to accept the Bill
which Ave presented, or reject it, because
it was too late to prepare another Bill.

Hon. J. 2IITCHELL: I believe a com-
promise would have been arrived at had
the Minister attended the meeting of man-
seers. There was no need for the House to
a(1journ; it could have sat a few days
longer without inconvenience. The At-
torney General went to the meeting of
managers and said "Herc is a Bill.' if
you do not like it you cannot have any
other." There was to be no discussion.
He held a pistol to their head%, and natur-
ally they said, "4All right., we do not agree
to this." So the Bill wvent by the board.
It is futile to blame the members of an-
other place, seeing that the Minister him-
self is very largely to blame for the re-
jection of the measure. If the Hill had
been a reasonable one it would have been
welcomed by another place. The Minister
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savs the Bill is taken from legislation
in Victoria, New South Wales and Queens-
land. That is perfectly true; but there
are also) in the Bill clauses that have been
inserted by the Minister himself. Pro-
bably tile most objectionable clause in the
Bill is not to be found in any of the three
Acts referred to byv the Minister. When
we take three or four Acts, and the Minis-
lerts own ideas. and jumble themutogether,
we cannot hope to get a good Bill. The
very, definitions provide room for argu-
'nient. What does the Minister men by
"4swamp, lagoon, or marsh"'

The Minister for Works: The definition
is there.

Hon. J. IMITCHELL: Of course it is,
hut the definition is not clear. The Min-
ister does not know definitely what he
wants. If the definition is to be taken
literally, as it must be, then it seems to
me that most of the swamps in the State
will pass to the control of the Minister.
He does not want that, I am sure. In
the definition of "lake, lagoon, swamp or
marsh," we are told that each term means
a natural collection of water into and out
of which passes either continuously or in-
termittently in a natural channel a current
forming the whole or part of the flow of
a river, creek, stream, or watercourse; and
this includes a marsh or swamp. Before
the Bill becomes law the Minister will
require to make that definition clear. We
do not desire to depriv'e the people of,
say, Osborne Park, of their land because
for some months in the year it may be
under wvater. Clause 4 largely deals with
this matter. I notice that artesian wells
have been omitted from the clause in the
new Bill, but I would like to point out
that in Subclause 3 the Minister has left
certain words which might well he inter-
preted to relate to artesian wells. That is
how the confusion arises. The Minister
will see in line 36 that there are some
words which can he construed as haviag
reference to artesian waters.

The Minister for Works: No, I do not
think so. The subterranean water belongs
to the State. Once the bore is pat down,
if it is Piut down prior to tl'e raq-aze
of the Bill, the water belongs to the land-

holder, and I can only interfere if lie
wastes it.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: I know it is the
intention of the Minister to provide a
clause dealing with artesian wells, but
there are some words here which might
be construed as giving the Minister power
to interfere.

The Minister for Works: Where are
they to be found?

Hon. J. MITCHELL: In line 36 of
Subclause 3 of Clause 4. However, I am
satisfied that the Minister will agree to put
this right as it is probably nothing more
than an inadvertent omission on th part
of the draftsman charged to delete the
words. There is another matter in con-
nection with artesian bores which should
be cleared up. It is provided that the
Minister shaill have 33 feet of land
on either side of the channel leading from
a bore. Probably the Minister has in mind
the bores in the North-West, where, of
course, it will be an easy matter to ar-
range for this strip of land. But if a
bore were put down in the South-Western
district and the M'Ainister took half a chain
width on either side of the channel, he
would be doing considerable injury. For
instance, in respect to the bore at Bus-
selton, it would be impossible to take 33
feet on either side of the stream. The
Minister should clear uip this matter be-
fore the Bill passes. Again, the Minister
maikes considerable point of the fact that
hie has amended tile Bill to provide for
the appointment of advisory commis-
sioners. But this does not mean quite as
much as the Minister would have us be-
lieve, because the commissioners are to be
subject to the control of the Government.
Appointed by the Government, they will
be Government officials and will hold their
appointments only so long as the Govern-
ment please, in other words so long as the
Minister pleases. I believe these commis-
sioners are necessary, but I doubt the wis-
dom of making them public officials. I
believe the Minister should act only on
the advice of the commissioners. Parti-
cularly is this necessary in the case of land
resumptions. Clause 60I is the 'Minister's
own idea. It does not find a place in any
of the Acts quoted by the Minister, or

513



514 [ASSEMBLY.)

indeed in any other Act. Under it the
Minister has taken power to resume land.
The clause provides that he may do this
on the advice of the commissioners and
with the approval of the Governor. Will
the Minister tell us that he has no inten-
tiou of attempting to resume land except
on the advice of the commissioners? More-
over, will he take their advice? I be-
lieve that so much power should not be
left with the Minister. It should not be
left with him to determine whether or not
the land should be resumed. The resump-
tion should only take place for the pur-
poses of the erection of Government
works, and not for the purpose of leasing,
such as; the Minister suggests. Under
this clause land canl be resumed just when
and where the Minister pleases. In the
case of a hundred-acre block, the Minister
may take ten acres and subsequently
another tenl acres, and so onl until the
whole block is absorbed. Does the Mini-
ster think it is fair to have that proposi-
tion hanging over the heads of the land
owners? It is bad enough to provide for
compulsory purchase straight away, but
this further provision is ten times worse.

The Minister for Works: You would
naturally resume all the land you wanted
in an irrigation district at the outset, be-
cause the irrigation works will enhance
the value of the land.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: It is bad enough
to provide for compulsory purchase. but
to give the Minister power to enter onl a
a man's holding- and select block after
block is very much worse.

The Minister for Works: I have no ob-
jection to an amendment to that, if you
think it is necessary.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: Can the Mini-
ster expect development with this inse-
curity of tenure? It would be ridiculous
for the Minister to hold that power over
the people. The Minister says the owners
will be fairly compensated, and that it is
of no use spending public funds construct-
ing irrigation works unless the land can
be used, unless the Government can take
the land aind let it to those who will use
it. I would point out that it is the owner
of the land who provides the wvorks, who
provides the working cost, the interest and
the sinking fund. The Minister can rest

assured that this taxation will compel the
owner of the land to use it.

The Minister for Works: You could not
prevent them when selling the land from
getting the enhanced value from the buyer.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: It is true the
State finds the money to put up the works,
but it is at the cost of the land. The land
owner has to pay a special tax.

The Minister for Lands: But not the
man who sold the land, because the works
would not have been started until after
the land was acquired, and it would be the
man who purchased the works who would
have to pay.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: Hutl the Bill pro-
vides that the land may be resumed] at any
time, and compensation paid without re-
gard to the increased value.

The Minister for Works: That applies
when the Government buys; bnt the state-
ment you are making is in reference to
an individual buying from the owner.

Hou. J. MITCHELL: But he buys sub-
ject to the tax, because the land must bear
interest and sinking fund.

The Minister for Lands: The man who
sold the land prior to the works being
started would not pay the tax.

Hon. J. 31ITCHELL: The State is not
to be saddled with anly of the cost. The
district must find all the charges, the land
must find the charges, and when it comes
to selling the land taxed for this purpose,
the Minister will find that there will not
be much added value by reason of the
works. In any case the land will for all
time bear the cost of the works. The
Minister thinks he is entitled to something
that the other muan, the man who now
owns the land is paying for. That is an-
other matter. The land owner has to
pay, yet the M3inister say' s he is not to
benefit by the sale of any portion of his
holding. I hope the House wvill see that
this clause is amended, and I hope the
Minister will admit that it is the man
who holds the land who has to pay for
the works. There is another reason for
objeetine, to this clause. If there is any
land which ought to be under freehold
tenure it is the land used for intense cul-
tivation. This clause provides that land
once resumed can only be leased. The
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Minister is going to take advantage of
the Bill to iinpUSe upon us the leasehiold
system, not only in conneetion with the
land resumed under the clause, but in
connection also with land dedicated to
the purposes of irrigation. I object to
such a principle finding a place in the
Bill. However, when we get into Com-
mittee on this clause we shall endeavour
to bave it amended. At any rate, I ho pe
the Bill will not become law until the
clause is either deleted or altered very
considerably.

Mr. E. B. Johnston : That is in opera-
tion at the Yanco irrigation settlement
in New South Wales to-day.

Hon. J. MITCHELL:- So far as the
Harvey scheme is concerned, I .believe

that it should have been gone on with
last year, and I agree with the member.
for Kimberley that the Minister could
have overcome the difficulty by putting
through a small Bill to enable him to go
on with the work. The Government an-
ticipated the authority of Parliament and
spent a considerable sum of money in. put-
ting down channels and other prepara-
tory work; to-day the landholders are left
with those channels, which are open, and
which in some instances are doing damage
to the orchards, and it will. be another
year before the Minister can turn the
water on.

The Minister for Works : The Legis-
lative Council must take the responsi-
bility.

Hon. J. MITCHELL : No, the Minister
must take the responsibility, because he
could have got over the difficulty hv in-
troducing, after the withdrawal of the
Bill he had insisted on being passed, a
special measure to give him authority to
proceed with the Harvey work. The
people at Harvey were told that they
would have these irrigation works:. the
works were started. and a number of men
who were in need of employment were
engaged, and then suddenly they were
put off by the Minister. It is quite oh-
vionsq that the contention of the member
for Kimberley is right, that the Minister
migzht have put through a short Bill. It
could have been done in 24 hours and
there would have been no objection to it

in either House. Of course, it is ton
late now, and it is no use crying over
spilt milk. The people down there have
had to put up with the inconvenience of
the Minister for Works' drains, and they
will have to wait another year before he
can turn the water on to their orchards.
Then 'in connection with the Venn estate,
on the Collie River, I believe the Minister
bought 3,000 acres adjacent to the pro-
posed pipe track. If. the land is suitable
for irrigation the Minister has done n
very wise thing. I believe the price is
a farly low one, and the method adopted
by the Minister in this case was, in my
opinion, better than compulsory pur-
chase. If the Minister can make further
arrangements for the acquisition of land
along the proposed pipe track, he will be
wvise to do so. I believe hie will get the
land cheaper now than hie will be able
to acquire it later on, and hie will have it
prepared for the water when he gets au-
thority to go on with the water scheme.
Bunbury needs a water supply and the
contribution of that town to the Minister's
scheme will help to reduce the cost of
water to the irrigationist. It is not often
we get a scheme that will serve a dual
purpose, and the Minister should en-
deavour to go on with this project as
soon as possible. It will he necessary for
him to recogniise that it will take some-
time to induce the people to become irri-
gationists, and he will require to go cau-
tiously at first, but he can go. on 'with the
Harvey' scheme at once, or as soon as he
gets his Irrig-ation Bill through, and r
hope that he will undertake the Bunbury
scheme at the earliest possible moment.
I want to make it quite clear that, so far
as members on the Opposition side are
concerned, we want an Irrigation Bill,
and we are willing to have it as early
as possible. The Mlinister has compelled
us to go on with the second reading de-
hate to-nighit, because, he says, he wants to
get the Bill through at one. I doubt if he
is wise in so rushing it through, but he
knows hi own business. We will give it
every consideration and in Committee
will endeavour to amend the clauses,
when, I hope the Minister will be found
in a more reasonable franhe of mind than
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he 'was on the last occasion. I think pro-
bably his officers are wedded to some of
the powers conferred in this Bill. We
know that the Fruit Commissioner (Mr.
Moody) and the Irrigation Expert (Mr.
Scott) are very enthusiastic, as is the
Minister's own engineer (Mr. Oidham).
and I believe those officers are attracted
by the powers which this Bill confers on
the Minister. They see in the Bill enor-
mous powers that would probably be de-
nied them under a more reasonable inca-
Raure, and I hope the Minister will not be
too greatly influenced by those officers
because hie must remember that, after
all, the responsibility for the Bill will be
with Parliament and not with those offi-
cers. I desire it to go out to the people
that so far as we on this side of the Houise
are concerned , we are prepared to assist
the Bill through to the greatest possible
extent, and I hope the people will realise
that the Bill rejected last session was
one that never should have been pre-
sented to this House at all; only because
it was unsuitable in every way was it re-
jected by another place. I have no wish
to say anything further except to again
express the hope that the 'Minister will
be on this occasion more reasonable and
take every opportunity afforded him to
get an Irrigation Bill passed into law.
When the mianag-ers meet in rezard to
thi-s Bill, as they will do. I hope the 'Min-
ister will be present, and wiUl not present
a pistol at the head of the managers, and
say, "'rake this or nothin.''

[.3r. Mflowafl took the Chair.]
Mr. S. STUIBBS (Wagin):. Last ses-

sion the Minister for Works introduced
a measure in this Chamber wehich re-
ceived a great deal of criticism from
members of the Opposition, and I was
one of those who endeavoured to con-
vince the Minister, and the members sit-
ting behind the Government, that there
was such a thing as rights which the
people had acquired in the State. I had
no particular party or persons in my
mind when endeavouring to protect the
interests of any citizen who bad pur-
chased water frontages and probably had
given large sums of money for their land.
The principle of the Bill, when calmly

looked into by any bon. member is a good
one, for reasons which I will state later
on; but when the Bill of last session ap-
peared to give power to the Minister to
take all the water wvhich he thougoht fit,
except sufficient to irrigate a very small
area of the owner's lanrd, -without giving
any compensation, although the owoer
may have given a huge sum of money
simply because the land had a good wvater
frontage, that appeared to my mind not
to be British fair play. Because I and
others on this side thought that the rights
of the people should be given considera-
tion we were charged wilh not wanting
the Bill, and with endeavouring to throw
the measure out; but having been eni-
gaged in trade in this State for a numn-
ber of years, and knowing, as few people
except those engraged in the produce busi-
ness can k-now, the huge sums of money
that are passing out of the State to pay
for butter, cheese, and other farm pro-
ducts, I would be wanting in my duty as
a citizen if I did not try to assist any
Government who wanted to go in for
closer settlement, and the formation of
irrigation boards with the object of re-
tainine this money in the State every
year. The more one looks into the ques-
tion the more he realiwe that the State
gets very little return for the money -ent
away., I dare say the figures are greater
to-day, hut a couple of years ago, when
I looked into the staitistics concerning
the butter industry, I found that we
were sending away about £1.000 per day
for butter, principally to Victoria and
New South Wales. Thie price of butter
at that time was about Is. per pound, the
State is paying more than that to-day,
but I understand that the price is coming
down ever-y week, although only about a
fortnight ago £120 per ton, equal to Is.
id. Per roundi, was being- paid for butter.
That article is consumed by almost every
man and woman in the State and beyond
making a little more bone and muscle in
the growing population nothing- more is
seen of the money. If we can keep that
2365.000 in circulation in Western Aus-
tralia instead of sending it away to
grease the fatted calf, such as the wealthy
State of 'Victoria, such a course will cow-
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mend itself to every right-thinking per-
son in the State. I have not had time
to compare this Bill with the measure
which the Government endeavoured to
foist on the country last session without
due consideration and without preserving
the rights of people who had acquired
land fronting water courses, but I think
the Minister would be wise if, in his en-
deavour to get his Bill on the statute-
book, he used a much more modified way
to convince members of this Chamber and
another place that the measure is a good
one. I desire to commend the Govern-
ment for endeavouring to put on the
statute-book a Bill which will give power
to the person who has not got much
money to apply for a small tract of land
in the South-West. There is not the
slightest shadow of doubt that we have
land there equal to any in the Eastern
States, but a good deal of capital will be
required to prepare the land and make
it ready for irrigation. Still, money
spent in that direction will be well spent
and of advantage to the State. If there
is any provision in the Bill which does
not give adequate compensation to a
person who holds land on a water course,
and uses the water to irrigate his land,
and is then deprived of his water, an
amendment should be made to protect
hint.

Mr. B. J. Stubbs: Compensation for
what?

Msr. S. STUBBS: Let the bon. mem-
ber consider the position of a person who
had bought a block of land with a nice
river frontage, and let the bon. member
purchase that land at a price based on
the fact of it having the river frontage;
would he like the Government to come
along afterwards and say that he had no
right to the water, and deprive him of
tbe use of it without giving him any
compensation? Would the hon. member
think that a fair thing on the part of any
Government? That is the only answer I
can give the member for Subiaco.

Mr. Foley: That is done in mining in
Victoria every day.

Mr. S. STUBBS: I do not care; is it
British fair play?

[19]

Mr. Foley: Yes; he does not own all
the water; give him some of it.

AMr. S. STUBBS: I can only refer the
hon. member to the answer I gave to the
member for Subiaco. In my opinion it
is not British fair play.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: It is not pro-
posed under this Hill.

Mr. S. STUBBS: I was only explain-
ing my attitude on the Bill which was
before the Chamber last session. I have
seen the present Bill for only a few
minutes, and have not had time to com-
pare it with the measure which was be-
fore the House last year. If the Bill
does not propose to take anything away
from the persons who now own the land,
then I am very glad to have the assur-
ance. If it does, then I shall oppose it
to the best of my ability at every stage.
At the same time I admit that the time
is ripe to form boards to enable people
to go in for closer settlement along many
of the water courses in the South-West
and I am sorry this matter has been de-
layed so long by previous Administra-
tions. A few months ago the owners of
a piece of land in the Great So *uthern
district, having a frontage of several
miles to the Arthur River, were put in an
unfair position. Everyone conversant
with the Arthur River knows that there
are many pools which in summer are
salt, and others which are beautifully
fresh, and these pools are perhaps half
a mile apart. Last year the Government
after spending quite a lot of money in
hauiling water from Lake Matilda, near
Albany, as far as Pingelly and Narrogin,
found that a large pool of fresh water
could be tapped by a main and that mans
millions of gallons of water could be
drawn from it, and that the use of this
water would reduce the cost to the Rail-
way Department of water for locomotive
purposes. A few weeks before the heavy
rains came, the Government had dtawn
every drop of water away from the only
fresh pool where the people I have in
mind hold their land. These people were
compelled to move their stock, because the
other pools contained only salt water.
The present owners paid a considerable
sum for the land simply hecause it had a
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water frontage. Was it fair for the Gov-
ernment to take the water from that pool
and leave the people without any fresh
water, without asking them or giving them
compensation?. I do not think it was
fair. This indicates the reason whichi
actuated me in opposing the Bill pre-
viously. It was simply to endeavour to
ensure that persons who had a water
frontage would be compensated in the
event of the Government depriving them
of the use of the water. If the Govern-
muent by utilising the water from one per-
son's frontage, can keep one hundred
people on small holdings, it is wvise to do
so, but provision should -be made to com-
pensate the wan who is deprived of the
water, and as no such provision was made
a year ago I opposed the Bill. I under-
stand that the Government do not now
propose to take the water from any per-
son who owns a frontag-e and that being so
the measure mast commend itself to every
member.

Mr. B. J. Stubbs: That is entirely
wrong.

'Mr. S. STUBBS: If the hon. mem-ber
does apt recognise fair play in this res-
pect, I am sorry for his district.

Mr. B. J. Stubbs: That is only a gag.
Mr. S. STUBBS: The hon. member is

very good on the gag; that is about all
hA, is good for when he is on the stump.
1 can hold my own with the hion. member
on any platform as long as he does not
deal with sorialism. I would not argue
socialism with him because I could not
convince him and he could not convince
me. The question of irrigation is an im-
portant one, and if the hon. member does.
not care to listen to my side of the ques-
tion-

The D)EPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
There appear to be two or three ques-
tions before the Chamber at the present
time.

M j. S. STIUBBS: Is that the reason
why I am called to order?

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I did not
call the boa, member to order. I asked
him to resume his seat -wvhile I1 reminded
other hon. members that they are intro-
ducing other questions. I was obtaining
order for the bon. member.

Mfr. S. STUBBES: I withdraw my re-
mark; I misunderstood your reason for
speaking. I would like to say in
conclusion that the main principles of the
Bilt rmust commend it to every person in
the State. I will not oppose tile measure
at all, unless there are clauses which in
Committee require amending. If amend-
ments are necessary, I will endeavour to
get them accepted, and even if they are de-
feated I will be able to say that I have
done my duty to my constituents. Apart
from that, I will assist the Mtinister to
place a workable measure on the statute-
book. I hope and believe that thie good
sense of this Chamber will he brought to
bear on the matter, and that before the
end of the session both Chambers will
have passed a Bill which will be a credit
to the State. I have much pleasure in
supporting the measure.

'Mr. A. N. PJELSSE (Toodyay) : I amn
sure -we are deeply anxious for the -Min-
ister for Works, who introduced this Bill,
to have a Rights in Water and Irrigation
measureC placed on the statute-hook of
the State, but I have the same fault to
find with this Bill as with its predecessor,
and I fear that when it reaches another
place it is very likely to meet with the
same fate as befell the old Bill. The
resumption and vesting in the Crown of
swamps or mniushes; is an important mat-
ten. The 'Minister must recognise that
the value of these swamps is considerable.
Even to-day many of these swamp beds
are being leased at an annual rental oif
as much as £-5 an acre. Frorn the con-
struction I place on the measure, I under-
stand it is proposed to vest these swamps
in the Crown without any compensation
whatever being paid. If the necessity
arises for the resumption of these swamps,

sueysufficient value will be placed on
the land in the district to -which irriga-
tion is being applied to make it easy for
the State to pay full compensation. I
have studied this measure as carefully, as
time would permit, and I fail to see the
iieces;; t v for the extensive powers sought
under the Bill that its operations
should be applied to the whole of
the State. I feel sure that when
The measure reaches another place
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exception will again be taken to these
sweeping powers, and I hope sincerely
that when the crisis arrives, as I have not
the slightest doubt it will do, the Minister
will see his way clear to accept at least
a half loaf of bread if he cannot get the
whole. The reason for the dropping of
the Bill last session was that the Minister
did not receive the full powers which be
sought. This measure is undoubtedly a
vital one, and if applied properly, will
operate in the best interests of the State.
But, taking the drier districts, where the
flver beds are dry in the summer time, I
fail to see the necessity for vesting such
swamps in the Crown. Such lands are
useful to those who hold, them. The Min-
ister referred to the select committee of
another place in not very kindly terms,
and to the manner in which the evidence
was collected. I wish to take this oppor-
tunity of saying that I am personally
acquainted with a majority of the mem-
hers of that committee, and from conver-
sations with those gentlemen I am fully
convinced that they were prompted by
the most honourable and honest desires
to obtain all the information possible to
enable them to arrive at a just and proper
conclusion when making their report. As
for my own evidence, to which the Min-
ister referred as being more lengthy than
that given by some witnesses, this was
due no doubt to the interest which I per-
sonally took in that inquiry, and to the
fact that the measure as then drafted,
would have operated to my disadvantage.
I am not going to repeat at length my
position in this connection, but I feel sure
that unless compensation is paid, I would
lose considerably if such a measure be-
came law. I realise the benefits which
this Bill will confer on the country, for
if it is passed and applied in a proper
manner to districts suitable for irrigation,
the benefits will he considerable. I have
nothing more to say than this, that I
again appeal to the Minister that when
the time of the crisis arrives, as it will
do, because members of another place will
certainly feel it their duty to protect the
rights of land owners, he will accept at
least half a loaf instead of again drop-

ping the measure.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS (in
explanation) :I just want to make a
statement to the House and explain
that it was my intention to comn-
-plte the debate on the second read-
ing to-night, and I intimated that in-
tention to the leader of the Opposition
as he has already explained. At that time
I understood that the member for Mur-
ray-Wellington (Air. George) would be
present, but as he is not, and as he de-
sires to speak on the second reading, I
have now decided to agree to an adjourn-
ment of the debate until Thursday to
enable the hon. member to be present.

On motion by Mr. Turvey debate ad-
journed.

BILL-WAGIN AGRICULTURAL
HALL TRANSFER.

Second Reading.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS (Hon.
T. H. Bath) in moving the second reading
said :This is a small measure of com-
parative unimportance, although of in-
terest perhaps to the hon. member for
Wagin (Mr. S. Stubbs). It provides for
the transfer of Wagin Lot 63 within the
Wagin municipality from the trustees
appointed originall y to the Wagin mumi-
cipal council. This lot was originally set
apart by the West Australin Land Com-
pany, at that time owners of the Great
Southern railway, as the site for an agri-
cultural hall or a literaryv institute in
the town of Wagin. Later on when the
line and land adjacent thereto were sold
to the Government, Wagin town lot 63
was reserved for an agricultural hall site
under the provisions of the Land Act
then obtaining, and, I think in 1005, at
a time when I was previously Minister
for Lands a grant of the land was issued
in the names of Charles Austin Piesse,
Richard Gell, and John Edward Coweher
as trustees. Shortly after this vesting
order was issued the trustees mortgaged
the property for the purpose of enlarg-
ing the building, hut owing to some ad-
verse circumstances the revenue from the
hall was not enough to pay interest, and
the trustees then entered into negotia-
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tious with the W~agin municipal council
with a view to that body taking over the
halt and the liabilities thereon, and ulti-
mately an agreement was entered into by
which; it wa-s decided that the trustees
should transfer to the municipal council
tie whole of the property on condition
that the council liquidated all the lia-
bility. which at that time amounted to
something- over £600O. 'When this transfer,
howe,.cr, was submitted to the Registrar
of Titles lie declined to reg-istrar on the
gyroannl that the trustees had no power to
transfer, and there~fore, it wvas necessary
if the proposed arrangement was to be
carried out, that it should he put through
Parliament, an action similar to that
which took place when the recreation re-
serve at Coolgardie -which had previously
been vested in trustees representing
various sporting bodies was transferred
to the (3oolgardie council; the same ob-
jection was raised, and a small Act had
to lIe p~as,;d to enable the transfer to be
madle. In the case otf the present Bill
somne delay' has. taken place owing to the
.fact that the mieasuire happened to lie a
small one. There was no objection: the
the municipal council have been anxious
that the matter ,hould be fiaallv effected,
and the trustees were anxious, but a pe-
rusal of the file shows tha9t every' time
the little measure cropped up it was
passed on to the end of the session, until
with monotonous regularity it had to be
made to stand, over until the followingr
session. It has been continually stand-
ine over, and I think the time has long
since passeil that the matter should be
adjusted, so I am taking- an early oppor-
tunity this session before we get in touch
with the larger measures we will have to
deal with; to have this matter finally
adjusted. I do not think that any fur-
ther explanation is necessary, and, there-
fore, T have pleasure in movin-

That the Bill be now read a second
time.
Mr. S. STUBBS (Wagin) : The 'Mini-

ster for Land,, has stated the case sd
clearly that it is unnecessary for me to
make any comment beyond saying that if
the House agrees to the mneasure as
broughbt in by the Mfinister, it i- the in-

tention of the Wagin municipality to
erect on this site a hail worthy of the
town. The present ag-ricultural hail is
not half large enough to accommodate
the people when any function is on, I
feel sure [lhat the measure will receive the
assent of this Chamber, and will be put
into law, as it has bee ii promised for
several years past. I am gratefulA to the
Minister for having introduced it so early
this session.

lon. Frank Wilson: Is there no town
hall there?

Mr. S. STUBBS: No, only an agni-
culturql1 haill; they are going to build a
town hall.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

Y12 Committee.

Bilt passed through Comumit tee wiLthout
debate, reported without amendmnent; and
the report adopted.

BILTrROADS CLOSrRE.

Second Reading.

The 'MINISTER FOR LANDS (H1on.
T. H. Bath) in moving the second reading
said: This small measure is concerned
wholly with the closure of certain roads
which are contained within that portion of
the Flenty estate which the present Gov-
ernment purchased on the advice of the
Agricultural Lands Repurchase Board en-
tirely with a view to make it available for
irrigation when the scheme, which will ulti-
mately serve Bunbury and the country en
route, is embarked upon. I wish to say at
the outset that I have no intention of pro-
ceeding beyond the introduction of this
measure in view of the fact that the hon.
member for the district is not present this
evening. The position is that these roads
were contained within the estate, and will
be of no value when the estate is cut up
under a scheme of irrigation. It will mean
that there will be much closer subdivision
than if it were merely utilised for ordinary
farming land.

Ron, Frank Wilson: Could we not have
a plan of it?
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The.3MINISTER FOR LANTDS: I in-
tend to lay a plan on the Table of the
House for the information of hon. mem-
bers. I concluded naturally that, with
smaller blocks, the provision of roads will
be entirely different from the roads which
it is intended by this measure to close. The
Solicitor-General points out that before an
estate formerly vested in His Majesty
could be revested, it would be necessary to
close these roads by Act of Parliament,
and they could not be closed by the pre-
vious Roads Act because they are not pub-
lic roads. In view of the fact that we are
desirous to have this legal requirement
fixed up I have introduced this measure
to provide for a closure of the roads in
accordance with the advice of the Solicitor-
General. I beg to move-

That the Bill be -nowc read a second
time,

In doing so I will lay the particulars on
the Table of the House. I presume that
the leader of the Opposition will secure
the adjournment of the debate in the in-
terests of the bon. member for the dis-
trict.

On motion by Hon. Frank Wilson de-
bate adjourned.

Hrouse adjourned at 9.27 p.m.

'Wednzesday, 13th August, 1913.
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p.m., and read prayers.

PAPER PRESENTED.
By Hon. W. C. Angwin (Honorary

IMinister);. Report of the Commonwealth
and States of Australia, Second Confer-

ence on uniform Standards for Foods
and Drugs.

QUESTION-SEWERAGE SCHEME,
EXTENSION TO SUBIACO.

Mr. B. J. STU.BBS asked the Minister
for Works:. Can he give an approximate
date as to when the extension of the
sewerage scheme to Suhiaco will be com-
menced?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS re-
lplied: A date for commencement cannot
at present be given, as the matter of site
for treatment works has not yet been set-
tied, and the efforts of the department
wvill be concentrated for some time on
bringing the sewerage systems of Perth
and Fremantle into full working condi-
tions.

QUESTIONY-LAND AND IMMIGRA-
TION, MISREPRESENTATION.

Mr. E. B, JOHNSTON asked
the Premier; 1, Has the atten-
tion of the Government been drawn
to anl article in last week's issute
of the Narrogin Observer respect-
ing the actions of one J. Rason, who is
representing himself in Narromine and
other centres in New South Wales as a
land and immigration agent for the West-
ern Australian Government; and who is
stated to be using his position as a State
representative in order to dispose of land
in the new suburb of Lake View, near
Perth? 2, Has be any knowledge of this
new suburb? 3, Is; the said J. Rason
authorised to act as a representative of
the Western Australian Government-~?

The PREMIIER replied: 1, Yes. 2, No.
3, No. Further action is under cons idera-
tion.

BILLS (2)-FIRST READING.
1, Newspaper Libel and Registration

Act Amendment (introduced by Mr. Hud-
son).

2, North Fremantle Municipal Tram-
ways Act Amendment (introduced by
Hon. WV. C. Angwin, Honorary Minister).
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