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useful legislation bearing on that subject.
1 think that some of the provisions in
the Bill are worthy of every commenda-
tion, and it is the effort on the part of
the Government to improve the arbitra-
tion legislation in that respect tbat
makes me willing to overlook the defects
in the Bill. Whilsut endeavouring to
amnend the Hill on the points I have men-
tioned, I shall do my very best to see
that the Bill does nlot suffer in regard to
the principles in which we cannot give
way.

On motion by Hon. R. G. Ardagh, de-
bate adjourned.

BILL-PREVENTION OF CRUELTY
TO ANIMALS.

A ssem big's Message-In Committee.
Conrsideration resumed, from the pre-

vious day, of Assembly's reasons for dis-
agreeing with two amendments made by
the Council.

Hon. W. Kingsmnill in the Chair, the
Colonial Secretary in charge of the Bill.

No. 2-Clause 9, Subelause 2-Strike
out the word "Justice" in lines 1 and 4,
and insert "magistrate":

The COLONIAL SECRETARY
moved-

That the amendment be not insisted
upon.
Ron. J. F. CULLEN: The Committee

would be inclined to give way for the
sake of the Bill, but there would still be
risks. He did not believe in that portion
of the Message which said that the power
of the justices was sufficiently guarded.
It was still open to anybody to swear an
information, and that might be done
sometimes in spite or without proper
consideration of the seriousness of the
action. Still lie recognised that there
might be a difficulty in getting a magis-
trate in many parts of the State.

Question passed; the amendment not
insisted upon.

No. 4--.Clause 16-Strike out Sub-
clause 4:

On motion by the COLONIAL SEC-
RETARY, amendment not insisted upon.

Resolutions reported, and the report
adopted.

ADJOLTRMENT-SPECIAL.

Oil motion by the COLONIAL SEC-
RETARY, resolved, That the House at
its rising adjourn until Tuesday next.

House adljourned at 8.29 p.m.

leaislatvc Essembip,
Wednesday, 25th September, 1912.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p.m., and read prayers.

BILL-UNIVERSITY LANDS.

Read a third time and transmitted to
the Legislative Council.

BILL -PUBLIC SERVICE ACT
AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.

Debate resumed from the previous da.
Hon. FRANK WILSON (Sussex): I

have looked into this small amending
measure introduced by the Premier yes-
terday, and it seems to ime there can be no
objection taken to it. I agree with him
that the temporary officers of the civil
service are entitled to consideration and
that many hardships have resulted
through our present legislation. I know
that temporary officers have felt it very,
hard-having served for many years and
some, I know, have been engaged in the
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service for eight or ten years--that their
services should at a moment's notice be
dispensed with. They have no security
so far as their positions are concerned,"
and I am also aware of the fact that the
heads of departments have felt it very
irksome when, having a temporary officer
possessing ability to do his work and
becoming accustomed to the work of the
department, they have found it necessary
to dispense with his services in order that
somebody else znight- receive the perman-
ent appointment. Very often, too, a
temporary officer has been replaced by a
permanent officer who was not quite so
capable of filling the position. Taking
everything into consideration I think we
may Pass this measure, and extend the
right to appoint temporary officers to
permanent posts. I have not heard any
objections raised against this measure
outside, and I therefore presume the ser-
vice are in favour of it. At any rate it
seems to me to be an equitable provision
and one which will give many good officers
a chance of securing permanent p)0sts inl
our service. I therefore do not propose
to object to the passing of the Bill.

Air. 'TAYLOR (M'vount Margaret): As
the Premier pointed out in introducing
this measure, the object is to amend a
portion of the Public Service Act to
enable temporary hands to join the per-
manent staff irrespective of their ages.
That is all very well, and I am in favour
of that being done. I am sorry, however,
that the Act was not amended in this
direction earlier. I am sure. positions
have become vacant which needed to be
filled by capable officers like many of
those who are employed as temporary
hands. Indeed I think if the appoint-
ments had been -made by examination and
the temporary officers had been permitted
to compete, many of those who to-day are
filling positions as temporary hands
wvould be occupying permanent positions.
I am sorry the Government have not seen
fit to go further towards amending the
Public Service Act in view of the fact
that the appeal board has been sitting
recently, and also because of the stric-
tures of Mr. Justice Burnside as president
of that board. His Honour made some
very severe comments during the bearing

of somne of the appeal cases in connec-
tion with the views held by the Acting
Commissioner, which fie said were sup-
ported by a 'Minister, and His Honour
told the public service of this State that
the Act was a whited sepulchre and a
fraud. TPhe Act has been in operation
for many years, and if there are flaws in
it which prevent its smooth working, it is
necessary that the objections which exist
should he rmored, and if Mr. Justice
Burnside's views go for anything the
Government should go further than the
amending Hill before us proposes to do.
I admit this Bill is absolutely necessary,
and I am in accord with it, but in viewv
of the judge's comments on the recent
appeal cases something' further should
be done. These are the remarks which
Mr. Jnstice Burnside made, and which
appeared in the W1est Australian-

The construction I put on the word-
ing of the Public Service Act seems to
me to he workable and logical, but the
construction which the Public Service
Commissioner and a Minister of the
Crown put on the Act renders it a
whited sepulchre and a fraud. A civil
servant thinks he has an Act under
which he can get something, until he
gets the Act construed, and finds that
he has got nothing.

It is in the opinion of the learned judge
that the civil servant thinks he has some
right to appeal to the board on the re-
classification or to appeal to that hoard
to bear any complaint wvhich the board is
set up to hear, but the judge says that
the civil servant has nothing, and that
the Act is a fraud. Considering the ad-
ministration of the Public Service Act is
of such importance to Western Australia,
I am sorry that the Government have not
gone somewhat further than they propose
to do in the amending Bill.

Hon. Frank Wilson: floes the learned
judge point out where it ought to be
amended?9

'Mr. TAYLOR: It was with reference
to the view held by the Acting Commis-
sioner, and reading the evidence, I amn
led to believe that the Acting Commis-
sioner set forth that he was supported in
his contention by a Mfinister of the Crown.
and that was the reason why His Honour
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coupled the Yinister's name with that of
the Commissioner. Evidently the views
of the Acting Commissioner, who I be-
lieve is a legal gentleman-

Hon. Frank Wilson: No.

31r. TAYLOR: And the views of the
Minister are not the views held by M1r.
Justice Burnside, and if the appeal board
is not capable of dealing with the matters
that it was believed it should have the
power to deal with, we should amend the
Act.

The Minister for Mines: In what
way would you suggest it should be
amended?

Ar. TAYLOR: f am merely referring
to the strictures passed on the Aet'by the
judge, who poitted out that civil servants
had really nothing under it, and that
while we were amending the Bill we
should have tried in some way to make it
as workable as possible. I have much
pleasure in supporting the second reading
of the Bill.

The PREMIER (in reply) : I have no
desire to detain the House by replying
to the remarks of the member for
Mount Margaret; in fact, I do not think
the House need waste its time over such
a question at this stage. In the first
place the hon. member who introduced
the subject does not seem to know the
purport of the strictures by the presi-
dent of that app~eal court, and thus he
is attempting to criticise something that
he does not know the meaning of. Until
such time as he makes himself acquainted
with the strictures delivered by the presi-
dent of the court, it is unwise for us to
give any fuirt her consideration to the
subject.

Mr. Taylor: I was quoting from the
prin ted report.

The PREMIER: The hon. member
before introducing a subject of that na-
hire might prepare himself to give us
some idea of what he was referring to.
I do not propose to reply to the re-
marks made by His Honiour on that oc-
casion because the case is now uinder con-
sideration by a highber tribunal, and when
that tribunal hias dealt with the matter it
will be for Parliament to consider what
ortion should be taken. For the time

being we are endeavouring to improve
the present state of affairs in the inter-
ests of the Public Service, the commis-
sioner, and the taxpayers as a whole. Let
me say at once, in answer to some of the
criticisms which have been levelled
against the Public Service Act, that I
know of no body of workers in the State
who bare the same privileges and op-
portunity for advancement as has the
public servant. He has a security of
employment that is not given in any
other direction. It is the most difficult
thing in the world to displace a public
servant. Before that can be done, a
charge has to he laid against him so seri-
ous that it would prohibit him obtaining
employimnt from any other employer in
die State. That is a safeguard that no
other class of worker has.

Mr. Monger: What did you promise
them a year ago?9

The PREMIER;- I promised them,
and I gave them what they are entitled
to, and that is a decent pension, and the
taxpayers have to find it. I want to be
fair to the civil servants, but when meal-
hers say that the civil service is not
properly treated, I want them to con-
sider whether the taxpayer also should
not be considered. The leader of the
Opposition made the statement that the
temporary employees had no security of
emp~loyment. I eadmit that, and f fully
concede the value of the service which
some of the temporary employees have
rendered, and our object in introducing
this Bill' is to give the Puhlic, Service
Commissioner the opportunity of show-
ing his appreciation by entering those
men into the service in permanent posi-
tions so long as they possess the qualifi-
cations, which the Act stipulates. I would
like to point out, however, that it has
occurred more than once that an officer
occupying a permanent position in the
service has left that position in order to
take a temporary position in another
branch of the service because of the in-
ducement of a higher salary. That was
due to the unsatisfactory conditions ob-
taining regarding temporary emplo'y-
ment. It was left to the will of a Min-
ister to engage a temporary officer and"
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pay him whatev-er he chose, with the re-
sult that there are in the service tem-
porary officers receiving a higher rate of
wages than permanent officers in higher
positions. To-day some of the tem-
porary officers are complaining because
they are overlooked when permanent
positions are being filled. Personally I
do not hold too strongly with those offi-
cers. When they have permanent posi-
tions and the same opportunities as other
members of the service to rise to higher
salaries, and then leave their permanent
positions in order to take temporary ones
because of the gain for the time being in
salary, they must not expect the Govern-
nment to come to their assistance later on
and take them hack at a higher salary.
Those men are just making the public
service a convenience without consider-
ing in any way the interests of the couni-
try.

Hon. Frank Wilson: I think those
muen are very few.

The PREMIER: They are few, but
they generally make themselves beard the
loudest. One instance has occurred
where an -officer was dismissed for some
action which was not in the interests of
the serice, and he was immediately taken
back in another department as a tem-
porary officer at a higher salary. That
shows a very loose method, but we have
now placed the temporary officers under
the Public Service Commissioner in the
same way as the permanent officers.
When the appointment of a temporary
officer is desired, a request has to be
made to the commidssioner, who has to
satisfy himself that the temporary offi-
cer is required, and then the request is
forwarded to the Minister for approval.
After that the head of the department
.and the Public Service Commissioner
choose a temporary officer for the posi-
tion. We are also taking the precaution
not to appoint temporary officers at a
higher salary than the permanent offi-
cers. That practice in the past has
created a considerable amount of discon-
tent, and as I have already said, has
caused permanent officers to lea-ve their
roqitions in order to take up temporary
work. We want to alter that. We want

to get good men in the service, and make
them satisfied by paying them good sal-
aries, and working them under reason-
able conditions, and not, by paying a
higher rate to the man who comes in
temporarily, cause discontent amongst the
men who have grown up in the service.

Mr. A. A. Wilson: Will the actingo
Public Service Commissioner be perman-
ent under this Bill?

The PREMIER: Certainly not;, there
is no vacancy. The position of the Pub-
lic Sen-ice Commissioner is already filled,
and the gentleman now temporarily con-
trolling the service is Acting Deputy
C-ommnissioner.

Mr. A. A. Wilson: He was assistant
commissioner before.

The PREMIER: No, -he was on-ly a
member of the reclassification board. I
have given the Ho use the reasons why
we have introdutced this measure, and
have explained that our desire is to im-
prove the conditions prevailing at the
present time as they effect every officer
in the service.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

I% Committee.
Mr. Mcflowall in the Chair; the Pre-

mier in charge of the Bill.
Clause 1-agreed to.
Clause 2-Amendment of Section 34:
Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: It was to be

regretted that the Premier could not see
his way clear to accept the suggestion of
the member for Mount Margaret, that
opportunity should he taken in this Bill
to further amend the Public Service Act.

The Premier: There is no suggestion.
The appeal board is fulfilling all thw
functions that Parliament ever intended.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: The officers
of the public service were of opinionr that
the Act passed last year gave the appeal
board power to grade the State em-
ployees. By adding a few words to the
Bill it could be made clear that the ap-
peal board had that power, hut it would
be useless to move the amendment if the
Government were against it.

Mr. 'Monger: You have to do as you
arc told.
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Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: That was not
so. The Government should keep faith
with the civil service. There were men
who had been in the service for ten years,
and if they were entitled to anything at
all, they should be on more than the
minimum at which their positions were
classified. Last year in the Arbitration
Bill an endeavour was made to give the
court power to grade manual labourers,
and seeing that the appeal board was
presided over by the president of the
Arbitration Court, that tribunal should
be given the opportunity of grading civil
servants.

The PREMIIER: There was no inten-
tion of making any such provision in this
Bill; in fact, he was not of opinioa that
Parliament ever intended to grant that
power to the appeal board. If that had
been the intention, it would be necessary
to appoint six more judges who would
be occupied for the whole year in doing
nothing else but grading public servants.
Ron.. members apparently misunderstood
what was meant by reclassification and
grading, so far as the public service was
concerned. Reclassification was for the
purpose of classifying bhe offices that
different individuals would fill, and a
board was appointed to do that. They
made their report, which was accepted
by the Governor-in-Council, and anly offi-
cer who was dissatisfied with the classifi-
cation of his position could appeal to an
independent court presided over by the
president of the Arbitration Court, and
having as members a representative of
the classification board and a representa-
tive of the civil servants. If the appeal
court was to decide whether Jim Jones,
who was filling a position the classifica-
tion of which did not satisfy him, should
get something between thie minimum and
the maximum, then the classification
board should be dispensed with and a
special court appointed to do nothing
else hut deal with this question, because
that court would have to go through the
claims of the whole of the 6,000 public
servants in the State. The court would
have to sit every time any additional
work of the slightest nature was placed
onl any officer, otherwise how could they

decide what he was worth? The appeal
court dealt with the classification of the
offices. Suppose a classification board,
after giving the matter thorough eon-
sideration, decided that a certain office of
clerk was worth £142 to £240 per annum.
When the person entered that office in
the first instance he obtained £142, anti
the Public Service Act provided that,
subject to good conduct and efficiency
and the favourable report of his per-
nmanent head, lie should rise by annual
increments to £240. When he reached
the maximum, or in the meantime if lie
showved himself efficient and qualified for
promotion, he might be transferred to a
higher grade. How was it possible for
the judge of the appeal court, who knew
nothing about the work the civil servant
did, to judge whether the man was worth
the inimum or the maximuml

Mr. E. B. Johnston: If the Arbitration
Court can do it, why cannot they?

The PREMIER: The Arbitration Court
did not do it, it was impossible for them.

Mr. Dooley: They do.

The PREMVIER: They did not. Take
the Position of the tramway service. The
men asked that they should be graded,
that was to grade the work performed
by the different men in the service. In
th railway service there were different
grades, therer were first-class guards,
second-class guards, and third-class
guards; there were first-class shunters and
junior shunters, and so on, but if the
Arbitration Court was to do what the
bon. member suggested, it would mean
that the Arbitration Court would have
to say that a certain man was worth 12s.
Gid. a dav'. another 12s. 3d. a day, another
12s. 4d. and so on. Did the member for
Geraldton ask that such a thing- should
be done?

Mr. Dooley: No.
The PREMIER: The same would apply

to the mining industry. In that industry
there wvere truckers, mullockers, platmen,
and so on, the whole of the mining indus-
try was graded, but the bon. member
(Mr. E. B. Johnston) wanted something
different, he wanted the court to say what
each individual should get on the classi-
fleation, and he (the Premier) desired to
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show the impossibility of an amendment
of that kind.

The CHAIRMIAN: The lion. member
was out of order in pursuing his argu-
ment, it bad nothing whatever to do with
the clause.

The PREMIER: If the Government
accepted an amendment such as the mem-
ber for Williams-Narrogin desired, it
would land the Government in absolute
chaos. They would be unable to control
the service, and be was not going to lose
further control than the Government had
at the present time.

Mr. TAYLOR: The remarks of the
judge in the appeal court were in refer-
ence to the appeal board under the exist-
ing Act. The judge painted out that in
his opinion the appeal board had a cer-
tain power.

The CHAIRMAN: That had absolutely
nothing to do with the clause.

Mr. TAYLOR: But the Premier had
argued the point.

The CHAIRMAN: The Premier had
been stopped.

Mr. TAYLOR: But after the Premier
had made his remarks. He (Mr. Taylor)
thought he was justified in pointing out
that the Premier had said he did not care
what the judge or anyone else had said,'
as the Public Service Act never intended
that this grading should take place. The
Judge of the Supreme Court held a con-
trary view to that of the Premier.

The CHAIRMAN: The bon. member
was out of order, his argument was abso-
lutely foreign to the clause before the
Committee.

Mr. S. STUBBS. One of the officers
'rho appealed against the classification
was the Government Analyst. He (MNr.
Stuhbs) would like the Premier to tell
the Committee whether the appeal court
was not competent to express the opinion
that the classification of the Government
Analyst was too low.

The Premier: We do not take up that
attitude at alt .

The CHAIRM1AN: The hon. member
was out of order, the clause before the
Committee dealt with thxe age of thd
officer in the servie.

Mr. S. STUBBS: But the Premier had
made a statement in regard to this mat-
ter.

Mr. TURVEY: It was to be hoped that
temporary officers would he given all the
privileges they would have been entitled
to if they had entered the service as per-
manent officers.

The Premier: In what way?
Air. TURVEY: Permanent officers were

entitled to certain leave, and there were
certain temporary officers who had been
eight or ten years in the service. The
Government had done a considerable
amount for the civil servants, but there
was considerably more yet to be done.
In the past temporary officers had been
shamefully treated. He could cite many
cases where temporary officers had vac-
ated their positions for a certain period
so that they might be taken on again.
It was a recognised custom that after an
officer had been in a temporary position
for a certain period he was entitled to
permanent employment, and in many
cases they were given it, but where an
officer controlling a department had any
doubt, and it was thought a temporary
officer might claim to be placed on the
permanent staff, the services of the tem-
porary officers- were dispensed with for
a week or so to prevent the claim being
made.

The Minister for Lands: In many in-
stances temporary officers got more salary
than men on the permanent staff.

Mr. TITRVEY: That was so. It was
to be hoped the temporary officers now
being placed on the permanent staff would
be given the same right of appeal as per-
mnanent officers. If a civil servant con-
sidered he was not fairly treated he should
have the right to appeal.

Hon. Frank Wilson: This clause did
not grade permanent officers, it gave them
the right of appointment.

Mr. TURVEY: But if temporary offi-
cers were appointed-

The Premier: They would have all the
privileges of permanent officers.

Mr. TURVEY: From that time on-
ward?9

The Premier: Yes.
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Mr. TURVEY: It would not be re-
trospective to the man who had eight or
ten years' service to his credit.

Clause put and passed.
New clause:
Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: To test the

feeling of the Committee he moved-
f/hat the following be added as a new

clause :-Section 7 of the Public Service
Act Amendment Act, 1911, is amended
by inserting after the word "office"~ in
line 3 of Subsection (a), the w ords
":and the grading of the officer."

If the Premier wvould accept this amend-
ment-but from the remarks made,
he was afraid lhe would not-it would
have the effect of making it clear that the
appeal board had the power which the
judge whose opinions had been quoted
thought it had, and it would make it clear
that when a civil servant appealed he
would do so to a final tribunal which had
power to say whether he was to get an in-
crease or not. If these words were ac-
cepted the matter would be clear as to
the intention of Parliament.

The PREMI1ER: If by refusing to ac-
cept the amendment the Committee would
do likewise and make it clear what was the
intention of Parliament, then he would
have much pleasure in refusing to accept
the amendment. To do as the member
desired would, as he had pointed out, be
absolutely impossible. If we were to ac-
cept this new clause and apply it to the
present appeals we would have a request
fl-am the Civil Service Association that
the reclassification be reopened so as to
allow every man in the service to appeal.

Mr. Taylor: Was there dissatisfaction
to that exteat9

The PREMIER: There was dissatis-
faction to this extent, that a public ser-
vant would have nothing to lose but
everything to gain by appealing, it meant
heads the public servant wins, and tails
the Government lose. The Government
were not going to carry on the service
tinder these conditions. If the new clause
was passed, after the reclassification and
the grading had been settled every public
servant would be able to appeal and would
appeal because he would know that he
would not have anything to lose, and he

had an opportunity of getting something.
more. The public service appeal board
to do justice would in such a case have to
hear an appeal from every officer in the
service. Was that practicable or pos-
sible? In fact, it was absolutely absurd,
and no one hut the lion, member had sug-
gested it.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: The learned judge
suggested it.

The PREMIER: The learned judge
suggested something that he knew was
impracticable. It was difficult to keep)
calm on matters of this kind. Why
should the public servants have any more
rights in this regard than ordinatry tax-
payers? Could we expect ii court or a
board to be created to go to the Great
Boulder mine and take evidence from
every miner and fix the value of his work?
The most a court could do would be to
fix the minimum wage which should ap-
ply, and then leave it to the management
of the mline to say whether one man should
receive 6id. more than that minimum wage.

Hon. Frank Wilson: The court can do
that now.

The PREtMIER: The court did not do
it iii the tramway case; in fact the court
said they could not do it. How would
it be possible to get a court to decide in
the case of the railway service what rate
of wages each individual should receive?
No one in his sane senses would suggest
such a thing. The most that could be
done would be to grade the different
positions to the extent of saying that
there should be a certain number of first-
class guards, a certain number of second-
class guiards, and a certain number of
third-class guards. The court might say
that there should be first-class analysts;
receivingl £750 to £1,000, and second-class
analysts receiving from £500 to £750, and
the Government would not complain; but
when the court said that Mr. Mann, the
Government Analyst, should receive
£1l,000 because he was worth it, what
would happen should 'Mr. Mann's position
become vacant? How would it be pos-
sible to decide on the grade of the new
maji? If the court was allowed to do
this. there would be absolutely no con-
trol. and the heads of the departments
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and -Ministers also might just as well be
done without.

Mr. TAYLOR - It was a pity the
Premier could not approach this subject
with some degree of calmness so that
the deliberations could be conducted in
the frame of mnind necessary for dealing
with an important amending Bill. A
learned judge held the opinion that the
appeal board had power to grade public
servants. This was the report of the
proceedings before the appeal board-

Mr. Alcock continuing, urged that
&he present hoard did not have power
to hear the appeals against grades.

Hlis Honour: Then, why did you
bring them here?

'Ar. Acoek : I could not stop them
from coming. Proceeding, he said that
his contentions were backed up by
the Crown Law authorities and outside
legal counsel.

His Honour confessed himself sur-
prised to know that there was pro-
vision made for two appeal boards.

Nh. Alcoek again claimed that the
present board's powers were confined
strictly to appeals made "regarding re-
classification,"

, His Honour : These proceedings
should not be -made a burlesque. We
don't want our time wasted, as it will
if you are right. We have already
decided that you are wrong. That
means that. we take the view that we
have the authority to hear these ap-
penis. Your proper procedure, Mr.
Alcock, is to move for a writ of pro-
hibition and stop us- And you must
move now and get us stopped by the
authorities that can stop us, unless
you can do, as you said yesterday-
produce an Act of Parliament.

Mr. Alcock said that he had said
on the previous day that an Amending
Act would be passed through if there
was time.

His Honour: We purport to he act-
ing under the authority of this Act
of Parliament. You raise a question
that goes to our jurisdiction. We de-
cide against you. You must either go0
out of the court Find take no further
part, or you will be br'uind by our de-
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cisions whether you like them or not.
You must either move for prohibition
or take your chance.

31fr. Alcock : That is so; but I have
safeguarded my rights by objecting.

His Honour : You cannot safeguard
your rights by objecting. You cannot
play ''beads i win, tails you lose."
You will have to decide as to the writ
of prohibition. I am not going to go
one inch further until you decide what
you will do. If you say it is to be a
writ of prohibition then we wilt ad-
journ.

Mr. Justice Burnside clearly conveyed
that (hie appeal board had power Ito
deal with grades. On the other hand,
we had the Premier emphasising that it
was impossible, and that the Act never
intended it, and that it would need five
or six appealt boards to deal with the
appeals that would arise. The Premier
could not pit his knowledge against
that of a legal person on matters of
law; hut as the Premier made itf clear
that it would be unwise to amend the
Act in the direction suggested by the
member for Williams-Nbarrogin, no doubt
the hon. member's proposal would hardly
recomumend itself to members on the
Government side. There was a great
deal of dissatisfaction in the public ser-
vice, because the public servants held
the opinion that they had power to go
to the appeal hoard, and now they found
they did not have the-power.

The Minister for Lands : They have
power to go 'to the appeal board on their
classification.

Mfr. TAkYLOR: But they desired to
go to the appeal hoard on the matter of
grade.

The Minister for Mines : How niany
appealed against the grading as com-
pared with those who appealed against
their classification

Mr. TAYLOR : That information was
not available to him. He only knew
there was difficulty in the service from
reading in the Press. He had read the
report of the strictures of the judge,
whose decision he respected, and whose
fair play to both sides in arbitration
cases was well known. Those remarks
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must have beeni occasioned by some de-
fect in the Act which would justify the
carrying of the new clause moved by the
member for \'illinms-Narrogin.

Hon. FRANK. WILSON : Though
one could not see the way clear to sup-
port the new clause, at the same time,
it was hard to understand why, to use an
expression of the Minister for Lands,
the Premier was "seeing red," because
the member for Williams-Narrogin had
suggested this clause. The Premier was,
right in his contention that no appeal
board could possibly grade the different
officers. Up to the present the appeal
board had had the right of fixing the
range of classification of the individual
officers, but their work within that clas-
sification was of necessity decided by
the permanent bead of the department,
who, with the Public Setie Commis-
sinner, had the power to fix the position
in the range which that officer should
occupy. To ask the appeal board to
value individual services was absurd.
It would be doing what we proposed to
do under 'the new Arbitration Bill,
namely, taking the absolute control of
the civil servants away from the Gov-
ernment and from Parliament itself.

The Premier: Oh no.
Hon. FRANKC WfLSON: That was

what would happen if we had an appeal
board with these extensive powers. The
Premier s;aid our new Arbitration Bill
would not provide this power, hut, as a
matter of fact, it did, for it was proposed
to give the Arbitration Court all the
powers the amendment would confer on
this appeal board. For instance, the
court 'was to hare the rower to grade the
workers.

The Premier: Not individual workers.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Even indi-
vidual workers were to be graded. No
doubt great trouble would arise out of
that provision, because the Premier was
right in his contention that it would be
impossible for 'Ar. Justice Burnside and
his colleagues on the appeal board to de-
cide the value of each individual officer,
and by the same token it would be equally
impossible for the Arbitration Court to

do it. We would be ill-advised to accept
the amendment.

The Premier: The appeal court would
have to sit every 12 months at least.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: It would
have to sit permanently.

Mr. DWXTEB: It was not quite proper
that this matter should come up for dis-
mission while it was still pending before
the court; indeed it was most improper,
and lie did not think it would do the civil
servants any good at all.

New clause put and negatived.
Title agreed to.
Bill reported without amendment, and

the report adopted.

BILLS (2)-RETURNED FROM1 THE
LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL.

1,' Roman Catholic Church Property
Amendment (without amendment).

2, Unclaimed Mloneys (with amend-
ments).

BILL-FREMANTLE HARBOUR
TRUST AMENDMJENT.

in Committee.

,Ar. MKefowall in the Chair, H4on. WV. C.
Angwin (Honorary Minister) in charge
of the Bill.

Clause 1-agreed to.
Clause 2-Repeal of Section 31. Com-

missioners may provide labourers:
Hon. FR.ANI{ WILSON moved an

amendment-
That paragraphs (b) and (e) be

struec out of the proposed neiu section
31 and the following inserted in lieu:-
"(b) for loading and unloading vessels
belonging to the State Govrnment."

It was desirable *thiat the permission to
be given to the Trust to handle goods as
stevedores should be restricted to Govern-
ment steamers. The power which the
Government sought to confer on the Har-
bour Trust was being resisted in the in-
terests alike of the shipowners, the pri-
vate Stevedores, the merchants, and the
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general public. Notwithstanding what the
Minister for Lands had said yesterday
in regard to the permissive nature of the
clause, it would be readily understood
that if we were to place this power in the
hands of the Trust the members of that
Trust would not be human if they did not
utilise the power they already had of pro-
viding all necessary facilities for thei
work, to gradually give themselves a pre-
ference for the work. The Trust were all-
powerfut in the matter; they had the
cranes, the wharves were tinder their con-
trol, they handled the goods through the
sheds, and they had the allotting of berths
to the incoming steamers. With all that
power it would be a simple matter for
them, without even appearing biassed, to
throw obstacles in the way of private
stevedores or steamers who did their own
stevedoring, and thus compel vessels to
place their business in the hands of the
Trust. Sooner or later the Trust would
be hound to secure the object they had in
asking for this power. The Minister for
Lands had been unable to state who had
asked for this legislation, but the Hon-
orary Minister had frankly declared that
it had been brought down in response to
a request by the Harbour Trust. This,
then, was the foundation of the Bill, and
in order that it might be made palatable
to the House the clause had been put in
a permissive form- The Trust at first de-
sired legislation which would place the
whole of the stevedoring in their hands.
The Minister said he did not know any-
thing about it, but the original draft
was to have all stevedoring work car-
died out by the Trust's officers. That
person who mnight follow this calling for
a livelihood, and it would interfere with
the shipowuers who had their own staffs,
and facilities, and preferred to do their
own work- True the clause was not man-
datory. The work would be undertaken
at the request of shipmasters or ship-
owners, but it was idle to suggest that
the Trust's officers would not do their
best to get all the work. With regard to
the steved-oring of the State vessels, be
would rather see that left alone. -If the
State was to own vessels we should not
g-rant a preference.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: They get no
preference.

lIon. FRANK 'WILSON: They did.
'The officers; would naturally see that the
GovermBent work was done as exped it-
iously and economically or more szo than
outside work.

Hon. WV. C. Angwin: You know this
is in the hands of the officers of the
TtList who appoint and dismiss.

Hon. FRANK WVILSON: Certainly;
he would not give twopence for the offi-
cers, if they did not try to secure all the
work.

Hon. W. C. Augwin: Not in an un-
fair manner.

Ron. FRANK WILSON: Although it
might not be tin fair it was only human
to take advantage of one's position. Every
business man used his influence and power
in that way, and the Trust would do the
same, and gradually this work must drift
into their hands.

The Minister for Mines: What would
be their incentive?

Hon. FRANK WILSON: To control
the whole of the working of the harbour.

The Minister for Mines: What advan-
tage -would that bei

Hon. FRANK WILSON: It would
build up a big department and then the
officers would go to the Minister for in-
creases in salary. The Minister for Lands
said the Government had heen approach-
ed to bring forward the Bill. The only
persons who had approached the Govern-
ment were the officers of the Trust, who
wanted to do the whole of the business.
While we had no concern with individuals
as such, we were not justified in taking
away the livelihood of even three or four
men who had built up a connection at
the chief port. If these were means to
that end, as he contended, members should
agree that such a provision would not
he in the interests of the State.

M1r. B. J. Stubbs: Would you agree
to another private man coming in and
taking the business away?7

Hon. FRAVNK WILSON: Yes.
Mr. B. J. Stubbs: Then why do you

object to the Government?
Hon. FIRANK WILSON: Because the

private individual would be paying taxes.
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He objected to the State taking the money
out of the pocket of the man, and using
it to crush him out of existence.

Mr. B. J. Stubbs: The State would do
the work better and cheaper and would
benefit everyone.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: It would not
do it better or cheaper.

Mr. B. J. Stubbs: Did not you say
you would gixe them any work if von
were a shipping master?

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Yes.
Mr. B. J. Stubbs : Because you would

get it done cheaper.
Hon. FRANK WILSON : Naturally

he would expect 'to get some advantage.
The hon. member admitted that he
wanted to see the whole of the work
in the hands of the Trust.

Hon. W. C. Angwin : The Bill does
not provide it.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: No, but that
was underlying 'the Bill.

Mr. Munsie : What harm would it do
if the Trust got it all.

Hon. FR ANKC WILSON : What good
would it do? It would crush out the
men engaged in the work, and we had
no right to do ithat. It would inter-
fere with 'the shipowuers who were do-
ing thieir own work; it would compel
the members of the Lumpers' Union to
work for the Trust and the Trust only;
that was undesirable. The member for
Subiaeo wanted the State to be the sole.
employer. What would he the en d
of that bunt a huge monopoly, an oc-
topus which would crush the life out
of the individual. The final result would
be that the nation would go down, and
a foreign power would take possession.

Mr. Munsie :We will take 'the risk.
Mr. Green :You are seeing the red

now.
Hon. FRANK WILSON:- It was idle

to say that the Trust would do the work
better, other things being equal. Other
things would not be equal.

'Mr. Green: The present enormous
waste will be saved by the Trust.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: That was a
fallacy. The wharf charges were 9d. a
ton more than when the shipowners were
doing the work.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: That is owing to
an increase in wages.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Partially.
Hon. W. C. Angwin: All of it.
Hon. FRANK WILSON: No; wages

were increased 20 per cent. and the
charges were increased 33 to 100 per cent.

Hon. AV. C. Angwin: They did not in-
crease their charges when other increases
in wages were made.

Honi. FRANK WILSON: In January
last the Trust increased the wages of the
hiimpers by 20 per cent, and increased
their charges from 33 to 100 per cent.
Was that an evidence of good manage-
went or fair play? It was absolute proof
that if we wanted the State to prosper
the less we interfered with individual en-
terprise the better it would he. Why not
accept the amendment and give the power
the Minister said he wanted, and the right
that every shipowner had of stevedoring
his own vessels. We should leave this
matter until some responsible people cried
out for an alteration. The shipowniers,
stevedores and merchants were against it
and the consumers would be if they under-
stood it; certainly the hampers were
against it.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: Some of them.
Hon. PRANK WILSON: They passed

a motion. The desire should be to build
up a reputation at Fremantle to attract
oversea shipping to the port and give
producers facilities to get their produce
to the markets of the world, but we
would not accomplish that with a monop-
oly of this kind. Supporters of the Gov-
ernment cried down monopolies, but a
State monopoly in their eyes became a
virtue. The evils, however, were as great
because the State would he extracting the
money from the individuals who would
be crushed.

Hon. W. C. ANOWiN: As it was
necessary that the powers which were
embodied in the Bill should he given to
the Fremantle Harbour Trust lie could
not accept the amendment moved by the
leader of the Opposition. The hon. mem-
ber knew that ihere w-as no monopoly
created by the Bill and ha only antici-
pated that somethimg might take place.

Mr. Allen: It makes it possible.
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HEon. Frank Wilson: What do you
want it for?

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN:. The whole
matter was explained on the night before,
and the leader of the Opposition antici-
pated that the officials of the Harbour
Trust were going to exercise renewed
energy and zeal to dnive out those at
present employed in the stevedoring trade
at Fremantle. If that was so it showed
forcibly that the Trust would be able to
do better and cheaper wvork than the
private stevedores, but the boa. member
said it was a matter of impossibility for
them to do the work cheaper. The leader
of the Opposition was the only one he
had come across who knew of a Bill which
had been previously drafted and which
created the H~arbour Trust a monopoly
for carrying out the work of stevedoring
the port.

Hlon. Frank Wilson: Have you asked
the secretaryl'

Hon. WV. C. ANGWTN: The secretary
and the members of the Trust had been
asked and none of them knew anything
about it. Those who had given the leader
of the Opposition information had again
been leading him astray, just as he had
been led astray in regard to other ques-
tions. The only difference between the
Bill before members and the draft Bill
was the proviso.

Hon. Frank Wilson: That proviso is a
safeguard. If you take it out they can
command all the work.

Hon. W. C. ANOWIN: The leader of
the Opposition knew that until a Bill had
been approved and was actually laid be-
fore members it was subject to alterations.
Paragraph (c) of the clause under dis-
cussion read--"for loading and unload-
ing vessels at the request of the owners
or the agents for the owners." That
showed clearly that the Harbour Trust
could not uload unless specially re-
quested to do so. Those engaged in the
stevedoring trade were rather timid of
the superiority of the Harbour Trust
officials, and to set their minds at rest the
proviso was put in to make the position
clear to those who could not understand
the portion of the clause the hon. member
wanted to strike out, and it bad not made
the clause any different from what it was

previously. If a Bill had been drafted,
how did the leader of the Opposition
know that it contained provisions which
were different from those placed before
him? In other portions of the Bill there
had been a clause or two eliminated, but
so far as this particular clause was con-
cerned no alteration had been madea with
the exception of the proviso. On the
previous evening, when replying to the
second reading debate, he had endeav-
oured to show that it would be beneficial
to the general public that the power to
unload vessels should be granted to the
Harbour Trust, and he cited the instance
of the harm that might have been done to
fruitgrowers last Christmas if the Gov-
ernment bad not gone to their rescue.

Mr. Male: But the lumpers allowed
perishable produce to go back to the
Eastern States.

Hon. W. 0. ANGWIN: The lumpers
worked the mail steamers and unloaded
perishable goods. The lunipers would
also have worked the steamer which had
a cargo of fruit cases if the Government
hLad been willing to pay extra. Tinder
such circumstances it was necessary that
the Trust should have permissive powers
to carry out the duties of stevedores. At
the time of that particular trouble to
which he had referred the lumpers wvere
not being treated fairly becauIse the cvi!-
dence showed that their wages had been
as low as 35s. a week on an average for
over twelve months.

Hon. Frank Wilson: How many days
do they workY

Hon. W. C. ANOWIN: Of course the
work -was not constant.

Hon. Frank Wilson: There were too
many lumpers there.

Hon. AV. C. ANOWIN: The leader of
the Opposition assisted him in endeavour-
ing to help the lunipers.

Hon. Frank Wilson: Would you pay
them a week's wages if they only did one
day's work?

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN1: The bon. mem-
ber knew well that at times there was a
scarcity of labour and at other times
there was a scarcity of work, and taking
things as a whole it was necessary at a
port that there should be a good number
of mnen to meet emergencies. There was
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not constant employment, and when that
was the ease a sufficent rate of wages
should be paid to enable the men and their
families to live properly.

Hon. Frank Wilson: Axre you intro-
ducing this Bill to regulate wages?

Ron. W. C. ANGWTN: No, but he had
been drawn on to speak on the question
of wvages by the interjections which had
been made. If the power contaned in
the Bill bad been in existence the Trust
would have heen able to work the ships
last year to the benefit of the general
public. No harm whatever would follow
the granting of this permission. The
Harbour Trust had no desire to enter
into competition to a large extent with
stevedores and as far as the clause vas
concerned no monopoly would be created
at Fremantle,

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Mir. CARPENTER: It was to be re-
gretted that the Bill, though in no sense
a party measure, was being regarded as
such. If it was a question of replaeing
a private monopoly by some Government
action, he would not hesitate to support
the powers conferred by the clause, hat
no one had attempted to show that there
was anything in the nature of a monopoly
"existing in connection with the stevedor-
ing at Fremantle- So far as one could
gather, the stevedoring was carried on
with every satisfaction, and, strange to
say, the Honorary Minister had supplied
the Committee with the strongest argu-
ments as to why the clause in its present
form should not be passed. The Minister
had said that the commissioners did not
want to go into the stevedoring business.
If that was so, why did the Governiment
propose to confer those powers on the
Trust 7

Mr. Underwood: They might want them
in future.

Mir. CARPENTER: Here was a big
industrial concern, in which various in-
terests were at all times more or less con-
uflicting, and in which peace and harmony
were essential. At the present time, that
peace and harmony existed, but because
the Trust might want to do something in
the future, the Government proposed to

confer powers which would destroy the
existing peace and harmony. Was the
possibility of the Trust desiring to do this
work in the future suifficient reason for
doing something now which might cause
irrevocable mischief and would confer
no benefits? Would it not be better to
merely give the Trust power to stevedore
the State steamers, and if they did that
advantageously, and it could be shown
that there would he an advantage in the
Trust entering into competition with the
private concerns in stevedoring work,
then, and not till then, the additional
powers could be granted. For a mere pro-
blematical advantage the Committee were
asked to do something which was going to
cause a lot of ill-feeling; because as soon
as the Trust began the steycdo ring of pri-
vate vessels, there would be heart burn-
ings and antagonisms, and it might be
necessary for Parliament to step in be-
tween the contending parties and say
which was right and which wrong. He
Urged members to accept the amendment
for the time being, irrespective of what
their feelings might be as to the theory
of private enterprise versus Government
enterprise. There was bound to he
favouritism shown to those vessels which
gave their business to the Trust.

The Minister for Mines: That is a re-
flection on the Harbour Trust.

Mr. CARPENTER: It was only what
the Minister would do if he was control-
ling the Trust and competing with pri-
vate stevedoring companies.

The Minister for Mines: That fear is
only on the part of the stevedoring com-
panies.

Air. CARPENTER: It was the general
feeling. Before a ship came into port
tenders were called for prices for un-
loading its cargo. If the Harbour Trust.
in accordance with the Act, had to fix
rates, submit them to the House, and so
make them public, how were they going to
compete with private stevedoring com-
panies which had to quote a price for
every ship that came into kurt?

lion. W. C. Angwin: They would gct
no trade then.

Mr. CARPENTER: That only showed
the impossible position the Minister was
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taking up in asking the Committee to give
the Trust powers which they did not want.
There was no necessity for introducing
this disturbing factor into a great business
which at present was working harmnoni-
ously and which should not be interfered
with without grave reason. Therefore,
he asked the Committee to support the
amendment to confine the operations of
the Trust for the time being to the steve-
doring of Government steamers.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: There
was no party aspect about the measure,
and each hon, member was free to exer-
cise his individual judgment as to whether
the proposed change was desirable or not.

M1r. Monger: It is a wonder he has not
to consult caucus.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
hon. member, by his obnoxious conduct
in the House, laid himself open to those
retorts which lie so much objected to.
If the hon. member would persist in that
conduct he would merit and receive the
castigation which he whined so much
about.

The CHAIRMAN: I am afraid those
remarks are not quite relevant.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Whilst
one recognised the right of hon. members
to express an individual opinion on a
question of this kind, it was difficult to
understand the objection which was being
urged against the clause. As a matter of
fact, it was anomalous that it was neces-
sary for the Trust to secure this legislative
sanction for the exercise of these powers.
In their capacity as a semi-public body,
performing public work, and responsible
to the people for the effective performance
of that work, the Trust should be able to
exercise these powers without asking Per-
liam6nt to pass a special Bill of this
kind; but as the Bill was necessary, he
could see no logical objection to the power
being granted to the Trust to carry out
this duty in addition to the powers they
already exercised. It would be for them
to demonstrate whether these duties could
be carried out satisfactorily and with
advantage to the public, and that could
never be done until they had had an op-
portunity of putting the powers into
practice.

Mr. George: Do you believe in experi-
menting with other people's livelihood?9

The 11INISTER FOR LANDS: In
this case the commissioners would only
enter into the stevedoring business in the
same way as it was open for the hon.
member to do.

Mr. George: But the Trust have facili-
ties which I would not have.

The MINISTER FOR LANDOS: As-
suming that a private individual could
raise the necessary capital, the opportu-
nity was there to compete in stevedoiing
work. The Trust were not taking up
an attitude which was injurious; they
were simply competitors with the other
stevedores, and the whole question was
whether Parliament could acquiesce in the
objectionable request of those at present
operating at Frenmantle to be confirmed
in a monopoly of the business. If they
asserted they had no desire for a mono-
poly what objection could be urged to
another competitor coming into the field
in fair and open competition? The Trust
would have the disadvantage, compared
with them, that all their actions would be
open to public criticism and to an appeal
to Parliamentlto have them brought to
book. We could dismiss the idea that there
was likely to be any undue exercise of
power on the part of the Commissioners
in order to compete unfairly with private
firms, and the whole question became one
of whether it was advisable to give the
Trust the opportunity to extend their
scope of work at the harbour and carry
out the stevedoring- work more expedi-
tiously and to greater advantage to those
using the port. If the Trust could do that
in fair competition with the existing
stevedores the powers given by the Bill
would he justified. There must be some
underlying factor not yet disclosed in
the opposition to the Bill. To deny to
the Harbour Trust the permissive power
contained in the Bill was absolutely op-
posed to all the principles of common
sense. If the Trust were using the powers
already granted to them to the advantage
of the port no objection could be urged
to granting them an extension of their
powers in fair competition without in any
way attempting to exclude those already
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pursuing their calling in the port of Fre-
mantle.

Mr. GEORGE : The Minister over-
looked the fact that once the Trust got
the permissive power given by the Bill
it would be necessary for them to es-
tablish a staff, and once a staff was
established it would be necessary to keep
the staff going by canvassing for work.
There could be no fair competition about
it. The Trust would start with an ad-
vantage which would handicap the pri-
vate stevedores. They would have the
right to say where ships should he
berthed, and how the facilities should
be allotted. Naturally aiiy shipping mas-
ter coming to the port would say it wag
better for him to go straight to the foun-
tain bead to prevent trouble, and it
'would he natural for the employees of
the Trust to juake the Trust's business
appear more successful than the business
in the hands of private people. Steve-
doring was not the work of the Trust.
The Trust's work was to develop the har-
bour7 to see that ships got proper ac-
commodation, and to see that the aues
ivera properly collected.

The Minister for Lands : Their
proper duty is to secure the fullest
use of the port.

Mr. GEORGE - According to the
Minister's argument the stevedores
could not he operating in the best in-
terests of the port, otherwise it would
be idle to bring forward this Bill, unless
it was the intention of the Government
to wipe out private enterprise. If it
was claimed that the stevedores were
getting too much money for doing the
-work, let the Government throw away
nil flimsy pretence and say they were
not going to have private enterprise in'
anything. There was no evidence given
by Ministers that there -was any demand
for this Bill from the shipowners or
from the merchants, or even from the
shippers. We knew that the stevedoring
firm.- at Fremantle were doing the work
in the harbour satisfactorily to every-
one, and the reason for bringing down
the Bill was not at all clear- If the
Trust had asked for the Bili the Commis-
sioners ougTht to he rapped over the

knuckles over it. If the Bill was simply
initiated by the Government, then it was
another step towards socialism and the
abolition of all private work, and the
sooner it was known to the public of the
State, and the public of Australia, and
the public of the old country, the better.

R~on. W. C. Angwin: What have they
to do with it in the old country 9

Mr. GEORGE : The people in the
old country found the money for Minis-
ters here to fool with.

Mr. Foley: It would be a good job
if they shunt down on borrowing to-mor-
row.

Mr. GEORGE : Exactly, bt it would
first be necessary to pay our debts. We
should not start repudiation or depre-
ciating the value of our securities so
that we could go in for a policy of re-
pudiation. If that wras the aim of the
Government, seeing they had sufficient
majority to have the pluck of their con-
victions, let them make it known. At
any rate bringing forward matters of
this kind was doing, to the interests of
Western Anstralia, more harm than Min-
isters were aware of, and more than
they -would be able to remedy as time
went on.

Mr.x MALE: The Minister failed to
show there was any demand for the Bill.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: I have shown
there is necessit-y for it.

Mr. MALE : On the contrary, mem-
bers who discussed the measure showed
there wvas a strong objection from all in-
terested classes- The ship masters had
discussed the matter and objected to the
Bill, the member for Fremantle opposed
these particular clauses of the Bill, and
the Itimpers had discussed the matter
and strongly objected to the Bill. Then
why was the Bill introduced? Was it
introduced ait the instigation of the Pat-
hour Trust, or at the instigation of the
Government? If it was at the instiga-
tion of the Government then we must
look upon it as an instruction to the
Trust to go out andi seek stevedoring
work. That was the only conclusion
we could come to, and if it really was the
intention of the Bill he would strongly
oppose the clause, because he objected
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to Government enterprise in industrial
maitters.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: That is the fowi-
da tion of the whole objection.

Mr. MINALE: The foundation of his ob-
jection was that there had been no demand
for the Bill.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: It is because you
object to the Government dealing in in-
dustrial enterprise.

Mr. MALE: That in itself was suffi-
cient ground for his objection. His. objec-
tion to a Government monopoly was just
as strong as the objection lie would offer
to a private monopoly.

The Minister for M1ines: Is that why
you voted in favour of the Government
taking over the tramns?

MrMALE: When it came to indus-
trial affairs, hie did not believe in Govern-
ment enterprise in any shape or form.

Mr. Dooley: What about the railways 9
Mr. MNALE: It was very questionable

if the State would not have been further
advanced to-day if the railways had been
privately owned. Where there was a
wholesome spirit of competition there
would be found the best value offering
for one's money. If the Harbour Trust
bad the power to go in for stevedoring it
would not be very long before they would
corner the whole of the work for them-
selves, and ultimately the charges would
be raised and the people would have to
pay mnore for the work than they were
paying to-clay. He would support the
pmendment.

Mr. TAYLOR: Aecording to the views
of those who opposed the amendment, if
the Harbour Trust were allowed to do the
stevedorig the port would reap a. great
advantage, and perfect harmony would
prevail. However, during last year a deal
of trouble had arisen in regard to the
Jumnpers. The demands of the men had
been ared to by the private stevedores
and by most of the shipping companies,
notwithstaniding wvhich a cliax was
brought about by the attitude of the Har-
hour Trust.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: That is not right.
Mr. TAYLOR: The member for Fre-

mantle had informed him that it was
quite correct. If it were correct, and if

the Harbour Trust after securing the
power to carry on scored oring busines
preserved a similar attitude in future
there would possibly be found greater
unrest among the wharf employees than
was to he found to-day. There was no
doubt the lumpers had felt justified in
passing the resolution disapproving of
the Bill.

Mr. Thomas: Perhaps they did not
understand the Bill.

Mr. TAYLOR: That possibility was
somewhat remote considering that the
lumpers were a well organised and active
body of men. In all probability they had
thoroughly digested the Bill before they
passed the resolution.

Hon. W. C. Angwin:- No.
Mr. Carpenter: Yes, they had the Bill

and discussed it.
Mr. TAYLOR: it had been freely

stated that the measure was introduced
without ainy request from anybody, while
we were also told that there was Much
active opposition to it. It would be in-
teresting to hear the Minister on the ques-
tion of the necessity for the Bill. Owing
to its permissive character the Bill seemed
harmless enough until one heard the argu-
ments urged against it, when it was seen
that the apparent harmlv ssness of the Bill
was not sufficient justification for its
passage. The arguments advanced against
the Bill were far more potent than those
put forward in fEavour of it. 'He would
like to hear the Mlinister furnish some
reasons for giving the Harbour Trust this
power, and afford some concrete evidence
of a desire for the Bill on the part of
those whbo proposed to employ the Har-
bour Trust as stevedores

3!r. B. J. STUBBS: The mean innuen-
does and unjust aspersions which every
member who had spoken in favour of the
amendment had thrown upon the Har-
bour Trust commissioners were greatly to
be deprecated. Those hon. members bad
told us that the commissioners were such
mnean specimens of humanity that they
were going to wilfully inconvenience a
vessel unless the master thereof arced
to give the stevedouing work to the Har-
bour Trust commissioners.

MFr. George: Who told you that?

1969
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Mr. B. 3. STUBBS: Every member
who had spoken to this amiendment had
harped on the same string.

Mr. George: Oh, rubbish]I
Mr. B. J. STUBBS: Every line of

steamers had a berth which it constantly
occupied. It was contemptible to say that
Biecause we were giving the Trust power
to enter into this business, they would in-
convenience those vessels by shifting them
lo different berths.

.1r. Gleorge: What an imagination you
must have!

Mr. B. J. STUJBBS: No, that was the
fault of members opposite.

Mr. Georgre: It must be absolutely
prurient.

Mr. B. J. STUBBS: The amendment
would have his strong opposition because
it would render the Bill useless. If mnem-
hers of the Opposition were consistent
they would have voted against the second
reading.

Hon. Frank Wilson: No; you want the
power to wvork your own steamers.

Mr. B. J1. STUBBS: The only reason
for opposition to the clause was that if
the powers were given to the Trust the
commissioners would carry out the work
so well that eventually they wvould get the
whole of the work.

M r. George: You have missed the argu-
ment altogether.*

Mr. B. J. STUBBS: To his mind he
had struck the nil en the head. The
leader of the Opposition said if he was
a shipping master lie would patronise the
Trust because of the benefits he would
receive.

Mr. George: The 21inisters say there
will ho nothing but fair competition.

Mr. B. J. STUBBS: They had pro-
mnised to pay the same wages and observe
the sanie conditions and obey the
regulations imposed on private stevedores,
and then they would be able to carry out
the work with greater benefit to the ship-
ping people and the general public.

Mr. George: You have not told us who
asked for the Bill.

Mr. B. J1. STL'BBS: The Honorary
Minister did. The leader of the Opposi-
tion gave a dissertation on monopolies.
Very often the concentration of capital
was heneficial, even though controlled by

private individuals. Concentration had
brought down the cost of producing com-
moditigs, but once it extracted undue re-
turns from the consumer it becamne op-
pressive. Everyone would enjoy the
benefit from a State monopoly. The Bill,
however, did not create a monopoly, but
allowed the Trust to undertake the work.
If it becarne a monopoly it would be be-
cause the work was carried out better.
than by private enterprise, and if that
was so the shipping community and the
people of the State would benefit.

21r. GEORGE: The previous speaker
had tried to father on him statements lie
must have evolved out of his own imagina-
tion; that the Trust would shift a ship
from berth to berth merely to inconveni-
ence it.

Mr. B. J. Stubbs: What did you say
about unfair competition?9

Mr. GEORGE: Nothing at all. With-
out casting any reflction on the Trust
the fact of concentrating the whole of
the work under them must cause the
emp1 loyees to give undue preference.

Mr. B. J. Stubbs: In what way?
Yr. GEORGE: In a variety of ways.

The hion. member's connection with the
Trades and Labour Council probably gave
him an idea of the management of a
monopoly. When the hion. member attri-
buted to him a statement he did not make
he was only restrained by the rules of
the House from giving him the reply he
deserved. If Mr. Stubbs desired to take
uip the position of mentor of the House
he should first be accurate. The Minister
for Lands said this was a harmless
measure and quite permissive. The mem-
ber for Subiaco said it was to give the
State the benefit from a monopoly. Was
that what the hion. member said 9

M Ar. B. J. Stubbs: You heard what I
said.

Mr. GEORGE: The lion, member's
memory wvar so short that be had been
convicted out of his own mouth.

Mr. THOMAS: No member presumed
to know so much and really knew so little
as the representative of Murray-Welling-
ton. We had beard a great deal about
the injury which would result from this
measure.
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Hon. W. C. Angwin: Japan is going
to take the country over.

Mr. THOMAS: The leader of the
Opposition said there was no demand for
the Trust to do any of this work. Then
hie added that if we passed the Bill they
wvould get all the work. That seemed
to be most illogical. The verbose plati-
tudinarian for Murray-Wellington denied
that he had said anything against the
Trust and yet he had spoken about undue
competition, and when confronted with
his statement hie had tried to crawfish out
of it.

'.%r. George: The lion. member is stat-
ing whlat is not true.

The CHAIRMAN: The lion. member
cannot say that.

Dir. George: It was his regret that hie
could not state that what the lion. member
said was untrue.

The CHAIRM1AN: The hion. member
must unconditionally withdraw.

Mr. George: The remark was with-
drawn.

31r. THOMAS: Members bad not
been told anything about the monopoly
which existed at present. He understood
there was an honourable understanding
between the stevedores and the shipping
people, and indirectly a good deal of the
money paid -to the stevedores was re-
turned. If we succeeded in doing away
wvith anything- of that kind and did bring
about wvhat the Opposition called a State
monopoly, it would be a decided im-
provement oil the present conditions.
Anything owned by the people could not
lbe called a monopoly. If it existed for
the good of everyone, where did the harm
of a monopoly come in?

Mr. George: This comes wvell from you
when you are about to bring in a Phar-
macv Bill.

Mr. THOM.NAS: If a monopoly ex-
isted to-day, it was for the good of only
a few individuals. One could understand
the attitude of the leader of the Opposi-
tion who suddenly found an overwhelm-
lug Sympathy for the worker. A large
part of the debate had been wasted, and
certainly the member for Mount Mar-
garet was palling the leg of the Hon-
orary Minister.

Mr, GEORGE: The member for Ban-
bury was the last one to talk about
monopolies.

The CHAIRMAN: The hion. member
was apparently going to refer to the
Pharmacy Bill. That measure was not
before the House.

Mr. GEORGE: For the information
of the member for Bunhury, the member
for the district concerned, one of the
member's own kidney, gave the House
certain facts, but the member for Bun-
bury was trying to teach the member for
Fremnutle about what concerned Fre-
mantle.

The CHMIRTMAN: Hon members had
been allowed every latitude. Now they
must keel) to the clause.

Mr. GEORGE: Without casting any re-
flection on thle Trust they were in the posi-
lion to have every advantage over the
stevedores. there was no complaint as
to the work done by the stevedores, nor
as to the charges they made. One, there-
fore,' failed to see the necessity for the
Bill.

Mr. ALLEN: No arguments were put
forward in favour of the Bill. The mem-
ber for Fremantle, who ought to be in a
position to know the requirements of his
district, showed the Bill was not the wish
of the shipowners, the merchants or the
lunupers. It was useless saying there
would be no unfair competition, because
no doubt the steamers would go to those
who could give them the best facilities;
and seeing that the appliances were all
owned by the Trust, the Trust would be
able to give the steamers the best facili-
ties. The object of the Government in
introducing the Bill was simply to inter-
fere with private enterprise. Many
measures were introduced cutting at the
root of private enterprise. We would
soon all become employees of the Gov-
erment.

Hon. W. C. ANOWIN: The member
for Kimberley was to be complimented
for his candour in advancing the only
sound reason advanced in opposition to
the Bill. The hon. member's reason was
that he did not believe in public bodies
interfering with private enterprise.
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Amendment put and a division taken
with the following result:-

Ayes
Noes

Majority against

Arui
Mr. Allen
Mr. Broun
M r. Carpeotei
Mr. George
'Ar, Lefroy

Itr. Male
Mr. Moore

Mr. Angwia
Mr. Bath
Mr. Collier

Mr. Dooley
Mr. Dwyer
Mr. Foley
Mr. Gardiner
Mr. 0i1l
Mr. Green
Mr. Hudson
Mr. Johnson
Mr. Johnston

0.

Mr. A. E. P
Mr. A. N. P
Mr. &. Stubi
Mr. F. Wits
Mr. Wisdom
Mr. Layman

Nos

Mr. Lewts
Mr. Meflona

Mr. Mulleny
Mr. Munsle
M r. OtoghF
Mr. B. I. SI
Mr. Swan
Mr. Thomas
Mr. Turvey
Mr. A. A. '
Mr. Underwi

Amendment thus negatived.
Clause put and passed.
Clause 3-Amendment of Secti

Hon. FRANK WILSON: A
amining the clause to see whe
could suggest an amendment he
seemed to be wholly objectionabi
the proposed suhsections six
thrown ont. The first portion
clause required the master of a
his agent to make application in
for the written permission oft
missioners to handle goods ontsi
may be fixed by the commnissioner
ordinary working hours of the
and then the commissioners may
such terms, conditions, and sti1
as they think fit. There was
slighltest objection to the comm
demanding a written request or
dion from the master or his aj
work overtime, but there was
objection to the concluding finc
gave power to the commissioner.
pose such terms and conditions
thought fit. It was a well-kne
that the harbour accommodation
mantle was restricted and that t

13
23

.. 10

less.
tase
35

of discharging cargo was at times con-
gested. It would be openly admitted that
we required double the accommodation
there was at Fremantle at the present
time and we ought therefore to give per-
fect f reedom to ally vessel to work at any
hour day or night.

lon. WV. C. Angwin: Do you thik
the Harbour Trust would put any ob-
staele in the way93

ON Hon. FRANK WILSON: Yes. The
more we could get out of our plant, the

(Teller). more goods alid the greater tonnage thtt
we could pass over the wharves, the bet-
ter return would be got on the capital
expended on the harbour; therefore he

Id objected to the clause which he ha4- read,
and more especially to the conditions and

enbh stipulationls which would be imposed by
tb the Trust, and which of course could be

construed into charges and exemptions
from liability provided for in the other

Cilson subelauses. The next subelause authorised
ood the commissioners to impose, levy, collect
renevrl. and receive such charges as the commis-

sionlers Inight from time to time think
fit to cover the liability of the commis-

ion 65: sioners for damage to goods handled,
loaded, or destroyed outside the ordinary

fter ex- working hours of the harbour. He made
ther he it clear on the second reading that it was
found it not desirable that the commissioners
le as all should get away from their liabilities as
iuld be wharfingers. It appeared that they
of the wanted to do so themselves and the Ali-

vessel or ister was aiding and abetting them in
writing their desire. The Trust did not want to

he com- take the ordinary liability which was m
de -what posed upon private individuals carrying
*s as the out these trades or eallings. The first
harbour, essential of the duty of the wharfinger or

impose stevedore was liability. Here we had the
inlations commissioners wishing to avoid liability
not the altogether. They ought to accept the
issionera; liability, but they wanted to go further
applica- and take a deposit from the shipowners
gents to for the amount which they might consider
tstrong necessary to refund them for any damage

as which to cargo when it was in their hands.
sto im- Such a thing had never been heard of.

as they IVs were asked to legislate to give the
iwn fact commissioners absolute power to take
at Fre- any step they might think proper to es-

he work cape liability after they had given a re-
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ceipt for the goods. The Minister ad-
mitted the inaccuracy of the Harbour
Trust's tallies for goods passed through
their sheds, and it would have been idle
for him to do anything else in face of the
documents which were referred to the
other evening, and yet the Minister still
maintained that the Trust were doing
their work satisfactorily.

Hon. WV. C. Angwin: I will give you
the testimony of the Fremantle Chamber
of Commerce about that.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Testimony
would also be forthcoming the other way.
It was one of the essential duties of the
Harbour Trust that they should give these
receipts for cargo, and when they gave
the receipts for the cargo which they had
tallied they should assume responsibility,
otherwise there might just as well be no
tally at all, and the cargo could go over
the ship's side, and trust to good luck as
to whether the merchant received it or
not. The Minister stated that the reason
why so many packages were missing was
because the cargo had come lip thre river
in lighters, having been wrongly sent to
Perth and then returned. He (Mr. Wil-
son) had made inquiries since then and
had found that that was not so. The
cargo was tallied over the ship's side into
lighters just as it was tallied over the
ship's side on to the wharves.

Hon. AV. C. Angwvin: I will give you
the difference in the tallies.

Ron. FRANK WILSON: Notwith-
standing that the tallies had been abso-
lutely inaccurate in the past the Trust
now wvanted this further indemnity from
liability, and the Trust, having fulled dur-
ing the past six or seven years to give
proper receipts for cargo during the or-
dinary hours of working, it was difficult
to say how they would give better re-
ceipts for cargo which might be dis-
charged during the night. If they were
going to demand an indemnity or a de-
posit to cover any damage to cargo wvhen
in their sheds, and in the care of their
servants, was that not going to be a pre-
miumn for those evildoers who wished to
broach cameO The very fact that the
Trust were not responsible, having con-
tracted itself out of responsibility, and

the fact that the Trust's servants wvere
aware that there was no responsibility on
the part of their employers, would ake
them neglectful of their duty, and they
would not care what happened to the
cargo. It was an incentive to those
wrongdoers who were always watching
for the opportunity to ullage cargo.

I-on. WV. C. Angwin: That is an in-
sult to the lumpers; at Fremantle.

Hon. FRANK WILSON; But the
Honorary Minister knew that it was
correct.

Hon. WV. C. Anwn It is not correct.
Hon. FRANK WILSON: Cargo wast

ullaged wherever it was discharged. Cargo
was uillaged on the railways to-day even
by our own officers. The Government did
not have a monopoly of honest people in
their service unfortunately. Ninety-nine
men out of every hundred were honest,
but there was one person out of the hun-
dred who was dishonest and who watched
his opportunity, and the legislation pro-
posed by the Hlonorary Minister was of-
fering a premium to that dishonest per-
son, to carry on his nefarious practice.

Mr. Turvey: Did you say that the
olicers; of the Railway Department
broached cargo?

Hon. FRANK WILSON: In soein
cases the employees of the Railway De-
partment had done so.

Mr. Turvey: I think in a very few
cases.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Cases were
known wvhere goods had slipped out along
different portions of the journey and he
himself had lost truck loads of goods in
years past. If the Harbour Trust were
to carry on this work with satisfaction to
all parties, they must accept the ordinary
liability of %rharlingers. The Minister
took exception to his statement the other
night tliat wheii the Trust took over this
work of wharfingers and when they re-
lieved the ships of the responsibility of
handing goods to the merchants through
the sheds, because they objected to take
th- responsibility* inasmuch as the goods
had passed out of their keeping, they
made some advance in the rates to cover
the extra risk. It was obvious that they
did make some advance and the Minister
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could be referred to the correspondence
that had passed between the different
chambers of commerce and the ship-
owners and the Harbour Trust at that
time. It wats only after the matter was
forced upon them they had said "Well if
you must have some extra charge make
it a tonnage charge." If hon. members
would turn to the report of the Harbour
Trust Commissioners for the six months
ending 30th June, 1904, they would find
these words-

The thanks of the commissioners are,
however, due to them for the assistance
they are now giving to make the work
as a whole run smoothly and econinic-
ally for all parties. The flew regula-
tions, of course, embodied a revision of
the charges for this work previously
ruling at the port. and in this revision
the handling charges on general mixed
cargo worked through the wharf sheds,
tallied, sorted, stacked, and delivered to
merchants, were increased from is. 3d.
to Is. 6d. a ton. The is. 3d. per ton
wats the rate which had been previously
paid to the shipping companies, who re-
fused to take any responsibility.

These words inferred that the Trust ac-
cepted the responsibility when it in-
creased the rate to cover all liabilities
during nil hours. As a matter of fact they
had carried on for three or four months
wvithout refusing the responsibility for
goods discharged after hours. Then came
that memorable regulation which had con-
tracted them out of any liability in regard
to cargo discharged after hours. It was
most unfair, because not only were they
collecting that extra charge of 3d. per
ton, but they were demanding an in-
demnity against all liability for goods dis-
charged after hours. He had been told
that the shipping companies had not pro-
tested against this charge. In refutation
of this, however, he had a letter of pro-
test, written in September of last year, in
conniection wvith this very question. Ad-
dressed to the secretary of the Fremantle
Harbour Trust this letter summed up the
whole position, and wvis signed by every
shipping company and every firm inter-
ested in shipping. in Fremantle. Yet no
reply had been vouchsafed to the letter,
which read as follows:-

Responsibility for condition of cargo
landed in overtime hours: At a full
meetin~g of the representatives of the
deepsea interstate and coastal ship-
ping' interests, which was convened to
eonsider your letter of the 28th July,
it was decided to protest against the
proposed action of the Fremantle Har-
bour Trust, as indicated therein, on the
grounds that the imposition of either
the indemnity or an extra charge is en-
tirely unjustifiable, and not in the best
interests of the port of Fremnantle. It
was strongly felt that the Trust as
wharfingers, should accept full respon-
sibility for goods entrusted to their care
and which are tinder their sole control.
This was the object in view when the
merchants some years ago asked the
Commissioners to take over the hand-
ling of cargo on the wharves, and as a
matter of fact, such was actually done
for some months after the change was
hrought about. It had always been cus-
tomary for ships to work either day or
night at Fremantle, as at all other up
to date por-ts, and at no time during the
negotiations which took place did the
Commissioners even suggest that their
responsibility should be limited in the
case of cargo landed after hours%. The
shipowners contend therefore that the
arrangement was that the Trust should
take over the whole responsiiliy-not
a part only-and that this was in-
tended to be fully covered by the in-
creased handling rate which merchants
offered to ph , in order to get the pro-
tection they sought, and which has ever
since been levied, namely, Is. 6d. per
ton as against the Is. 3d. per ton previ-
ously paid to the shipping companies,
who disclaimed all responsibility for
cargo after it left their stings. Vida
pages 3-5 of report of the Fremantle
Harbour Trust Commissioners for the
six months ended 30th June, 1904. Al-
though the shipowners realised that the
'Crst, in passing the regulation to'
which so much exception has lately
been taken, were legislating themselves
out of portion of the responsibility
they had accepted, their feeling at the
time was that it was unnecessary for
them to raise any protest, seeing that
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they were not affected in any way. Now
however that it is proposel. to transfer
the disability on to the shoulders of the
sliipowners, the position is altered, and
hence the present letter. If the in-
creased handUiug rate collected by the
Trust is not sufficient to cover the ex-
penses and responsibility. etc., con-
nected with the work done, it would ap-
parently be open to the Commissioners
to consider a further increase on such
rate; but, on the Trust's published state-
went, a very substantial profit is al-
ready being made on the handling work,
althoughi this -was not originally con-
templated, and a still larger one is be-
ig realised from the work of the bar-,
hour as a whole, so that the time seems
to hare atired when a. general reduc-
tion rather than any increase should be
made in the heavy charges both against
goods and ships, and the effect of this
no doubt would be beneficial to the
trade of the port. The shipowners have
no wash that the outcome of this ques-
tion should involve further charges on
the merchants, but obviously any
increase in the expenses of ships visit-
ing the port or increased responsibility
cast upon owners in regard to cargo
(especialy when same has passed out
of their control) would necessitate them
recouping themselves by way of either
a. small surcharge or an increase of
freiel't which, from the merchants'
point of view, would not be a very
satisfactory position, seeing that they
are already paying to the Harbour
Trust a sufficient handling Trate to cover
the risk in question. In connection
with this matter a point which the ship-
owners would like to impress on your
Commissioners is that when the present
systemn of the Harbour Trust handling
cargo on the wharves was brought in,'
the expressed intention was that it
should afford due protection to mer-
chants and shipowners alike, it being
recognised that the latter were entitled
to a receipt for their cargo at the slings,
that being the point of their legal de-
livery. Owing however to the very un-
satisfactory nature of the receipts given
at the ships' hook by the Harbour

Trust's tally clerks, and also to the ex-
cessive elausing of same, the position is
that even at the present time the Trust
are escaping most of the responsibility
for cargo at the expense of the ship-
owners, as is evidenced by the compar-
atively trifling amount the Trust pay
in claims and this being so we fail to
see how, under any circumstances, a
charge can he justified for a protection
which would be much more imaginary
than real. In the light of the position
now putt forward in this letter, it is
hoped that your Commissioners wiUl
favourably reconsider the matter, and
their final decision is awaited with in.
terest. With regard to the proposals
re inter-State companies' cargo, this is
a. matter which the Australasian S team-
ship Owners' Federation will be reply-
ing- to separately.

If the arguments contained in the letter
could not be answered then it must be
conceded that the shipping companies had
established their position.

Eon. W. C. Angwin: They have not.
Ron. FRANK WILSON: 'To his mind

they had proved their case right up to the
hilt. All these charges came back upon
the public. The people had to pay every
lime. If the charges were going to be
overload ed, and unjustifiable liabilities
placed upon the shipowners, the public
would have to pay, and the port would
inevitably get an evil repute. The Min-
ister had tried to show that the smnall
amount of claims which bad been satisfied
was evidence of the excellent way in
which the Harbour Trust carried out their
,work. But notwithstanding that the Gov-
erment or the Harbour Trust had only
paid something like £109 on an average
per annum for the last four years in re-
spedt to claims they could not wriggle out
of, yet the shipowners and stevedores had
had to pay thousands of pounds. Many
of the artice which were lost through
inefficient tallying were very valuable
packages. If a small percentage of the
packages delivered to the Harbour Trust
were stolen, it meant a very considerable
loss.

Hon. W, C. Angwin: They are not
stolen at Fremantle.

197i
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Hon. FR.ANK WILSON: Fremantle
was neither better nor worse than any
part of the State. Not long ago a case
of pills to the value of over £90 was
stolen from the sheds at Fremantle. By
good luck the case appeared on the Ear-
hour Trust's tally and so the shipping
company was relieved of liability. How-
ever the Trust refused to pay the mer-
chants, oil the ground that the case had
been delivered to their carter. But, in-
stead of the case of pills, the merchants
had received an extra drum of oil, which
was subsequently found to belong to an-
other firm. Ultimately the firm concerned
learned that these particular pills were
being offered at chemists' shops at a very
low% price. The lpolice were put on the
track, and it was proved that the case of
1pi11s was stolen from the shed, whereupon
the Harbour Trust admitted responsi-
bility. It was true that out of half a
million tons of cargo perhaps little more
than half was not tallied, but of that
quantity, p~erhaps 200,000 tons would con-
sist of coal and other goods in bulk. Ad-
mnittedly the shipowners had proved in
their published statement that out of only
five steamers over 2.000 packages went in-
to the Harbour Trust sheds, and were not
tallied. It w'ent to show that the work
was not carried on in that satisfactory
manner which the Minister wvould have
the Committee believe.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: It was carried on
as well as any person could do it.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: If the Trust
could not do their wharfinging business
on better lines than in the past, the Com-
mittee ought to think twice before allow-
ing them to extend their powers in any
direction. Mfore especially did that refer
to a clause which was unjust and imposed
a liability upon shipowners which they
had no right to carry, a liability which
the Harbour Trust was paid for taking,
and which ultimately must fall back
upon the shoulders of the consuming pub-
lie. For those reasons he asked the Com-
mittee to vote against the clause, because
he believed it was not in the best interests
of the State, and it was certainly not in
the best interests of the shipowners and
merchants.

Mr. M1ALE: It was a matter for sur-
prise that the Government should be
assisting the Harbour Trust by this legis-
lation to evade the responsibility that
legally belonged to them. At the present
time the Government were running the
wharves at several ports aloug the coast,
and were they going to endeavour by Act
of Parliament to do this same thing at
the ports where they conducted the whar-
finging and stevedoring? If the Govern-
ment thought it good enough to allow the
Trust to avoid their responsibility, it was
only natural to conclude that the Govern-
ment would endeavour to evade tbnt res-
ponsibility on their own part. The Gov-
ernment would not consider for a moment
a measure which would permit private
individuals to evade the responsibility
which fell upon them as this responsibility
devolved upon the Fremantle Harbour
Trust. The position at Fremantle was
that the steamers lauded their cargo on
the wharf, where it was received by the
officials of the Harbour Trust. Surely as
soon as the cargo left the ship's slings
and was taken charge of by the Trust,
that body must accept the responsibility
of looking after it. The shipowners would
not be allowed to take charge of the
sheds and relieve the Trust of the re-
sponsihilitv.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: The Customs
authorities take charge of the sheds.

Mr. MTALE: But surely the Trust had
to give a guarantee to the Customs, and
if the cargo went astray the Trust would
lbe called upon to make good the loss.
Originally the responsihility was under-
taken by the shipowners, but it having
been found that that arrangement was
unsatisfactory, the Harbour Trust at the
request of the merchants agreed to take
over the wharfinging work and the re-
sponsibility attaching thereto. The Trust
carried out that work during ordinary
hours and in overtime for several years,
and by so doing showed clearly that the
intention at that time was that the re-
sponsibility should fall on them. The
Trust being the sole custodians of the
cargo, and making a charge for looking
after it . they must bear the responsibility,
and it was wronga for the Government

ING
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to assist the Trust to evade the respon-
sibility, or to make additional charges
for what they were doing.

Mr. George called attention to the state
of the House; bells rung, and a quorum
formed.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: Facts had al-
ready been placed before members to
prove the necessity for the Trust having
the powers which the clause would con-
fer. The member for Kimberley had ex-
pressed surprise that the Government
should assist the Harbour Trust to re-
lieve themselves of the responsibility which
legally belonged to them. The clause
clearly showed, however, that the Trust
wanted to take on the responsibility which
a former Liberal Government bad relieved
them of. In 1904 when the Trust first took
over the handling of cargo as wharfingers,
they also accepted a certain responsibility
which naturally applied to the work. fn
1006 the then Government found it neces-
sary to protect the funds of the State
by legislating to give the Harbour Trust
the powers which the hon. member was
now condemning the present Government
for.

Mr. Male: Then we must have done
wrong.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: No, the then
Government did right. Whether it -was
a private enterprise or a public under-
taking, responsibility could not be ac-
cepted without a charge being made to
meet it. The working out of hours in
the handling of cargo at Fremantle bad
been greatly increased since the Trust took
over that responsibility. To-day the Trust
had no liability whatever, but the clause
made them shoulder that liability and gave
them power to make certain charges to
meet it. On that point he bad the follow-
ing statement from the secretary of the
Harbour Trust:

The question of the increase of 3d.
per ton made by the Harbour Trust
in 1904 on the previously existing rate
for handling cargo through the sheds
is again brought out by the shipping re-
presentatives with the claim that this
3d. was to cover all sorts of unreason-
able responsibilities, whereas it is, of
course, perfectly well known by all

those who were intimately interested in
the matter at the time, that the Trust
estimated on the then existing rate of
wages payable to the wharf labourers at
the port, that is. 6d. per ton was a nie-
cessary charge to pay them for hand-
ling cargo through the sheds, plus the
reasonable and ordinary responsibility
of wharfingers, as against the is. 3d.
which the shipping companies were
charging previously.

To-day the Trust were asked to take on
an unreasonable responsibility.

Mr. Male: It is done in other ports.
Eon. W. 0. ANGWIN: That was not

so. In Wellington, New Zealand, for
working outside ordinary hours ships had
to pay an additional Is. per ton, and even
then the Trust would not take responsi-
bility.

Mr. M11ale: Take any European port.
Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: The position

at Fremantle was that the Harbour Trust
were quite willing to accept that responsi-
bility. In speaking on the second reading
he had read to the House a communication
from the Chamber of Commerce. A joint
committee of the Chamber of Commerce
and the Kalgoorlie Chamber of Mines
had contended that the shipowners should
meet these responsibilities, and a reply
to the letter read on the second reading
had been written by the secretary of the
Fremantle Chamber of Commerce. This
letter was as follows:-

In reply to your letter of the 21st
June, conveying the resolution, passed
by the Fremantle and Perth Chambers
of Commerce and the Chamber of
Mines of W.A., Kalgoorlie, in reference
to the above-mentioned subject, I AM
directed to inform you that the matter
has had very careful attention at the
hands of the Trust commi~ssionters, who
have decided in favour of the resolution
being given effect to. Owing to the fact
that the Fremantle Harbour Trust Act
does not, as it stands at present, give
the commissioners the necessary power
to levy a special rate on the masters
and owners of ships, to cover the risks
involved by the Trust undertaking res-
ponsibility for cargo landed out of the
regular working hours, it will be neces-
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sary to have an Amending Act passed
through Parliament to enable this to be
done, and the Glovernment will now be
asked to have this Act introduced as
soon as Parliament meets.

That was dated 28th July, 1911. The let-
ter continues--

It is intended that, as soon as this Act
is passed, a regulation will be framed,
making it obligatory upon ships desirousl
of working overtime, to apply to the
Trust for special permission to do so,
giving either an indemnity to the Trust
against any responsibility for claims in-
cur-red, or agreeing to pay an amount to
be fixed, in order to cover such risks.
Regulation No. 186 will then, of course,
be rescinded.

Those were the regulations he had quoted.
on the previous night and which ex-
empted the Trust from liability for goods
landed after the ordinary working hours.

I am further directed to say, for ihe
information of your chamber, that1
simultaneously with the receipt of your
letter of the 21st June, an intimation
was received from the inter-State
,steamship owners that they had already
agreed to accept this responsibility as
from 21st June, and a request was, at
the same time, made that the comm-s
sioners should receive a deputation from
the representatives of the shipping in-
terests, with the result that the coin-
mnissioners have subsequently had two
long meetings with representative
shipping gentlemen, discussing various
matters connected with the work of the
port. For your further information I
am handing you herewith a copy of a
letter which is being sent to the ship-
ping representatives, setting out the de-
cisions of the Trust commissioners on
the points discussed at the conference.
The commissioners hope that their
decision, as stated herein, will be coin-

nmicated to the Perth Chamber of
Commerce and the Chamber of Mines.
-F. Stevens, secretary.

That confirmed his statement that a cofl-
ference had been held, and an undertaking
entered into. Inter-State companies had
accepted their responsibilities, and pro-
vision was made that the Bill should not

affect those companies which entered into
an indemnity. The shipping community
had virtually agreed that there was a ne-
cessity for the Trust to take the responsi-
bility for cargo put into their care after
hours, and they had agreed that the charge
should he on the shipping companies. The
leader of the Opposition had again refer-
red to the question of tallying. Consider-
ing the manner in which the cargo was
throwvn out of Inter-State ships the tally-
ing had been as accurate as was humanly
possible. The shipping companies put a
tally clerk in the hold, and in almost
every instance the tally of the man in the
hold had been in accord with the manifest.
To give an actual example, a number oif
bundles of shooks-bosboards-had been
tafled exactly to the manifest, and the
Trust official had tallied 94 bundles short.
'Claims were made by the consignees oni
the Trust and on the ship. The shipping
agent repudiated the claim, and pointed
to his exact tally to show that the ship had
landed every bundle, and had written to
the Trust a most indignant letter in which
his criticisms of the Trust's methods were
anything hut polite. A fortnight after-
wards the agent apologised for his re-
marks as the missing bundles had turned
up in Melbourne. Even the shipowners'
-clerks made mistakes in the tallies, bvt
exception was taken when the Trust's
officials made a mistake.

Mr. Male: There is something wron~g
when you say they cannot tally after
hours.

Hon. W. C. ANGWLN: Statements had
been wade with regard to the short tally
of goods. He had a few additional in-
stances. Recently a lighter took from
Perth and handed to the Trust officials
62 packages which should have been landed
at Fremnantle in the first place. They con-
tained 15 cases of organs, 30 barrels of
oil, cases of motors, boots, and merchan-
dise. Another took back 35 bags of
canary seed, another five bags of bonedust,
and another four cases of merchandise.
This was an everyday occurrence, and wasi
thought nothing of by the shipping comn-
panies. In another instance a ship short-
landed 429 packages of general cargo,
another 273 bags of fertilisers, timber and
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other goods, another 19 cylinders of gas,
two eases of vegetables, and several eases
of drapery. Within the last few days
50 cases of milk had been taken to other
ports. Thus it was almost impossible
under such conditions to accept responsi-
bilities when the ship's tally showed that
the goods had been delivered and the
short tally of the Trust officials after-
wards proved correct. It was sought to
throw the liability on the Trust, when, as
a matter of fact, the goods had never
been placed in their care. The finances
of the Trust were the finances of the
State. They bad no large profits with
which to meet the extra responsibility.
They had a fair revenue, but it was
largely absorbed by interest sand sinking
fund, and the charges on handling goods
showed a very small profit.

Mr. Allen: Plow much, about £C5,000
a year?

Hon. W. C. ANOWIN: It did not ran
it~to four figures inst year. They were
the largest employers of labour on the
wharf, and their turnover was consider-
able, but with the present charges they
could not take on additional responsi-
bility.

Air. George: Are not the charges on
the ship heavier than 10 years ago?

Hon. W. C. ANOWIN: No. The Trust
at the time to which he had re-
ferred consisted of Mr. Leeds, the
manager for Dalgety and Company, a
large importer and one of the principal
merchants of the State, who saw the
necessity for the charge; Mr. Allnutt,
managing director of D.. and J. Fowler,
who would see that the Trust did not
levy any undue charge; Mr. Hudson, a
mercantile man who at one timne was a
partner in Sandover and Company; Mr.
Barker, who represented the Kalgoorlie
Chamber of Mines, and who was inter-
sted in shipping matters, and Ifr. Eyres,
representing the Perth Chamber of Conm-
mierce. It was close on 12 months before
they came to a decision, and they recog-
nised the necessity for such a charge
being levied before the Trust could take
any further responsibility. Members
could leave the decision in the hands of
the Trust, and be assured that no undue

charge would be made in regard to re-
sponsibility which would be cast on them
if they took the liability with regard to
goods delivered after hours.

Mr. CARPENTER.: Had the Alin-
ister any intimation from the Trust as
to what the extra charge was likely to
be? They had imposed an extra 3d. per
ton when they professed to take the re-
sponsibility for goods landed during the
ordinary working hours. The Minister's,
statements were somewhat contrary to
those of the previous night that this was
to cover the reasonable and ordinary re-
sponsibility to which the Trust became
liable. The increase of 3d. per ton was
added to the handling rate to cover the
increased responsibility. The revenue
from this source must be considerable,
and the claims paid amounted to only
£100 a year. Now, the Trust asked for
a carte blanche to make further increases,
and members did not know what 'they
wyere to be. In New Zealand in similar
circumstances a rate of is. a ton was
put on, but additional storage time wvas
given.

Hon. W. C. Angwin :They do not
take anty respousibility' there.

Mr. CARPENTER : They were sup-
posed to take it, and it was not known
whether passing these provisions would
saddle responsibility on the Trust, be-
cause a by-lawv might be framed avoid-
ing the resp)onlsibility.

Mir. ALLEN :For the four years
ending June, 1911, the average profit
made by the Trust was between £3,500
and £E4,000 on the handling of cargo on
the wharves, and during the same period
the total amount paid in claims was
£E100.

H~oh. W. C. Angwin :Whose state-
ment is that?

Mr. ALLEN These figures were
based on reliable authority from the ship-
ping companies. Probably the Honorary
Minister would not accept them.

Hon. W. C. Ang-win : I will not.
Mir. MALE :One could understand

the Minister's position in saying that
the merchants were content to pay the
extra charge so that the responsibility
might be saddled on someone; because
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the merchants would pass the extra
charge on to the public. Naturally the
harbour trust accepted responsibility for
the cargo they carried into the sheds.
If the Trust's tally was made with reason-
able accuracy, that tally could be taken
into Court and in most cases the Trust's
responsibility wvould end wvith that tally.
Then why should -they require an extra
charge to protect themselves against
their legal liability? If they handled
the stuff into the sheds and admitted
they held the cargo, surely it wvas their
responsibility to look after it, and it
must be their liability; and why an extra
fee was needed for that purpose he failed
to see.

Clause put and a division taken with
the following result:

Ayes
Noes

Majority for

Mr.
Mir.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mar.
Mr.

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Angwln
Baila
Collier
Dlooley
Dwyer
Foley
Gardiner
Gill
Hudson
Job oson
Johns ton

Allen
Bru
Carpenter
George
Weroy

Male
Monger

AYES.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Noes.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Le
'a
M%
M
0
T
TI
Ti
A.

21

Mr. MALE: This clause needed ex-
planation.

Hon. WV. C. ANGWVIN: The existing
provision enabled the Harbour Trust to
appoint special constables within the
limits of the harbour. This clause en-
abled the special constables, if n~ecessary,
to followv up anything beyond the limits
of the harbour.

Clause passed.
Clauses 6 and 7-agreed to.
Title-agreed to.
Hill reported without amendment; and

the report adopted.

BILL-SHEARERS' AND AG~tICUL-
TIJRAL LABOURERS' ACCO.M-
MODATION.

Recommittal.

13 On motion by Mr. McDONALD, Hill
- recommitted for further consideration of

8 Clauses 1 and 6:
Mr. MeDowall in the Chair; Mr.

McDonald in charge of the Bill.
iwla Clause 1-Short title and commence-
lefonald ujent:
ullany
Unas Mr. McDONALD moved an amend-
'Loglies ment-
aylor
ho... That in line 3 the word "January"

urveybe struck out and "April" inserted in
.A. wien lieu.

B. J. Stubbs
I Teller,.

A. E. Piease
A. N. Please
S. Stubbs
F. Wilson
Wisdom
Layman

(Taller).

Clause thus passed.
Clause 4-Amendment of Section 65:
Yr. GEORGE: Did this clause extend

the powers of the commissioners?
Hon. W. C. ANGWRJIN: This clause

would enable the Commissioners to do
work oil the ships in any part of the har-
hour.

Clause passed.
Clause 5-Amendment of Section 2 of

Act No. 25 of 1911:

Amendment (that "January" be struck
out) put and passed.

Air. MALE moved an amendment on
the amendment-

That the word "July" be inserted in
place of "April."

If the measure came into operation in
April that would not give sufficient time
for the information to reach the distant
parts of the State. An inlstance might be
given of what happened in Victoria. A
similar Bill was passed in October and
did not come into force until July, and in
the following August or September the
commissioners administering the Act
found that it was not sufficiently known
in the State, and they were compelled to
print a synopsis of it and send a copy to
all those people who were interested. If
in a small State like Victoria the period
of nine months was not sufficient how
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much more reason was there for saying
that iin this State the term of six months
would be inadequate.

Mir. AMcDONALD: The Bill was not
new. A similar measure was brought for-
ward last session, and the pastorafists'
association had it under their notice to-
wards the end of the year. The pastoral-
ists were quite prepared to erect accom-
modation to comply with the provisions
of the mneasure as soon as they knew what
they had to do. One would imagine that
there was no accommodation in Kim-
berley at the present time for the shearers
and shed hands, but there was a certain
amount of accommodation which would
have to he altered to comply with the con-
ditions of this measure. If the time was
extended beyond April those shearers and
shed hands who were engaged south of
Broome would not derive any benefit. So
far as Kimberley was concerned the wet
season began in November, and there
might he some difficulty in carting, but
the Minister who would be administering
the measure would no doubt exempt that
portion of the State if he found that
climatic conditions prevented the carting
of sufficient material to permit of the
required structures being erected.

Hon. H. B. LEPROY: It was not only
the Act itself that the employers would
have to be gulided by, hut also the regula-
tions; which would have to be passed, and
these would not be framed until the
measure became law. Moreover, they
could not be passed in a day or two. It
was important to consider what was
necessary and how they should apply. It
was only a reasonable request that was
made to extend the period of the coming
into operation of the measure until July.
The fact that a similar Bill was before
the House last session and did not be-
come law could not be used as an argu-
ment in the manner that the member for
Gascoyne had presented it. The only
proper thing to assume was that as the
Bill did not become lawv the pastoralists
did not find it necessary to give it their
consideration. Until the regulations were
passed it would be impossible for them
to dletermine what it would be necessary
to build in order to carry out the provi-
sions of the Act.

Amendment (Mfr. Male's) on amend.
nient put and a divison. taken with the
following result:-

Ayes .. . .12

Noes .. . .26

Majority against .. 13

Mr. Allen
Mr. Broum
Mr. George
Mr. Lefroy
Mr. Male
Mr. Monger
Mr. A. E. Please

Mr. Aagwin
Mr. Bath
Mr. Carpenter
Mr. Collier
Mr. Dooley
Mr. Dwyer
Mr. Foley
Mr. Gardiner
Mr. Gill
Mr. Green
Mr. Hudson
Mr. Johnson
Mr. Johnston .

AYES.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

NOES.

A. N. Plese
S. Stubbs
F. Wilson
Wisdom
Layman

(Teller).

Mr. Lewis
Mr. McDonald
Mr. Muliany
Mr. Niusee
Mr. O'Loghlen
Mr. B. J. Stubbs
Mr. Swan
Mr. Taylor
Mr. Thomas
Mr. Tunvey
Mr. A. A. WIlson
Mr. Underwood

(tfeilerl.

Amendment thits negatived.
Amendment (that "April" be inserted)

put and passed.
Mr. GEORGE moved a further amend-

went-
That in linze 4 the word "thirteen" be

struck out and "fourteen" inserted in
lieu.

The object of the amendment was, not
to oppose the Bill, but to give reasonable
opportunity to the squatters to make the
necessary provision prescribed in the
Bill.

Mir. McDonald: They have had 40
years' opportunity in some instances.

Mr. GEORGE: 'While aware that a
good deal of the accommodation provided
for the shearers had been simply dis-
graceful in the past, lie believd we should
give the remote pastoralists an oppor-
tunity of knowing what was now de-
manded of them.

Mr. M1ALE: It was to be regretted the
bon. member in charge of the Bill had
not been willing to accept a reasonable
amendment. As a further protest he
(Mr. Male) would support the amend-
men t now before the Committee. To
bring a measure into operation before it
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could be muade applicable was to re
legislation to the ridiculous.

Amendment put and a. division ta
with the following result:-

Ayes.
Noes

Majority against

Mr. Allen
Mr. Broun
Mr. George
Mr. Lefroy
Mr. Male
Mr. haonger

Mr. Angwln
Mr. Bath
Mr. Collier
Mr. Dooley
Mr, Dwyer
M r. Foley
Mr. Gardiner
Mr. Gill
Mr. Green
N1r. hludson
Mr. Johnson
Mr. Johnston

Amendment

Arni

Nozl

22

.111

Mr. A. N. Please
Mr. S. Stubbs
M r. F. Wil-on
M r. Wisdom
Mr. A. E, Piesse

(Teller).

Mr. Lewis
Mr. McDonald
Ifr. Mullany
Mr. Munsle
Mr. O'Loghien
Mr. Taylor
M r. Tboas
Mir. Turvey
Mr. A. A. Wilson
Mr. B. J. Stubbs

(Teller).

thus negatived.
Clause as previously amended put and

passed.
Clause 6--What is proper and sufficient

accommodation:
3ur. McDONALD moved an amend-

ment-

ThAat in line 2 of Subalause 11 the
words "Provided, however, for the pur-
pose of this section an earthen floor
shall not be deemed a proper and suit-
able floor" be added.
Mnr MALLE: We had already provided

that the employer should furnish proper,
adequate, and sufficient accommodation
for the shearers. It would be legislation
run mnad if wre were to accept the amend-
ment. It would be as reasonable to move
that a brown paper roof should not be
considered a suitable roof.

Amendmnent p~ut and a, division taken
with the following resut:-

Ayes . . . .. 21
Noes.. . . . 10

'Majority for.. -- 1

luce
Mr. Angwlu
Mr. Bath

Lken Mr. Collier
Mr. Dlooley
Mr. Dwyer
Mr. Foley
Mr. Gardiner
Mr. Gill
Mr. Green
Mr. Hudson
Mr. Johnson

Mr.
Mr.
M r.
Mr.
Mr.

Braun
George
Lefroy
Male
Monger

A rza.
Mr. Johnston
Mr. Lewis
M r. McDonald
Mr. Mulisny
2%1r, idunsle
Mr. O'Loghien
Mfr. Taylor
Mr. Turvey
M r. A. A. Wilson
Mr. B. .1. Stubbs

(Teller).

Noss5.
Mr. A. N. Please
Mr. S. Stubbs
Mr. Pf% Wilson
Mr. Wisdom
M r. A. E. Ples.

(Teller).

Amendment thus passed.

Mfr. McDONALD moved a further
amenldment-

That after the word "em ployer" ins
Paragraph 12 the following words be
added, "the minimum provision hereun-
der to be one washing basin and one
shower bath for every five shearers em-
ployed4."
Mr. MALE: This was more legislation

runi mad; it was absolutely ridiculous to
load the Bill in this fashion. The mover
had not even provided the water or tile
bucket to fill the basins with, nor had he
added a provision that each shearer should
be compelled to use the bath.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: As cleanili-
ness was next to godliness the member
for 0-ascoyne had not gone far enough.
Every shearer should have his own bath-
room, an enamelled bath, and hot and
cold water laid on.

The Minister for Mines: And scented
soap.

Mr. McDonald: I will more it if you
wiill supl)ott me.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: If the hon.
member moved such anl amendment it
would receive support, as would also a
further amendment that medical officers
should be ptrovided to see that the shearer
did not suffer any undue effects from the
application of the water.

Mr. Taylor: Or from the sudden change
and shock to the system.
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Hon. FRANK WILSON: The shear-
ers' feet should not touch mother earth.
He should have a lead floor, and a rub-
ber mat so that he should not get a chili.
Hle should not be allowed to take the
bath except when he was ready to go to
bed. The bed was already provided for,
and it should be seen that after he had
the warm bath under medical supervision,
and had taken something to sustain him
after the great strain to the system, he
should be carefully put to bed and kept
warm so that the result of the bath might
not be disastrous. With a view to subse-
quently moving that each shearer should
have one bath, and that a medical officer
he appointed to see that the gentlemen
employed in shearing had a bath at least
once in every 24 hours, he moved an
amendment on the amendment-

That after the word "basin," the
wrords "one enamnel bath with hot and
cold water laid on" be inserted.
The CHAIRMAN: I will take the risk

upon myself of ruling that amendment
ouat of order. It is moved in a spirit of
mockery and ridicule which cannot be
entertained by a deliberative Assembly.

Dissent fro,n Chairman's ruling.

Hon. Frank Wilson: Then I dispute
your ruling because the whole thing is in
a spirit of mockery and ridicule.

The Speaker took the Chair.
The Chairman, having stated the dis-

sent,
Hon. Frank Wilson : The amendment

proposed by the member for Gascoyne
is to add to Subelause 12 of Clause 6 the
words "one washing basin and one
shower bath for every fi'e shearers em-
ploycd." I moved to add after "basin''
the words "an enamelled bath with hot
and cold water laid on." I intimated
in the conrse of my remarks, to which
the Chairman took exception, that I
world seek to strike out ''five'' and
make it apply to every shearer, and I1
suggested that I might move an addi-
tional amendment that a medical officer
should be supplied to snpervise the
operations in the bathroom and see that
each shearer had at least one hot bath

every twenty-four hours and that he did
not experience any ill-effects from his
ablutions. Of course I could not move
the whole of the amendment at once.
My purpose now is to move that the ent-
amel bath be supplied. The Chairman
ruled that it was moved in a spirit of
mockery. If that is so, I contend that
the amendment altogether is in a spirit
of mockery. At any rate, my amendment
in absolutely sane and one that the Com-
mittee can accept or reject, It is just as
reasonable to provide a plunge bath as
a shower bath. There is no provision for
water for the bath or bathroom, hut
there is a provision for drinking water
and utensils for the shearers. It would
be just as reasonable to insist on the pro-
vision of an enamel bath as a shower
bath. Ta any case, my amendment is
relevant and I do not think the Chair-
mnan of Committees is right in refusing
to accept it.

Mr. Speaker: Do I understand that
the hon. member's intention was if the
amendment is accepted to move that a
doctor should be provided?

Hon. Frank Wilson : I suggested that,
bnt I am first of all moving to strike
out ''five'' so that it shall be provided
for every shearer.

Mr. Speaker: The other amend-
ment will be consequential on this?

Hon. Frank Wilson: Yes, if I cannot
get this carried, I cannot get the other.

The Chairman: It is very difficult
for one not present during the debate
to decide a question of this kind. The
whole of the speech of the leader of the
Opposition was a speech of mockery,
derision and sarcasm, and an attempt
to belittle the functions of this Parlia-
ment.

Hon. Frank Wilson : Not at all.
The Chairman: I hold my opinion,

and I have a perfect right to express it.
No doubt the tone of the speech from
start to finish was one of ridicule. I
did not object to the ridicule and did not
interfere with the hon. member making a
speech in that direction, because it is
proper to give a fair amount of lati-
tude. I also hold a member can illustrate
to a very great extent, but when it
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comes to moving words of this descrip-
dion that one knows are only intended
to be a mockecry and to belittle the re-
solutions and decisions of this Parlia-
ment, then I think it is the duty of the
Chairman to rule such motions out of
order.

Mr. Speaker: I do not think there
is anything that will prevent me al-
lowing the hon. member to speak, but
since the hon. member was Chairman
of the Committee and exception has been
taken to his ruling, I think he might
be content with simply reporting the
matter to the House.

The Chairman : If that is a ruling
on the etiquette of Parliament I ac-
cept it, hut I am not one of those who
believe in turning the other cheek. I
try to defend myself fairly and squarely.

Hon. Frank Wilson: The hall. member
will absolve me from any intention to
smite him onl the cheek. I never intended
such a thitng, nor were my remarks aimed
at him. I have a perfect right to ridicule
any hon. member's amendment.

Mr. B..J. Stubbs: Was it ridicule?
Honl. Frank Wilson: The Chairman

accuses me of ridiculing, and I have a
perfect right to go a step futrther than
the member for Gascoyne, but this is the
first time I have ever known a Chairman
of Committees to get up in the House aind
attack a member who has dissented from
his ruling. It is sufficient for the Chair-
man to know that dissent has been taken,
and to state the fact to the Speaker and
ask his ultimate support or the contrary
to the objectioni takeii. There was no dis-
respect offered to the Chairman or to the
Committee. If there wvas ally disrespect
at nll it 'was to the member for Gascoyne,
but I maintain thiere was no disrespect
even to that ho,,. member. I am simply
going otne further step to that taken by
the hon. menmber. It may be that my
object is to go to such extreme lengths as;
to sllow the bon. member the absurdity of
his amendment, but I have a perfect right,
if I like, to indulge in those tactics in
order to shlow the hon. member how ab-
surd his legislation is. Mty amendment
now is to provide a bath in addition to a
shower bath with hot and cold water, and

I mnaintain I ant perfectly justified ill
asking the Committee to consider that
amendment, and that there is no Standing
Order to the contrary.

The Minister for Lands: The remarks
of the leader of the Opposition have evi-
deuced the fact that the proposed Amend-
ment, being part of further amendments
he has intimated his intention of moving,
is out of order for precisely the same
reason that caused all amendment moved
by the member for Pilbara on the Ar-bi-
tration Bill to be ruled out of order,
namely, that it is contrary to the Standing
Orders for amendments to be moved other
than with serious intention. 1f they are
moved to ridicule a provision of a Bill or
the general purp)ose Of a measure they ate
out of order.

Mr-. George: With rather longer ex-
perience titan that of the Minister for
Lands in this Assembly, J canl say 1 have
never known of any exception having-
been taken previously to anl amendment
in this way. I am certainly ignorant of
the case the hon. member now refers to.
Surely the leader of the Opposition canl
adopt what procedure, within the rules of
the House. he pleases in connection with
anl amendment. The Chairman of Com-
mittees has raised no question that the
leader of the Opposition has infringed
any rule of the House. It is simply that
the Chairman of Committees in his judg-
ment, which I do tiot impugn, considers
that the amendment is not bond fle. If
assurance is given by the leader of the
Opposition that it is his intention to move
the amendment as a bona fide one and try
to carry it, it is idle for the Chairmian to
say that he wvill be guided in his decision
by wvhat lie thinks the lion, member may
probably propose afterwards.

MXr. Taylor: It is quite absurd to take
that v'iew.

'Mr. George: The Chairman can only
deal with the amendment proposed. What-
ever an lion. member nlay say hie is going
to do has nothing to do with it. The lion.
member may say he is going to cut his
throat or pay somneone's overdraft, but
that has nothing to do with the Chairman.
What has to do with the Chairman is the
amendment placed before him. I can
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understand the Chairman wishing to ex-
press his opinion on the matter, but he
can take it not only from me bitt from the
member for Mount 'Margaret and from
others tlhat' it is the first time we have
seen it necessary for the Chairman of
Committees to do othdr than refer the
dissent to the Speaker.

Air. Male: In the first instance 1.
pointed out that I considered the amend-
ment moved by the member for Gascoyne
was ]egislation gone mad. If the ruling
of the Chairman of Committees that the
amendment of the leader of the Opposi-
tion is not in order, I would ask if the
Amendment of the member for Gascoyne
is in order. It was quite evident in the
course of the debate that the member for
Gascoyne looked upon the further amend-
ment as being- a legitimate one, for he
said, "If you will move it, I will support
it." Therefore I fail to see how you, Mr.
Speaker, can hold the contention that the
amendment moved by the leader of the
Opposition is in the spirit of mockery,
unless the member fbr Gascoyne will ad-
mit he also moved his amendment in the
Spirit Of mockery.

Mr. McDonald: There is no need for
-me to admit anything. There is no doubt
the amendment handed tip by' the leader
of the Opposition might not, but during
the course of his speech the leader of the
Opposition did mention many other item .s,
and,' as he himself admitted, each one of
these tried to cast ridicule 'on my amend-
merit. Also if any disrespect was shown
it 'was shown to me.

Mr. Taylor: The question is whether
the amendment moved by the leader of
the Opposition is or is not in order. If
the arguments which have been advanced
conveyed to the Committee that they were
a mockery, the language used was out of
order, but that would not render the
amendment out of order. The argument
was advanced by the -Minister for Lands
that this amendlment was out of order,
and he compared it with the amendment
moved by the member for Pilbara, which
was ruled out of order a few days ago
when the Arbitration Bill was in Corn-
mjittee. The latter was to the effect that
the amendment which was being inserted

was being inserted not as a Joke. That
decidedly was an amendment which could
not be accepted. The amendment which
has now been ruled out of order was in-
tended to provide a bath for each shearer,
and if it was carried it would prove a
great boon for thc shearers. I cannot
see, so far as the language of the amend-
ment is concerned, that it is out of order;
my opinion is that it is in order.

M1r. Speaker: There is a passage in
Ma'; which, in the absence of any refer-
ence to the subject in our Standing
Orders, should guide us in dealing with
a matter of this kind. The passage states
"That the Chairman must decline to re-
ceive amendments which are tendered to
the Committee in a spirit of mockery."
In any ordinary instance I doubt whether
.the Chairman would decide that such an
amendment was moved in the spirit of
mockery, but the propriety of this amend-
ment cannot be determined by the words
so much as by the intention of the mover.
The leader of the Opposition has un-
doubtedly admitted that he moved the
amendment with the intention of ridicul-
ing the amendment moved by the member
for Gascoyne, and he further stated that
his intention was, to move further amend-
ments, which to ray mind are not such as
,would be received by the Committee- I
have to judge this matter from the in-
tention which prompted the leader of the
Opposition to move the amendment, and
the hon. member has undoubtedly given
that intention with a good deal of frank-
ness. I must uphold the ruling of the
Chairman of Committees; I think he has
taken the proper course in this connection,
and I hope his ruling will meet with the
concurrence of the House.

Committee resu-med.
-Mr. McDONALD: With reference to

the recent happenings it might he said
that in two of the largest sheds in his
constituency there were 70 men. The
amendment had been sent down by those
men, and on that account he had endea-
voured to have it included in the Bill. The
reason for having one bathi for every five
shearers must he aipparent to anyone who
knew the conditions under which the mnen
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worked. The shearers worked at high
pressure until it was too dark to see, and
when the sun had gone down there was
invariably a rush to wash and change, and
one could understand that where there
were 40 or 50 men waiting for a shower
that it would be late before the last man
was ready. The amendment could not be
objected to on the score of expense, al-
ways assuming that water was available.
If there was 'to water available the men
would have to do the best they could.

Hon. Frank Wilson: What will you
do when there is no water?

Mr. McDOINALD: What did they do
at Coolgardie when there was no water?
He predicted that any future measure
which might be brought forward for the
benefit of the workers would always meet
with ridicule from those gentlemen who
sat opposite.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: If the hon.
member who had introduced the Bill
wanted his legislation to receive con-
sideration by those sitting opposite to
him, he would have to draf t it in a rea-
sonable spirit and not ask for iniposm-
bilities. There were tens of thousands
of people in Western Australia to-day
who could not get a shower bath at all,
and yet the hon. member wanted to im-
pose a condition of this sort on all and
sundry, and whether the places were large
or small. Admittedly there were big sta-
tions, with ample water supplies, which
could easily provide all the bathing ac-
commodation necessary, but there were
also hundreds of small stations where one
could not possibly get a shower bath.
What, then, was the use of inserting such
a provision as was contained in the
amendment? For years he had lived in
Queensland without any shower bath,
and had had to be content with a sluice
down in a bucket of water each morning.
The hon. member might as well provide
for a mirror and a brush and comb in
each dressing room, after which it would
be only necessary to compel the men to
use all these comforts- The hon. member
knew that his Bill would never see the
light of day if- he insisted upon amend-
ments. of this class. If he desired to
help his fellow men he should be content

with reasonable provisions, and with a
moderate standard of comfort for the
shearers.

.Mr. AlcDONAID; A pastoratist build-
ing a wool-shed provided water first of
all, for the sheep waiting to be shorn
required to be watered. All he was ask-
ing for was that facilities should be given
for bathing where five or more men were
employed.

Hon. R. B. LEFRLOY: It was unjust
that the lion. member should charge those
on the Opposition side with objecting to
legislation brought forward in the inter-
ests of the workers. In its present form
the Bill was hopelessly unreasonable. It
was mandatory that one basin and one
shower bath should be provided for every
five men, even if, as would occur in num-
erouts cases, there was no water available
for the purposes of bathing. When a
pastoralist was in a position to build an
np-to-date shed the best possible aecomi-
modation should be provided for the
shearers, but the Bill made this manda-
tory on everyone, big or small. The hon.
member for Gascoyne was introducing
these amendments without thought or con-
sideration. Any amendment that was
sent to him byv the men in the hack coun-
try he mo-ed, and some of them were as
much a mockery as those of the leader of
the Opposition which had been ruled out
of order. All aborigines employed on a
station were shearers under this measure,
and it 'was a mockery to compel a man
to provide a shower bath for every five
aborigines he employed. Matters of this
kind mnight well be left in the hands of
the shearers themselves. If they were not
satisfied with the accommodation pro-.
vided , they could tell the owner that they
would not come to the station again un-
less improvements were effected. That
would be better than binding people
down by Act of Parliament to do impos-
sible things. Perhaps half the shearers
would want shower baths, and the other
half plunge baths, and perhaps next ses-
sion the member for Gascoynie would
be moving the very amendments which
the leader of the Opposition had not been
allowed to move.
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Mr. McDONALD: There was nothing
at all impossible in the amendment. The
wool-shed in many instances was not far
from the homestead, and the owner had
no difficulty at the homestead in erecting
an overhead tank to supply the house, the
garden, and perhaps a shower bath with
water. Those arrangements could be
easily extended to the shearers' quarters.
He had known of men refusing to go to
work because not one washing basin was
provided, and of a man having to fetch
a bucket of water from a distance before
he could have a wash in the morning.

Amendment put and a division taken
with the following result:-

Ayes .. . .20

Noes .. . .

Majority for . .. 11

ASs.

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Air.
Mr.

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Angwln
Bath
Collier
Foley
Gardiner
Gill
Green
Hudson
John son
Johns tona

Brown
Lefroy
Male
Monger
A. E. Please

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Noss.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Mcflonald
Muttony
Munee
O'Logblen
Swan
Taylor
Turvey
Underwood
A. A. Wilson
13. J. Stubbs

(Teller.)

A. N. Plesa
S. Stubbs
F. Wilson
Layman.

(Teller.)
Amendment thus passed.
Mr. McDONALD moved a further

amendment-
That the following be added to stand

as Paragraph 13:-The employer or
his agent shall provide suitable recep-
tacles for refuse; such receptacles to
be emptied by the employer periodi-
cally, or whenever fliled, and burned
or buried not less than 200 yards from
any building used for sleeping, cooking,
or serving meals."

The paragraph was taken from the
Queensland Act. The shearers w 'anted to
make suire that the neighbourhood of their
dining and sleeping rooms was kept free
from garbage and desired that the onus

df burning or burying it should be on the
employer.

Mr. -MALE: Was the amendment in
order? Clause 7 stated that every build-
ing provided by an employer for the ac-
commodation of shearers not being a
shearing shed Should be kept clean by
the shearers during their occupation of it,
and the amendment seemed to override it.

Mr. 'McDONALD; The amendment
provided that suitable receptacles for re-
fuse should be supplied. This had no-
thing to do with keeping the interior of
the buildings clean, the onus for which
was on the shearer.

The CHAIRMAN: Clause 7 provided
that every building provided for the ac-
commodation of shearers, other than a
shearing shed, should be kept clean by
the shearers, and the amendment pro-
vided for receptacles and for their being
emptied and the refuse burned. He
Could riot see that the two were incon-
sistent and could not role the amendment
out of order.

Mr. MALE: Clause 7 provided for the
building heing kept in order by the
shearers, and he presumed that included
cleaning up the refuse.

The CHAIRMAN: The shearer would
put the refuse in the receptacle and that
had to be empltied by the employer.

Mrx. MALE: Clause 7 stipulated that
the shearer had to do that. The two
things clashed.

The CHAIRMAN: The anjendment
provided for receptacles which were to be
emptied by the employer. The shearer
had to keep the building clean in accord-
ance with Clause 7. The amendment
made the clause clearer and was in order.

Mr. S. STUBBS moved an amend-
ment on the amendment-

That all the words after "refuse" in
the pro posed Paragraph dowcn to "em-
ployer" be struck out, and "and the em-
ployer or his agent shall cause such re-
ceptacles to be emptied" inserted in
lieu.
Mr. McDonald: I accept that.
Mr. FRANK WILSON: As the pro-

posed subelause read the receptacles
were to be burned. Surely the hon. maim-
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ber meant that the contents were to be
burned or buried.

Mr. McDonald: That is so.
Hon. H. B. LEFROY: This was most

unreasonably one-sided legislation. The
shearer created the rubbish and the em-
ployer was expected to remove it. Why
should the onus he placed on the em-
ployer? In most eases the shearers were
provided with a kitchen where they em-
p~loyed their own cook. This usually
meant that a lot of empty tis would be
used and these the employer would have
to clear up to keep his place tidy. The
hon.rimember should be prepared to looki
at the matter, not only from one point of
viewv, If the shearers were employed on
weekly wages instead of by contract, then
it would be the duty of the employer to
see that the rubbish was put away, but
where the shearers were provided with
accommodation, where they provided
their own cook, and supplied their own
food, it was their duty to attend to the
cleanliness of the surroundings.

Mr. MALE: It was intended that the
shearers should keep their own quarters
clean and now we were asked to put the
onus on the employer. He would cer-
tainly vote against the whole thing.

Amendment (Mr. S. Stubbs') put and
passed.

Mr. FOLEY moved a farther amend-
ment on the amendment-

That in line I before the word
"burtied" the words "the contents" be
inserted.

The object was to make it clear that it
was the contents of receptacles that had
to he burned or buried.

Hon. FRANK W[LSON: It would be
better if the words "such refuse to be"
were inserted instead of the words sug-
gested by' the bon. member. There would
then he no ambiguity about the new
clause. The hon. member might agree to
accept the alteration.

Mr.. FOLEY: There would be no ob-
jection to the suggested alteration.

Amendment (M~r. Foley's), as altered,
put and passed.

1.2 o'clock, midnight.
Mr. FOLEY moved a further amend-

ment on the amendment-

T'hat the words " At intervals of not
more than one week" be added at the
end of the claus.

It was necessary that some defini te period
should be stated for the removal of the
rubbish if it was desired that the place
should be kept clean.

Mr. B. J. STUJBBS: The amendment
would kill the meaning of the clause alto-
gether. The bon. member should have
moved at an earlier stage to strike out
"periodically" and insert "weekly."

Mr. MAE: Was the amendment in
order, seeing that we had already pro-
vided that the receptacles should he
emptied periodically or whenever filled9

The CHAIRMAN :" Periodically"
covered the question to a great extent;
still the hon. member could move to fix
the period.

Mr. McDONALD: In the case of a
small shed the receptacles might be so
large that they would take a month to
ifill, by which time, in a hot climate, the
contents would be in a highly offensive
condition. Still he was of opinion that
the clause would be better without the
proposed amendment.

Amendment (Mr. Foley's) put and
negatived.

Amendment (Mr. McDonald's), as
amended, put, and a division taken with
the following result:-

Ayes
Noes

-. .. .. 17

Majority for..

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
M4r.

M r.
M r.
Air
M r.
Mr.

Bath
Collier
Foley
Gardiner
Gill
Green
Johnston
McDonald
Mullany

Braun
Latroy
Mafle
Monger
A. E. Fiese

ATEs.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
M r.
Mr.

Noes.

Mr.
Mr.

8

Munsfle
O'Loghien
B. J. Stuzbbs
Swan
Taylor
Turvey
A. A. Wilson
Underwood

(Teller).

A. N. Pie
.. Stubba
F. Wilson
Layman

(Teller'.

Amendment as amended thus passed.
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Clause as amended agreed to.
Bill again reported with further amend-

ments.

BAIILWAY DEVIATIONS SELECT
COMMITTEE.

Consideration of Report.
Mr. B. J. STUBBS (Subiaco) moved-

That the House agrees with the find-
ing of the select comititee on the devia-
tion of the TWongan Hull-Mfullewa )?aoil-
woy, and also of the Wickepin-Mferredin
Railway.

He said: In moving this motion, I desire
to say that so far as I can gather there is
not likely to he any discussion with re-
gard to that portion of the report dealing
with the Wougan Hilils-Muilewa railway.

Mr. Monger: I beg to join issue with
you there.

Mr. B. J. STUBBS: I think the boa.
member is fighting his own shadow. So
far as I can gather there will be no oppo-
sition to the portion of the report deal-
ing with the Wongan Hills-Mullewa rail-
way. That report was unanimously
adopted by the select committee appointed
by another place, -and the committee from
this Chamber went exhaustively into the
matter, carefully read the evidence and
report, and decided that they could
thoroughly endorse the latter. But with
regard to the Wickepin-Merredin railway,
I believe there will be some opposition by
the member for York to the report. The
committee went very exhaustively into
this matter also, and I think the number
of meetings held and the number of
witnesses examined will indicate to the
House the amount of time and attention
giveu by the committee to the subject
matter of the inquiry. I nam thoroughly
satisfied, and so are the majority of the
members of the committee, that there is
not a sentence in tile report that is not
backed up by the evidence taken by the
committee.

Mr. Monger: I join issue.
Mr. E. B_ Johnston: Reliable evidence.
'Mr. B. J. STUBBS: Yes, reliable evi-

dene, and where any portion of the re-
port is not supported by the evidence it is
supported by something stronger. The

first portion of the report is not hacked
up by thle evidence of witnesses, but it
is supported by the evidence of the de-
partmrental files, That portion deals with
the contention of the ex-Minister for
Works (Mr. Daglish) when giving evi-
dence before the committee. That gentle-
man told the committee that right through
the history of this Wickepin-Merredin
line his intention was that it should go to
the east of Lake Kurrenkutten. He stated
in answer to question 283, "1 think I
instructed them that it was to go east of
the lake," and to question 310 "1 can only
say it was certainly my intention as
Minister that that survey should hie made
to the east of the lakes." When a witness
makes a definite statement of that kind
we have to try to learn from the docu-
ments what his intentionis were at the
time when lie bad charge of the survey of
this railway, and we find by looking uip
Hansard that when the discussion took
place on the second reading of the measure
to authorise the construction of the line,
Air. lDaglish, in replying to some stric-
tures as to the circuitous route of the
railway, promised that he would have it
straightened. A nnmber of witnesses
have fried to interpret to the committee
what Mr. Daglish meant, amongst them
Mr. Gregory, who was Minister for
Mines in the same Government, and
another ex-member, Mr. Osborne. I
claim that Mr. Daglish is the person in
the best position to say what he meant
when he made that promise, and we find
that just two days after making the
promise, in conveying that promise to his
officers who had to carry out the survey,
he told them in the words of the report-

When dealing with the Wickepin-
Merredin railway in Parliament -I
promised that so far as it was possible,
having due regard to the engineering
difficulties, I would instruct the sur-
veyors to straighten up this line and
wake it a direct connection between the
two termini. I informed the Honse
that the first consideration would be
the getting of a favoulrable grade, one
in 8O if possible, and the nest the
securing of a line representing the
shortest distance between the two
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points. Please instruct the Engineer-
in-Chief accordingly.

That is not the only written statement by
the ax-Minister upon which we have based
our assertion. There is a referenice en
the 29th May, 1911, in reply to a com-
munication from Mr. 'Mcfibbon, one of
the men who was most active in trying
to have this line taken to the east. Mr.
McGibbon sent along the notes of a meet-
ing of settlers held at Rum-minin, and
Mr. Daglish, in reply to that commurlica-
tion, some five or six months later said,
"Until the survey has proceeded further,
I cannot definitely state the exact line,
but I anticipate that it will pass as near
as possible to Lake Kurrenkutten on the
wvest and then travel approximately on
the line of route marked on the plans
which were placed before Parliamnent."
He wrote another minute to his officers
dated 2nd June, that is a few days after
the communication to Mr. McGibbon, and
he said he approved of the line passing
as surveyed near Lake Kurrenkutten.
There were no surveys to the east of the
lake and there were two to the west of the
lake, one on what is now known as the
direct route, and the other passing close
in to the lake. It proves that Mr.
Daglish's statement to the committee that
his intention was that-the line should have
gone to the east of Lake Kurrenkutten is
not homne out by facts. Mr. Dag-lish know
where the surveys were when hie wrote
that minute and hie said, I approve of
the line passing as surveyed near Lake
Kurrenkutten." He also wrote and told
Mr- McGibbon that he approved of the
survey on the west of the lake. I think
that these documents prove beyond a
shadow of a doubt that when 31r. Daglisli
had charge of the survey of this railway
lie was convinced that the proper route
-was to the west of the lake. The next
matter we have to consider is with re-
gard to the question of whother one line
of railway can serve this vast territory or
whether it is desirable that we should
have two lines. The member for York
was greatly perturbed yesterday because
lie could not get a communication which
he gave to me a few hours before I sub-
mitted the report embodied in the report.
Now I wvant to take the opportunity to

reply to some of the statements wade by
the hon. member on that occasioii. He
practically inferred that the committee
had treated him harshly by not allowing
him to bring this report in. We held
many meetings, the report was delayed
five weeks from the time at which it
should have been presented, and iowards
the end of that period, after we had coin-
pleted the examination of witness.es, the
committee met to consider the draft ye-
port whici I had drawn tip. Mr. Mionger
undoubtedly attempted to stonewall in
that committee and to delay the report
'being presented to the House. Had he
brought in any paragraph which he
wished inserted in the report, the com-
mittee would have been only too pleased
to consider it, but he neglected to do so,
and ondeavoured by all means in his
power to stonewall and prevent the com-
mittee's report being brought down in
the proper time. The last meeting of the
Committee was held on Thursday last,
and yesterday Mr. Meager placed this
matter in my hands a few hours before
I presented the report to the House. It
was impossible to call the members of
the committee together again to consider
the matter.

ML~r. R. B. Johnston:_ We told him we
would put in anything reasonable.

Mr. B. J. STUBIBS: Yes, and we mnay
have put ini a paragraph to say he dis-
approved of certain clauses of the re-
port. lie negltected to do so when he
had the opportunity and endeavoured
to force this in when it was too late.
I. wish to draw the attention of the House
to what is contained in the letter of
Mr. Monger. Regarding paragraph 3 of
the report of the committee in which
it is stated that we are satisfied it i9
necessary to have two lines to serve this
very large tract of agricultural land,
the member for York, in the dissenting
report or letter, whichever he likes to
call it, says, "Although. it stands to rea-
son that two lines would better serve
the country referred to in palrag raphj 3
of the report, than one line-. Th'n.
he admits that two lines will hetter
serve the country than one. We say that
two lines are necessary, because it is
iipne;sible to serve the country with one.
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We have had the evidence of settlers, not
only to the west of what is known as the
direct route, but to the east also. They
admit that a line running through the
centre will leave both sides practically
isolated. We must have two lines to
give settlers railway facilities. The dis-
senting report admits that -the two lines
will better serve the country than one
line, but it is the tine it will take to
construct the second line with which the
hion. member finds fault. The commnittee
have also dealt with that matter and they
point out that unless the Yillimining-
Kondinin line can be constructed within
a reasonable time a great deal of hardship
wLill be placed on a number of settlers in
the eastern country. These people have
told the comumittee, and T see no reason
to disbelieve what they said, that unless
this section of the line is constructed
wvithin reasonable -time, a large number
of them wvilI have to leave their hold-
ings. They have reached the limit of
their borrowing powers from the Agri-
cultural Bank and they have reached the
end so far as their finances are con-
cerned. Unless the second line is. con-
structed within reasonable time, a large
nulmber of these settlers-very estimable
and deserving settlers-will be forced
to leave their homes. The committee
point out that it is impossible with the
evidence they have before them and with-
out knowing fully 'the intention of the
Lands Department, to say where the nor-
thern terminus of the section of the rail-
way, that is the Yillimining to Kondinin
line, and its continuation should be. We
had evidence before us that an estate
called Grabal on the eastern country
closely on the verge of the precarious
rainfall district had been surveyed and
would have been thrown open for selec-
tion had it not been for the dryv season.
We do not know whether it is the inten-
tion of the Lands Department to per-
manently withdraw that area from
selection, or whether, when we get back
to normal years of rainfall, the area is
likely to be thrown open for selection;
but, if it is? the committee are s;atisfied
that it is essential this line should be
con tinned to Carrabin. If, on the other

hand, it is thought inadvisable to throw
open that country for selection then the
railway should go round practically
through country that is now settled and
junction with the Wickepin-A1enedin
line at Nunajin. Now, I wish. to draw
the attention of lion, members to some of
the evidence that deals with sandplain
countrY. It has been contended by a
large number of the settlers who are out
to the east of the lakes and settled
on what is tundoubtedly first-class land,
that the railway should not go to the
west of the lakes because a great deal
of country to the west of the lakes is
sandplain. There is some sandplain
there, but there is also plenty of first-
class land. However, the question is
'whether we should sacrifice the settlers
who take lip this sandplain country, or
whether we should give them railway
facilities. That is a question that must
be considered. It seems to he-the settled
policy not only of this Government but
of past Governments that railways in
agricultural areas should be constructed
at a certain distance apart, and the dis-
tance laid down is 23 miles, but the com-
mnittee are satisfied that in serving any
district with agricultural railways, leav-
ing altogether out of the question the
quality of the land, if the better route
serving the district runs through sand-
plain country, the line !should not be de-
viated because of that fact and made to
go on a circuitous route to take it through
the good contry and serve settlers who
are better placed than those who take up
sandplain country.

Mr. E. B. Jobhaston :Of course in
most cases the better route will be the
one through the better land.

Mr. B. J. STTTBBS : Very likely, and
if the better route is through the better
land we have no objection to its going
through, hut what the committee think,
and I. am certainly convinced on the
point, is that if the better route runs
through sandplain country the line should
not be diverted simply for that reason.
Mr. Butterworth in giving evidence in
question 1051 said-

A lot of the land on the west side
of the green line which was considered
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of no use a few years ago is now grow-
ing splendid crops.

A number of the settlers along the direct
route gave uts the same information. The
settlers east of the lakes said that the
country to the west was no good, that
it was sandplain, but the settlers who
are on the land to the west and who are
cultivating it told uts that it is growing
splendid crops, and one of them, -Mr.
Mann, in question 1118 said, "The best
crop I had was grrown on sandplain."
Another witness said that many would
be willing to exchange their forest land
for good sandplain country.

Mr. Monger : How many of themI
Mr. B. J. STUBBS : Mr. Johm Mluir

also made the same statement. He was
asked the same question in questions
1.45.9 to 1461 as follows :

Have you seen crops on what you
call sandplain 1-Yes.

flood crops 7-Very good.
As good as on the forest countryl-

Last year f saw some sandplain-that
is the worst season we have had for
years-and 300 or 400 acres of sand-
plain gave a crop of 15 bushels to the
acre, and forest country did not give
nine or ten.

That is the evidence Of practically all of
those who have had experience of culti-
vating sandplAin country. and of others
wvho are in the position also to make a
statement on the subject. Wherever the
rainfall is light the saudplain country
gives better crops than the good forest
land. The nest part of the report I
would like to deal with is with regard to
the isolation of settlers. A number of
the settlers along the western or direct
route and M~r. John Mfuir also conclusively
proved to fthe committee-'Mr. Mluir by
producing maps-that there would be
30,000 acres of land permanently isolated
if the railway was taken to the east of
the lakes. A large number of settlers
also who have their holdingsa aloug the
direct route pointed out to the committee
thint ie the line were taken to the east of
thie lakes they would be 16 or 17 miles as
the crow flies from a Tailway, which would
mean 20 or 21 miles going- by the roads.
If we eonstrurt the Wickepin-Iterredin

line on the direct route and the Villi-
mining-Kondinin extension to the nor-
therly terminus out to the east and 25
miles distant, there will be no settlers
more than 12V/ miles in a direct line from
a railway, though as we point out in our
report they may be 15 or 16 miles by
road, because the roads in those couutry
districts are of a very circuitous nature;
and although it wvas outside the scope of
our inquiry practically, 'we also pro-
nounced the opinion that we thought that
any agricurltural railways submitted for
the approval of Parliament in the future
should] not be more than 20 miles apart.
We believe that because of the evidence
of the settlers who are having practical
experience. They showed us that at 121/2
miles from a siding it would be a very
difficult proposition to make farming pay.
The settlers with actual experience have
informed us that even if they, have only
12Y2 miles to cart it will be a difficult
proposition for them to make farming
pay. We also draw attention to our dis-
approval to the policy that has been
adopted by the Lands Department in
times gone by. We found there were
several (different routes for this railway
shown on the lithos issued by the Lands
Department. They seemed to have been
able to place this railway wherever they
wanted to dispose of land. A large
amount of land was taken up along the
direct route.

M.Nr. Monger : An absolutely untrue
statement.

Mr. SPEAKER: The lion. member
will have to wihdraw that remark.

Mr. Monger: At your request, I with.
drawv it.

Mr. B. J. STUBBS: I just want to
say that the hon. member for York's heat
friend, and the friend whose interests he
has been looking after mostly in the
advocacy of this line, took up his land--

Mr. Monger: I demand an absolute
wthdrawal of that, shall I call it, an in-
sinuation. If the bon. member were to
refer to such a thing outside, well-

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!
M r. B. J,. STI'BBS: You surely are

not iqiamcd to admit that Mr. Mflihhon
iq a flieiid of yours.
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Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member
must address the louse.

M1r. B. J. STUBBS: The member for
York will admit that Air. Me~fGibbon is a
friend of his and in the advocacy of this
eastern rouite hie tas been voicing the
opinions hield by Mr. McGibbon. We
found from the evidence of an othicer of
the Lands Department that Mr. MeviGibbon
took up his land on a litho showing the
,direct route. I will ask the bon. member
for York if lie will deny that?

Mr. Mlonger: Yes, I do.
AMr. B. J. STli7BBS: Evidence was

given before the select committee by Mir.
Herbert William Gibbs, officer in charge
of the information branch of Ihe Lands
Department, and he was asked by Mr.
Johniston several questions which he an-
answered as follows:-

492. The pencil line shown as the
centre of this reservation is the same
ais the direct route practically proposed
by the Governmuent 9-Yes.

403. If 'Ar. McGibbon said that in
October, 1909, the line of railway was
shown as going to his property, away
eastward, lie said what was not cor-
rect9-It is shown on this plan as it
was when he selected.

494. If he said at that time the rail-
way was shown as going on the Ad-
visory Board's route marked red, to
Run-minin station, which is to the east
of that route, hie made an incorrect
statemet?-I think he is mistaken, he-
cause I am certain this is the plan lie
made his application on.

405. That plan corresponds with th6
direct route, coloured green 9-Yes.

That is the evidence of this officer of the
Lands Department who was sent np
specially with a map to give evidence, and
lie proved conelniiely that 3Mr. McGibbon
selected his land from the map showing-
the direct route. A number of selectors
selected their land on the Advisory
Board's route also, and further, others,
selected it from "lithos showing the rail-
way line gigrhtout east as ua s

Emit Rill. That savours very munch oif
land booming. It seems as though the
department were not particular as to
whether their information with regard
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to this line was correct or not so long
as they induced people to take up tine
land, anod, we have expressed our disap-
proval of dint action. We think no line
should be showni definitely on a plani un-
til it lias been passed by Parliament.

Mr. Monger: I object to the word
i e" after my objection generally to
the whole tenor of the report.

1r. SPEARER: The hon. member
cannot Object.

M1r. Monger: 1 will hare the oppor-
tuinity of dealing seriatim. with every
paragraph thie lion. member has sub-
mitted.

Ur. SPEAKCER: The lion, member
must rest assured that just at present thse
report which is now under discussion is
the roeport of the Committee. The House
knows nothing whatever of any otlier
report.

Mr. Moiiger-. They will before I have
done with it.

Mr. B. J. STUJ3BS: I have said all I
desire to say on that score. We have ex-
pressed our disapproval of that action
and we hope it will not occur again. The
final paragraph dealing with the Wicke-
pin-Merredin line-

Mr. Monger: You do not know what
you are talking about. Refer to the
Wonigan Hills-M~ullewa line'.

Mr. B. J. STUBBS: Ia his evidence
before the commit tee the es-Minister for
Mines magde the statement definitely, and
I think with due consideration, that the
present Glovernment bad adopted the di-
rect route hecause it took the line nearer
to tile property of Mr. Johnson, the
present Mlinister for Works. We went
carefully into that matter, and we found
that, so far from being true, it was just
about double the distance away from that
gentleman's land. We expressed that here
because the statement has been made on
more occasions than before the commit-
tee, and we wanted to show consequently
that there was no truth in the statement.
We have also expressed our belief that
there was no justification for the state-
ment that the advisory board were influ-
enced in suggesting their route by the
position of Air. fledge's land. We know
that some suggestion of that kind was
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made, and we also wish to state, as far
as all the evidence we could gather went
to show, that there was n10 ju~stification
for that statement either. I do want to
say that whilst we can exonerate the advi-
sory board, the same cannot be said of
the late Government. 1 am satisfied from a
careful perusal of t he fites that it was the
influence that was brought to bear upon
the late Government which continually
kept them dragging this line to the East.
It was the influence that was brought
to bear that was responsible for the in-
definiteness which was displayed by the
last Government with regard to this route.
When we find that they had exceeded the
estimate for the survey of this line by
over £1,000, and that they made four sur-
veys of the line, and that the Minister,
who was in charge of thle surveys, stated
definitely he favoured the western route,
and when we find that just about a month
before the election they started on the
fourth survey, and at last got over to the
east of the lakes, we are compelled to
believe there was some undue influence at
work. I have gone carefully through the
file, On August 24th, 1911, a large and
influentiail deputation waited upon the then
Minister for Works. That deputation was
introduced by Mr. F. C. Monger, M.L.A.,
and included Mr. Hedges, M.H.Th, Mr.
Brown, M.L.A., Air. McGibbon, and others
interested in the railway. The reply given
hy the Minister does not seem to have
been satisfactory to the deputation, for we
find that, later on, communications were
sent along to Mr. H. Gregory, then acting
Premier, and that on those representations
Mr. Gregory called a special meeting of
Cabinet to deal with this matter. Mr.
Gregory wrote a very long Cabinet minute
in regard to it. He favoured the eastern
line, going some miles east of the Advi-
sory Board's route. He also stated in
that minute that the deviation shoulfd be
made to the east of the Advisory Board'sa
route, and that on no account was there
to be a deviation to the west. He sug-
gested that they should go down 40 miles
due south from Merredin, and thence
south-west to Wiekepin. Mr. IDaglish
then wrote a minute in reply, stating that
it was a uractic~al imoossibility to carry

out the proposal of Cabinet as contained
in Cabinet minute. He said-

It is impracticable, for engineering
reasons, to follow the course proposed
in Cabinet minute. I am therefore di-
recting the line north of Kurrenkutten
Lake and as near as possible to follow
the route marked by the Advisory Hoard
for 23 miles, and then take a course as
nearly as possible direct to Merredin.

Even that was not the conclusion,' for
some days later, in response, I believe,
to a request by Mri. Mitchell, the then
Minister for Lands, a conference was held
to deal with this matter; and after that
conference the instructions were issued
which had the effect of starting the last
survey which was made by that Govern-
mnent; that is the survey wvhich wvas
staffed in September, about a month be-
fore the elections, and which took the
route to the east of Lake Kurrenkutten.
There is no doubt whatever in my mind
that the influential nature of these depu-
tations, and their personnel, helped to
move the Government in taking that line
to the east of tile lakes. It was never
their intention in the early period of the
history of this line that it should go to
tile east of tile lake.

Air. Monger: That is an absolute mis-
statement again.

Air. B. J. STUBBS: It is proved con-
elusively from the minutes on thle file.

Mr. Monger: From your own imangina-
tion.

Mr. B. J. STUJBBS: From the minutes
on the file written by the then Minister
for Works it is seen that there was on
intention whatever on the part of the
Government to take the line to thle east
of the lake. Yet through the influence
of the deputations the survey was eventu-
ally taken over to the east of the lake.
With regard to the direct route whitrh
has been adopted, from the remarks miade
by those who are opposing this direct
route it would appear as if the present
Government have established an altogether
newv route of their own. As a matter of
fAct the adoption of that route only meant
junctioning up something like 16 or i8
miles from wb--- the second survey was
stopped. to Nnvpiin Thpance " to Merre-
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din there is no question about the route.
The present Oovernment did not adopt
any fresh route. They simply junctioned
up from where Mr. Daglish stopped tire
s-econd survey, to Nimnain.i and that jrmnc-
hionig, uip made the direct route which,
there is iio doubt iii my mind, was the
route Mr. lDagtisx intended to adopt when
hie made his promise to Parliament, and
when lie wrote the minute to his offlicers
With a view to having that promise car-
ried out. I have dealt, I think, fairly fully
with the report. I do not know that I
have left nsqlid any thing I should have
said with regard to giving information to
the House as to the reasons -which actu-
ated the committee in bringing forward
this report, and I have pleasure ill movinig
the motion.

Hon. H. B. LEPROY (Moore):
mnoe-

'That the debate be adjourned.
Mci ion puit arid negatived.
I o'clock, asm.
Mr. MONGER (York) : It is early in

the morning, notwithstanding which it
will be necessary for me to give a little
bit of the ancient history of the mnatter.
That is a rule T never dlesire to follow.
I always like the past to he written down.
As my poetical friend on the other side
of the House would say, "Let the dead
past bur-y its dead." But now that
I ami called upon to speak, it is
nlecessary for tue to refer to this,
business' In the first place, T wish to
refer to the remarks- that fell early in the
afternoon from the M1inister for Lands
when he said that I was going to receive
castigation. 1 do not know what manner
of castigation hie mecant, whether from an
oratorical or a physical standlinint. but
I do not mind taking on one or the other.
I object to those threats being hurled
against me and others on this side be-
eau~e we occasionally make a mild inter-
ject ion.

.%r. A. A\. Wilson: You wuld not call
it mnild, Would s-on?

Nr. MLONGER: We were refused just
now the adjournment of the debate, and
I ant called upon to speak at a late hiour
-T will not say under disadvantages, be-
cause I never felt more inclined to fight

onie of the most uinpleasanit and unset'-
our 'y subjects that las ever been intro-
duced into this Parliament.

Several interjections.

Mr. MONGER: Let one of those curs
or cowards rise in hils place and relply
to me.

Mr. 'SPEAKER:. The hon. member
must withdraw those remarks and apiolo-
gise also.

Mr. MONGER: To whom should I
a pologiac ?

Mr. SPEARER: To the boa. mem-
hers of the House.

Mr. _MONOGER: At your dictation, Sir,
I do so. It must be fresh in the minds
of every hon. member that last De-
cember 1 presented a petition, and
moved that a select committee should be
appointed to inquire into one particular
line of railway. I need hardly remind
the House that I got badly bumped on
that occasion. I bad one of the hardest
rebuffs that was ever given to me when
the h on. members on the Government
side ref used to agree to the mild petition
I then presented. On that occasion not
one solitary member on the M,%inisterial
side supported my motion. The other
day a motion was introduced-at the in-
stigation of whom?2 I do not want to
make any unpleasant or disparaging re-
mark about any person who is not present
in the Chamber to listen to what I hare
to say. I am sort-' that the gentleman I
allude to is nuot present, because if he was
here I would refute in his presence one
of the paragraphis in "Brother" Stuhbs'
report.

Mr, SPEAKER: Order. The hon.
member niust refer to the member for
Suibiaco.

Mr. MONGER: T beg pardon-in the
report of the member for Subiiaco.

Mr. B3. J. Stnbbs: On a point of
order. I contend that the report is not
mine but is a report by the committee
appointed to inquir-e into thi~ matter.

Point of Order,
Hon. H. B. Lecfroy: On a point of

order. It appears that we are asked ft
discuss a matter which we have not had
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placed before us. The hon. member for
Subiaco has moved that the House agrees
with the findings of the select committee
on the deviation of the Wongan Hills-
Mullewa and Wickepin-Merredin rail-
way;, but we have no report before us
in regard to the Wougan Hulls-Mullewa
railway. Is it not right that we should
have that report before us before con-
sidering this matter? There is no report
before the House except the report of the
committee which says that the members
of the committee agree with the findings
of the select committee appointed by an-
other place. Although this report of the
select committee states that they agree
with the relport of the Council committee,
we have not got that report. The bon.
gentleman asks the House to agree to
what the committee have done, hut we
have no evidence before us, and we do
not know what -were the findings of the
select committee of another place.

Mir. Speaker: Any statement submitted
to the flouge by a select committee is a re-
port., and whilst apparently there.i's no
evidence here in respect to the proceed-
ings relating- to the Wonigan Hills-Thi]-
lewa railway, still the cotdmittee has
made the statement that they endorse the
report of another place.

Hon. Frank Wilson: The motion is
that wve shalt agree to the committee's
endorsement of a report we have not seen,
and know nothing about. It may be to
carry the railway round by South Aus-
tralia to Mfullewa. We do not know what
it is. We cannot possibly accept this
motion until we have the report from an-
other place.

Mr. Speaker: I am going to rule that
the motion is in order, for the reason that
the motion is to the effect that the House
agrees with the finding of the select com-
mittee on the deviation of the Wongan
Hulls-Mullewa railway, and also with the
Wickepin-Merredin railway. The select
committee find that a report presented in
another place is one which they can en-
domse.

Hon. Frank Wilson: We cannot dis-
cuss it when we hare not had it before us.
We do not know what the evidence is.

We must know what the report of the
select committee is.

The Minister for Lands: It was pub-
lished a fortnight ago.

Hon. Frank Wilson: It should have
been attached to this report. We cannot
in Cairn ess be asked to consider a motion
of this description when we do not know
the finding of the select committee. I
have not the slightest idea of what it is;
I have not even read it in the Press.

The Minister for Lands: On the 27th
August.

lion. Frank Wilson: Where and what?9
Thie Minister for Lands: It was pub-

lished in the Press.
Hon. Flank Wilson: I amn not sup-

posed to take any information from the
newspaper. I have never read it, and do
not know what the finding is. The com-
mittee ask us to adopt a motion which en-
domses the report in another place,
which is not attached to this paper for
us to consider. We cannot discuss it any
more than we can a Bill which is not be-
fore us.

Mr. B. J. Stubbs: There is no force
whatever in the point of order. This re-
podl says we agree with certain things
that have been done.

Mr. 'Monger: We disagreed.
Mr. B. J. Stnbbs: Whether the hon.

member disagreed or not does not matter.
Hion. Frank Wilson: What are the

things?
Mr. B. J. Stnhbs: We say we agree

with certain things; that is the report of
the committee.

Hon. Frank Wilson: And you ask us
to endorse them.

Mr. B. 3. Stubbs: It does not make
any difference to members whether there
is evidence to support them or not. The
committee found they agreed to certain
things done, and have reported that fact,
and the motion now before the House is
that this House agrees with the finding
of the committee.

E1on. Frank Wilson: What finding?
Mr. B. J. Stubbs: The finding as iin

this report.
Hon. Frank Wilson: It is ahqurd.

There is no finding in the report.

1990



(26 SEPrrunsu, 1912.] .9

Mr. B. J. Stubbs: The point of order
is absurd. The report says we agree with
certain things, and the motion is that the
finding of the committee be agreed to. I
contend there is no point of order.

Mr. Speaker: This House appointed a
select committee to report regarding cer-
tain propositions. The select committee
has reported. A motion is now moved
that the report be adopted. It is not for
me to say whether the report is satisfac-
tory or not. All I know is that the eom-
mittee appointed by this House has re-
ported, and the motion now is that the
report be adopted. I must rule that the
motion is in order.

Dissent from Speaker's ruling.

Hon. H. B. Lefroy: With all due re-
spedt, I must disagree with your ruling
merely on the grounds that we have be-
fore us no evidence. We are asked to
come to a decision, but we are not given
any evidence. We are given the evidence
taken on the Wiekepin-Merredin railway,
but we are given no evidence whatever
with regard to the Wongan Hulls-Mullewa.
railway.

Hon. Frank Wilson: We have no re-
port whatever.

Hon. H. B. tefroy: We may disagree
with the report, or we may find when we
see the evidence that we are in accord
with it. As far as T am concerned, I
may he in accord with the report on the
Wongan Hitls-Mullewa railway.

Mr. Speaker: If the lion. member takes
exception to the ruling of Ihe Chair there
is a course he must follow.

Hon. H. B. Lefroy: I move-
That the House dissent from AirT.

Speaker's ruling.

Mr. Speaker: A certain ruling has been
given from the Chair that the motion to
which exception has been token is per-
fectly in order, and a motion is now
moved by the member for Moore that the
Speaker's ruling be dissented from. I
still think the motion is in order because
all that the House is asked to do is to
acres to the report submitted by the
select committee. The select committee has
reported with respect to the Wongan
Ilills-Mullewa railway deviation. If that

report is not satisfactory the House has
a course open to it; it may reject
the report; but my duty is to jpit the
motion in the form in which it is sub-
mitted and which I think is a proper one.

Hon. H-. B. Lefroy: I merely wish to
emphasise the fact that we are asked to
agree to a report by the select committee
formed upon evidence which we have not
before us, and I do not think the House
is in a position to form an opinion on a
report submitted by a select committee
unless we have the evidence before us
upon wvhich that report was prepared.

The Minister for Lands: It is not
necessary for a select committee at any
time to report the evidence upon which a
finding is taken. All that is required by
the Standing Orders is that the committee
shall report their findings. It is a matter
resting in their discretion as to whether
they take full notes of evidence and pre-
sent the notes of that evidence as an
accompanying portion of the report to
Parliament. In this instance it was not
incumbent upon the select committee if
they so considered to present the evidence
in connection with the Wickepin-Merredin
line or the other line.

Hon. Frank Wilson: Should we not
have the report we are asked to endorse?

The Minister for Lands: That is to he
found on page 4 of the committee's re-
port. If the select committee say, "This
is our finding," the hion. member must be
content with that, so far as the Standing
Orders are concerned. What the hion.
member has the right to do is to object
to that finding if he considers it inade-
quate or based on insufficient evidence;
but there is no ground for objecting on
the score of illegality or of its being out
of order if the report is not just exactly
what he thinks it ought to be. If the
select committee can say, "This is our
finding," that is, so far as procedure goes,
in order. The wisdom o rotherwise of
the finding is a matter on which the lion.
member exercises his discretion ini gziving
his vote.

Hon. Frank Wilson: Whether the
ruling be supported or not, it is a niost
unheard of thing for any Ooverinntent to
wish the House to consider anythming th at
is not before us. The motion we are asked
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to adopt this morning is to agree to the
hiling- of the select committee on the
Wickepin-Mlerredin and1( Wongan Hills-
2Iallewa railway deviations. What do
the select committee report in connection
with the Wongan Hills railway? They
report that they have had opportunity of
fcarefully studying the ample evidence
taken by the select committee of the Legis-
latiye Con neil, and have no hesitation in
endorsing the report of that select coin-
niittee. We do not know what that re-
port is. We are asked to endorse it
ivil bout knowing what it is. The com-
mnittee have not considered it necessaqry
Io sa' vwhat the report of the committee
of another place i,,and here we are
asked in the dark to agree to that finding
when wye do not knowv what thle rejiort is,
4xiid have never seen it. It is absurd and
preposterous, and in aill my Parliament-
ary experience I have never heard of a
House being asked to vote blindly on a
question like this. Surely we are entitled
to have that report, and to know what the
sieleet committee of the Legislative Coun-
eil have reported and agreed to, and
which the select committee of the Legis-
lative Assembly have evidently Tead, and
;vhlich they say we should endorse.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: The report was
printed wveeks ago.

Hon. Frank Wilson: That has nothing
to do with it at all. I have never seen a
print of the report. I want to know what
they have recommended. Are they going
to run the line right out east to Mount
Marshall, or are they going to stop at
Wongan Hills? What are we asked to
agree to?!

Mr. Mansie: Could this Chamber alter
the resnlt of that report even if we had
it ?

Haon. Frank Wilson: We could pass
any amendment to this motion we think
proper. But wve cannot consider a report
unless wye have it before us. How can
any sane mn agree to a motion which
agrees to a report lie has never seen ? I
ant only asking to be put in a reasonable
p)ositionl. We are supposed to give an
intelligent vote on the question. It may
be all right, so far as the mover is con-
eerned. because he knows what is in that
report.

Mir. Monger: He has never studied it.
Hon. Frank Wilson: He has evidently

had the evidence and report before him,
and lie has no hesitation in endorsing it,
and nmow hie asks us to agree with this
endorsement of his committee to a report
which we have never seen and] which he
does not think it necessary to attach to
his report. Surely members must sup-
port us in dissenting from the ruling.
We cannot go on coiisidering a report
we have never seen.

.Mr. B. J. Stubbs: The report is in your
hand.

lionm. Frank Wilson: TIhe hon. member
has made a mistake in not quoting the
report of the Legislative Council. Had
hie attached it to his report it would be all
right. I submit the House must dissent
from rhe ruling. We might just as well
be asked to consider a Bill we have never
seen. As to the thing being printed in
the Press, members have not the time to
peruse Press reports, besides which we
are not supposed to accept Press reports;
we must have matters submitted to us in
the proper form. Apart from that, it is
not fair for us to peruse a report of this
Chamber and pass a motion with respect
to it the same night that it is put on the
Table. But that is not what we are dis-
cussing. We are discussing the report
submitted by the select committee of the
Legislative Council on the Wongan Hills-
Mlullewa line and we have not it before
uts. We do not know wihat it says. I
submit we must dissent from the ruling
in this instance.

Mr. Mfale: As far as I can under-
stand this House appointed a select com-
mitree for the purpose of giving us a
report on the deviation of the Wongan
flls-Mullewva railway and also the Wick-
epin-Merredin railway. They produced a
report on the Wickepin-Merredin rail-
way, and they also tell uts that they
agree to some repiort which has been
given by the select commnittee of
another House, but they' have not given
this House the report which they were
instructed to give us. How then can we
be expected to discuss a report which we
have not seen?3 They simply say here
that they agree to some report which
has been made by someone else. If
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they agreed to that, s
duty to add it to thisj
the legislative Asseinb
or the report to which
ing that, how can we d
intelligent vote on so
have not got. Furthei
mittee have not earni
to this Houme, inasmuc
given us that report.

Mr. Speaker: The
uot discuss that. The
adequate and may be
the report is the repoi
whether the House agr
wise is a matter forI

Motion (dissent) pi
taken with the follow

Ayes
Noes; -

Majority ag

Mr. Lefroy
Mr. Monger
Mr. A. N. Please

Mr. Bath
Mr. Collier
Mr. Foley
Mr. Gardiner
Mr. Gill

Mr. Green
Mr. Johnston
Mr. Mel)owall

AYES

Ios

Motion thus neg-aliv

Debate re
Mi.. MOINGER: TI

sioti of opinion just
question of procedure
all due respect, you,-
have given a more I
having given your rul
of tine House, naturi
think when that little
I was only getting
stage of this particul
not know whether b,
ius infancy up to the
I till going to gain
from the M1inisterial
nor, do I expect one
Opposite, nor do I wu

urely it was their the people of Western Australia to know
and to give it to the methods of procedure that are ad-

ly as their report opted by those in power to-day. There
they agreed. Fail- was a joint committee appointed to in-
liscuss and give an quire into the deviations of two lines of
mething which we railways. and really, without attempting
r, the select cown- to cast the slightest reflection on the
ed out their duty member for Subiaco, who is moving this
ht as they have not evening that the House agrees With the

findings of the select committee, I am
ion, 7member must going to say that if we do agree. we are
report may be in- going to disagree with what we have at-
unsatisfactory, but ready agreed to. That may be a little
At for all that, and bit illogical. I hope I am not infringing
:ees; to it or other- unnecessarily on the time of bon. mem-
the House itself, hers. I am waiting for this castigation
it, and a division I am to receive later oil.
ing result:- Mr. O'Loghlen: Is the hon. men-

*5 ber justified in leading this House to be-
* -15 lieve that a threat was issued to the effect

- that he -was to receive a castigation?7 The
ainst .- 10 hon. member may have heard the Minis-

- ter for Lands remark that he should re-
ceive a castigation such as he had received

Mr. F. Wilson once in the past, when he whined in con-
Mr ae(Taller), sequence of it.

Mr. SPEAKER: I do not know that
there is any point of order involved. The

Mr. Mullany bon. member may have heard a reference
Mr. Munsle to a castigation, but unless it be a threat
Mr. O'Loghlen of physical castigation I have no right
Mr. B. J. Stubbsa oitree
Mr. Tourreytoierr.
Mr. A. A. Wilson Mr. MONGER: I do not know who
Mr. McDonald the man is who is going to do it. In

(Teller), order to deal with this question I am
ed. afraid I must take ull more of your time

than it would have been my desire to
'samed. do under ordinary circumstances. Hon.
'here was a diver- members hlave in front of them a copy of
now on a certain the evidence, and also of the original re-

I thought, with port. I may inform you that at 11 o'clock
Mvr. Speaker, might in the morning we knocked out one of
enient ruling, hut, the chairman's clauses in that report, and
ing we, on this side reinstated it at 7 o'clock in the evening.
ally bow to it. I Can you understand a committee being
difference occurred unanimous in a report, passing certain

to the preliminary clauses, wiping' out other clauses at 1t
Dpr business. I do o'clock in the iornling and reinstating
vdebating it from them at 7 o'clock in the evening? I ask

present moment that your reasonable consideration of the at-
one blessed vote titude of those gentlemen who constituted

side 'of the House, the select committee of this Assembly.
vote from members There wvere three gentlemen from the other
ant it. Butl I want side, and I was supported by one gentle-
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man frout this, side. I would like to call
atteinion to the evidence which was given
and also to the report of the proeeed-
ings. When it is read it will be found
that uis every occasion the memb er for
Subiavo gave his silent vote against my-
self andl the other gentleman from this
side of the House. I ask if this can be
construed into a fair and reasonable re-
port of the committee? 1f v-on were to
go) quietly and calmly through this evi-
dence I do not think you could fur-nish
to this House a report s;uch as the mew-
her for Subiaco has furnishedl at the in-
stigatitin of a member of the Ministry.

MAr. SPEAKER: Ordler!
III r. B. J. Stubbs: 1 ask for a with-

drawnaI of that statement. No member of
the MIinistry instigated one word of that
report.

Mr. SPEAKER: The remark must be
withdranK ii.

-Ar, MONGER: I -will withdraw the
remark if you so demand; but it is against
my conscience to do so.

The Minister for Lands: I think the
hon. member must make an unreserved
withdrawal.

Mr. SPEAKER: Yes.
Mr. MONGER: I unreservedly with-

draw. To show you what a peculiar
position the select committee of this
House "ere placed in, I1 repeat 'we wiped
out a paragriaph at 11 o'clock in the day
and reinserted it at 7 o'clock in the even-
ing. I many tell you that the salient
point,, otf this report, as submitted by our
chairnuas, happened to be embraced in
that particular paragraph. I suppose it
is cruel, cowArdly, unfair and currish to
snake jeference to any incident of that
sort as; regards ourselves. I am referring
to myself with those other gentlemen who
-occutpird seats on that cwmnittee. 1 sup-
pose I will have the Minister for Lands,
or the msember for Subiaco, getting up
and saviunr that I am trespassing in mak-
ing an.v reference to that litle inicident.
I &n not mind telling the House in tonfR-
thence that -when we niet at 7 o'clock in
the evening I told them they would hear
(if these little carryings oni at another
and more tilting mionsent. It is not a very
fittisi.t time to discuss a position of this

sort, but I have a duty to perform to
showy how illogical and inconsiderate the
chairman of the committee was in his
preparation of the report, and subse-
qu~ently- in dealing~ with the various sug-
gestions mnade therein. I have here the
original draft as prepared by the chair-
man of tile committee.

Hon. Frank Wilson: Road it.
Mr. MO0NGER:- There are so many

erasures that I eannot snake it logical. I
will read one paragraph of that draft be-
cause l want time House to understand
what the orignal intentions of the mem-
bers. of the committee were, and so that
the country may know what weight to
attach to the expression-, of opinion by a
committee constituted as this one was,
That paragraph read-

Alir. B. J. Stubbs, On a point of order,
is the hon. mnember in order in quoting a
paragraph from a draft report which was
prepared by me as chairman as my own
opinion, and which the majority of the
committee struck out of the reports I
also raise the point that this matter is
not in the report before the House and
cannot be brought under discussion.

M~r. SPEAKER: The bon. member for
York is giving reasons why the report
should not be adopted, and if his reasons
are embodied in that manuscript he is per-
fectly in order in referring to iL.

Mr. MIONGER: 1 will onlyv read out
the deleted portions so as to show what
kind of report the chairman of the comn-
nmittee wvas prepared to submit. One'
paragraph read-

'We think that all the country which
the Government experts think of sutli-
cienthy good quality to survey and dis-
pose of to settlers and accept their
money for should have equal claims to
a line. In fact, we are of opinion that
if anything a preference should be
given to those who have been conurage-
out; enough1 to take uip this c-lass of
country snd prove that what was
thlought a few years ago to be barren
waste is good agricultural land.

In their wvisdomn the members for Pilbara
and Wiliatna-Narrogin struck that para-
graph out.

2000
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Mr. B. J. Stubbs: Not forgetting
yourself.

'Mr. MONGER: I wanted to expunge
the whole lot. There was not one senti-
ment inl the whole report that carried any
kindly feeling for me, but any mild sug-
gestion of bringing in a nice report al-
ways met. with my favour. There are
other paragraphs in this report which
have been so distorted from the original
form in which they 'were submitted by the
chairman as to remind one of an "abor-
tionised" Bill sent up by this Chamber to
another place. The committee were ap-
pointed to enquire into the differences in
regard to two railways that have been
the subject of considerable discussion
during the last few weeks. In may refer-
ences to the Wongan Hills-Mulle-wa. line
I would like the indulgence of every
member of the House. I object to the re-
port, and to every paragraph that was
submitted by a certain section of this
Chamber, and I shall ask members to say
whether the committee have presented a
consistent report Remember this is all
our report upon that proposition, and it
has already been read -ouL T am not the
orator that my friend the member for
Kalgoorlie is, but I am talking in the
early hours of the morning to a supposed
intelligent community. This is all we say
about the Wongan Hills-Mullewa rail-
wa-

Your committee hare had the op-
portunity of carefully si ud 'ving the
ample evidence taken by the select
committee of the Legislative Council
in their inquiry into that question, and
have no hesitation in endor-sing the
report presented by that committee.

No areatcr fabrication was ever attached
4o the en'! of a rcport than the fabrica-
tion that. we entirely endorse this. It
makes rae feel a little ill, it is so abso-
lutely contradictory.

2 o'clock a.m.
Mr. Gilt : Do you not agree to the re-

port?7
MT. MONGER: I do not agree to

one word in the whole report. How
sane, cool, and collected men can agree
in i*ts entirety to this report-well I have
read out some paragraphs, and members

can judge for themselves. How could
thme member for Subiaco frame and ask
a quiescent attitUde from us, who oc-
cuipied seats on the Committee with him,
when there is a paragraph like this in the
committee's report in another place--

Your committee venture to express
ihe opinion that where the advisory
hoard has reported that a line of rail-
wvay Should be constructed in a certain
direction there is no justification for
such a line being deviated to any ex-
tent other than to overcome enzineer-
in- difficutties.

Is thi; reporL consistent", I ask the memu-
ber for Simbiaco in his calmer moments
to consider it.

Mr. B. J. Stubbs : All my moments are
calmn, I never get wvild.

Mr. MONGER : The hon. member
will before I have finished. T have lis-
tened to the evidence taken by this coin-
mittee. I have been at every meeting
that has taken place, and it ap~pears thnat
there has been only one desire from start
to finish, and that was to cas;t a reflec-
tion upon the late Administration. Take
the reflections cast on the late Nfinister
for Railways, take the reflections at-
tempted to be cast on the late 'Minister
for Mines, and consider the evidence of
those gentlemen which the member for
Simhiaco has attempted to discount

Mr. B. B. Johnston : Very properly
too.

Mr. MONGER : If that be the ex-
pression of opinion of this Chamber we
deserve not to throw out a mild taunt but
to hurl out a most unkind taunt to those
two ca-Mfinisters. The member for
Williams-Narrogin is a joke.

Mr. SPEAKER : The hon. member
must wthd raw and apologise.

Mr. MONGE R : I apologise, but I ask
whether the people of this country ara
not to place greater reliance on the state-
ments given on oath by the two ex-
Ifinisteir

Mir. B. J. Stubhs : Were they put on
oath?

Mr. MONGER: They stood there
practically in that position. If reflec-
tions are to be east on those who held
the reins of the previous Administration
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1 am going to ask the relics of that
partys toonfirm. the evidence as given
by those ex-Ministers, and which stands
here-

Mr, Gill . Contradicted.
Mr. MONGER : Contradicted by a

4nqib."
Mir. Gill : T rise to object to the re-

mark of thle bon. mnember.
Mir. SPEAKER : What remark was

it?
Mr. Gill : The remark "ceontradicted

by a squib." Whether thle hon. member
referred to me I do not know, but I inter-
jected.

Mr. SPEIAKER : I hope the bon.
mnember has not referred to any member
of the Hoiise by that term.

Mr. MON' GER: Not to the member
for leederville.

Mr. SPEAKXER: Nor to any member
of tile House.

'Mr. MONGER :A few I would de-
scribe in stronger terms.

The Minister fori Mines: Are we to 'lave
these frequent statements and apologies.

Mr. SPEAKER . If the hon. inenmber
hia; referred in that 'term to ally member
I hope lie wilt apologise.

Mr. 'MONGER : I will apologise, and
promise that you 'will not have the op-
portuniity again to call tue to order. 'My
next occasion will be outside.

Mr. B. J1. Stubbs: Is that a threat ?
Mr. ',lON_%GER: I have wade an at-

tvinpi to show; hiow ridiculous is the re-
Port -submiittei by the member for Sn-
biacih. I w~at to show inl my last few
mmnts ]1ow abisolutely contradictory
it is to the report furnished in another
place. The evidence was of an exactly
similar nature. When thie two reports
are read side by side one Could not re-
alise that thle same evidence had been
taken for the preparation of the two re-
lports. I ask whether it is the desire of
those gentlemen occupying the Minis-
terial positions to east reflections upon
the report as furnished by the Legis-
lative Council, or will they support the
report as furnished at the dictation-no,
I will not use that word, but I -will say
at the command of those who are to-day
in power.

Mr. SPEAKER: I do not think the hon.
member is in order in making a statement
that any member brings in a report at
the command of any other member of
the House. It is a reflection onl the inde-
pendence of the member.

Air. MONGER: I want to know whether
it happens to be the desire of those occu-
pying the Ministerial positions to-day to
cast a reflection upon another Chamber
by asking us to support something so
absolutely contrary to that which they
have brought in. If that is to be their
posit ion, if that is to be the object, that
they want to cause dissension betweeu
another place and this Chamber, I am
glad that this is one of the occasions that
give. them the opportunity they are seek-
ing. I did hear a little time ago that
Minister were going to put through every
class of legislation, whether supported i
this Chamber or otherwise, that they
thought desirable, and this is confirmed
by a portioni of the evidence in reg-ard to
this railway, where the Minister for
Works stated that his Government -would
only carry out thle obligations of previous
Administrations so far as it suited theta.
I want a little reply from some of those
gentlemen onl the Trensury benchl; I want
the people of Western Australia to know
that only so far as it suits them are they
going to carry out past obligations. Ac-
Cording to the evidence they are going to
repudiate what the late acting Premier, inl
the absence of his leader in the old coun-
try, pledged the country to. They are go-
ing to obliterate fronm the promises of
this country what the late Minister for
Works, 'Mr. flaglish, promised or alleged
that he promised] to the people. If that
is to be their motto, I think that Western
Australia wvill soon be tired of them. I
am sorry for having taken up so much
time of the House hut T had to do so.

M1r, A. N. PIESSE (Toodysy) : As a
member of the select committee which in-
quired into this matter, I cannot let this
occasion pass Without stating that I am
not wholly in support of this report as
tendered by the chairman of our com-
mittee. I feel that a gross injustice will
be inflicted upon a large number of set-
tlers in the Kumminin area if the report
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as presented is adopted. Notwithstand-
ing that the minute of Mr. Daglish, the
a-Minister for Works, practically ap-
proves of the direct route, in my opinion
the State is pledged to the construction of
this railway on the route recommended
by the Advisory Board. In support of
that I refer the House to the evidence
taken by the select committee and parti-
cularly to that of Mr. Odell, one of the
principal officers of the Lands Depart-
ment. It is on page 27 of the report.
He distinctly points out that the laud was
classed and priced onl the futll belief that
it was the intention of the State to build
a railway through the Kumminin area.
He also told the public when they were
seeking information at the Lands Office
that it was the intention of the Govern-
ment. to construct a railway through that
area, and he produced plans which showed
a railway scored thereon. I would also
like to refer to the evidence of Mr- Robert
Allen on page 38. To my mind his evi-
deuce is very important and it is sup.-
ported by the evidence of many other wtit-
nesses and proves the fact that these peo-
pie were told by the officers of the Lands
Department, who represent the State in
this matter, that this railway woulid be
constructed. Now let hion. members place
themselves in the position of these peo-
ple.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: The people on
both routes are in the same position, that
is the trouble.

Mr. A. N. PIESSE: The people in the
Kumminin area are in a distinctly differ-
ent position from the people on the west-
ern side of Kurrenkuitten Lake. T he
people in the Kumminin area have a de-
cided claim against the State, and I would
ask members whether it is fair to deprive
these people of their railway by construct-
ing this line on the direct route. We have.

the evidence of Mr. John Muir in which
he tells us that the direct route, although
it will shorten the distance, will not shorten
the time and cost of haulage. So thle
State has little to gain in that direction.
1f it is intended in the future to serve
these people to the east and west of the
lakes, undoubtedly a parallel line wvill
have to be put in for that purpose. I

claim that these people on the KummiAnin
area have every right to expect that the
pledge of the department or the Govern-
meat will be kept. I am sure, if it were
a private individual who sold this land
on those conditions, we would at once have
an action for misrepresentation. and it
would, I think, carry a serious colour of
fraud. I hope the Government will see
fit to do justice to these people and huild
the line on the Advisory Board's route.
Although it has been pointed out that the
committee favoured the construction of
two lines, 1 would remind the member for
Subiaco that there is very little evidence
which would enable the committee to come
to such a conclusion, particularly as re-
gards the extension of the Kondinin-
Yillimninning, or the 'Mount Arrowsmith
line.

Mr. E. B. Johnston:. What about Mr.
Muir's evidence3

Mr. A. N. PIES SE: Possibly his is the
only evidence in that direction. He re-
commends the extension of that line to
junction uip at Nunajin;7 if that is SO it
only requires an extension of the Nuna-
jin line to fill up the gap between the Ad-
visory Board's rouite and Nunajin. There
is not suffeient evidence to justify the
construction of two lines and, further: we
have the claims of those people who are
settled there and they are just claims.
I hope that before the Government decide
to build the direct route they will give
the fullest consideration to those people
and construct the line on what is kniown
as the Advisory Board's route.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: Do you think that
one railway can serve that district?

Mr. A. N. PIESSE: Apart from that
question there is a definite promise, and
the plans prove it, that the fine was to be
built, and the State is in ditty bound to
build the line on the Advisory Board's
route.

Mr. FRANK WILSON: I would now
ask that we should be given the oppor-
tunity to read through the evidence which
has been taken. Both members acqnainted
with the evidence have spoken and it
should be our turn now to study it. I
theref ore move-

That the debate be adjouriaed.
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Motion put and a division taken with
the following result:

Ayes .. .0

Noes .. . . 17

Majority against

Antcs
Mr. Lettr
Mr. Male
Mr. Monger
Mr. A. N. Plesse

Mr.
'Ar.
Mr.
Mr.
Mdr.
Mr.
Mr.
'Mr.
'M r,

Bath
Collier
Foley
Gill
Green
jobusiton
McDonald
>icDowral I
Mulianly

11

;dr. F. Wlismo

'Mr. Layman

Mr. Munsle
Mr. O'Loghlen
M. Ir. D. J. Stubbs
Mr. Swan

IMr. 'Thrvey
Mr. Underwood
M1r. A. A. Wilson
Mr. Gardiner

(Teller),

Motion thus negatived.

I-on. FRANK WILSON (Sussex) : I.
cannot address myself to this motion this
morning without expressing in the strong-
est p~ossible terms my disapproval and,
I may say, disgust, at the manner in
which the House has been treated by the
Government, represented by the Minister
for Lands, in forcing us to go onl with
this debate and consider a report which
ha , just been placed in our Imauds. I
have nt-ver heard of such a proceeding
before ini the whole of my Parliamentary
career.

Mr. O'Loghlen: We have experienced
it a Fewv times in the past.

Hoit. FRANK WILSON: The bon.
nieinbtr has never experienced any saeb
treatment at the hand-, of any Govern-
ment with which I have been associated.
To ask the House to consider a document
we have not had timne to read, and to
force throogh a motion endorsing a, docu-
meni we have never seen, is scandalous,
to saiy the le-ast of it.

[The Liepufy Speaker (31r. McDowaZZ)
took flee Chair.]

Mir. Turi-cy: By your ridiculous amend-
mewis ait an earlier stage in the evening-
you wasted no end of time.

licit. FRANK WILSON: The hon,
mnember has a self-atisfied conceit in hlis

own knowledge, his own learning and his
own ability, and so he presumes to crit-
cise others who have had a much longer
experience than he has had or is ever
likely to have.

Mr. Turvey: You forecasted that before
I entered polities. -

Eon. FRANK WILSON: Oh no, I did
not take the trouble to forecast anything,
about the hon. member, for I did not
know anything about him, or even know
of him before that time.

Mr. Turvey: You took the trouble to
go to Canning MNiLls to oppose me.

Eon. FRANK WILSON: I have not
been to Canning Mills within the last ten
years.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I do not
think this conversation is in order.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: I do not
think it is. If, as 1 may be permitted to
suggest, you kindly keep the hon. member
in order, I will get ot' with my speech.
Hle is merely making incorrect statements.

Mr. Turvey: Mly statement is correct
that you wasted a good deal of time in the
earlier part of the evening.

Mr. Male: Is the hon. member in order
in saying the leader of the Opposition
wasted time?

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I do not
think it is necessary to take notice. I ask
the hon. member to keep order. The
leader of the Opposition has the audience.

Hon. FRA'NK WILSON: I was point-
ing out that it is a miost disgraceful pro-
ceeding for an~y Government, or any
member in charge of a motion of this de-
scription, to ask the House to give an
intelligent decision without having had
a n opportunity of reading the evidence
and the report on which the motion is
founded.

Air. E. 13. Johnston: It has been kept
back for too long already.

Hon. FRANK WILSO'N: Thait is a
lovely explanation of why we should come
to a conclusion onl a report we have not
had an opportunity oF reading. We are
asked to support a relport, although wre
have not had an opportunity of glancing
through the evidence on -which that re-
port is supposed to have been founded.
We are asked to support a paragraphic
report which says it endorses another re-

2004



[26 SEPTEMBER, 1912.] 20

port which no one has even heard of be-
fore. If we are to carry out oar business
on these lines we shall become the laugh-
ing stock, not only of all Parliamentarians
in the Commonwealth, but right through
the Empire, if it should be recounted that
far. 'I venture to say no rarliameut in
Australia has ever been asked to pass a
mnotion of this description without an
opportunity being given to consider the
evidence on which the report is founded.
It is a party move, and it goes to show
that this select committee was appointed
to whitewish the previous action of the
Government and the decision of the Mlin-
ister for Works. A select committee was
appointed in another jplace to inquire into,
the deviation of this railway. Then the
Minister for Works and hs colleagues
became a9fraid that they were going to
hare a report which would be opposed to
their actions-and well they might be
afraid-and so they inmediat ely put up
the memaber for Suhiaco to move for a
select committee.

Mir. B. J. Stnbbs: I must ask for a
withdrawal of that statement. I was not
put up by anybody to move for the select
committee. I did it of my own initiative.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The hon.
member knows hie must not impute
motives.

Hon. FRANXK WILSON: I will with-
,drawv the statement that hie was put up,
and say that he put himself uip. Like a
Jack-in-the-box he popped. up at once.
He knew well that his lpet Government
were likely to he discredited by the full
inquiry to be made into the question by
the select committee appointed in another
place.

Air. 'Uunsie: By his foresight you are
discredited now.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: No. The
intelligent member for Hannans makes a
wise i nterjection, and smiles all over his
face in making it. It shows, at any rate,
that if no one else appreciates it hie does
himself. If it Rffords him any amnusemenit
lie may go on making these wise inter-
jections. and when I am finished lie may
get uip and explain them. I was pointing
out that the hon. member jumped up like
a, Jack-iai-the-box to save his pet Govern-
ment from being discredited; and surely

we have heard sufficient from the remarks
of the members for York and for Tood-
yay to show that the Government %%etre in
danger of being discredited. The hon.
member knew they were already dis-
credited. He knew wvell that the Minister
for Works had made very strong charges
aganst myself for instance, that he him-
self wade charges, and that fortunately
I was able to rebut them by his own notes
which he had copied from the files.

Mr. B. J. Stubbs : You did not rebut
them.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: But T did,
and the hon. member has not the 'nanli-
ness. to admit it. He has not an atom of
mianliness. He cannot admit it when he
is in the wrong, although he knows hon
is in the wrong. The plan was hanging
here on the wall, showing the route the
Advisory Board recommenided-what is
called the direct route-and in the minute
the hon. member copied from that to the
Engineer-in-Chief, asking whether lie had
continued the survey on the direct route,
the following words were added :-"Aa
recommended by the Advisory Board."
The bon. member did not read out thLose
words when hie was rending the winute.
Neither did thme Mlinister for Works, yet
both charged me with having aco'iioseed
in a survey being made to the west Lf the
lake.

Ur. B. 3. Stubbs: Your Government
did.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: The lion.
member knows I did not.

Yr. B. J. Stubibs: You did.
Hon. FRANK WILSON: The hon,

mnember must accept my denial.
Mr. B. J. Stnbbs : Am I compelled to

accept thamt statement when I proved con-
clusively from the flies of the depart-
mnent-r~

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The lion.
ijeinber must accept the denial.

Mir. B. J. Stubbs: I will accept the
denial, but I will take the opportunity of
again proving-

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The hon.
memher must withdraw -without reserva-
tion.

Mr. B. J. Stubibs: I withdraw.
Ron. FRANK WILSON: That minute

on which the 'Minister for Works and the

2005



2006 (SSEMBLY. I

bon. member made this vile charge against
me was one written by me in response to
a mninute from the Engineer-in-Chief some
two or three years ago when I was in
charge of the Works Department. The
Engineer-in-Chief asked for instructions
as to whether he should continue the sur-
vey on the direct route as recommended
by the Advisory Board. After consult-
ing the then Premier I wrote a minute
somewhat as follows:-"Yes, carry out
the survey on the direct route. I have
seen the Premier and lie acquiesces." The
Minister for Works and the member for
Subiaco, had not the manliness to rend the
report of the Advisory Board, and they
placed the construction on my minute
that I had instructed the Engineer-in-
Chief to make a pernanent survey on the
direct line between Wickepin and Mfer-
jredin, running to the west of the lakes.
I was thunderstruck at the time that his
Minute should be read out, and the Pre-
mier twitted me by saying that 1 forgot
the minutes I wrote. My reply was that
I could not he cxlpected to remember all
the minutes I had written three years
previously, and I did not intend lo try.
I thanked the member for Subiaco for
bringing his minutes over to mec when
I asked him to let me see the file he was
quioting from. LHe said that he had not
tie file, but hie brought a copy of the
minutes over to me, and then I saw what
a wrong- construction had been plated on
my mninute; saw how, purposely, I feel
sure, I had been misrepresented and those
wvords had been left nut-and it is not
the first occasion on which I have been
s;o misrepresented by members on the
front Treasury benchies-which pat a
totally different construction on my 'in-
structions to the Engineer- in-Chief in
regrd to the survey of this line. . Surely
if we are going to do justice to this great
country of ours we must be prepared to
treat each other as mn, and thresh these
thlings Out without endeavouring to put
wrong constructions on statements miade
by one another or onl minutes written by
Ministers who have gone before. It seems.
io rue that we are coming to a nice pass
when we cannot discuss these matters
wiihoiit this personal feeling, this par-
I kinshlip -which makes hon. members

charge others with making wrong state-
ments and makes them refuse to admit
that they have been proved to he wrong.

No, the direct route recommended by
the Advisory Board was the route shown
in red running to the east of the takes.
The hon. member for Subiaco and the
Minister for Works knew that, and yet
they wanted to fasten on me the responsi-
bility for having approved of a route to
the west of the lakes. Wily should they
attempt to do that? I admit thai there
was a lot of bungling in connection with
the statements and minutes that were
written about the surveys of tOils line,
but I never was uncertain as to what I
wanted or wished in connection thlere-
with.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: There were too
'unnvll surveys.

Hlon. FRANK WILSON: I admit that,
but the hon. member must remember that
these surveys were tlie outcome of nmem-
bers interfering and the anxiety of the
then Ninister for Works to please those
individnal members who thought that cer-
tain alterations should be made in the
line. There is abundant evidence to prove
that it -was never the intention of the Gov-
einent of the day, whatever an indi-
vidual Minister may have meant when he
replied to certain objections of the hon.
member for Collie, that this line should
be carried to the west of the lakes. I am
dissatisfied with this report of the select
c-ommittee and I do not ace how any mlem-
bers- can be satisfied with it. It is very
apparent to me that the hon. member for
Subiaco and his colleagues, in their anxi-
ety to support the action of the Minister
who had committed himself right up to
the hilt to construct this line to the west
of the lakes on more than one occasion,
have allowed that anxiety to get the bet-
ter of their judgment, and so far as I can
judge, not having been permitted to read
the'evidence through, to come to a deci-
sion which is not according to the weight
of evidence. The Miinister for Works
was very emphatic when he declared on
more than one occasion that he was going
to build this line onl the direct route. He
conveyed the impression to me, and I
suppose to others, that he was going to
put a ruler between the two points; draw
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a straight line and construct the railway
along it, no matter what might be the
obstacles in the way of grade, and -regard-
less of whether it would best serve the
largest number of settlers or not. That
is the impression be conveyed to me, and
when he valiantly declared last year, as
hon. members will remember, that he
would visit the district himself, I thought
that possibly with that promise the set-
tlers might be able to get some reasonable
consideration. The Minister, however,
seemed to go -out to these districts with
his mnd fully made uip. He had deter-
mined long before that he would not de-
viate from his proposed course, notwith-
standing what was said, Or what evidence
was brought before him. Members will
have well in mind the tour which the
Mlinister took and the replies given to

dleputations wrInch waited on him at dif-
feient centres, and how, regardless of the.
weight of evidence (on that occasion, as
reported in the public Press, the Minister
declined to he moved or influenced one
iota. I could not help but be struck by
the acconits I read day by day during
that almost royal progress through the
country, and I could. not understand how
the settlers could find it in their hearts to
SO generdusly respIond in the way of hos-
pitality to a Minister who was evidently
so hostile to them, and would not even
give them the consideration which their
demands entitled them to. The Minister
treated them with the brusqueness of
which hie is a past master and came back
to Perth and once more emphiasised that
hie would build the line as direct as it
could possibly be taken to the westward
of the lake.
. -Mr. B. J. Stubbs: Just as direct ac;
your Minister had it surveyed.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: He did not
have it surveyed direct.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: The Minister pro-
mised them another line.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Yes. The
member for Suhinco is so accurate him-
self, or thinks lie is, that I suppose I may
be piardoned for reminding him that this
is another inaccurate statement. The
Mfinister for Works at that time had not

completed any direct survey between the
two points.

Mr. B. J. Stubbs: Yes.
Hon. FRANK 'WILSON: No, It was

in hand but not completed.
Mr. B. J. Stubbs: They had only to

junction. up 16 miles.
Ron. FRANK 'WILSON: It was not

complete. Several surveys were made.
Mr. B. J. Stubbs: You could not make

up your mind where it was to go.
Hon. FRANK WILSON: I have never

any difficulty in making up my mind with
the evidence. I have made up my mind
to oppose this motion. If I had the evi-
dence I might Support it, but knowing
the hon. member is forcing this motion
through the House unjustly, and un-
wisely, and without the due regard for
the House which we and all people de-
niand, and which should be readily con-
ceded, I have no other course than to
oppose the motion, and any right-thinking
member of the House should oppose it
also, I suppose the member for Subiaco
is afraid that if he does not push the
thing on] to-night he will not get an op-
lp.ortunity of carrying it. He is afraid
that public opinion will he influenced
when the reports of the evidence are pub-
lished and property digested, He is
afraid that public opinion may he too
strong for him, and lie ivnnts to rush the
House into a decision that the report of
the committee must be agreed to. I P

7 0-
test that this is altogether ouit of the or-
dinary course and i t is altogether con-
traiy to that spirit of fair deliberation
wvhich we, as members representing the
people of this State, are bound at all
times to give to important subjects. The
member for Wil liams-Narrogin inter-
jected that the Mfinister promised another
line, and he did this with the object of
showing, I suppose, that the Minister for
Works was justified in departing from
the Advisory B oard's recommendation,
because, forsooth, he has consented to the
huge expenditure for a railway which
from Yilimining to Kondinin and the
Eastern Ooldfields line will be 160 miles,
or perhaps more, and which will cost this
country anything fromt £300,000 to half
a nillion of money.
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Mr. E. B. Johnston: A very good
railway too.

Mr. Monger: It is ridiculous.
Hon. FRANK WILSON: And this is

because the M1inister for Works must
stand by his pig-headed determination to
show that his predecessors were wrong
and ought to be discredited, because the
Minister must pit his opinion against the
opinion of scores of practical men who
have given their evidence before the com-
mittee, and because the Minister must Pit
his opinion as to the interpretation of a
promise given to the House three years
ago against the interpretation put on that
opinion during the debate by the ma-
jorityv of the mnembers who sat in the
Chamber at tbnt time. Everyone knows,
and it has been proved on more than one
occasion, that the member for Collie,
when he interjected wvith regard to the
route of the line, did so on the strength
of a letter written liv Mr. John Ewing
and published in the Press. Both
gentlemen were battling for the Collie
trade; they wanted to get as direct a
route as they possibly could to thie gold-
fields in order that the coal from the Col-
lie coalfields aughit have the benefit of
the shorter route. That was their idea
and also because they thought that they
would get heavier rails and fastenings on
this section of the line between Narrogin
and Wickepin and Merredin.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: And get it made
a trunk railway.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Yes. And
the objection that Mr. Ewing and the
member for Collie took was that the line
was curved too much to the westward.
That is clearly proved in Hansard. If
members read the records of what took
place they will find it is clearly proved in
Hansard that the curve objected to was
the one to the west and not the one to the
east. That was the curve which the then
Minister for Works indicated he would
straighten uip.

Mr. B. J. Stubbs: It is a funny'thing
he straightened up the eastern curve.

lIon. FRANK WILSON: There is no
question about that, and members might
argue as they like and put what con-
struction they like on his subsequent

minutes, some of which we may admit
are ambiguous, but the fact remains tbat
that was the intention at that time as ac-
cepted by the House. Supposing we
admit that the Minister for Works at
that time did intend to put his rule acros
the map mid draw a straight line, and
have a survey made on that line, what
the?

39 o'clock a.m.
Mr. Monger: He has given his state-

ment.
Hon. FRANK WILSO'N: Surely we

are not bound by that if it is found to bie
contrary to the best interesis of a vast
number of settlers. If it is going to de-
prive scores of g-ood szettlers on a Flarge
area of cultivable land otf railway facili-
tics, are we to be bound by it. and are we
to pledge the country, in order that we
may be bound by this, to expend anything
from £3100,000 to half a million pounds
for further railway construction? The
position is too absurd to be considered
for a moment. It appears honi. members
are prepared to swallow anything to back
up their IMinister in any statement he
makes, or in any action hie takes, regard-
less of the interests of the great number
of the people and the Interests of the
finances of the State. The hon. member
knows full well that the promise made
for the second line from Yillimjning to
Kondinin, and on to the north of Ron-
dinin, cannot he of any use to the ma-
jority of the settlers who are far to the
eastward of Kurrenkutten. He knows
that the promise cannot be cardied out in
the nest five years.

TMr. E, B. Johnston: It will he carried
out within two years.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: A lot of
hope we have of constructing it in two
years! There are railways and railways
to he built before ever they can touch
that line. Even the Norsemani-Esperance
tine has to be constructed before that.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: Not before that.
Hon. FRANK WILSON: Accordiug to

the promises of Ministers it has, and I
wonder how the finances of the country
are going to stand the strain with the
commitments we have already got by a
Government who seem to regard the
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establishment of socialistic State enter-
prises rather than the development of
the country, and with the commitments
that these gentlemen have made I doubt
whether we will see this railway cou-
strueted even at the end of five years.
Certainly it will take us all our time to
get it constructed in that time. It is
like King O'M1alley's Trans-Australian
railway which was to he built in two
years, then it was to be three years, to-day
it is four years, and to-morrow it will be
five years: and that will be about the
time it will take. And the promises of
our owii Ministers, I am sorry to say,
are just abouit on a pair with those the
Federal Government are making with]
regard to that great work.

Mr. B. J. Stubbs: If we had your pro-
erastination it would never be built.

Hon. FPRANK WILSON: If the hon.
member could go half as quickly as I can
we could make a big country of Western
Australia, buit I am satisfied neither lie
nor his friends will be able to get the
line as fast as they consider, and they
certainly will not be able to finance all
these undertakings. We know full well
the Government are hard up now. There
is no mnoney in the Treasury and they
cannot borrow money at a reasonable
r-ate of interest. Then they have to pay
for the tramways. The Bill has gone
through and there is half a million for
that, an~d perhaps another £100,000 on top
of it to complete the improvements to the
tramway system and extend the line. That
will be £600,000 in one operation. The
sellers can demand coin of the realm.
The Government did not take the option
to pay in State bonds or debentures, or
even Treasury bills; the seller had Lhe
right to ask for State bonds or deben-
tures, hut he can also demand coin of
the realm. So we have £600,000 to find
there in a very few months, and we have
all the big Undertakings that are being
pressed forward so rapidly, rapidly ac-
cording to hon. members Opposite, or
slowly according to the views of my
friends on this side of the House. How-
ever, the more rapidly they are pushed
forward the more quickly they will have
to raise the money. By the time they

have constructed the Wongan Hilils-Mful-
lewa line and financed it, and the Wieke-
pin railway, which we are discussing
now, and financed it; by the time they
have carried oat the promise they are
pledged to construct the Yillimining-
Kondinin line and financed it; and by
i he time they have constructed the broad-
gauge line from Kalgoorlie to Merredin
and financed it; and by the time they
have paid for a few estates which are
already in the way of being purchased
by the Government for considerable sums
of money; by the time'they have built
the workers' homes which have been so
long in getting started in different popu-
lOUs centres of thle State; and by the time
they have financed their steamers and
con structed their saw wills, which are
going to cost comething like a quarter of
a million in capital; by the time they have
financed the briekworks, to say nothing
of the State implement works, which are
going to cost £100,000, at a very moder-
ate estimate; and to say nothing about
our butchering business which is assuming
such large dimensions, I wonder where
they are going to get the money to extend
this line and give the settlers the prom-
ised railway facilities to the north of
Koudinin. Why, it is absurd, and it is
absurd for the hon. member to interject
that theme people are going to be served
by an extension of that railway. 'There
will not 'be a settler left in the district
growing wheat who will he served by the
railway by the time it is going through.
The whole country will be turned into
pastoral country. They will have to put
sheep on this beautiful country which
ought all to be under cultivation.

Mr. B. J. Stubbs : Why did you put
them out thereq'

Ron. FRANK WILSON: I put them
out there because I wanted that country
tinder cultivation to bring in the biggest
return for the State. The hon. member
wants the country covered with sheep
and sheep only, and the big settlers, men
-who have spent fortunes on their hold-
ings, are to be forced into stocking that
country, that splendid country, with
sheep instead of having it under cultiva-
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tion producing anything from 10 to 20
,and 25 bushels of wheat to the acre.

A-r. E. B,. Johnston :We want to
bring all settlers within 12 miles of a
railway.

Hon, FRANK WVTLSON: The hon.
mnember is going to fly to the moon some
day and the sooner be does it the better
for the State. They are always going
to do something, but there is nothing
done. They were going to put up re-
cords in railway construction; they were
going to do something.

Mfr. Munsie : And we are actually
doing it.

Hon. FRANK WILSON;- The road
to ai certain place is paved with good
intentions and that is the Toad lion.
mnembers are taking. They are going to
do somel hiuig, but if we have to wait until
they do it I am afraid we will be under
the turf long before then. Let US contrast
the finding of this committee with the
intellicent finding- of the committee of
another place. Here we have a report,
drawit up l~iith a great effort apparently,
from thle lion. member for York's e-x-
planation, andI this report, I think wve
miight conclude, is hardly in accordance
with thle evidence put before that com-
mittee.

Mr. B. J. Stubbs :Which you bare
not read.

lion. FRANK WVILSON : I have
glanced 0toughal it. Now we have a re-
port from these gentlemen -which '-we
have not had time to study and we are
asked to approve of that report. It oc-
cupies a good deal of space in pointing
out tile ample evidence given by settlers
that they were too far away from the
railway, 'and that when they are 121,1
nmiles away in a direct line, it means
that thleyv will have to cart a distance
of aboult 16 iles. The report goes on
to criticise the department with regard
to certain plans, and I think perhaps
the committee were justified to some ex-
tent with reg-ard to that, and they reiter-
fled and emuphasise the opinion that the
settlers are too far away from railways,
aind they also at the end of the report
state emphatically that they find there
is no justification for the assertions made

that the Advisory Board were influenced
in their report by the position of Mr.
Hedges' land. That is the only fair and
sensible finding in the whole report, be-
cause the remainder is based upon
evidence which has been accepted1 by the
select comnmittee from another place. sitt-
ing with them as conclusive proof that
this line oughit to be constructed to the
east of the lakes. The report of the sel-
ect committee of the Legislative Council
concludes as follows--

The present proposal of the Govern-
ment is to run a direct line from Wicke-
pin to 'Merredin, passing some miles to
the wvest of the Kurrenkutten Lake; and
subsequently to serve the people to the
east by continuing the propiosed Yilli-
m11inning-Kondinin linte through the Mt.
Arrowsnith (listriet and up to Carra-
binl onl the Eastern Goldields line. Your
commnittee cannot endorse these propos-
ais for the following reasons:-(a.)
That such action so far as the Wickepin-
Mferredin line is concerned would be a
distinct breach of faith to-wardls thle very
large number of settlers who took np
land onl the definite assuraince that Par-
liament had passed the line onl the route
recommended hy the Advisor ' Board.
tb.) That the straightening up of the
line in this way would entirely defeat
its own purposes, since thie grades (as

sttdby railway engineers ini evidence)
are so much worse than on thle route
by the side of the lake that the slight
saving in distance (from three to eight
miles), according- to whether the line
hugs the lakes onl the western or eastern
szide is more than nullified. (e.) That
the quality of the land onl the eastern
side of the lakes and adjoining the
lakes onl the western side is infinitely
superior to that through which thle pro-
posed line would pass. The el-assification
showis some 890 per cent. of -God land
to the east, as ag-ainst about 20 per
cent. of good land on the wvest of the
proposed route. 'Most of the land to
the west of the proposed route will he.
senved to some extent by the Brookton-
Knlujin and Qunira ding-'Nunaji n lines.
Some settlers will be left in an unfor-
tunate position, but their number is
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comparatively small and their land
chiefly of such quality as to suggest the
wisdom of employing fairly large areas
and relying to some extent on stock.
The belt to the east and south of the
lakes, on the other hand, is probably
the most consistently good tract of agri-
cultural land in Western Australia, and
to give it other than a really effective
railway service would be to inflict very
great loss upon the Slate. Properly
served, it will in a very few years be
one of the biggest wheat-producing dis-
tricts in the State, whilst the number
of resident holders and the amount of
work done shows that the locality is al-
ready over-ripe for railway facilities.
(d.) The proposed extension from Kon-
dinin to Carrabin would serve on its
eastern side land of doubtfuil quality,
and in regard to which there has so far
been very little settlement. Expert wit-
nesses are also very distrustful of the
rainfall, and it is significant lint not
one of these witnesses is favourable to
the proposal so far as proceeding to
Carrahin is concerned. (e.) The cle-
ment of time is a very imllortanrt one
from- the settlers' point of view. The
construction of the line was unduly
delayed before the present Government
"ante into office, an(1 the position of
many of the settlers who had made their
homes and put their all into their hold-
ings on the distinct promise of the im-
mediate construction of the line along
the Advisory Board's routes, is already
a desperate one. Many are undergoing
cruel hardships, and unless relief is
afforded they must leave their land very
soon. On these lands, the Agricultural
Bank has advanced considerable sums
of money, and the securities of that in-
stitution will be seriously prejudiced if
they are not afforded facilities of tran-
sit. by the railway now under construc-
tion. (f.) Even if built at once the ex-
tension of the Yliniinning-Kondinin
loop to Mt. Arrowsmith would perman-
ently isolate large belts of splendid and
well-improved country, particularly to
the south of the Kurrenkiittcn Lakes,
and would leave the whole stretch of
beautiful country alongside the lakes
midway between two distant lines, and

so bituated that it would never yield
to the State that wealth that may other-
wise be expected of it.

Can anyone produce stronger reasons tbaii
those. The report goes on-

Two members of the Advisory Board
(the Surveyor General and Mr. John
Muir) suggest as an alternative to i he
Minister's proposal that the Yillitnin-
ing-Kondinin loop should be extended
to traverse the Arrowsmith district, and
then branch round to the west to Kuna-
jin. This proposal is free from sonic
of the objections attaching to the pro-
posed Kondinin-Currabin extension, and
is supported by several settlersi, but your
committee cannot recommend it, for the
reasons that it would leave a vast area
of the best land either indifferently
served or not served at all, and that it
would not constitute a fulfilmnent of the
undertaking by the State towards those
people who paid high prices for land
along the Advisory Board's route. It
is also open to the objection that a new
project of this kind could not be com-
pleted in time to enable the people to
remain on the land. In this connection
it has to be remembered that these set-
tlers are not in the position of men who
go out back expecting that a railway
will be sent to them some day, and who
farm accordingly. On the assurance of
immediate facilities they have estab-
lished their homes, cleared their lands,
spent all their money, and arc committed
in heavy obligations to the Agrieultural
Bank and others. Whilst there is no-
thing in the evidence to suggest that in
arriving at his present decision the
Minister was actuated by any other mo-
tive than a desire to serve the best in-
teres-ts of the country, your commit-
tee is of opinion that he departed from
the suggestions of the Advisor Board
without sufficient inquiry. The small
deviation to the east eliminating Kim-
jin seems to he justified by the proposed
extension of the Brookton-Kunjiu line
to Corricein, and your committee fav-
ours the route from Corrigin to Kurren-
kutten. So far as the line between Kur-
renkutten and Nunajin is concerned we
find that the evidence is overwhelmaingly
in favour of a route to the east of the
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lakes, following the suggestion of the
Advisory Board as nearly as engineer-
ing difficulties will permit. The memn-
bers of the committee desire to express
their deep appreciation of the kind lhos-
pitality extended to them by the set-
tiers during their visit to the district.

That is the report of the select committee
of another place. The minority report is
signed by Mr. Ardagh who, apparently,
was the oniy one of that committee to dis-
agree with the report which was sub-
mitted. Four agreed with the report, and
one brought in a minority report. This
report in another place gives intelligent
reasons for the findings. They go into the
why and wherefore. I have not worried
the House by reading the whole of it, but
I have read the conclusions.

Mr. B. J. Stubbs: You have been fairly
cunning- in picking out the parts.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: I did not
even know what it contained. This is the
first time I have seen it.

M1r. B. J. Stuhbs: Did you take care
to skip any part of it?

[The Speaker resumed the Chair.]

Hon. FRANK WILSON: No, I did not.
I say the members of the committee ap-
pointed in another place give good
grounds for their finding. They give the
reasons; which have been advanced in
this Chamber on more than one occasion,
and have never been refuted. A-nd this
is taken from evidence fairly voluminous,
the evidence of experts, of settlers and of
at least two es-Mlinisters. of the Crown.
But the report we have received from our
committee does not give any justificalion
at all for their finding. It condemns the
late Minister for Works, Mr. Daglish, and
says I hat his contention that the line should
go east of Kurrenkutten is not borne out
by facts. It gives very few reasons in-
deed, and simply talks about the precari-
ouis rainfall, and that certain settlers will
be isolated if the line to the west of the
lakes is not adopted. They say they are
satisfied that the direct or western route
is the correct one. Let me at once join
issue with that contention. We have two
parallel lines running out from the Great
Southern, at least one from the Great

Southern, and the other'a continuation of
the Qusirading line, both running across
parallel with the Eastern line. Here we
have the Brookton line and ibe others
running all parallel, and here again we
hare the Wickepin-Merredin line running
up this way. These hon. members based
their recommendations on the tact that
some of the settlers among all these rail-
ways will be isolated. In no place down
there can they get more than 15 or 20
mil)es from a railway.

Mr. Monger: Not more than 15 miles
at the extreme limit.

Hon. FRANK W1LSON: And the
great majority must be within 12 or 15
miles of a railway. And yet, forsooth,
it is said, "Carry this one a little farther
on1, and that other towards the large set-
tlemuent to the east, and FO serve them
all]." But no, it cannot be done. These
people to the east are to he isolated for
all time, or until that wonderful promise
by the M)inister for Works that the rail-
way will be built within iS months or so
has been fulfilled. It will not be carried
out in its entirety for the next five years.
These promises are like pie-crusts-made
to he broken. We have over 200 settlers
out back iii that distant country.

M1r. Underwood: You come here and do
not know what you. are talking abont.

Hon. FRANK WVILSON: is the lion.
member in order in saying that?

Mr. SPEAKFR? : The hion. rnemhnpr is;
not iii order.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: We have over
200 settlers who are immediately to the
east of Em" Hil. There wvere 2-90 of
them I think, and those settlers were all
on good wheat-growing land. It is the
best proposition Ihat the State has got
in re~gard to the growth of -wheat over a
given area, I aim led to understand.

M.B. J. Stubbs: Turn to page 49.
Him., FRANK WILSON : I would be

Prepared to adjourn the debate so as to
read the whole report through, but we are
not permitted to do that. I do not blame
the hon. member so much as I blame the
Minister for havin g behaved SO disrrace.
fully to this- Housep by exjieetinff member;
to discuss this report' after having hail it
in their possession only a few hours. I
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was saying that this is wheat-growing1
land that should not be under sheep at any
time; it should be utilised to the fulks-t

extent.
Mr. Underwood: It should have a rail.

wayt .
Hon. FRANK WILSON: Certainly.

and the railway we proposed to put there
immediately. The land was taken ukp
on the understanding that those settlers
would get a railway which would run to
a point some 40 miles south of Merredin.
There was a Cabinet minute passed during
my absence at the coronation ceremonies
in London-

'Mr, Underwood: Buying motor ears.
Honl. FRANK WILSON: I was iiding

in a ear, certainly. The ear I used had
been bought before I got there, and it
was a good car until the hon. members op-
posite smashed it.

Mr. B. J. Stubbs: You kept it in Lon-
don for a. couple of months for your owvn
purposes.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: I kept it
there for iny own use. It would have been.
a big cost to the State if I had not done
that anid had had to hire a car for two or
three months.

Arr. SPEAKlER: I stugest that tile
hon. memaber should drop that subject.

Hon. FRANEK WILSON: I was led
astray by interjeetions of members op-
posite, and [ thoughit that if they were
not replied to the public iuight gain a
wvrong umpreC'-ioii. 1 was pointing out
that this country is essentially agricul-
turli '011tt, not 10 pastoral country. and
,we sluovdd carry out ai definite promise
contained in a Cabinet minute which the
mnember for Suluiaco evidently overlooked.
That minute was mad in my absence
aifter full considerationi of the different
suggested railway' routes anid surveys, anid
it was to the effect that this line was to
be carried to a point somewhere 40 mniles
south of \Alerredin, thence in a south-
westerly' diiecition, approximately to Kur-
renk uttea. and thence into Wiekepin. If
the hon. member had quoted that minute
lie wo-ild have seen that there was no
neced to Vare discuissed the question any
further; hie would have ceen that the Goy-
ernuicut hod conie to a yrolper decision

with regard to the route of this line, not-
wvithstanding the fact that so many .sur-
veys were made, fault with which has been
justly found by several members. I am
not grumbling because members have criti-
cised the fact that so many surveys were
made for this proposed railway; I take
exception to it, anid I am disappointed to
think that this sort of thing was per-
mitted to go on. At the same time, if
that decision of Cabinet had been carried
out there wvould be no question that we
would have fullilled the undoubted in-
ducemients to these many settlers to take
tip land and cultivate it iii that far baek
area, anid by that means we would have
given thenm reasonable railway facilities,
We would not have placed them all within
the ten-mile limit which hon. member
suggest-a quite Utopian idea-although
I would like to see it carried out if it was
possible. I would prefer to bring our set-
tlers within seven miles of a railway, but
members must realise that it is impos-
sible to give settlers in a huge country
like this a railway within ten miles of
their doors. Thle finances, would never
allow it. Ten millions of money would
be necessary if we were going to criss-
cross the country like that with a system
that does not obtain in the old world or
in any part of America. T do not think
that in ally portion of the civilised world
railways are broughlt within ten miles of
every settler. Mlembers will not find that
even in thle old country, v notwithstanding
it is a small island and( has a population
of 49 millions. Yet we have the hon.
members of the committee coming to a
conclnsion that the Government must be
bound to build railways not more than
ten mile., froma tire home of any settler.
By tihe time they' have built the railways
which are already projected and on the
stocks, they will have disabused the set-
tlers of any hope that such a
suggestion as that can be given effect
to. It certainly' is inIpossible at the
present moment, and until we go in for
a wise polity of bring-ing millions of peo-
ple to ouir shores to enable ns to closely
cultivate every spare acre of agricultural
land in the State. such a suggestion as
that cannot possibly be carried into effect.
It may be something we may hope for in
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the far f uture, but it is not feasible or
practicable just now. I pointed out that
these reports, one which I have at least
been privileged to note from the select
committee of another place, and the one
presented to-night, which we have not been
privileged to read, have both been drawn
up on exactly the same evidence. The two
committees sat jointly and six members
have come to the conclusion that this line
should be constructed to the east of the
lake and four members have concluded
that the line should he built to the west
of the Take, notwithstanding the fact that
the hulk of the evidence, so I am advised
by the member for York, goes to show
that these 230 settlers I have referred to
will he f ront 20 to 40 miles from the rail-
way facilities which it is proposed to pro-
vide, an(1 will have to cart their produce
across this lake country which is imupa=s
able in the wet season.

Mr. E. D. Johnston: They arc going
to have another railway.

Ron. FRANK WILSON: The hon.
member is going to fly to heaven some
day, but I am afraid he -will not be in
time for his salvation. Let us be reason-
able. We have been asked to be unreason-
able in that we have been asked to adopt
a report which is not before 115. We
should be reasonable when w~e ask those
settlers to hang on to t heir land and con-
tinue with their occupation in the hope
that somec day they will get a line from
Yillimining to Kondinin, and on to Nar-
ragin. Another point which seems to
have been overlooked absolutely and en-
tirely by our friends is that we have been
charged times out of number by members
opposite when they occupied the position
on the Speaker's left, that we were put-
tin these settlers out too far to the east.
They said we were jeopardising their ex-
istence; we were putting them into dry
areas where they would never be able
to subsist; they were courting ruination
and bankruptcy, and the Agricultural
Bank stood to lose enormous sums of
money because of the risks that were
being run owing to the action of the late
Governmient in permitting people to set-
tle so far east. That is what members
told us when they w ere in Opposition;- yet

the very action of the Minister for Works,
hacked up by his colleagues without any
due consideration, I think I might ven-
ture to state, goes to show that they are
going to settle the people even farther
east in this portion of the State than
ever we contemplated if they are going
to pledge the country to build a railway
which, as I have pointed out previously
will cost the country anything from
E300,O0 to half a million of mone -

Mr. E. B3. Johnston: A good railway,
too.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: If their con-
tention that we were settling this coun-
try too far east wvas -right, then they are
gIoing~ to waste the money of the country
in building a railway on a proposed
route from Viliimining to Kondiinin
and northward to thle Eastern Gold-
fields line, and they are doing that with
their eyes open. I would not care if it
were something ireeommcnded hb- the Ad-
visory Board.

[Mlr. Male called attention to the state
of the Rouse; bells rung, and a quorura
formed.]

Hon. FRANI( WILSON: I think that
the least hion. members opposite can d
is to remnain in the Chamber to hear this
question discussed.

M1r, A. A. Wilson: Where is your
own party9

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Gone home
to bed. I would not have cared if? the
members of thle Government had taken
this action on the advice of the Ad-
visory Board. I would not care if they
had not taken the action with their eyes
open, and in doing so were conscien-
tiously of the opinion that they could
settle this far eastern country which is,
at any rate according to 'the expressed
opinions of those who ought to know,
somewhat risky as regards rainfall.
Members know full -well, and the M1inis-
ter knows full well what be is doing.
He has had the benefit of the Advisory
Board's reports; he has had the benefit
of the advice of the one man in Western
Australia whose opinion I would be pre-
pared to take before all others, and that
is the manager of the Agricultural
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Bank, Mr. William Paterson. The Min-
ister knows full well that Mr. Paterson is
somewhat afraid of sending settlers out
further eastward than the proposed line
as constructed on the Advisory Board's
route would serve. I maintain it is
wrong and unfair for 'Ministers who
have on so many occasions ceriticised the
previous Administration for having
taken these enormous risks, as they
termed them at that time, and who have
-since they assumed office actually with-
held large areas of land from selection
on the excuse that it was too far east-
ward to be settled, to flow propose
to commit this country either to the
wasteful expenditure of an enormous
sum of money in building this section of
the railway to the eastward of thc pro-
posedl line between Wickepin and Met-
redin, or ekse to force our settlers hack
into the dangerous zone. according to
their own professed and expressedI
-opinions. I am not prepared to state
any definite opinion personally as to
how far east wve should go with our
settlement. I ain prepared to let that
q~uestion evolve from year to year on
the expert advice we have from gentle-
mcii such as the one I have named. I
have not sufficient knowledge of the con-
ditions to warrant ine in saying definitely
whether the Government are right or
wrongt with regard to their previous
ehiarzs against my Adnin istration that
we were g-oing- ton) far east or -whether
they will b e right or' wrong in pushiniq
out this settlement iii the manner I have
described. I cannot give my own per-
sonal opinion because it would be wrong,
to do so, but I am prepared to stand
by the -views, and the experience of those
officers who from time to time have been
selected by Ad min istrat ions with ;vhitth I
have been connected to advise the Gov-
ernment in regfard to this important qucs-
lion, and I hope the day is far distant
when wve have unpractical. irrespon-
sible-i say it advisely to some extent
-Ministers of the Crown, who are un-
doubtedly inexperienced, backing their
personal views and voicing their per-
sonal] opinions in regard to these matters
on this State contrary to the advice of
the gentlemen to whom I have r~eferred.

We may look forward to disastrous times,
in Western Australia if -we are to coun-
tenanee this sort of procedure, and I
warn hon. members earnestly that the
sooner they pu~t a check upon this sort
of thing, this independent action of in-
dependent 'Ministers. irrespective of evi-
dence and the expert advice of their
officers, the sooner they will save the
country from disaster in this direction.
The most disastrous thing that can fal
to Western Australia to-day is if we have
large numbers of settlers driven away
from lands which may be rich enough, so
far as the soil is concerned. We all know
that we have millions of acres of such
land, extending perhaps in some por-
tions Of our State right across to the
borders of the neighbouring State of
South Australia. The most disastrous
thing that could happen to us, and the
severest check on our progress and ad-
vancement would he to have numbers
of settlers forced to abandon their hold-
ings and come back to the towns because
they have settled out too far to the east-
ward and beyond the assaired rainfall
belt. I hope we will never experience
that sort of thing to any extent. I know
that we have gone through a bad season.
'Ministers have had considerable anxiety,
as indeed any member of the Chamber
would experience, in connection With the
partial failure of our seaSOn last year.
That, however, I hope may safely he
looked upon as a passing experience
which most countries have to l]Lt Lip

with from time to lime. It is certainly
nothing compared with the dry seasons
that our sister States in the eastern and
southern portioiis of this vast continent
have been obliged to put up with at dif-
ferent tinies in their career. While recog-
nising this, it ought to be a wvarnig
to us that beneficient Providence, which
to the present time has certainly blessed
the career of this State so far as seasons
are concerned, cannot be couinted upon
to everlastingly smile upon our actions
if we do not exercise that due care, wis-
dorn, caution and discretion which all
responsible men administering the affairs
of their country are bound to give in
the interests of their State. That being
so, I object again very strongly to this
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report which has been submitted to the
House at this sitting for the first time.
I have not been able to read every par-
dion of it, and I have only hadl the oppor-
tunity of glancing at the evidence of one
or two of the witnesses. There is one
witnes who is evidently a surveyor. I
do not know who he is. I have no per-
sonal knowledge of him. It is Mr.
Fa-wcett. The name caught me as I was
turning over the pages. He was engaged
on the survey of the line from Wiekepin
to Mlerredin and he knows the country
on each side of the line, and he was
asked by the Chairman, "Which do you
consider is the better line of the two,
the red or the green 1" The red was
the direet route as recommended by the
Advisory Board; the green, I presume,
is the proposed route surveyed to the
west of the lakes. He replied, "The
-red line would serve the greatest number
of the settlers, and in fact -would bring
them all in." That man was a sur-
veyor's assistant, and he 'was on the
survey. I presun'e that evidence of that
description from a moan who has been
trained to sun-ey work is worth consid-
eration. He was asked again, "Which
line would you favour, the green or the
red?9" and he said, "I should take it
to Emu Hill or as near as you can to
that point. Personally speaking I favour
the construction of the red line." No
two constrnctions can be put on that
man's evidence. I have not been able
to grasp much of this evidence because
we have not been granted the oppor-
tunity of reading it, but I notice that
Mr. Paterson was before the committee
giving evidence, and that he was pretty
emphatic with regard to the route which
the railway should take. Then there
was Mr. Robert Nevin Milen.

Mr. Monger: His evidence is worth
giving a little consideration to.

Hon. PRANK WILSON: It seems to
me pretty forcible.

Mr. B. J. Stuhbs: He is a magnificent
settler, one of the finest types.

Hon. FRANK WrtsoN: This was
the evidenee of this witness--

I arrived in Perth in 1910 in the
month of June, and I went straight
to the Lands Office. Previously I had

seen the late Premier in the old coun-
try and he told me of the ciretunstances
here; how the country was being de-
veloped and how railways were being
pushed ahead. On going to the Lands
Office the plan of the Rumminin are.
.soon came in, and 1 got full particulars
with regard to it. I was told if I put
in for Sheet No. 1 the furthest distance
I should be from a railway would be
eight miles. and on the strength of that
information I applied. I had brought
ray wife and children with me, and I re-
alised that I had come to a British
colony, and I looked for British fair
play; so without any hones about it r
came out here and got these two blocks
and started in. I thought it was good en-
ough to go ahead on that assurance
and in a really solid way, so I built a
six-roomed stone house and started
clearing, and put down a large dam, and
fenced, and altogether J can tell you I
have approximately spent E2,000 on my
blocks, on that assurance that the rail-
way wvould he within eight miles of me.
Now, that I hear it is going out west-

How far wvest?-Abuut 12 miles.
from me.

But you can go direct across the
lakes 7-'No.

The line would be about 10 miles
from you as the crow flies 9-Tt would
be 12 or 13 by the nearest road. Had
T had any donubt at all about that
assurance not beinl- correct, I natur-
ally should have kept my nest egg.

-go he goes on right through. He points
out that he has had to pay for one block
27s. an acre and for another block 25-;.
both tiptop land, but he says that he
was given to understand that the high
price was practically owing to the prox-
imity of the land to the railway that was
to be constructed. The Bank advanced
£700 on the land. There are scores of
witnesses who have given evidence of this
description. There is another mon named
James Clark. I think you yourself ,
Mr. Speaker, have met him. I remember
that lie was a difficult man to place; he
had several interviews with me.

Mr. Monger H Ie is a splendid settler
too.
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4 o'elock mn..
Hon. FRANK WILSON : Mr. Clark

is very forcible in his expression about
not getting a suitable block of land when
he first camie to the State. He said
that he was introduced to 'Mr. Paterson,
~and Mr. Paterson said to him "This is
where you want to go, and in twelve
months' time you will have the railway
train going- past your house or your own
-door." Then follows this evidence in
the form of questions and answers-

That was in August, 1910. On the
expectation of the land being within five
miles of the railway I went to con-
siderable expense. Your agents told
me that there was no need to bring out
horses; it was farmers that wvere
wanted. I thought, however, it would
'be reasonable to invest in some horses
and I applied to the Government for
assistance to enable me to bring them
out. The Government, however, did not
see their way clear to do so. I brought
them out and they cost me £75 per

bhead fromn Liverpool to Albany. Now.
instead of being five miles from a rail-
way, I have had to haul feed'38 miles
as well as building material and pro-
visions, and this already has cost me
£ 2.59. I am still hiauling 38 miles. I
have a team on the road almost con-
tinuously to keep my staff of people
and teams ploug-hing. We go mostly
to floodlakine for provisions and some-
times we go to Kellerberrin.

701. Would the red line sutit youl;
would it be a substantial fulfilment of
the promise mnade to you;, your nearest
block would then be three miles from
the railway and the furthest limit of
your extreme block seven miles f-That
would he like it.

702. As the crow flies you are 10 '
miles from Nunajin ?-T do tint think
you could get to Nunajin under 12
mniles,

703. You would not consRider that
a fair thing?-No.

704, By 1Mr. Stubibs: How- far is
Itellerherrin from your place'?-About
46 miles. We contracted for certain
thines at Kellerberrin and that is why
our teams go there. On the promise oa

the line coming within a workable dis-
tance of our blocks we hare spared no
expense in development.

Then he goes on to give details of the
work he has, done on his land. He says
he has spent £3,000 on it, mid tifns thrown
nothing away. MNr. Paterson's evidence
goes to show% that he never contemplated
the line being brought to the west of the
lakes. in fact, it will be remembered that-
he could not go away from the recom-
mendation of the advisory board of which
lie was the chairman. The hoard was
strong in its recommendation in favour
of this line, the line marked ted on the
plan. In addition to that they strongly
recommended the early construction of
the Yilliminning loop from some portion
of the Narrogin-Wickepin line, and utti-
mately it was decided that it should start
from Yilliminnig. I remember reading
their report with great interest, and in it
they pointcd out that it would go through
one of the best areas of agricultural land
in Western Australia, where there was
the largest acreage of first class land in
one block. They went carefully into the
question as to how that land should he
served and recommended that we should
build this line on the route shown by
them and then take the 1001) around
from Villiminning somewhere in the
neighbbourhood of Kondinin, and then-
couple up with the Wickepin-Merredin
line. All the recommen dat ions of the Ad-
visoy Board were made after the board
had travelled the whole of the country,
and examined it carefully, and they came
to the conclusion that the land down there
was some of the best in Western Auistra-
lia, and all ought to be brought under
cultivation. We have the unfortunate
position I lint a (iov'eriinit with an
intensely obstinate Minister for Works
put their foot down arid determined, ir-
respective of exioert advice, and noe mat-
ter what the set Hers say, and no matter
what the previous Administration may
have decidled, that because all the wisdom
seems to be centred in that gentleman who
administers the 'Works Department, that
they will carry out this line and this line
only.

Mr- E_ 8. Johnston- Two of them.
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Hon. FRANK WILSON: I must say,
without wishing to be harsh or unjust in
any way, that the actions of Ministers
must be viewed with a considerable amount
of suspicion, and those who are interested
in this part of the State may be forgiven
for beinig suspicious. The heat with whichi
this matter was. debated long before any
select committee was thought about cannot
be gainsaid, and nothing would have
caused the Government to deviate from its
fixed determination to build this line to
the west of the lake. The attack
and aspersions which were east by
Ministers of the Crown with impunity
upon those worthy citizens-because we
have no more worthy citizens than those
who put their earnings and their profits
into our vacant lands and make them pro-
ductive-I say these attacks, which were
certainly the worst evidence of bad form
I ever listened to, all go to show that thiA
determination and this action of the Gov-
ernment, despite all evidence and all ad-
vice to the contrary, was to be carried out
in order to prove that their political op-
ponents had been -wrong, had done some-
thing wrong; and the only Justification
for this pecuiliar attitude which was taken
up, and these rile slanders which were
bandied across- the Chamber, on more
than one occasion--

Mr. SPEAKER: Vile languLaze?
Hon. FRANK WILSON: 'Vile slan-

der in connection with the lion, gentleman
who represents Fremantle in the House of
Representatives. The only excuse they
give for all this is that the then Minister
for Works made some promise in re-
sponse to an interjection by, I think, the
mnember for Collie.

IM1r. SPEAKER: But vile language is
not allowed in this Chamber.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: But it is
used very often.

Mr. SPEAKER: It is a reflection on
the House.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: I am not
reflecting on tine House. I ain stating a
fact. They attacked everyone settled in
the Terr-ace. and accused the member for
Fremantle in the House of Representa-
lives of usinsr intluence to get this line
bronght nearer to his land.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member
would nort call that vile language?

Ron. FRANK WILSON: It was vile
langutage, Sir.

Mr. SPEAKER: I do not think the
leader of the Opposition should continue
in that manner. Vile language is uin-
doubtedly a reflection on members of the
House. I would not permit vile language,

Hon. FRANK WILSON: I do not
think you did permnit it. I think you took
exception to it on that occasion, when
an attack was made on the people who
live in the Terrace and who had land in
that portion of the State; and on -Mr.
Hedges, who has spent a fort une in that
district.

The Minister for Mines: Who made
the attack?

Hon. FRANK WVILSON: It was mader
by' the Minister for Works particularly,
aInd I think it was supported by some of'
his colleagues. The Minister must re-
member it. I thought it was a disgrace
at the time. I was pained to listen to
such charges. I felt it wvas a crime to
have an offie or business establishment
in the Terr-ace, that anyone daring to be

senon the Terrace--notwithstanding
that we hare Tattersalls there, and that
mianiv hon. members visit that institution
-was marked for ever as being discredit-
able, aiid should uever have any consid-
eration this Honse mig-ht othenvise feel
ought to be given. That is the reason why
I refer to it, that is the reason why I took
exception to the appointment of this coin-
mittee. It was a reply undoubtedly to the
appointment of a committee for the same
purpose in another place, and it was
in view, I think, of an anticipated
report from that committee unfavour-
able to the action of the Goveri-
ment. Now let mne, before I leave this
evidence-in respect to which I again pro-
test I have not had an opportunity of
needing it right through-draw your at-
tention to the evidence of Mr. William
Paterson, the manager of the Agricul-
tural Bank. He is a man who, I think,
comnmands the esteem?, the confidence and
the respect of all shades of political
thoug' ht. I lo not care whether mem-
bers, sit ott this side or the other side of

2018



[26 SEPTEumEE, 1912.] 21

the House, we all esteem and respect 'Mr.
William Paterson, and we all believe he is
above reproach. By that 1 mean I do not
think anything would sway Mr. Paterson
in his opinions. I have always found him
exactly the same. W~hetlher I were a M.Nin-
ister of the Crowvn, the Premier of the
State or anl ordinary member, and indeed
when I have happened to be out of the
House altogether, Mr. Paterson received
me courteously-as indeed he receive-
everybody-aind gave a courteous repIy to
the qunestions asked. Hie gave it out
straight, no matter to whom. He is like
that Danish pilot who was taking the
Kaiser Wilhelm's yacht Hohenzollern in-
to a Danish port, when the Kaiser, who
happened to be on the bridge, seized the
telegraph and ordered the pace to be put
,on down in the engine-room. The pilot
at once telegraphed down instructions to
the engineers to take no notice of the
Kaiser's orders: and when the 'Kaiser
rounded on him the pilot promptly told
the Kaiser that nobody's orders but the
pilot's should he taken while the pilot
-%,as in commnand of the ship. I should
-add that the pilot was decorated next
imorining. I do not know whether Minis-
ters are going to decorate Mr. Paterson
for having been outspoken in regard to
this proposed action of theirs. I hope
they wvil1 give him some recognition of his
servives, and of the mankner in which he
has voiced his opinions, totally disregard-
inig the wishes of the Minister to build
this railway along a route which is going
to be disastrous. which is going to put the
country to a great expenditure of money.
21nd which is going to jeopardise sooner or
later a considerable amount of the capital
of the Agricultural Bank. I do not won-
der at M1r. Paterson's protest against any
deviation from the Advisory Board's
route. He knew what he was doing. On
niore than one occasion he has given the
p~resent Government some grounds for
criticisingr the Administration of whirl, I
was a member, for having put settlers out
so far east. At any rate he has warned
all and sundry, and hie warned members
on the Opp'osition side as freel *y as, he
would warn members on the Government

-slide. He has waned all and sundry on

many ocasions to be careful not to go too
far. He has warned me on more than.
one occasion.

Mr. SPEAKER: I think I shall have
to warn the hon. member very soon
against straying too far from the subject.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: I would
point out I am not straying- from the
subject at all. Here is a report asking
us to adopt a select committee's report as
to the construction of this railway. 'Why
are we asked to adopt it? Because the
Government argue that they will put this
line to the wvestward of this lake, and
build another line to the east.

Mr. SPEAKER: After alt, the dis-
cussion of that does not require an elo-
quent eulogy of 'Mr. Paterson.

Hon. FRANKC WILSON: I submit,
wvith all due respect, that it does, because
I am drawing attention to the evidence
MUr. Paterson gave before the committee,
and I am pointing out that no matter how
we may regard the other evidence, yet all
sides will be prepared to accept the testi-
mony of Mfr. William Paterson.

Mr. SPEAKER: I think they arc in
cordial agreement with you.

lion. FRANK WILSON: I should be
sorry to think that anyone would he
ready to dispute the statement I have
mnade. I was pointing out that Mr. Pat-
ers-on, upon whom we all depend, warned
me on many) occasions when I held office,
and has also Warned lion, members oppo-
site, not to go too far to the east. Now
those hion. members took the opportunity
on miore than one occasion to criticise my
Government vcry severely for having
gone too far to the east in thie settlement
of this country, yet they are going to
bring this Wictcepin-Aferredin line into
the west on the promise that they will
construct a second line from Yillimining-
to Kondinin and thence in a north-east-
erly direct ion, junetioning with the gold-
fields line. By that means theyv are either
going to plunge this country' into a lot
of wasteful expenditure, or they are go-
ing to force settlement farther east than
Mr. Paterson advises and farther east
than those areas, the settlement of which
afforded them opportunities of criticising
me on many occasions. If I am correct
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in that assumption, and I challenge any-
one to prove to the contrary, then I say
the report of the select committee stands
utterly condemned, without going through
the evidence and without having that op-
portunity, which I was entitled to have, to
peruse the evidence right through and
form my own conchusions. By these
means we will be plunging the country
into a great expenditure and will be tak-
in'g a very serions risk with regard to
the advances; made by the institution
which is so ably presided over by Mr.
Paterson. I do not propose to keep the
House any longer this morning. I am
sorry I have been forced without notice
to take up this discussion; I am sorry
I have been forced to form an opinion
on the spur of the moment after a mere
glance at the report of the select com-
mittee. I regret that any Minister of
the Crown should deem himself justified
in refusing the ordinary adjournment so
that the leader of the Opposition could
make himself fully conversant with every
line and particle of the evidence which
swayed the select committee in bringing
in such a report. I protest once more
against the report referring to the devia-
tion of the Wongan Hills-Mutllewa rail-
way, whbich the select committee were in-
structed by this House to inquire into,
being slurred over by a small paragraph,
sa-ying that the committee endorsed the
report of the relect committee of another
place without giving one single reason or
telling this House what that report was.
To this moment T do not know what we
are discussing with regard to the Wongan
Hills-M.%ullewa line, or where the com-
mnittee reported the line should he taken.
The mover of the motion has not told the
House, -we have not the report, and yet
we arc treated like a pack of children and
asked to agree with a foolish report of
this description. May I longz con tinne
in public life without experiencing
again such ungracious and discourteous
treatment as we have received on this
occasion, treatment that applies not to
me only, but to the whole House.

Hon. H. R. LEFROY (Moore):. The
leader of the Opposition has dealt with
the 'Wick-epin-Merredin railway line at

somec length and with considerable ability.
I do not intend to trouble the House with
my view as to the report of the select
committee on that railway, hut I am very
much concerned in regard to the report
of the coinmiltee on the Wongan Hills-
Mullewa deviation. The select committee
were appointed by this louse on the
motion of the hon. member for Subiaco,
to consider the question of the proposed
deviation of the Wickepin-Iferredin and
Wongan Hills-Mullewa lines of railway.
I was pleased to see the committee ap-
pointed because I knew that the original
route proposed by the Advisory Board
and accepted by the Wilson Government
was causing considerable trouble to rhose
whom I represent; I was pleased to think
that this mailer would be thoroughly
threshed out before the select committee,
that they would be able to collect evidence
and report to the House their finding
upon that evidence. But what is the re-
sult? I am completely blindfolded. The
chiairman of the committee comes before
the House and asks us to agree to the
finding of the select committee on the de-
viation of these two railways, and I. as a
representative of this district and a large
body of settlers, amn expected to agree to
the report, the evidence relating to which
we have not before uts. It merely states
with regard to the deviation of the Won-
Lynn H1ills-Ifullewa railway, which-I was
one of the subjects referred by' the
House for their considerntion, the com-
mittee have had ample opportunity of
carefully studying the evidence taken
by the select committee of the Leg-
islative Council in their inquiry into
the question, and have no hesitation
in endorsing the report. I think this
is a very high and mighty p osi -
tion for a select committee to take uip
when they were appointed by this House
to advise the House as to the course to
he taken on this quest-ion. select com-
mittees are appointed by this. House be-
canse it is impossible for the House to
take evidence and to get all the informa-
tion it requires to properly come to a de-
rision in man y matters: thierefore it de-
cides that a select committee shall he ap-
pointed and shall report after reeivxt#
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aUl the evidence they can acquire with
regard to the subject under discussion,
and bring it before the House and ask
the House's acceptance of their report.
What have this committee reported?
They simply ask us to accept the finding
with regard to the deviation of the Won-
gan Hilts-Mullewa railway-

Mr. Monger: And not one of the meme-
bers of the committee read the evidence.

]Eon. H. B. LEFROY:- They ask us
to accept the report of the committee ap-
pointed in Another place. We should have
had that report before us or they should
have given the report in their own report
to this House. We have no evidence at
all, and yet .1, as a representative of this
district, am asked to agree with the find-
ing of a select committee which simply
states that they agree with the finding of
a select committeee appointed in another
place. Yet we do not know what their
finding is. I am absolutely in the dark.
I have been blindfolded, and yet I am to
go before my constituents and tell them
I had to vote on a matter of this
sort without knowing one iota of what
T was dealing with. Members should
never he placed in such a position. We
vertainlyv ought to have been Allowed to
peruse the report, which the select com-
mittee appointed by this House have ad-
opted, before coming to a decision in this
Chamber. It is impossible for any mem-
ber of the House to come to a proper de-
cision without this report; it is impossible
for members on the other side of the
House to do so. I do not believe that
the report of the Legislatiie Council
select committee is in the hands of one
member of this Rouse with the exception
of myself. When r saw that this ques-
tion was; likely to come on. I naturally
thought that I woudd find this report
among the papers before me. I ask-ed
for the report and inquired whether it
had been handed round, and was in-
formed that it had not. I asked that a
report shozild be obtained for me, and T
obtained a copy. That report however
is not before the House, and this isnot the
proper way for members to have to ob3-
tain information with regard to an im-
pnrtant question put before them for

their consideration and decision. That
they should be obliged to send to another
place to get the information on which
this report is based is not right. Our
time should not be taken up in this, way
in dealing with a matter when we are
absolutely without any information onl
the subject. Setect committes are ap-
pointed to advise the House and let the
House have all the evidence which can be
secured on the subject. It was stated by
the Minister for Lands that it was not
necessary for a select committee to pro-
duce the evidence to the House, but I
think it has always been customary for
the evidence to he produced, and I am
quite certain the Minister for Lands can-
not, when he thinks the matter over
calmly, still conclude that, when we were
asked to accept this report, the Legisla-
tive Council's committee's report should
not have been before us. I think this
makter has nDot been properly considered
by the Government when they allow it to
tome forward in this way. I will give
them the benefit of my doubt with regard
to the matter that they should not have
done so, and I do doubt whether they
really considered this question in its fullest
aspect when they allowed it to come before
the House in the manner it has without
adjourning the debate and giving mem-
bets an opportunity of obtaining the in-
formation which was necessary before
coming to a proper decision. The ques-
tion of the deviation of the Wongan
Hills-Mullewa railway is a most import-
ant matter. Some two years ago it was
decided by Parliament that a railway
should be constructed from Wongan Hills
to Mullewa. Whether rightly or wrongly
does not concern us. Eventually the Ad-
visory 'Board went out to report on the
best route for the line. The Advisory
Board reported on the route and finally
the Government adopted a route in close
proximity to the line proposed by thbe
Advisory Board- The settlers along the
line were allowed to take up land on the
understanding that the railway was to
go in a certain direction. After twelve
months we heard of another deviation,
and the line was to run away from the
point known as the Gap in the Wongan
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Hills and extend far to the east and cut
off those settlers west of Wongan Hills
from means of communication with the
railway, unless they travelled through
heav -y sand plaiii and a considerably
greater extent of country than they
expec-ted when they took up their land
with a view to reaching the rail-
Wiav. This is an important matter.
and I conclude it would not have
been submit ted to a select committee of
this House unless it was an important
matter. but it really points out to me the
futility of appointing select committees
from this House at all. It is not right
that a select committee should come be-
fore the House with a. report worded in
thle manner in which this report is
worded, and without any evidence at-
tached to the finding and wvithout a report
required to support the finding of this
select committee for members of this
House to peruse. I think it is a travesty
,on Parliament that we should be expected
to accept a motion of this sort in the
manner we are asked to to-night. I
regret the Government have taken up the
attitude they have in regard to this mat-
ter; they' control the House, and if they
chose to do so they could have allowed an
adjournment of the debate to give mem-
hers the opportunity to go into this mat-
ter. For my part I -would be able to
agree to thle report of the select committee
onl the Wougan Hills-Mullea line, but
I am not supposed to he in possessioen of
the report. It is not for ine to go to the
L~egislative Council and demand their
papers. I have no right to go there for
theui. I have never heard such a crude
-report come from a select committee.
With regard to the deviation of the
-Wongan Hills railway, one of the sub-
jects referred to the committee by the
House, they merely accept the evidence
of the committee appointed by the Legis-
lative Counneil; but we are not shown that
report or even allowed to peruse it. I
-do not thinqk members on the Government
sijde of the House should have been asked
to approach an important matter of this
kind ais it has been presented to themn,
.a nd I Ithi nk it is really treating the House
with scant courtesy and members who
-repre-ceit the enormous district through

which thle Wongaii Hills-Mullewa rail-
way passes, when they are not allowed
oven to jperuse thle report upon wvhich tlie
report of the committee of the Legislative
Assemibly is based. Thle miember for
Irwin anid I represent very largely the
area through which this railway passes,
but the mnemher for Irwin is not here to-
night and] does not even know, unless lie
is d]reaming about it, that this important
question is now before the House. It is
really impossible to come to a decision.
I am not going to put myself in that
position that I should comie to a dec~sion
oil rte matter simply on the information
that I have got from another place. If
onc has to conic to a decision in a way
such as that, it is merely encouraging this
sort of procedure iii the future. I am not
interested in the Wickepin-Merredin rail-
way but I am interested in the deviation
of thle Wongan Hills-Mlullewa. railway,
which is a matter of great interest and
concern to those I represent; and I colt-
sider that when the House is asked to
ag-ree to the findirig of a select committee,
the least the committee could do is to
place before us the information we re-
(jilre before asking its to come to a deci-
sion. 'I cannot think for a moment that
the chairmnan of this committee has given
tie matter proper consideration. I
thought lie had a higher sense of justice,
and that lie Would be fairer to hon. meml-
bers than to have submitted a question
of this sort -withibut attaching the re-
port oi which his report is based
and presenting it to the House. It
may be oversight. If so the hon. mem-
ber ought to have admitted it and asked
his Government to allow die House to
he adjourned so that members interested
in the subject might have the opportunity
of perusing the report in question. I
hope the Government are not going to
force this to a division this morning. I
think it is really unnecessary that we
should have been kept here to this early
hour on the matter at all. If it had been
allowed to proceed in what I consider is
a constitutional mauner-it is most un-
constitutional for the House to he asked
to agree tona finding of a select committee,
not based on the slight informationi we
have before us, but based on information
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that has never been given to us-had this
question been allowed to proceed in a
proper -way in the first instance, for my
paxt, should the report, as I believe the
report of the select committee in another
place is, be in accord with the wishes of
those I represent, I would have beeni
pleased to compliment the Government
upon at any rate supporting the report
of the select committee that agreed to the
alteration desired by those I represent.
But one is not encouraged by the pro-
cedure adopted here to-night to have that
samte kindly feeling- in regard to the
Government that one, by one's own feel-
ings, -might be permitted to feel. The
whole matter could have been dealt with
very quickly had the Government been
a little more indulgent to the Hlowie anad
allowed hon. members to have the privi-
lege, which they can claim, to have in-
formation placed before them before they
as~k them to come to a decision on the
matter. To come to a decision in regard
to this question in the manner we are
asked is just the same as the House pass-
ing a Bill without having the Bill before
it. We are asked here to pass a maotion
agreeing to a certain finding without
knowing what that finding was. I regret
extremely that members should not have
been given more information. Mfembers
of the Opposition are just as much repre-
sentatives of the people as members on
the Government side of the House. I am
always prepared to treat the Government
of the day and support them with every
courtesy, because they hold their posi-
tions by the will of the people of the
country, and I will give them credit for
doing what the-y consider, according to
their lights, the best for the country; but
still hon. members of the Opposition, who
represent different political views, are
bare to voice those views and to en-
deavour, if possible, to bring the House
or, at any rate, the people of the coun-
try, to the opinion they hold with regard
to great questions of this kind. When 1
opposp the Government it is on questions
of principle which T think are against
the heqt interests of the country and on
questions of principle that I am strongly
convinced are not in accord with the best
interests of the State as a whole. So far

as ordinary matters of administration
brought before the House are concerned,
T shall be prepared at all times to give
them my support, especially when they
are in the interests of the country. On
questions like this, however, some in-
formation should be given to members
before they are asked to agree to a find-
ing which is based on a report in the
possession of another place.

Mr. MALE (Kimberley) : I simply
rise to express my utter disgust at the
wray in which the Government have
treated uis over this matter.

The Minister for Mines: Nonsense,
Mir. MALE: Thr is no nonsense about

it. This is an important matter inas-
much as the House thought it advisable to
appoint a select committee to consider the
question, and I think the result of the de-
bate this evening proves the importance
of the motion. It is scandalous that we
should have been kept here to discuss
something which we have never had the
opportunity of reading through. I have
simply risen to express my disgust at
the way in which we have been treated,
and the only way in which I can empha-
sise that disgust is by moving an amend-
mnent. I think I am justified in doing
this as the select committee have failed
to bring before us the report which they
were expected to submit. They in-formed
us that they agreed to a report which
another place made, hut they themselves
failed to supply us with any report. It
is therefore impossible for us to discuss
that which we have not got, and it is an
insult to our intelligence to ask us to
vote on something ivhich has never been
before us. I move an amendment-

That in lunes 3 and 4 the words "of
lime Won gan Hils-Mlullema railway
andi also" be struck out.

'Mr. MONGER: I second the amend-
ment.

Mr. SPEAKER: I cannot accept the
amendment as the hon. member who
seconded it has already spoken on the
motion. I shall put the original ques-
tin
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Question put and a
the following- result:

Ayes
Noes

Majority

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
31r.
Mr.
Mr.
'Ar.
Mr.
M r.

Bath
Collier
Gardi net
ol]
Green
Johnston
McDonald
MeDowall
M nimoY

Ayr,

NOE

Mr. Leroy
Mr. Male
Mr. Monger

division taken with made?) 2p In the case of no arrangement
having been made, whbat are thle Govern-

* . . 17 inent 's intentions with regard to the
* . 6 ftiture (if the Savings- Banks?

- The PREMIER replied :1, N1egotiai-
for . . tions are now proceeding. 2, This quo-

- tion cannot be answered until finality jq;
reached,

dr. Munsie
iCr. O'Loghlen
Ir. B. J. Stubbs

dr. Swan
Alr. Tu rvey
Mr. Underwood
Mr. A. A. Wilson
Mr. Foley

(Teller).

Mr. A. N. Please
Mr. F. Wilson
Mr. Laymn

(Tul lej.

Question thus passed.

Hfouse adjourned at 4.5a.m. (Thursday).

2lcoislattve ase bp
Thursday, 26ih September, 1912.

PAOR
Question: Savings flank, State and Common-

wealth....... ................ 2M4
Bills: Public Service Acti Amendment, 33n. -2024

Preniantle Harboar Trust Amendment, SR. 2024
Shearers and Agrieni1tunil Labourers' Ac-

commodation, Report stage .. . 2041
Righits in Water and Irrigation, 2as.........2024
Trnfle~c. _.........................2050
Unclaimed. Moneys. Council's Amendment3.2055

Papas presented ................ ........ 2055

Tile SPEAKEC1R took the Chair at 4.30
p.m.. and read prayers.

QUTESTION-SAVINGS BANiiK, STATE
ALN) COMM1NONWEALTH.

Mr. WISDOM', asked the Premier :1,
Is he in a position now to state how far
negotiatitins have gone with the Comn-
mnonwealthl Government in the matter of
the State Savings Bank and the nature
of any agreement which may have been

b
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BILLS (2)-THIRD READING.
J, Puiblic Service Amendment.

2, Fremantle Harbour Trust Amend-
meni t.

Transn-itted to' the I 0)~ lv 'uii-

BILL-SHEARERS AND AGRICUL-
TURAL LABOURERS' ACCOMN-
MODATION.

Report of Committee adopted.

BILL -RIGHTS IN WATER AND
IRRIGATION.

Second Beading.
Debate resumed from the 24th Sep-

tember.
Mr. THOMAS (Bmiburv): It affords

me a g-reat deal of pleasure to have an
opportunity of taking part in the debate
on the Bill, for a variety of reasons, one
of which is that it is a proposal the
principle of which is approved by both
sides of the House. There may he some
little details in respect to which a small
niensure of disagreement will be mani-
fested, butt the great broad principle
o( the necessity for irrigation in this
Sltate is g-enerally approved by all, and I
trust when we reach the Committee stage,
and these --mall details have to be ad-
justeil, it will be done in an amicable
spirit. The Bill is of far too much im-
portance to Western Australia to allow.
of party feeling, to creep into its discus-
sion. Hlitherto the development of West-
ern Australia, if T may say so, has gone
along the lines of least resistance. Pre-
vious Governments; have opened tip wheat
belts and developed Western Australia
in various directions, but it has been the
proud privilege of a Labour Government


