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ADJOURNMENT, A FORTNIGHT.
THE COLONIAL SECRETARY

thought lie might take mnembers into his
conifidence sufficiently to say that an
adjournment would be made ta-morrow.

HON. J. W. HACKETT: What time
would the adjournment be to ?

MR. CONNOLLY. Why say to-morrow ?
THE COLONIAL SECRETARY:

Another chance ought to be given to
consider the Redistribution of Seats Bill.
We had, moreover, to consider this Rail-
ways Bill. He would be entirely guided
by the wishes of members with regard to
the time of meeting.

THE PRESIDENT:- Althouigh our Stand-
ing Orders said hall-past four o'clock,
members could, if they chlose, decide to
meet earlier.

THn CO1ONIAL SECRETARY did
not expec~t members to continue at any
great length the debate on the Railways
Bill to-morrow. He did not intend to
be muoh longer than half an hour in
introducing it.

SIR E. H. WITraNooM: When the
hon. gentleman said "adjournment," pre-
sumably be meant " prorogation " ?

THE COLONIAL SECRETARY: No.
He used the word -'adjournment " ad-
sedly. He proposed to ask the House
to-morrow to adjourn until Thursday,
7th January, because he would like to
explain the Railways Bill to-morrow in
order that members might have an
opportunity during the Christmas holi-
days of familiarising themselves with its
provisions, and be in a position when we
met on the 7th January to discuss the
measure to the fullest possible extent.

HON. W. T. LOTON: If it was the
intention to adjourn and meet again after
the holidatys, there was no reason for
meeting to-morrow. We had this Bill
and could digest it without any speech
of the hon. gentleman. Wbqn the word
".adjournment " was used, he was doubt-
ful as to whether " prorogation " was not
meant.

MEMBER: Was there anyv chance of
prorog-uing P

Tus COLONIA.L SECRETARY was
afraid not.

HON. 3. W. WRIGHT: We Could not
get through the Railways Bill in five
mmnutt'.

TnE COLONIAL, SECRETARY
moved that the House at its rising do

adjourn till1 4380 o'clock on Thursday,
7th January.

Question passed.
The House adjourned accordingly at

6-64 o'clock, until the 7th Jlanuary, 1904.
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THE: SPEAKER took the Chair at 11
o' dock, forenoon.

PRAYERS.

PETITION-MR. F. L. WEISS.
MR. THOMAS presented a petition from

F. Lyon Weiss, praying that provision be
made to ensure justice being done to
suitors.

Petition received.

PAPER PRESENTED.

Byv THE MINISTER FOR LANws:
Amended Regulations under the Gold-
fields Act.

Ordered, to lie on the table.

QUESTION-MIUNDARING 'RESERVOIR
CATCHMENT

Ai. JACOBY asked the Minister for
Works (without notice) :. r, Wbat
area of land outside of that in the actual
catchment is reserved in connection with
tile M~undaririg reservoir? 2, Whether
there now exists any reason for reserving-
this land; if so, what is the reason ? 3,
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Whether it is proposed to throw the land
open for settlement, and whenP

THfE MINISTER FOR WORKS. re-
plied: The area of land outside the
actual catebment is 22,000 acres. The
object in reserving this area is that it
may be necessary hereafter to increase
the catchment area, in which case the
land now held in reserve will be utilised.
It is not desirable to throw the land open
until the future determines whether it is
necessary to increase the catchment area
or not.

QUESTION-FORFEITED TIMBER
LEASE.

MR. JACOBY, without notice, asked
the Minister for Lands: i, Whether
before permhitting immediate settlement
on the Gill McDowell timber lease, he
will have full inquiries made by the
Forest Ranger regarding the marketable
timber thereon. 2, If it be reported
that quantities of marketable timber, in-
eluding firewood, exist on this lease, will
he, in the event of settlement being per-
mitted, reserve the cutting rights for a
reasonable periodP

TEn MINISTER FOR LANDS re-
plied: The area of reserve totals about
1,764 acres. It is proposed, if all is in
order, to approve of applications totalling
about 476 acres, subject to necessary
roads. The balance will be reserved a
reasonable period for timber cutting.

GOVERNMENT RAILWAYS DILL.
Read a third time, and transmitted to

the Legislative Council.

LOAN BILL.
IN COMMITTEE.

MR. FOULKES in the Chair.

Clauses 1, 2--agreed to.
Clause 3-Sums raised, how to be

applied:
MR. IIASTIE: Had the Treasurer

power to save loan money for other
purposes than those for which it was
grantedP

THE TREASURER: No; the Auditor
General would not permit it.

Clause passed.
Clauses 4 to 8--agreed to.
First Schedule:

Item- -Boulder Railway Duplication
(construction) £19,580:

MR. HASTIE: Perhaps the Minister
would be able to tell us what was the
total amount for that work, whether the
work was finished, or how much more
money was required.

THE TREASURER: The total authori-
sation required was £4,000; £17,734
was from loan suspense account; £2965
3 6s. 5d. would finish it. This was merely
to adjust the account.

Item-Collie to Collie-Boulder Rail-
waly, £17,850:

Mn. HASTIE: According to his recol-
lection the estinmated amount was £1 6,000.
Would the Minister tell us why the
extra amount was required ?

THE MINISTER: This amount would
finish the work. The Committee would
recollect that £216,000 was tbe amount
specified. That was for the extension of
the Collie-Boulder line to the Collie-
Cardiff.

Item - Collie - Narrogin Railway,
£286,620:

Mn. MORAN: How much did the
Minister expect. would be expended
before the end of the financial yearF
Presumably the engineers ad-vised the
Minister that theeamount was required.

THE MIN'ISTER FOR WORKS:
It was not anticipated that more than
£7,500 at the outside would be spent
this financial year. The amount would be
spent in permanent survey. It was not
anticipated that any coinmencement of
the actual work of construction would be
taken in hand.

Item-Purchase of laud for railway,
Cottesloe - Fremantle via Rocky Bay,
£52,500:

MR. MORAN: This was an extra-
ordinary item, for the purchase of laud

-for a railway at Rocky Bay which we had
never had proposed to us yet. We
ought to protest against the secret pur-
chase of land, and presumablv comn-
miffing Parliament to the construction
of a work which had not been considered
and on which Parliament had no infor-
mation, not even of a proposed survey.
We had an outlay from loan of £252,000
now lying dormant, and presumably it
would lie dormant for a long time to



Loan Pill: [23 flEofling, 1903.] in Vommittee. S111

come. He protested against the wanton
waste of money, and also against the un-
heard of way in which the Government ap-
proached this proposition. He questioned
whether the laud would be of lpermanent
use for the purpose for which it was
intended. He wished to be consulted in
the usual way on public works, and did
not want the Executive to be allowed to
enter on any big loan work of this kind
without having the subject fully threshed
out in the House, and the House in the
first place admitting the necessity of the
work, and secondly approving of the
manner in which theiwork would be carried
out. He understood there was an urgent
work in Fremuantle in connection with
the railway, and certain blocks of land
would have to be purchased, but that in
the meanwhile a syndicate of gentlemen
had purchased the blocks knowing that
the Government would have to get them
later on at an increased price. Had the
Government, knowing that the work
would require to be done in the ordinary
development of the railway system,
bought this land, money would have been
saved.

MR. BvnRGs: We Could put in a com-
pulsory purchase clause.

Mn. MORAN: The suggestion was
purely logical, and the complete outcome
of a, scheme of compulsory improvement,
if the betterment principle was to be
applied in Western Australia at all. The
action of the Government in regard to
these secret purchases had no parallel.
The member for One did mention that
the case of Disraeli's purchase of the
Suez Canal shares was a parallel, but
there was really no parallel in the two
cases. Disraeli had an understanding
with Rothschild, that the latter should
guarantee the money for the purchase of
the shares, and take them tip himself if
the British Parliament did not indorse
the purchase. In this case the action of
the Government was condemned by our
Auditor General, and from that moment
the Auditor General was not a, persona
grata with the Government. At any
rate, there had been an exchange of
amenities between the Treasurer and the
Auditor General.

THE Tnk~suRnn: Not over this
matter.

Ma. MORAN: There was no pre-
cedent for the Government committing

the country to an expenditure of £50,000
on a work which had not been heard of
before, and which perhaps might not be
approved of. We might decide to carry
at railwayv on the other side of the river
to Frenmantle, but in any circumstances
the idea was a nebulous one, and to
commit the country to the expenditure
was an unwarranted infringement on the
rights of the Chamber and of the country.

MR. ATKINS: Whether the purchase
was a good bargain or not, and whether
the Government had a right to do it, did
not matter now, for the step was taken;
but he protested against carrying the
railway over the Swan River about
Rocky Bay. To do so would be the
greatest mistake the country could coin.
mit. The river should not be bridged
anywhere. We were hound to take away
the bridges from the month of the river,
and we should never block it up again,
for the Swan right up to Perth ought to
be an open waterway for the whole
world: With the money that would be
spent on a bridge we could probabl *y
bring ships up to Perth. - In any circum-
stances, when we had a clear waterway
we should not spend money to block it
up.

MRt. HIGHAXM: The money spent by
the ILeake Administration would not
attain the object intended, and the step
proposed to be taken was calculated to
do an injury to many vested interests in
Premantle 'and North Fremnantle. He
believed the object to be attained could
have been attained at a considerably less
cost, but he did not wish to refer to this
matter at any length; desiring to speak
on a matter touched upon by the mom-
bet for West Perth, the desirability of at
once comp)leting a work of far more im-
portance to Fremnantle and to the Rail-
way Department in the readjustment of
the railway yards at Fremantle. A new
railway station had been promised to
Fremantle for many years and must be
built withbout delay.

MRs. MORAN: The.£50,000 would have
gone a long way towards doing it.

MRs. RIGHAM: In the hands of a
private individual. How far it would go
in the hands of the Government he
could not say.

MR. MORAN : That was fairly powerful
from the Government whip.
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MR. HEGHAX: It was a remark that
would apply to any Government, even to
the Throssell Administration. It was
well known that the Commonwealth
Government required sites for a post-
office and customs-house at Fremantle,
and the sites were not readily available
unless portion of the ground now occu-
pied by the Fremantle station was
utilised. The State Government also
required offices for the Harbour Trust
and the Marine Hoard and other
departments, and sites would be made
available for building purposes by com-
pleting the proposed scheme with regard
to the Fremantle station. This scheme
was to shift the station to Henry Street,
and to make the block between Henry
street and Oliff Street available for public
offices, which should be erected contiguous
to the wharves. The only through
thoroughfare in Fremantle was High
Street, a comparatively narrow street, and
absolutely inadequate for the traffic of
the town. Between the town and the
railway statiou was Phillimore Street, a
narrow, sinuous street, which had not
Properly been declared at street. There
origin-ally was a strip of no-man's-land
between the town and the river, and part
of it was taken for railway purposes and
a narrow strip of it for purposes of the
street now called Phillimore Street. The
block of land referred to, which the
Government desired to resume, and part
of which he believed was resumed, was
necessary to remove a very ugly corner of
this street. The Government would have
been wiser, when they first considered
the scheme of altering the railway station
site and found that this resumption was
essential, to have exercised their powers
under the Public Works Act and resumed
the land at a less price than they would
have to payv now. He would urge that,
as the land had to be bought, the sooner
it was bought the better for Fremantle
and the State at large.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS:
This purchase of land at Rocky Bay had
been frequently discussed; and if the
plan then followed by the Government
had been followed in previous purchases,
large sunis would have been saved.
Take the resumptions necessary for the
Fremantle Harbour Works. Long before
the land was needed the late Engineer-
iti-Chief urged the Government to resume

.it; but his advice was not followed.
Private speculators bought the land, and
the State had to pay as many thousands
as it would hundreds had Mr. O'Connor's
advice been followed. As to the Rocky
Bay purchase, the Leake Government
were anxious that the experts who
considered the scheme for a dock at
Fremnantle should not be trammelled by
the bugbear of an enormous price for the
land; and the land purchased represented
an asset which, if used for railway pur-
poses, would return as much as if not
more than the purchase money. True, it
was not desirable that the Government
should traffic in land. As to the land
needed for the Fremantle railway station,
after the experience of the Government
with arbitrations as to the price of land
resumed, it was thought highly necessary
to establish the value at that time of the
land in question. Hence the purchase of
one block was privately negotiated, thus
establishing the value of the rest, as to
which notices of resumption under the
Public Works Act had been issued; and
th us private speculators, if any, could not
make much profit out of their enterprise.
True, as a member said, information
might have leaked out. This could not
be helped, though trong efforts were
made to prevent anyone from gaining a
knowledge of the intention of the Govern-
ment. The Government did not intend
making any farther purchases nor pro-
ceeding with any work in respect of the
Oottesloe via Rock 'y Bay railway without
the full approval and sanction of Parlia-
ment.

[MRt. HARPER took the Chair.]

ME. FOULJKES joined with the mem-
ber for West Perth in once more pro-
testing against the manner in which the
Rocky' Bay land was purchased. A
return he (Mr. Foulkes) moved for last
year proved that no survey of the route
was ever made, and that not one railway
engineer was consulted. Even the late
Engineer-in-Chief (Mr. O'Connor) was
not consulted ; but instructions were
suddenly given the Lands Department
to purchase land along a given route ;
and it afterwards transpired that a rail-
way by such route would necessitate a
swing bridge at a cost of from £110,000
to £120,000- To enable ships to pass
under such a bridge the standard height
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was 115 feet; and it was found that the
bridge at the point proposed would be
only 90 feet above the water level, and
-would be consequently valueless. He
(Mr. Foulkes) had never understood the
reason for this sudden rush to purchase
the land secretly, when it would have
been easy to follow the system mentioned
by the Minister, purchasing a, few blocks
here and there so as to fix the value of
the adjoining land for subsequent
resumption, instead of purchasing laud
wholesale along the route. However!
the present Government had nothing to
do with this scheme, and the Minister's
assurance that no additional land had
been bought during the last 12 months,
and that no more would be bought, was
satisfactory.

MR. PIGOTT disagreed with the
statements of several members as to the
secret purchase. No great benefit and
no great loss had resulted from it.

MR. MORAN: We were losing £1,600
a year in interest on £50,000.

Mn. PIGOTT:- The Government who
made the purchase believed the land
would have to he bought, and the 'y acted
wisely in obtaining it secretly; for if
their intention had been imade pulblic the
Land would not have been bought for
£50,000 or for £2150,000. The permis-
sion of Parliament, if asked, would un-
doubtedly have been granted.

Mn. MORAN: That a leader of an
Opposition should consent to the Govern-
ment secretly pledging Parliament to
beginning a great public work without
first consulting Parliament as to its neces-
sity, was surprising. A member of
Parliament who thus abandoned his
privileges did not -understand his duty.
Were future Cabinets, without consulting
Parliament, to purchase all1 land which
might be needed for possible future
works? It was time for the State to
take full cognisance of the additional
value given to Jand by new public works.
The betterment principle, accompanied
by a. land tax, should be introduced; and
let it be understood that the value of land
to be resumned for public works should
be the value before the work was pro-
posed, with a fair increase on account of
the work. Had the country been com-
mitted to the work,, the Government
could have said "1We knew it was ap-
proved, and we trusted to secure the land

on as good terms as possible." It was
reprehensible that the Government should
commit the country to an expenditure of
£200,000 before Parliament had been
consulted.

MR. PIGOTT: The country was not
committed to any public work at all by
the purchase of the land. If Parliament
at any future time authorised the Gov-
ernment to take up a public works policy
in this direction, the Government had the
land to carry out the scheme; but if
Parliament did not anthorise the work,
the land could be sold. What caused
him to take the stand which he had
taken was that the previous owners of
the land were those who were making
the greatest complaint. They thought
they soeld the land to private individuals;
and when they found it was sold to the
Government they complained.

Ma. MoRAnY: What did the bon.
member meanP for bie (Mr. Moran) had
taken the leading part in connection with
the vote, and he never owned a inch of
land along this route and never knew
anyone who owned an inch of land in
that part of the country.

MR. PIGOTT: Referen .ce was not
made to the -hon. member. If the
previous owners bad known that the
State was the buyer, they would have
got 100 per cent. more for the land.

Mu. FQULKES: The member for
West Kim berley appeared to think that
the only people who had complained in
this matter were a few landholders who
did not get sufficient money for their
property. Hie could assure members
that there were at least 2,000 persons in
the district of Cottesloe Beach who were
exceedingly annoyed at the prospect of
the proposed route being selected.

Mn. PIGOTT: That -was another sub-
ject altogether.

MR. FQOULKES:- If the line was to be
taken to Rocky Bay there were two
routes which mtight be adopted;i one con-
nectinig with Cottesloe Beach and the
other connecting with Cottesloc. There
were a number of people living at
Cottesloe Beach who had built houses at
that place, relying on the idea that the
station would remain there, and that
they would be on the main line to Fre-
manitle. If the Cottesloe route was
selected these persons would be on a
branch line. The Government should
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not have fixed on any route without con-
sulting their officers, at any rate the
Engineer-in-Ohief.

MR. MORAN: The purchase of the
land was a detail in comparison with the
great question. It should not be left
to the people outside to object to the
actions of the Government for the repre-
sentatives of the people were able to do
that. If the Government were to have
the nomination of railway rutee that
opened the way to infinite; fraud. Sup-
posing the Government did not adopt
this route, and hadi to purchase other
land, they would be in as bad a position
as they were in now. We should have
in this country a law for the resumption
of public lands at a fair price. He
hoped nobody connected with the Gov-
ernment would in future be appointed as
agent in connection with the purchase of
laud. No doubt the method adopted led
to securing the land at the lowest value.
Was it desirable that such a method
should be adopted in the future.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS:; No one
connected with the Government was
appointed agent.

Me. MORAN: The present Colonial
Treasurer was the gentleman who made
the purchases.

THE MINISTER PoR WoRKs: Nothing
of the kind.

Ma. MORAN: That was the informa-
tion given to the House two years ago.

THE MINISTER FOR Wonrs: No.
ME. MORAN: What was the position

then ?
THE: MINISTER FoR WORS: Lear-

month & Co. were the agents.
MR. MORAN: Acting on the advice

of the Colonial Treasurer. If the land
had to be purchased, let Parliament pass
a Bill so that land could be resumed for
public purposes, allowing 10 per cent. for
the increased value of the land brought
about by the construction of the work.

MR. HIGHAM: The member for
West Kimberley had stated that very
little dissatisfaction existed outside those
who hail sold land to the Government,
and a few interested persons who wanted
the line to go a different route. Very
few persons who sold land to the Govern-
ment had complained. The complaint
arose mainly because different prices
were given for different properties of
equal value, and. the discontent was

amongst holders of small portions of
land. So far as dissatisfaction against
the scheme was concerned, it arose
amongst the peop~le of Fremantle and
North Fremantle, who objected to having
their connection severed when that con-
nection had existed for years. Interests
hail been built up which would be
destroyed by a diversion of the railway.
People objected to the purchase of lan~d
for an ill-considered scheme which on
future consideration would be found not
desirable.

ME. BATH: This was not a scheme
on which the betterment principle could
be applied, for the land was purchased
before the work was undertaken. Until
there was some system of land taxation,
or some way of applying the betterment
principle, he was content to allow the
Government to take the responsibility,
where a work was to be undertaken
which had the approval of the Engineer-
in-Chief, that the land should be secured
to the best possible advantage. So long
as there was a large class of people who
thought there wa.s no crime in robbing
the Government, so long would it be
necessary to do these things. Until
we could introduce a better spirit
among people and a good deal more
patriotism, it would be necessary to ci-
cumvent them in this manner. He
understood this was done with the
approval of the late Engineer-in-Chief,
and in his opinion the Government had
every right to make the best possible
bargain for the State in the purchase of
this land. Besides those mentioned by
the member for West Kimberley who
objected because they sold their land
unknowingly, others, he believed, objected
from a parochial point of view, because
the line did not go in the particular
direction they desired. That view was
just as reprehensible as the other.

Mn. MORAN: The member for Han-
nams had strange ideas about the rights
and wrongs of people, for he thought it
most reprehensible for people living in
any particular padt of the country tio dare
to say a word about the route of a
particular railway. Of all places that he
(Mr. Moran) knew of, the place die lion.
member represented took the cake. Every
timue a public work had been started in
Western Australia the question of routes
cropped up, and that was not to be
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wondered at, nor was, it reprehensible.
The sole consideration in this case was
that of allowing the Government to
secretly nominate the public works policy
of this country and spend money in th'e
purchase of land. Would the Minister
say what land bad been compulsorily
purchased in secret at NarrogiaP

Tnc MINISTER FOR WORKS:- No
land had been bought on the route of the
Collie-Narrogin Railway. The member
for West Perth had attacked the Gov-
erment on policy, principle, and con-
stitutional right, and had said this wats a
business deal which would be unsatis-
factory.

Ma. MORAN:- That had not been said
by him. The Government whip had said
thlat 200 per cent. too much was paid.

TaiE MINISTER: However, as a busi-
ness deal this would, he thought, be
perfectly justified, and the results would
show suceh was the ease. As to policy,
the hon. member referred to the action of
the late Lord IBeaconsfield, when Mr.
'Disraeli, in purchasing the Suez Canal
shares. That purchase amounted to
£23,000,000- [Mr. MORAN:- More]-with-
out the consent of Parliament at all, and
a coimmission oif X3O,000 was paid to the
Rothsohilds. That was recognised at
the time, and had been ever since, as a
master-stroke of policy from a political
aspect only, and as a business deal one of
the best the British Government ever
negotiated.

Mn. MOnxW: Mr. Disraeli never
pledged one penny of the Governmen~t
money, whereas the Western Australian
Government gave money in the first in-
stance.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: Gov-
ernment money was used. He had given
the Committee an assurance that no
farther purchase of this kind would be
entered into without the full consent and
approval of Parliament. Whether the
Government were justified in making
this secret purchase was a matter of
opinion. He contended they were, having
regard to the circumstances and the un-
fortunate experience in connection with
land requiredl for this and other purposes
in the past. The State had lost thousands
upon thousands of pounds through the
action of private people purchasing land
with the knowledge that it would be
ultimately required by the State. Any

Government which sought to avoid con-
sequences such a~s that was, in his
opinion, justified in travelling a little
outside ordinary procedure. [Interjec-
tion.] He would prefer not to give anly
information with regard to the site of
the dock. If the dock was built some-
where there, an einormously increased
value would be put upon this land.

MR. MORAN: Mr. Disraeli did not
pledge the country to one penny piece,
and what was the use of trying to mis-
lead the public in this matter? One
of the Egyptian rulers who was in
London or Paris had a lot of Suez Canal
shares. It became known that these
shares were for sale, and Mr. Disraeli
at once saw the importance of getting
control of the Suez Canal. He could not
approach Parliament. and ask for a grant,
for had that been done the whole thing
would have been known to the nations
of the world; therefore he approached
Mr. Rothschild and said, " You purchase
these shares ; they are a good invest-
ment; and I expect you as a. matter of
honour to hand them over to the British
Government on payment of the money."
Rothschilds advanced the money, and
Disraeli asked for atpproval of his notion.

MR. BATH: Rothschild was to get five
per cent. commission.

Ma. MORAN: Certainly. Was not
this matter a totally different one from
that of using Government money itself
first? Did Mr. TLeake or Mr. James or
the Miister for Works approach a
financier and say, "Will you purchase
these blocks in Rocky Bay ? It is too big
a principle to pledge the Government to
an expenditure of £950,000."

THiE CHAIRMAN: No comparisons had
been made between the Earl of Beacons-

ifield and the leader of the Government,
and he suggested that the bon. member
leave that part of his argument alone.

M . MORAN: That could not be done
by him, for the subject had been brought
forward in justification of the Minister;
therefore he must refute what had been
said. As to the value of the land pur-
chased in this case, he said no word.
The land would perhaps pan out all right,
but the member for Fremantle, the
Government whip, said the Government
paid 200 per cent. too much for some of
those blocks.

Loan Bill. [23 DEOF31BER, 1903,]
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MR. HIGnAM: What be said was 200
per cent, for contiguous blocks.

MR. MORAN: Had the Government
purchased land in connection with any
other public work in Western Australia
in this way? No. Yet in connection
with work not authorised they spent
£50,000 for land.

Item--Railway Workshops, £252,500:
MR. THOMAS: Our Consulti ng Engi-

neer and Agent General's office came
into this matter rather prominently.
Tenders had been called for machinery
in connection with the railway workshops,
and a firm in Germany put in an applica-
tion to have the full plans and specifica-
tions of the machinery required, but
received a letter signed by the Agent
General stating he could not supply
them with the particulars asked for, aud
that the firm would not be allowed to
tender, as it was a foreign firm. After-
wards the electrical machinery for which
this firm desired to tender was purchased,
and the successful tenderer was a German
firm. He (Mr. Thomas) simply took
this opportunity of raising tbe point, so
that the Minister might tell us, and he
was sure the bon. gentleman would be
able to do so, that things of this sort
were not going to be possible in the
future. If with the Treasurer the Gov-
ernment had been able to fix this
matter up satisfactorily, he gave them
all credit for having done it: because
the Treasurer and he, having sat on
the cross-bencese together, fought the
matter of the Agent General and Car-
ruthers for two sessions, and if the fight-
ing had been to some purpose and the
Mtinister for Works and the Treasurer
had decided such things would be im-
possible in the future, he could congratu-
late them.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
Government were aware, without throw-
ing any discredit on the Consulting En-
gineer in London, that arrangements in
London in connection with the engineer-
ing work for this State were not wholly
business-like; and the Government in -
tended to remnedy that state of affairs by'
abolishing the position of Consulting
Engineer in London and by appointing a
Government engineer to the position.
The proposal at present, though not
wholly matured, was that one of the

State engineers should be sent home to
reorganise the engineering part of the
Agent General's office and to stay there
for perhaps a couple of years, but not for
a lengthy period, and to then return to
the State and be replaced by someone
else. By these arrangements in the
position of Consulting Engineer in Lon-
don we should always have in London'an
engineer thoroughly in touch with the

requi~rements of the State, and one upon
who every check could be exercised.
Under such a s ystem circumstances such
as referred to would n~ot be possible.

MR. THOMAS :. it was understood
that in future, when big firms at home
applied for permission to tender, they
would not be refused because they were
not on the list. He presumed that the
list was to be abolished.

THE TREASURER: That was so.

Item-Surveys, new lines, X2,000:
MR. THOMAS: As this was the last

opportunity he would have of speaking
on the matter during the present Parlia-
ment, be desired to protest against what
he considered a tremendous waste of
time in the survey of the proposed Cool-
gardie-to-Esperance railway line. A
survey of the line from Collie to the
Eastern Goldfields was authorised at the
same time; two or three flying surveys
were made and completed months ago;
and full survey reports were maode to the
Government and had been placed at the
disposal of the House; but although a
survey of the Esperance railway had
been in course for such a considerable
time, it was anticipated that it would be
well into the new year before the work
could be completed, and that the informa-
tion would not be available to members
Until the next session of Parliament.

THE MINISTER FoR Worms: The
survey would be completed at the end of
Jarnuary.

Mit. THOMAS: This survey was pro-
mised before this Parliament met, in
response to a deputation made at Cool-
gardie to the then Premier, and a short
time afterwards the promise was made
that it should he a permanent survey.
Tbis work had been presumably in hand
for three years. He regretted that he-
had again to state his opinion that the
survey was a political survey, and that
the delay was in a way intentional, and
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also that it was the desire of the Govern-
ment not to carry out the work with the
ordinary speed with which Government
works were carried out in this country
because it was not desired the informa-
tion should be available to the present
members of this House.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: In
reply to the remarks of the hon. member
he could only say, and he hoped the hon.
member would accept the assurance, that
the belief of the hon. member was wholly
unfounded. It might have been possible
to have the flying survey as originally
intended carried out more quickly, but so
far from any question of politics entering
into the matter, what was actually being
carried out was a permanent survey, which
naturally took a little more time. A fly-
ing survey would have cost a great deal
of money and, for practical results, would
have been almost valueless. It was
thought better to incur a little more
expense and to carry out a survey which
would be of permanent benefit to the
State.

Mu. THOMAS: It seemed strange that
if ordinary progress was made the work
shouldl have taken four times longer than
other permnanent surveys, such as the
Coolgardie-to-Droad Arrow survey.

Item-Albany Harbour Works,
£18,900:

MR. BATH: We had been led to under-
stand that Albany Harbour was almost
perfect. It was therefore surprising to
see such a sum down on the Estimates
for improvements.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
amount provided was only to complete
the original authorised work, that of
dredging the basin to a depth of 80 feet
at low water, according to the boundaries
fixed at the time the work was com-
menced. The dredge "Premier" was
removng 86,000 cubic yards of sand
per month, at an average cost of 3,*d.
per yard. Tnquiries were being mae to
see whether the work already done was
not sufficient, but the provision made on
the Loan Estimates was only to carry
out the work originally provided for and
not for any additional work.

Item - Bunbury Harbour Works,
£22,300:

MR. BATH: Was this sum set down to
begin a new schemeP

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS,
instead of giving his own opinion,
would read a report of the Engineer-
ini-Chief, made on the 21st of the month,
prepared in answer to a request of his,
because for some time past it was evident
that not only was the existing accommioda-
tion at Bunbury totally inadequate to
deal with the shipping at that port, but
that there was some very serious doubt
as to whether increasing the existing
accommodation would not to a great
extent be money wasted. The Engineer-
in-Chief's report said:-

The existing Bunbury Harbour Works con-
sist of a breakwater constructed of granite for
a length of 3,200 feet on a basalt reef which
juts out from Casuarina Point, and of a jetty
which , having been extended from time to
time, has now reached a distance from the
shore, measured in a direct line, of some 8,000
feet, with a depth at extreme end of 22 feet at
low water. It has been strongly urged, and
with good reason, that the wharfage afforded
by the jetty is insufficient for the present
large trade of Bunbury; and moreover, the
mole does not protect it from some of the
wont weather, namely, from the north-west;
and any extension of the jetty in order to
obtain deeper water and more wharf age would

cary the work into a very exposed position;
and although farther wharfage accommoda-

dion might be provided by branching off from
the jetty at a point nearing the shore than
the existing head, there wonla be great dis-
advantage attached to any sutch proposition,
in that, although length of wharfage might be
obtained, depth of water would not be, unless
the new length were projected into much the
same exposed position as if the extension were
from the present head; and, moreover, the
open character of the harbour would make
berthing a difficulty. The breakwater already
mentioned has already induced a considerable
amount of shoaling at the root of the jetty; it
has in addition induced the formning of a sanid-
bank at the head of the former, and therefore
opposite the head of the present jetty. To
extend the breakwater a sufficient distance to
protect the existing jetty from disturbance in
all weathers has been estimated to cost
£95,000, while to extend the existing jetty
sufficient to provide 2,000 feet of additional
wharfage and also to extend the breakwater a
farther distance sufficient to protect the ex-
tended jetty has been estimated at another
.£140,000, or a total of about £236,000.
That was additional expenditure.

But after the extensions of the breakwater
have been effected it is certain that the fore-
shore will advance considerably farther, and
that a sandbank will form at the extended
end of the breakwater, and even to such an
extent as to reader the Approach to the jetty
most difficult; and on the other hand, should
this accumulation of sand not take place,
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there will still be an objection to the works
which must always attach to the handling of
cargo and the running of trains on a jetty
some three-quarters of a mile in length. An
alternative scheme for the provision of a liar-
bour at Bunbury, and one which I hare recoin-
wend, is as follows, namely: The provision of
3.OO0ft. of wharves as near to the railway
station as the basalt reef above-mentioned will
permit of dredging; reclamation to the neces-
sary extent of adjoining land in order to pro-
vide for a full complement of railway sidings,
the sites for depd5ts for timber awaiting ship-
ment, and so forth; the dredging of a swing-
ing basin adjoining the wharves of a length
of 2,600ft. by a, width of 0001t. and a depth of
24ft., which should provide ample accommoda-
tion for the largest boats which may be
expected at Bunbury; the provision of an
entrance protected by one or more moles and
a channel 300ft. wide and of gentle curvature
leading to the above-mentioned basin. The
actual position of the entrance and of the pro-
tective mole or moles has not been definitely
decided on; but this question is being worked
out now, and should be settled very shortly;
the reason for indecision being that if the
trend of the tides and currents permits it may
be possible to omit or at any rate considerably
shorten one of the moles; and even if this
cannot be managed, it is hoped it will be
possible to so align the works that the moles
can be made considerably lighter than the
existing breakwater, thus cheapening the
works and, what is perhaps of even more
importance, rendering their completion more
speedy. And the importance of the point can
be judged of from the fact that until some
progress is made with the breakwater work,
dredging can hardly be satisfactorily under-
taken. The cost of the wharfage, swing-
ing basin, channel, new mouth for the Preston
River, and the moles for the protection of the
entrance, is estimated at from X270,000 if, as
I hope, the works can be designed on the
cheaper lines above-mentioned, to a maximum
of £2320,000 if the investigations now in pro-
gress prove that the trend of tides and
cnrrents demands heavier protection of the
entrance-that is, the provision of two moles,
and both of the full extent,

This was a somewhat large programme
for Bunbury; but the member for the
district (Mr. Hayward) would point out
the extent of the trade of the port and
the revenue derived Lherefrom. The late
Engineer-in-Chief had recorded his dis-
approval of the work done at Bunbury,
and had advocated what was now proposed.
But at that time it was thought that
Parliament would not agree to the pro-
posed expenditure; hence the harbour as
we now round it. It was man ifest that
any addition to the existing works would
represent money thrown away; and if
the shipping trade of the port continued,

Ithe works now proposed would be needed
to cope with it. The work must be done
some time, if not done now. The people
of Bunbury were dubious as to the effect
of the scheme on their town, lest it
should create a new town in the
neighbourhood. This fear was ground-
less. A rough plan of the works showed
that the proposed wharves would be

much nearer the existing railway station
than was the present breakwater. Pro-
vision was made in this schedule and on
the Loan Estimates for undertaking the
work; but it would not be undertaken
until farther inquiries were made as to
the trend of currents, etcetera. He (the
Minister) was confident that the work
outlined in the report of the Engineer-in-
Chief could be constructed for a total of
less that £300,000. The actual expendi-
ture would probably be from £250,000 to
£2270,000.

MN. HAYWARD: The following
figures showed that the work was fully
justified. When the construction of the
Bunbury breakwater was begun by Sir
John Forrest, the trade for the previous
year had been £16,000 per annum. Last
year it was £2250,000; this year it would
be at least £400,000. The bulk of the
exports consisted of timber. The tonnage
for eleven months of the present year.
exclusive of all coasting steamers, was
inwards 250 vessels, equal to o225,18
tons; outwards 240 vessels, equal to
212,413 tons. Adding coastal and inter-
colonial traffic. there were 300 vessels
inward and 300 outward' during this
year. Wharfage for this year was worth
£14,000 and harbour dues about £4,000.
There was every prospect of the timber
export increasing as soon as better
facilities were provided; for there were
now more vessels than could be accom-
modated, and for some little time there
had been from seven tW 15 vessels lying
outside waiting their turn. The revenue
derived from shipping would fully pay
interest and sinking fund on the proposed
expenditure.

Mn. THOMAS: It was surprising to
find such a. scheme submitted to us
on apparently the last day of a, dying
Parliament. We were asked to commit
ourselves to an expenditure till the 30th
June next of £215,000, thus presumably
committing ourselves to the expenditure
just mentioned by the Minister, estimated
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at from £270,000 to £320,000. Taking
the Fremantle Harbour estimates as a
guide, we might say this Bunbury
scheme would cost hal a. million.

THx MINISTER Foit Wours: The cost
was possibly capable of reduction to
£R240,000.

MR. THOMAS:- Say a quarter of a
million. This scheme had never been
discussed in this House. Whether it
should take precedence of other work
advocated was questionable; and this
item and the corresponding item on the
Loan Estimates should be struck out.
He did not condemn the work; because
no facts, figures, or plans had previously
been available so that he might form an
opinion. Possibly next year he would
vote for the expenditure.

THtE MINISTRu FOR WORKS: Some-
thing must be done at once. The mole
and jetty must be extended, or this work
undertaken.

MR. THOMAS: In .the absence of
information, he was not prepared to admit
that something mnust be done at once.

Ma. MORAN; This was one of the
most extraordinary proposals of the
sess3ion. Parliament was expected to
prorogue to-day; yet we found on
examining this schedule that one vote we
were asked to pass involved the com-
mencement of a, work to cost £.250,000
or £300,000. The experience of every
State showed that harbour works were
likely to cost 50 per cent. more than
the estimate rather than 10 per cent. less.
Consider the experience at Fremantle,
where, however, the ultimate expendi-
ture was justified by the vastly increased
traffic. No doubt this item would pass.
There were now in the Chamber nine or
10 members, and at least 30 absent who
did not know that the item involved an
expenditure of £300,000. At a quarter
to one on the last day of Parliament we
were given this information; and scarcely
a, quorum was present. He had never
heard of such a. proposal.

MR. PIG OTT: All must acknowledge
that this was a most marvellous propo-
sition to put before a dying Parliament,
to commit the country to an expenditure
of anything from £200,000 to £250,000.
We had an estimate by the Engineer-in-
Chief for this work of £270,000 to
Y£320,000.

Ma. MORAN: Mr. C. Y. O'Connor esti-
mated that it would cost double
£300,000.

THE MINISTER FOR WoRxs: A dif-
ferent scheme.

MR. PIGOTT: Why was it absolutely
necessary to put this vote through to-
day? The Minister said that something
must be done at once. If we passed the
vote, would the work he started within two
or three weeks or would tenders be called
within six weeka3 P We were doing an
unheard of thing by asking Parliament
to pass such an item at this stage. The
Government should withdraw the item.
One of the proposals was to dredge a
channel-it was practically a cutting in
some places-for two miles in length.
When one considered what had been spent
on the Fremantle Harbour Works, we
recognised that in passing the vote we
were doing something which had never
been done ina the history of the world
before, that on the last day of the Par-
liament we committed the country to a
huge expenditure without having given
the matter any consideration whatever.
It was to be hoped the Government would
withdraw the item; if not he would have
to take some other action. The Govern-
ment might have stisfied themselves
that they had made the fullest possible
inquiry; but the Government should go
farther into the matter and allow this
question to remain over until the new
Parliament met. If it was proved then
that this was the best possible scheme to
carry out, the delay of a few months
meant nothing. This was not a question
of policy, and it could not be
taken as a p arty question. It was
unfair for the Government to come down
with a scheme like this within a. few
hours of prorogation.

MR.. EWING: It was to be hoped the
Government would not take the advice
of the leader of the Opposition. It was
absolutely necessary for the development
of the Ltimer trade anld the general
development of the South-West portion
of the State that this work should be
carried out. The member for West
Perth (Mr. Moran) had complained that
there was no quorum present, and mem-
bers could uot give due consideration to
a work of this magnitude. The onus lay
on every member of the House who was
absent on this occasion. Members were
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satis fied that this question had been
before the country for many years, and
only within the last four or five montbs
members had the pleasure of accompany-
ing the Minister for Mines to Bunbury,
and at a banquet given by the residents
of Bunbury every member who spoke
was in favour of the continuation of the
wole or the inner harbour scheme. Every
member of the Assembly and of the
Council was satisfied that something in
the near future must be done in connec-
tion with the Bunbury harbour. The
only question for consideration was
whether the mole should be continued, or
the inner harbour scheme carried out.
Captain Laurie, who was an authority on
this question, had stated that the inner
harbour scheme was the only possible
scheme for Bunbury. The late Engineer-
rn-Chief was never in favour of the mole,
but the inner harbour scheme; and the
present Engineer-in-Chief,. took up a
similar position. We had to decide
whether the mole should be continued or
the inner harbour scheme taken in hand
at once. Looking at the plan of the
scheme placed before us by the Engineer-
in-Chief, it appeared to be a reasonableone,
although it was not so elaborate as the
scheme propoundedhy Mr. O.Y. O'Connor.
The member for Bunb~ury had placed valu-
able figures, before members in support of
this proposal. It was stated that the
wharfage dues for the last financial year
amounted to £14,000 and the harbour
dues to £4,000, making a total of £18,000
for the year. The engineer reported that
the cost of this work would be £300,000.
therefore the present harbour dues and
wharfage would pay 6 per cent, on the
total cost of the work. If that was so
and we could borrow the money at 4 or
44- per cent. it was reasonable that the
work should be taken in hand as soon as
possible.

MR. BIGHAM: The scheme placed
before the Committee was brought for-
ward on very slight grounds indeed, and
the details of construction were still open
to considerable variation. The Govern-
ment should have this scheme fully
worked out and arrive a. a conclusion.
The affirmation of the scheme should
come from the next Parliament. He
(Mr. Higham) was not disposed to deny
the benefits Bunbury must get from its
geographical position and its own trade.

The mole was not securing the object
for which it was constructed, and whilst
it was not giving security to shipping it
would bie a source of endless expense.
The extension of the mole was not justi-
fied by the results. The inner harbour
scheme was far preferable, and the Gov-
ernment should place themselves in a,
position to come before members with a
fully-matured scheme. Take the next
item on the schedule-the Fremantle
Dock. There was a very small amount
provided, which would not go beyond the
preparation of the plans and securing
expert advice. It would have been better
if the Government had asked for the
whole amount of money to carry out the
various works ou the schedule. If the
vote for Bunbu-y harbour improvements
was carried the amount provided would
not do more than prepare detailed plans
and obtain farther advice. It was
esseutial that something should be done
for the timber trade, and the trade that
would go to Biinbury with the develop-
ment of the back districts. A vote
should be placed on the Estimates for
that purpose.

MAR. 'MORAN: Was the hon. member
in favour of committing the country to a
scheme that would cost £800,000 now, or
would he give the Government any money
they required rto lay a. comprehensive
scheme before Parliament which would
meet in -a few months time?

MRl. HIGHAM: That was his desire.
Ma. MORAN: Then he agreed with

the member. Mr. T'ahner was not a
maanne engineer; but Mr. C. Y. O'Connor,
who was the best marine engineer south
of the line, recommended the inner har-
bour scheme. Mr. O'Connor had pointed
out that the inner harbour scheme would
cost three-quarters: of a million; that if
something was required to protet ship-
ping the mole should be built. On the
opinion of the present Engineer-in Chief,
who had not yet made up his mind, and
who was not a marine engineer, we were
asked to undertake a. work, knowing that
the late Engineer-in-Chief bad stated
that the work could not be carried out for
double the money. As to giving some
relief to Bunbury, by all means do that
He had never voted against anything
which would develop the harbour at
flunhury.

[ASSEMBLY.] in Committee.
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At I o'clock, midday, the CHAIRMAN
left the Chair.

At 2-15, Chair resumed.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
position the Government took up in this
matter was not to ask either the House
or the country to pledge itself to an
estimated expenditure of a quarter of a
million, still less the magnified expendi-
ture of half a, million. In a few words,
the actual position was that the work
hitherto dlone at ]Sunbury had been done
in spite of a recommendation of the late
Engineer-in-Chief. It was always re-
garded as a temporary and provisional
arrangement that could be undertaken to
provide accommodation for shipping at
Bunbury. Admittedly, ev 'en with- the
extensions which had been made of that
work, it was still totally inadequate to
provide for the existing shipping require-
ments there. It was highly probable
that the requirements of to-day-great as
they were-were little to what would be
the requirements of the f uture. But even
taking the requirements of to-day, those
requirements justified, and indeed made
necessary, provision of some kind at
liunbury. The Government had decided
that any farther expenditure in connec-
tion 'With the existing mole or existing
jetty would be practically wasted, and
they were advised it would be far better
even now to do what the Government
were advised to do in the first instance-
make an inner harbour to protect the
extended jetty. To extend the jetty and
perfect it would incur a total expenditure
of about £235,000. .For approximately
that amount we could make the inner
harbour, which would meet the require-
ments of Eunbury for all1 time. All te
Government asked the Committee to do
was to place at their disposal the sum of
£15,000. Ho did not anticipate that sum
would be expended during the financial
year.: All they proposed to do was to
continue the work of inquiry into what
they believed, acting upon the advice of
their responsible advisers, was the better
scheme to adopt. They proposed to take
advantage, of the fact that Mr.
Keall, the eminent engineer from New
South Wales, was visiting this State in
con nection with the Fremantle Dock, and
to take his advice as to what should be
the nature of the harbour 'works at Bun-

bury, to see whether he indorsed the
opinion of the Engineer-in -Chief, from
which the Government saw no reason
whatever to differ. The Government
proposed to do what a State should
always do, unless there were very strong'
reasons to the contrary -folow the advice
of the Engineer-in-Chief for the time
being, and if possible obtain an endorse-
ment of that advice from other respon-
sible engineers. The Committee mnight
well resent being asked to endorse
hurriedly an expenditure of even a
quarter of a million. The Government
asked the Committee to indorse their
action in not enlarging or extending the
existing jetty, and in not extending the
existing mole any farther, but rather
thoroughly investigating the proposed
scheme submitted by the engineer, with
the intention of submitting to the next
Parliament a complete scheme in detail,
if indorsed by the visiting engineer, Mr.
Keall. If this vote were allowed to pass,
between now and the nest meeting of
Parliament there would be no commence-
ment at all of the actual work of con-
structing this inner harbour. All that
would be done would be to take sound-
ings, make borings, and obtain all possible
information and data, and submit that
scheme in all its details to Parliament
for approval or rejection. According to
tha advice the Government had, and
according to the views of every man who
bad visited Bunbury and looked at the
matter from a practical standpoint with
a practical eye, any money expended on
the farther extension of the existing
works would be undoubtedly money
thrown away. That was merely bearing
out and confirming the previously ex-
pressed opinion of the late Engineer-rn-
Chief. The work already carried out
had cost £220,000. No such expendi-
ture as that would have been authorised
by Parliament if it had been anticipated
in the first instance that the temporary
protection was going to cost anything
like that sum. It was anticipated that
for a small expenditure some provisional
protection could be afforded. The require-
ments at IBunbury had from time to time
necessitated additions to that provisional
protection. First we had an extension
of the jetty, then a corresponding exten-
sion of the mole, then another extension
6f the jetty, then another extension of
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the mole, until if we went on in this wavr
we should have a mole extending he
was afraid to say how far, and the jetty
as far as there was room for it, which
was Dot very far. If the shipping trade
at Bunbury was to continue even at its
present stage, some better accommodation
must be provided.

MR. PIGOTTr: How would they get on
for the next two or three years ?

THE MINISTER FORCWORKS: This
work, if put in hand, would take certainly
over two years to complete.

MR. THomAs: About four years.
THE MTNISTER FOR WORKS: Oh,

no. He was assu red that the work
could be completed within about two
years, and he had every reason to believe
that was so. In the meantime Bunbury
would have to be satisfied with the exist-
ing accommodation. We should have to
meet the requirements of the shipping
trade in the best way we could. But it
would be far better to have some delay
and ultimately have a good harbour
which would involve no farther expendi-
ture; than to be continually frittering
away mroney on improvements to the
existing work with the certain knowledge
that whatever was done to the existing
work, sooner or later, if the shipping at
Banbury even muaintained its present
trade, an inner harbour would have to
be made. Even the extension of the
mole and the extension of the jetty would
take some considerable time, so that the
time occupied in the construction of the
inner harbour would not be altogether
lost. No attempt would be made in any
way to commence the work of construc-
tion before the next meeting of Parlia-
ment. The fullest possible details would
be submitted to Parliament either for
approval or rejection. That was the
pledge which he advisedly offered to the
Committee and to the House.

MR. MORAN: This only went to show
bow important it was that these items
should be criticised. Had this matter
gone on without discussion, the Govern-
ment would have had a free hand and
could have said the country was pledged
to the scheme. The speech of the
Minister put a different light on the
matter. This plea for a sufficient sum
of money to make the fullest inquiries
ought to have come long ago. He (Air.
Moran) was satisfied we were pledged to

nothing except the fact that if Bunbury
wanted a good harbour Biinburv must
have a good harbour. We must he careful
in going about the work in a deliberate
method, because ultimately this would
mean an expenditure of half a million.
Would the Minister place before us, the
very first day, the reports by Mr. Keall,
Mr. O'Connor, and all these engineers?

THE MINISTER FOR WORKcS: Most
certainly.

MR. 'MORAN was very anxious that
the country's opinions and ideas should
he taken into consideration on this
great question. As to reducing the
amount, it would make the loan read
just under a million and a half, and that
was not advisable. He was thoroughbly
satisfied with the explanation of the
Government, and fully expected that they
would hold to the promise.

MR. PIGOTT: No doubt the promise
given by the Minister must carry a
certain amount of weight, but he did not
quite agree with the Minister when that
gentleman took up the position that, if
this Parliament agreed to the vote, we
were not pledging a future Parliament.
We did not know what men would com-
pose the nest Parliament or what views
would be taken.

MR. MORAN :Still the Minister's last
speech would be fully recorded.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS:
So far as these Estimates were concerned,
there was no mention of any expenditure
of over a quarter of a million or of any

suhsum of money. It was merely
because he gave. the fullest information
hie had at his disposal that members
were able to say the work would cost
such a sum; but in passing these Esti-
mates we were not committing a future
Parliament to an expenditure that did
not appear on the Estimates.

MR. PIGOTT: That was all very
well; but it seemed, according to what
the Minister said, that it would be a
waste of money to spend a farther sum
on the continuiation of the present works.

Tnn MINISTER: That was the advice
of the Engineer-in.Chief.

MR. PIGOTT: And that was the
opinion of the Government.

THE MINISTER: It was his opinion.
MR. PIGOTT : The money was not to

be spent on present works.
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Mn. MORN : Nor in starting new
works. The Minister had given his
assurance on that point.

Mn. PTGOTT : On the principle of
the matter he desired to enter a protest.
We were acting very foolishly. The
Government took up a stand never taken
up before in asking the House to pass
an. item which might lead to anything or
to nothing, for no matter what was said
in Committee to-day, the new Parliament
could take up an attitude that the work
had alre~ady been authorised.

Mu. MORAN: That could not he done..
There was nothing on the Estimates for
an inner harbour at Bunbury.

MR. PIGOTT: Nevertheless we had it
stated that it was a waste of money
spending anything on the present works.
The question then arose as to what were
the harbour works on which the money
was to be spent?

MR. MORAN: The point was that the
item was too large.

MR. PIGOTT: The Government were
wrong. The matter ought to have been
threshed out in full House. Bills already
had been passed committing the next
Parliament to a huge expenditure.

MR. MORAN: Hear, hear; a million.
MR. PIGOTT: With all due deference

to the Minister, the fact of this vote
being passed would to a certain extent
pledge the next Parliament. He could
not help taking that view, though he
believed the Government were absolutely
sincere and would not pledge themselves
to any extraordinary expenditure in this
regard until the next Parliament met.
Still he thought it was an unheard of
procedure, and that the matter deserved
the fullest consideration. Even if it be
granted that the construction of an inner
harbour was the only thing that could be
done to bring about a satisfactory state
of affairs at Bunbury, there was no
necessity to go into the matter at present.
The sum provided was too Much, for if
we were only to make farther inquiry
X10,000 would be ample. Certainly a
less sum would be sufficient, but it would
be absurd to pass an amount that was
not required, simply because the Minister
put it in the schedule. We were told the
present facilities were insufficient and
that grave troubles might arise any day,
and thatany expenditure that improved the
psenut works would be thrown away; and

we were asked to allow the Government to
institute a new scheme and to make
arrangements for opening up an inner
harbour at Bunbury, the M~inister inform-
ing us it would take at least two years to
complete the work. Though knowing
the Bunbury trade was increasing at such
a rate, the Government asked us to wait
on for- two years and put the trade to
great inconvenience under the present
conditions; so we would not do any-
thing detrimental to the trade if we post-
poned this item for six months, for then
the new Parliament would have it in their
power to say whether the expenditure
was to be undertaken or not. The Gov-
erment intended to rush the item
through, so he intended to move as a
protest that the item be reduced by
£10,000, which would be ample for the
Government to carry out all they wanted
to do in the matter of surveys and boring
experiments. The House by accepting
the amendment would determine that
the new scheme should not be under-
taken until the new Parliament agreed
to it.

MR. MORAN thought the Government
might accept the amendment, but the
hon. member would weaken his position
if he were defeated.

MR. PIGOTT; That could not be
helped. It was a fair request. The
Government said they did not wish to
use the whole of the money, so they
should only take a fair amount. He
desired to have it recorded that, within
the last few hours of the sitting of Par-
liament, an item for a work never ti-ought
before the House previously wats brought
down, and members were asked to prac-
tically authorise expenditure upon it.

MR. MORNa: The hon. member ap-
proved of the secret purchases.

MR. PIGOTT: If the Government
were determined to carry on the work
he would rather have seen them go on
with it without coming to Parliament,
should the work be so necessary as it was
pointed out. However, he did not think
the matter was of such great importance
that it should be undertaken without
having it properly discussed. We should
not accept without any question the
opinion of the Engineer-in-Chief in
matters of this kind. Otherwise these
matters need not be brought before Par-
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lianient at all. He moved asan amend-
ment,

That the item be reduced by.A1O,OOO.
MR. ATKINS: This matter was

sprung upon Parliament ait the very last
day. Having been decided long ago, the
Government might have brought. it for-
ward before. However, the Government
knew their own business, but be wanted
to say that nobody with ordinary common
sense would have commenced an outer
harbour scheme at Bunbury. Such a.
scheme was directly opposed to the views
of the late Engineer-in-Chief, and op-
posed to the views of a large number of
people. Even a silly old man like him-
self could say that it was impossible to
make an outer harbour and keep it open
without continually dredging, even if
it were big enough, which it never would
be. If we kept on continuing the mole
to protect the ships, we would run up
against the opposite shore; and as long
as there was water for ships to go in,
there would be wind coming in. Mr. C.
Y. O'Connor objected to the outer harbour
scheme, but he was overruled by Sir John
Forrest and the Bunbury people, who
wanted a harbour immediately and were
satisfied with something that would not
cost much money; the consequence being
that they got a harbour which was not a
harbour, and would never be a complete
scheme. Whatever the Government did,
it was no use tinkering with the outer
harbour scheme; but what was to be
done must be done quickly. We had
not had a bad gale at Runburv for three
or four years, but as sure as there was a
big gale, as he told the Premier months
ago, not only would one or two ships go
ashore; but all the ships in the harbour
and the jetty itself. The jetty was
merely a table on top of the rocks. if
we had one of the Bunbury gales that
occurred 10 or 15 years ago, as sure as
we lived the whole bag of tricks would go
ashore, but there had not been a gale for
three or four years, and he defied any-
body to contradict the statement.

Mu. MORAN: The jetty was built more
than three or four years ago.

ME. ATKINS: The beol. member had
had his say, and should let him (Mr.
Atkins) speak.

MR. MoRAY: Then the hon. rnember
should talk sense.

MR. ATKINS: For all the mem-
ber for West Perth knew about jetties,
God help him! At the time the works
were initiated be met Sir John Forrest
and the party at Pinjarra, and told them
that the thing would never do, and that
they would have the harbour silted up.
Both Sir John Forrest and Mr. A. Forrest
laughed at him and said " What do you
know about it ?' Time bad proved that
hes knew a good deal about it. It was
impossible to make a good outer harbour.
Anyhow, the work hadl been started half
a mile too near the shore. If the mnole
had been taken out another half-mile
there would have been room for a proper
harbour, to hold from 20 to .30 ships.
'rhe sooner the inner harbour was com-
menced, the better; for if the outer ba,'*
hour was preserved, a serious gale would
produce a smash such as had never been
experienced in Australia. It seemed
curious that this proposal was not made
three montbs ago; for if it had, the work
might by this time have been in pro-
gress.

MR. TAYLOR: The Minister stated

that psing this item would not pledge
Parliament to spend the estimated cost
of the work, but that the item was for
soundings, inquiries, and estimates for
the information of the next Parliament.
If so, the item should be reduced by
£10,000, for these preliminaries could
not cost £23,000, or if they did, the
ultimate cost of the work must be eno'-
inously above the estimate. He objected
to such an item being brought in at the
close of the session, without any explana-
tion exept that given at the request of
old and experienced members. [THE
MINISTER : Given directly he was asked
for it.] The late Engineer-in-Chief, an
expert engineer on harbours, advised this
proposed new work instead of the work
actually constructed at Bunbury ; yet
now we were asked to authorise an
additional X250,000 besides the.£220,000
already spent. In assisting to pass
£13,000 he (Mr. Taylor) did not pledge
any future Parliament to construct an
inner harbour.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS ob-
jected to exaggerated statements. The
£C28,000 included the cost of raising the
loan. The Government definitely pro-
mised that no attempt at actual construc-
tier would be made till the fullest details
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were submitted to Parliament. To alterI
the amount was inadvisable, sveing that
the harbour had already a bad name in
the shipping and commercial world; and
if news went forth that the total amount
the Government provided for the improve-
ment of the harbour was £210,000 this
would be accepted as the maximum, and
people would think that no real improve-
ment was contemplated.

MR. THOMAS: That was a very weak
agru went against reducing the item.
The proposal for- an ultimate expenditure
of over £270,000 would be given wide
publicity. The Loan Estimates showed
an unexpended balance of £235,021, of
which between now and next June we
anticipated spending £,15,000. For pre-
liminaries £212,000 would be ample; and
according to the Estimvates it was already
available without any provision in this
Loan Bill. The Governor's Speech at the
beginning of this session foreshadowed
increased facilities for shipping at Bun-
bury; yet no attempt was miade to pro-
vide these until practically the last day of
the session. He would support the re-
duction of the item to £910,000. k

Mt. MORAN: It was wholly wrong
to seek for a scapegoat by saying that the
harbour works at Bunbury wore started
against all expert advice. Mr. O'Connor
ntver condemned the work which he
himself carried out at Bunbury. Reports
were called for on the question of a
Danbury harhour, and Mr. O'Connor
reported that to mako an efficient har-
bour, safe for aill time and one which he
would recommend, was an inner harbour
scheme at a cost of £2700,000. Parlia-
ment then would not vote such amtount,
and Mr. O'Connor was asked whether he
could carry out a work which would give
protection to shipping at the port, and he
said "yes."

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: Some
protection.

MR. MO0RAN: Exactly. Mr. O'Connor
never said that the present harbour
scheme would be the better of the two.
He stated that there was only one
scheme that shouild he carried out; but
the work which he did carry out had
served .Bunbury to this day, and without
that work thi-re would have been no
shipping_ at, Iunhury. The time hadi
cinec for the country to say whether
Bunbury, being the port for all time for

the South-West, was worthy of a good
harbour. That problem should be put
before the country. The Government by
their pledge had adopted the right courseLl.
If the inner harbour at Bunbury could
be built for £2300,000, then lie (Mr.
Moran) would advise the country to
build it. For convenience the vote was
to be allowed to remain, and he urged
the leader of the Opposition not to press
his amendment to a. division. The
Government should get the best advice
they couild, promptly, and come down to
the House with a thoroughly complete
scheme next session. The report showed
that the borings had not been made yet,
and we did not know where the granite
bar cropped out. Let the Government
spend £5,000 or £10,000, or any reason-
able sumr, to get the fullest information
they could-Mr. Kealls report, Mr.
Palmer's mature report-and bring it all
forward early next session so that Par-
liament would have an opportunity of
saying whether or not the inner harbour
work should be proceeded with. The
sensational rumours of the member for
the MLurray thnt if a north-west storm
came along the jetty and breakwater
would go, should not be considered. The
jetty at Bunbury had been there a num-
ber of years, and it remained there,
although all ports were liable to injury

frmStrs.
Mru.stONSON: The first time he

visited Bunibury he came to the con-
clusion that money was being wasted
in building a. breakwater and extending
the jetty. The port of Bun bury was
similar to New Plymouth, in New Zealand.
At New Plymouth there were a break-
water and jetty, and f,,r years the harbour
kept silting -up, and the Government bad
to spend no end of money in dredging
the place. Eventually a gale swept the
whole work away, and the Government

1went in for a new scheme, which had
proved of great advantage. He was
strongly in favour of. the idea of getting
the best expert advice, and building a
harbour at Bunbury so that the Govern-
men t would not have to contin ually spend
Money on the place.

Mt. HAYWARD: When the Iharbour
works at Bunbury were first mooted it
was utterly impossible to attempt to get
sufficient funds to start the inner harbour
scheme. It was then suggested tha a
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breakwater should be erected. The
kEngineer-mn-Chief at that time was not
very* favourable to the work, but he
thought it would meet the case, and it
had done so. When the breakwater
was first commenced the exports of
Bunbury amounted in value to X16,000;
now they were e100,000 a year.
The harbour at Bunbury was inade-
quate at present for the shipping,
and what might be expected in the
future? Still the work was useful, and
the best would have to be done with it
until a larger scheme was carried out.

Ma. MORAN: The Government would
have a deputation from Eunbury asking
for the expenditure of some of the
£20,000 vote on the old harbour works,
in dredging the harbour. The vote was
for Bunbury harbour works, therefore the
money could be used for that purpose.
The Government would be compelled to
spend money on the present harbour
works, for the people of Bunbury would
not be satisfied with the present temporary
works.

Amendment put arnd negatived.

Itern - Fremiantle Dock and Slip,
£10,500:

Ma. FERG-USON: The small amount
of this item indicated that the scheme
was not in a very forward condition.
It. was of great impJortance not only to
Fremantle but to the State at large to
have a dock. Ile would like the Minister
to give us some information as to when
the dock was likely to be made. It was
quite evident £10,000 would not be
sufficient to carryv out work on a large
scale.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
sum of £210,000 was all it was anticipated
could be spent with advantage before the
end of the current financial year. The
Government had gone to a great amount
of trouble in regard to this dock, and
had been subjected to much disappoint-
wient in relation to it. Last April steps
were taken to secure the services of two
engineers, one being Mr. Napier Bell, who
had previously been consulted on the
question of a dock at Fremantle, and the
other M.Nr. Keall, an engineer from New
South Wales. It was thought those two
engineers, who were recommended by the
le-Lding engineers of the Eastern States
as the best officers we could get, would be

able to pay an early visit to Fremantle to
report upon the question of the site for a
dock, and also upon the nature of the
dock to be erected; but from time to
time the Government had been dis-
appointed. Ifr. Napier Bell had been
ill, then convalescent and hoping to come
shortly, and then not able to come, until
at last the Government determined
that if necessary they must do without
Mr. Napier Bell rather than have any
farther delay. Mr. Keall now had dis-
tinctly promised that he would be here
early in the new year, and would be
leaving Sydney directl y after the Christ-
mas vacation. The subject of greatest
importance was the site of the dock. As
to the nature of tbe dock and the con-
struction, that was a matter with which
our own engineers were thoroughly com-
petent to deal. Certain opinions were
no doubt held by our own engineers re-
garding the site, but the subject was
too important to be decided on those
opinions only, so the Government wanted
either those opinions confirmed or an
opinion by other authorities. The Gov-
emnent had no desire to delay the
matter, but to push on with it, realising
it was of vital importance to Western
Australia as a whole. They had a vast
amount of information as to docks of
different kinds, regarding the cost of
construction and the method of construc-
tion, all of which would be placed at the
disposal of these engineers, who would he
left uninterrupted and wholly unpre-
judiced to give their opinions as to
the best site. There would be no delay
that the Government could avoid.

MRt. MORAN: If the Minister had not
yet chosen a site, upon what did he expect
to spend thle £10,000?

Tas MINISTER FOR WORKS:
When once a site was recommended as
being the most suitable, there would
be a great amount of boring work, pre-
paration of plans and specifications, and
detail work, all of which would involve
considerable expense.

MR. MORAN: Was there any chance
of a site being chosen without purchase of
land. If not, how far would £10,000
go towards the purchase before the Gov-
ernment could even put an augur-hole
into the ground?

THE: MINISTER FOR WORKS was
not in a position to answer that qucs-
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tion. If a suitable site could be secured
without purchase, that would be acquired.

Mu. MORAN: Was it the intention
of the Government, if they had to pur-
chase, to purchase from loan?

Tn MINISTER FOR WORKS: If
the purchase of land was necessary to
construct the dock, the Government
would propose to take the money out of
loan funds. We might look forward to
the dock being a reproductive work, and
money for its construction could be
legitimately taken from loan funds in the
same way as for a railway.

Ma. MOAN: -BaA the Government
ap)proached any sellers yet ?

THE MINISTER: No.
Mn. MORAN: If land had to be pur-

chased, the Government might have to
pay more than £10,000 for it. and then
they would have no money left to start
work with.

THiE MINISTER FOR WORKS: It de-
pended upon what site was chosen.

Mn. MORAN: The whole expenditure
of this vote was problematical. It
depended upon whether the Government
would have to purchase a. site. HEe did
not suppose that Mr. Flerguson would see
much done before the House met in June.

Item-Fremantle Sea Wall and Espla-
nade, £28,440:-

Mnm. THiOMAS: The Estimates gave
£4,500, and that amount and this author-
isation of X8,040 for worksL and services
made a total of £12,540. There was
only £5,000 available, so there was an
unauthorised expenditure of over £3,000.
In relation to Geraldton Harbour Works
the amount on these Estimates for works
and services was £10,550. There was
an thutborisation of £6,000, or an over
expenditure of £4,000. Then we had
harbour and river improvements, in
relation to which there was an over eX-
penditure of £5,000. That was for the
lighthouses. He wouild like to have in-
formiation.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
title "Fremantle Sea Wall and 'Espla-
nade" was rather misleading. This item
related not only to the sea wall and
esplanade, hut also to the railway tip
Owen's Anchiorage. We deviated the
previous line top Owen's Anchorage,
shortening it and improving it consider-
ably. The line used to run along South

Terrace, and was very awkward in many
ways. Over and above that, the work
was necessary from a health point of
view. Within this area enclosed there was
an accumulation of filth of various kinds,
which at low water was most objection-
able and unhealthy. The tide had not
access to this accumulation of matter, so
the water was almost a stagnant pool.
Therefore it was very necessary that the
evil should be remedied from a health
point of view. From conferences be
had had with the local authorities,
those auLhorirties took a reasonable
view of the position and were pre-
pared to assist in the cost to some
appreciable extent. The work, how-
ever, was of too great a magnitude for
them. to undertake it at their own cost.
The Government were re~ally responsible
for having created the nuisance. A con-
siderable area would be reclaimed by
this process, and the land would be
valuable. The amount spent came from
loan suspense account, which was au-
thorised by Parliament.

Item -Point Sampson (near Cossack)
jetty, £7,660:-

MR. PIGQTT wished to know how
far the Government intended to go with
this work. Did they intend S let the
matter drop for some time as soon as the
jetty was completed, or did they intend
first of all to build a bridge over what
was known as Pope's Nose Creek ? Did
they intend to build a tramway f rom the
jetty connecting the main line running
from Cossack to Roebonrne ? Apparently
the country was committed to the ex-
peniditure, and unless the work was
carried out the utility of the jetty would
he practically nil. He desired informa-
tion Crow the Government as to what
their full intentions were. lIt would be
a mistake to allow the matter to drop
now and not to complete the work. Hle
thought it was all a great mistake. but
he could safely ask the Minisier for a
definite statement as to the Government's
intentions.

Tas MINISTER FOR WORKS: This
amount would complete the jetty and
stockl- yards. The Government ha~d in-
tended to do no more than that when. the
work was started, and it was all that was
represented to the Government as being
necessary. The Govrnment had no
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intention whatever of undertaking any
farther works in connection with this
jetty, unless it was satisfactorily shown
that works were absolutely necessar Y.
That had not been shown up to the pre-
sent time.

MR. PIGOTT: Did the Minister know
that stock could not be got on to the
jetty except on two or three days a fort-
night?

Tnn MINISTER FOR WORKS: That
was denied.

MR. MORAN : The member for the dis-
trict might give some informat ion on this
point. Was it true that cattle hail to be
Swum on to the jetty ?

Dn. HICKS: Though not having been
over the marsh the leader of the Opposi-
tion referred to, be could speak about a
marsh near Cossack which mot people
thought could not be crossed except for
two or three days during each tide. In
1898 he had occasion to cross that marsh
about eight times a week for six months,
and he never once got bogged, so he felt
sure that cattle could certainly go over
the other marsh for twelve days out of
fourteen.

AIR. PIGOTT: When the matter was
before the House previously it was an-
nounced that a goods shed was to be
built. Evidently the Minister's opinion
was changed and a goods shed was not to
be built. If steamers were to go to the
jetty and the jetty would stand, it would
be advisable to connect the jetty with the
main land by a tramn line, so that goods
could be got off the jetty. There
would be no end of trouble if steamers
had to go to the jetty' for one purpose
and then go out again and discharge cargo
into lighters. He wanted to have infor-
elation on this point so that he could
answer inquiries when he visited the
place. He was certain that goods landed
on the jetty could not be taken off except
by boat, unless the marsh had a thick
crust on it.

Tar'n MINISTER ronWonis: Then a
goods shed would not be any improve-
mnent.

MR. PIGOTT: No; but the Minister
said a month ago he was going to erect a
goods shed.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: The infor-
mation he now possessed was what lie had
a month ago. He had not said anything
about a goods shed.

MR. PIG OTT was certain on the point,
and, if necessary, he could turn it up in
Hanzard. He felt sure at the time that
the Minister was making a mistake. The
Minister mentioned previously that a,
bridge over the creek would be an
improvement. It would not only be an
improvement, but it was a necessity.

THE, MINISTER.FoR WORKS: The hon.
member had said it would not be required.

MR. PIGOT'T: The position taken up
was that it should be a stock jetty only,
or that it should be a. jetty where any-
thing could be landed. He desired to
pin the Government down in this matter
as to whether there was to be a stock
jetty or a proper jetty for all goods. An
expenditure of.£80,000 would be required
to make the jetty sufficient for landing
all classes of cargo, because a sum of
£16,000 or £17,000 would be required
for a. tramway over the marsh five miles
in length, and 'a considerable sum would
be needed for a water supply, since it
would be no use having a stock jetty with-
out a water supply, and the engineers had
reported that the nearest available water
was six miles away. His opinion was
that the work would be a failure if it was
notfully completed. If the Government
intended to go in for farther expenditure
they should go fully into the question
again, and, before incurring any expense,
should see whether it would not be better
to build a breakwater to insure the safety
of the wharf.

Tus PREMIER: The Government
were advised that the work being done
was a useful work, and that all that was
needed was a stock jetty.

Item - Water Supply for Towns,
£82,550 :

MR. SURGES: Did the Government
intend to make any use of the Goldfields
Water Scheme for supplying towns in
the eastern districts ?

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
item was for the continuation and the
extension of the existing works at Fre-
mantle, and for the completion and
extension of the Claremont works to
Cottesle Peppermint Grove aud the
districts round about there.

AIR. MORAN: Would the Government
make use of these works for the bigger
scheme ?

[ASSEMBLY.] in Committee.
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TaE MINISTER FOR WORKS:
Undoubtedly; they were so arranged to
fit in with it. This really was part of
the scheme. The item also covered
boring for water at Beverley, Wyndham
water supply, , and waterworks generally
in towns and districts other than the
goldfields,

MR. MORAN: flHow much was spent at
Beverley P

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
expenditure would not be more than
£300 or £400.

MR. MoaAN: How deep was the
boring? Was it only surface work?

TaE MINISTER FOR WORKS: It
was estimated that between £300 and
£400 would obtain a supply by band
boring.

[MR. QUINLAN wook the Chair.]
Item-Completion of Goldfields Water

Scheme, £210,360:-
MR. BURGES: What revenue did the

Government expect to get during the
present year ? If some scheme were not
entered into for supplying towns in the
Eastern Districts, the country would be
left in debt through not finding use for
the water.

Mn. MORAN: It was not impertinent
to ask what was proposed to be done
with the money, and how much had
already been spent. Re also wished to
know what progress was made with
reticulation.

TuE MINISTER FOR WORKS:
The reticulation of Coolgardie was com-
plete, and that of Kalgoorlie and Boulder
practically completed. Extensions to
Burbanks and ]3onnievale and in all
directions were completed, and practically
the whole of the thickly populated area
of the three towns was reticulated at the
present time.

MR. MORAN: Would the Government
be getting full revenue in four or fire
months?

Tax, MINISTER FOR WORKS:
Certainly. Within three months, with
the absence of undue competition, we
would he receiving the full income is was
hoped to receive so far as the goldfields
were concerned.

MR. MORAN: Did the' Government
intend to increase the scheme by exten-
sins to Menzies, or was the Menzies
idea dropped ?

THE MIMISTER FOR WORKS:
The Menzies idea had to be dropped as
too expensive, and as holding out no
reasonable prospect of returning sufficient
to pay interest and sinking fund. it
was contemplated extending the scheme
to Kanowna, for there we had sufficient
guarantee of a profitable undertaking.
The difference between Menzies and
Kanowna6 was that the water would
gravitate to Kanowna whereas it would
need to be pumped to Mein ies, whic;h would
mean another pumping installation. There
were innumerable suggestions of exten-
sions of the scheme to different places.
All these had been carefully inquired
into; but the Government had decided
that though extensions might increase
the consumption, that consumption was
of no avail unless it returned a profit,
however small.

MR. MORAN: Had the Government
definitely decided about services on the
route between Mundaring and the fieldsP

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS:
Several of his officers had visited every
settler on the route within reasonable
distance of the main, inquiring as to the
possibility of arranging for supply.
Fortunately for the country and the
settlers, but unfortunately for the suc-
cess of the scheme, in almost every
instance the reply was, "'Nat yet; we
are in no need of water now. By-and-by
we may be. If ever we are short of

wae e shall be glad to avail our-
sevsof the scheme." As to York, it

1was no use forcing on it a water scheme
at a much greater cost than was neces-
sary. York could be given an ample
water supply at an almost infinitesimal
fraction of the cost of supplying it from
this scheme. The residents of New-

I castle were so indifferent to the subject
that they did not think it worth while to
give an estimate of the quantity of water

*they would consume if supplied. Every
avenue had been searched and every
mine on the goldfields personally can-
vassed, and rapidly; but at the first
time of asking mine managers looked
on the proposal as a, joke, as it indeed

*appeared, because water wa-s then lying
about everywhere, and unfortunately for
the scheme it was lying about to-day.
Climatic conditions had altered, and so
had the habits of the people. Water
was now conserved by the people, and

Loan -Pill; [23 I)EcEmBER, 1903.)
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more rain fell to be conserved ; so there
was not so much need for the scheme
water. He hoped that the resulting net
loss to the State on this year's waterI
scheme transactions would not be more
than, at a guess, about £260,000. He
was taking a hopeful view, but had
reason to believe he was correct ; and if
so, the result would be an evidence of
good work. The present total consumnp-
tion was only one million gallons per day ;
and at the present price we must sell far
more than that in order to pay interest
and sinking fund. The Coolgardie wines
were taking considerably over the stipu-
lated quantity, half a million gallons a
day. On some days their consumption
reached three million gallons.

MR. HASTIE: Some time ago com-
piaints were lodged from all parts of the
goldfields which the water approached.
Now that the scheme was in operation,
did complaints continue as to places not
reticulated, as to unsatisfactory supply,
or as to high pricesF

MR. JACOBY: What had been done
as to irrigation along the route ? A
large quantity of water would be used if
the department could sell at anything
like the usual prices for irrigating pur-
poses-not more than 6d. a thousand
gallons. For commercial purposes 2a.
per thousand gallons was considered a
high price.

THE TaEASunR In South Australia
water was supplied to the farmers for
over 6d.

Mu. JACOBY: That was for stock
purposes. If we charged 58. a thousand
it would on the goldfieldi cost £15 per
inch of water per acre, and goldfields
irrigation would need 10 inches per acre.
What sort of crop could profitably be
grown at that cost? At an ou~tside
estimate, not allowing for evaporation,
only about one foot of water in the weir
would be used for consumption annually,
or about 224,000,000 gallons. The evapo-
ration was about 1,000,000 gallons
every summer. We had a staff and
machibnery, and more water than we
could contemplate using for many years
to come ; and if the price were reduced
to permit of irrigating, a large quantity
could be utilised.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS:
The Government never endeavoured,
and probably never would, to induce

the use of this water for ordinary
irrgation. The hon. member said that

the price of s. per thousand would
necessitate an expenditure of £15 per
acre, and that at least 10 inches per
acre would be necessary. That would be
£830 per acre at even Ia. a thousand, or
at 6d. £13 per acre. The irrigation
question bad been carefully considered;
but if only the price of pumping the water
were charged, irrigation would be imuprac-
ticable except on a very small scale,
when a man could grow fruit and
vegetables or some little commodities
thbat did not entail working a large area
but realised comparatively high prices.
All the Government were doing was to
attempt to demonstrate on a small area
of land situated advantageously to the main
whether it was advisable to go in for grow-
ing vegetables and fruit. Every possible
outlet for the water had been carefully
considered. He regretted to say- that
irrigation in the ordinary acceptation of
the word was out of court. With regard
to the question raised by the member for
Kanowna, he had never had any com-
plaints as to the quality of the water.
There were complaints some time ago as
to price, but they had long since ceased.
No complaints had been received for a
long time past as to the price charged.
As to the reticulation, there had been
complaints. Naturally people who had
not accommodation objected to those who
were being supplied.

MR. HAsTlE: Had the water rates
been paid?

TUE MINISTER FOR WORKS:
They were being paid. There was only
one distinct refusal to pay, and when the
case was taken into court, as a test case,
the person paid up the rates with all
costs.

MR. JACOBY: What be wished to
demonstrate was that irrigation could
not be carried on with anything like the
price charged for- the water. At the,
lower end of the scheme, between Nos. 1
and 2 or Nos. 2 and S pumping staions,
if the price was made comparatively low
there would be a demand for the wvater.
The cost of storage, management and
pumping one lift could be taken as a
basis of calculation. The water then
might be supplied at a price which would
pay the scheme and the farmer to use
it.
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THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
Government could hardly charge sixpence
per thousand gallons at one end of the pipe
line and 7a. 6d. per thousand gallons at
the other end.

Mn. MORAN : The goldfields would not
say a word.

MR. JAcowr: The water would be got
rid of.

Schedule put and passed.
Second and third schedules-agreed

to.
Preamble, Title-agreed to.
Bill reported without amendment, and

the report adopted.
THIRD READING.

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

[Sitting suspended for 10 minutes.]

LOAN ESTIMATES.
IN COM1MITTEE.

MR. QUINLAN in the Chair.
MR. MORAN: There had not been

time for members, and certainly he had
not had time, to look into the -details of
the works enumerated here, and in the
Bill which was to give effect to the
Estimates. For his part he did not
intend to discuss them.

Ma. JACOBY: What was the cost to
the department in reference to the experi-
mental irrigation on the goldfields?

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS:
There was no such thing as an experi-
mental irrigation farm on the goldfields.
The department had only five acres under
this experiment, and one man and a boy'
were employed there. There was no
attempt at farming experiments in this
case, but only to demonstrate the possi-
bility of growing fruit and vegetables on
the goldfields.

Loan Votes (already discussed under
Loan Bill) put and passed, total
X1,107,770 13s. lid.

Resolutions reported, and the report
adopted.

APPROPRIATION BILL.
THE TREASURER, in accordance with

foregoing resolutions, introduced Lhe Bill,
which was read a first time.

Second reading moved, and passed
without debate.

In Committee, passed without debate.

THIRD READING.
THE TREASURER, in moving the

third reading, said: I wish to express
my thanks for the courtesy which the
House has always extended to me whilst
I have been in this Chair as Treasurer.
This will be my last official Act as
Treasurer in this House, and I do not
think any Minister has ever had such
courteous and kindly treatment from any
House as I have had.

MR. 0. J. IMORAN: As one who has
taken a somewhat leading part in the
business, I appreciate the remarks of the
Treasurer, and I hope it goes to show
that there will be no unfair advantage
taken of anybody in dealing with the
business of the countryv.-

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

ROADS ACT AMENDMENT BILL.
COUNCIL'S AMENDMENTS.

Schedule of eight amendments made
by the Legislative Council now con-
sidered in Committee. MR. QUINLAN
in the Chair; the MINISTER FOR WORKS
in charge of the Bill.

No. 1-Clause 4, page 2. line 37,
strike out all the words after "arises,"
and insert the words " are paid, and no
person shall be entitled to vote at any
election held after the thirty-first day of
December, one thousand nine hundred
and four, unless such rates were paid on
or before the thirtieth day of November
preceding the election ":

THE MINISTER: The clause as it
left this House provided that for the
first election no one should be put out of
court 1w reason of the Bill becoming
law. The amendment Safeguarded the
ratepayers till after next December. He
moved that it be agreed to.

Question passed, the amendment agreed
to.

No. 2-agreed to.
No. S-Clause 17, add the words,

"subject to the right of an y person to
appeal against any valuation within a
month from the commencement of tliis
Act ":

THE MINISTER: When in Com-
mittee a question was raised as to the
right of appeal against valuation. Some
persons had n0. appealed against ex-
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cessive valuations, because they knew
that the rate had been illegally struck
after the expiry of the statutory time.
As the Bill made the rate legal, it was
necessary to ensure that these persons'
right of appeal should not be lost. He
moved that the amendment be agreed to.

Question passed, the amendment agreed
to.

No. 4-Clause 20, line 2, before the
word "construct" insert "with the
consent of the Minister":

THE MINISTER: The board of any
district to which Fart VII. of the prin-
cipal Act applied might make and.
maintain footpaths, sea and river jetties,
and bathing houses. The amendment
rendered necessary the consent of the
Minister. He moved that it be agreed
to.

Question passed.
No. 5-Clause 20, line 2, strike out

the words " sea or"
THE MINISTER: This would prevent

such boards from constructing and main-
taining sea jetties, though river jetties
might be constructed. This seemed
unreasonable, and he moved that the
amendment be not agreed to.

Question passed, the amendment not
agreed to.

Nos. 6, 7. 8-agreed to.
Resolutions reported.
THE MINISTER moved that the

report be ado pted.
MRs. BUERES: The right to appeal

against excessive valuations given by
Clause 17 lasted for only a month from
the commencement of the Act on the i9t
January next. How could this be known
throughout the country ? Thle month
would expire before the persons affected
became aware of their right. 'The alleged
protection to the people would be useless.
The term ought to be two months.

MR. JACOBY: A fresh rate would
soon be struck, and any inequalities could
then be removed on appeal.

TUE MINISTER: All along everyone
had had a right to appeal; but some
people, relying on the fact that the rates
were in some instances illegally struck,
did not exercise that right. In some few
of these cases injustice might have been
done by excessive valuations, and the
clause was inserted for the benefit of
those who had taken advantage of a mnere,
technicality. People so fully alive to the

provisions of previous Bills no doubt took
an active interest in this one also, and
could therefore take advantage of the
clause, and would at once see their right
to appeal which they had not exercised
all this time would be gone if not exer-
cised within a month of the passing of
the Bill.

Question passed, the report adopted.
Reasons prepared by a committee, for

not agreeing to one of the amendments,
adopted and a message accordingly re-
turned to the Council.

FA&CTORIES BTLL.
COUNCIL'S AMENDMENTS.

Schedule of 39 amendments made by
the Legislative Council now considered in
Qo1mmittee. MR. QUINLnI in the Chair.

No.1I-Clause 1, strike out " January,"
and insert " July "-(after explanation
by the Premier) agreedl to.

No. 2-Clause 2 (definition of boy),
strike out " sixteen" and insert "1four-
teen ":

THE PREMIER: The Council by
their amendment suggested that the age
of a boy should be reduced to 14 years.
The Bill provided that the definition of
" boy" should be a boy under the age of
16 years, and if a person desired to
employ a hoy between the ages of 14 and
16 years he must obtain a medical
certificate as to fitness. By Clauses 26
and 27 provision was made for obtaining
medical certificates where boys under the
age of 16 were employed. The provision
of the Bill was fair, and the Council
would see that upon re-consideration.
Hle moved that the amendment be not
ag-reed to. We should Iay down the
principle that boys under 16 should not
be employed in factories unless they bad
a certificaite to show they were physically
fi.

Question passed, the amendment not
agreed to.

Nos. B and 4-(after explanation by
the Premier) agreed to.

No. 5-Clause 2, line 40, strike out
"fofir " and insert " six 1

THn PREMIER: Subclause (f) pro-
vided for cases where a family worked
together, being exempted from the opera-
tion of the Bill where the persons engaged
did not exceed four members of the same
family. The Concil struck out " four "
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and inserted "1six." Where there were
four persons of the same family it would
not be a factory, as the Assembly had
not agreed to "six" being the number
of persons constituting a factory. He
moved that the amendment be not
agreed to. Four would still remain.

Question passed, the amendment not
agreed to.

No. 6-Clause 7, line 1, strike out
"three " and insert "six":

THE PREMIER: In Clause 7 it was
provided that after the expiration of three
months from the lpassing of the Bill no
person should use a factory unless regis-
tered. It had already been agreed that
the Bill should not come into force until
July last, and if the words "three
months " were struck out, as proposed by
the Council, the operation of the Bill
would be deferred for 12 months. That
was longer than the Council intended. If
the time was reduced to three months,
that would give a period of nine months
-from the 1st of January next before any
factory could be penalised by not being
registered. He moved that the amend-
ment be not agreed to.

Question passed, the amendment not
agreed to.

Amendments 7 to 12-(after explaua-
tions by the Premier) agreed to.

No. 13-Clause 19, strike out the
whole:

THE PREMIER: Clause 19 provided
for the hours of work in a factory, and
the inspector had the duty to see that any
existing award made by the Arbitration
Court was carried out. Objection was
taken by the Council on the ground that
Subelauses 2 and 3 provided a special
punishment in the case of industries
carried on in a factory. If the terms of
the award were not carried out, the
Arbitration Court could enforce them.
He moved that the amendment be agreed
with to the extent of striking out Sub-
clauses 2 and 3, the remainder of the
clause to stand.

Amendment passed, the Council's
amendment as amended agreed to.

Wos. 14 to 20-(after explanations by
the Premier) agreed to.

No. 21-Clause 29, Subclause 6, add
the words " Provided, however, that such
reserved space shall not exceed that in
force for schools under the Education
Act"

THE PREMIER : This amendment
was objectionable, because therewas much
greater need for air-space in a factory
than for air-space in a school. He
moved that the amendment be not agreed
to.

Question passed, the amendment not
agreed to.

No. 22-Clause 30, line 6, strike out
"local" and insert "central":

THE PREMIER: The clause pro-
vided that a person suffering from, an
infectious malady likely to contaminate
an article of food should be reported by
the inspector to the central board. In
distant places this would lead to delay;
hence he moved that the amendment be
not agreed to.

Question passed, the amendment not
agreed to.

No. 23-agreed to.
No. 24-Clause 39, add the following

new subelause: " Reasonably efficient
means for extinguishing fires shall be
provided by the occupier ":

TH E PREMIER moved that the
amendment be not agreed to. -He would
make a subsequent motion regarding
Clause 47, which the Council desired to
strike out.

Question passed, the amendment not
agreed to.

No. 25-Clause 40, Subelause 1, strike
out paragraph (a):

TUE PREMIER: The clause pro-
vided that records should be kept of the
persons employed, the nature of thework,
and the remuneration. In determining
whether sweating existed the remjunera-
tion was an essential factor. He moved
that the amendment be not agreed to.

Question passed, the amendment not
agreed to.

No. 25-Clause 40, strike out Sub-
clause 8:

THn PREMIER: The subclause penal-
ised any occupier giving out work and
knowingly permitting any offence against
the Act; and by the next clause the
occupier was made liable to the extent
that the knowledge of his servant or agent
should be deemed. to be his knowledge.
The Council proposed to strike out this
provision, and with that he would agree ;
but it was necessary to retain Subelause
3. He moved that this amendment be
not agreed to.
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Question passed, the amendment not
agreed to.

No. 27-agreed to.
No. 28-Ulause 41, strike out the

whole:
THE PREMIER: The clause provided

that merchants who let or gave out
material to be made up into garments
should be deemed to be occupiers .of
factories. Some of the worst forms of
sweating in the old country were thus
carried on. He moved that the amend-
ment be not agreed to.

Question passed, amendment not agreed
to.

Nos. 29, 30, .31-agreed to.
No. 32 -Ulause 47, strike out the

whole :
THE PREMIER: The clause enacted

that the occupier should provide efficient
means of extinguishing and of escape
from fire, to the satisfaction of the
inspector. He moved that the Council's
amendment be agreed to, but that the
following be inserted as Clause 47: " In
every factory the occupier shall provide
reasonably efficient means of extinguish-
ing and of escape from fire."

Question passed, the amendment as
amended agreed to.

No. 83-agreed to.
No. 34-Clause 51, strike out Sub-

clause 2 :
THE PREMIER: The clause provided

that furniture made by Asiatic labour
must be stamped, and Subclause 2 pro-
vided for affixing a notice outside the
shop in which such furniture was sold.
As the subclause would be self-destruc-
tive, he moved that the amendment be
agreed to.

MR. HASTIE, The object of the sub-
clause was to open the e *yes of the public
to the fact that the furniture sold was
made or partly made by A siatics. It
was only to the novelty of the provision
that objection could be taken.

Question passed, the amendment agreed

Nos. 35, 36-agreed to.
No. 37-Clause 60, line 18, after the

word "with" insert "or the factory
closed and the registration cancelled ":

THE PREMIER: This would give the
owner the right to close his factory
rather than comply with an order of the
magistrate. He moved that the amend-
ment be agreed to.

Question passed, the amendment agreed
to.

Nos. 38, 39-agreed to.
Resolutions reported, and the report

adopted.
Reasons prepae by a committee, for

not agreeing to certain of the Council's
amendments and for amending others,
adopted, and a message accordingly re-
turned to the Council.

ROADS AND STREETS CLOSURE BILL.
COUNCIL'S AMENDMENT, OBD STREET.

Amendment made by the Legislative
Council now considered in Conmmittee;
Mr. QUINLAN in the Chair.

Schedule-Add the following :-In the
city of Perth, all that portion of Ord
Street lying between the eastern side of
Havelock Street and the western side of
Harvest Terrace:

THE MINISTER FOR LANDS:
Members would recollect that the pro-
posal to close portion of Ord Street was
included in the Bill as introduced, but
to expedite matters this portion of the
schedule was struck out. There was a
strong feeling in another place that this
portion of Ord Street should be closed,
and there was a strong feeling he believed
in the minds of members in the Assembly
that Ord Street should be closed, and
that Wilson Street should be widened so
as to give a nice approach to the new
Parliament Houses. Ord Street had
practically never been used; it was between
two Government reserves which it was
proposed by the closing of the street to
amalgamate, and to widen Wilson Street
so that there would be a good wide street
running to the centre of the new Parlia-
ment. Houses building. The closing of
this street took no privilege from anyone,
for the roadway had never been used.
The grade of Wilson Street was much
better than that of Ord Street. There
were no interests at stake other than the
interests of the Government. Wilson
Street was not a by-way nor a lane.
Emerald Hill Terrace was not half the
width of Wilson Street, and there were
good buildings in that terrace. Ord
Street had never been a thoroughfare.
People desirous of going into Harvest

i Terrace had to go to the south side of
the Observatory and down flay street and
approachby that way. This would be a
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distinct advantage to the city and to the
neighbourhood.

Mn. PTGOTT explained that when he
voted previously for the closing of this
street he was not aware the City Council
were opposing it. The wishes of the
local body should be considered; and
having like other members received a
circular from the City Council opposing
the closing of Ord Street, he felt corn-
pelled to vote against the amendment
made in the other House. The Govern-
ment might make an arrangement by
way of bargain with the City Council.

MR. MORAN appealed to the Gov-
ernment again that the wish of the
people in the neighbourhood of the pro-
posed street should be respected, when
that wish was expressed by the City
Concil as the people's representatives in
the matter. He as member for West
Perth, in which this street was situated,
resented the manner in which he had
been passed by and the advice of other
persons taken on the question of closing
this street. Secondly be objected to this
procedure on the part of the Govern-
ment on the ground that there was a
local body who had the care of the
streets in Perth, both made and unmade;
and he invited the Committee to consider
the letter sent to hii by the City Council
strongly opposing the closing of this
street on the ground, as stated in the
letter, that it was the only through street
in the Hay Street West district. We
should not oppose the wish of the local
governing body in this niatter, and he
thought it should not be necessary to
say another word on the subject.

Mn. PURKISS, as member for Perth,
reminded the Committee that he had on
a previous occasion objected to the closing
of Ord Street as one of the three main
arteries in the western portion of the
city. As to the argument that Ord
Street was unmade. and 'had never been
used, that was very delusive, beeause it
was not the practice of local governing
bodies to make a street before there was
some necessity to use it; and the portion
of the street still unmade was a mass of
bush uni l Ufirst the Observatory was built
on a portion, and thben the new Houses of
Parliament were commenced on another
portion. Now that Harvest Terrace was
constructed and well built along one side
of the Houses of Parliament, Ord Street

would now come into use and be made in
the natural order of things if the Govern-
ment did not interfere with it in the way
now proposed. From Thomas Street on
the Subiaco boundary, Ord Street was
well constructed and well built on for a
good length, until the connecting link
from Harvest Terrace to the lower side of
the Houses of -Parliament was reached;
and it was this portion the Government
proposed to close. The Government
could not take that street without com-
mitting a trespass, for it was vested in
the local governing body under the ordin-
ary municipal law, and it was an insult
to that body that they we're not even
asked in regard to the proposed closure
uintil the provision was put in this Bill
for closing Ord Street by Act of Parlia-
ment. This was first proposed at the end
of last session, and on its being discovered
by the member for West Perth and ob-
jected to, the Government withdrew it.
Now the Government put the same thing
in this other Bill for the closure of roads
and streets, and introduced it also in the
last h ours of a dying session ; and all th is
without consulting the local governing
body. It was nothing less than an
attempt at confiscation. When the clause
caine before this House a few days
ago, it was objected to and then with-
drawn; but on the Bill going to the
Upper House a miember who had too
large a part in the public affairs of this
State moved as an amendment that the
clause be reinserted in the Bill, and now
the Bill came back to us with that clause
in it. As to widening Wilson Street by
way of compensation, that was a little
lane which membhers could not flind if they
tried, and being a narrow lane the Govern-
ment proposed to widen it by taking off a.
portion of the High School reserve,
vested in the governors of the High
School.

Tan PunnnuR No; not vested in
them.

Ma. PURKISS: The land was shown on
the map as the High School reserve, and
was to be dimainished in order to widen
Wilson Street. The Government would
trespass on that reserve, and in place of
the portion taken would give the gover-
nors of the High School somebody else's
property, which was to be confiscated in
the teeth of protests by deputations, by
letters, and by resolutions. As an old

Boads Clo8ure Bill: [23 DFccmiiER, 1903.]
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city councillor he never knew of a road
sought to be closed by a Government
except by means of a private Sill intro-
duced at the request of the local body in
whom theroad was vested-the invariable
procedure in other States and colonies.
This illegal act would create an unearned
increment for the property owners' benefit
of about £220,000. If members with a
spark of democratic feeling would lend
themselves to this inj ustice, God help us.

MR. DA.GTJISH protested against the
Council's amendment,, simply because
Ord Street was a thoroughfare connecting
Subiaco with the city, and it was highly
undesirable to close a main artery like
Ord Street for the sake of a short and
unimproved thoroughfare like Wilson
Street. There could be no objection to
the suggestion of the last speaker being
carried out-that a strip be, if necessary,
obtained from the reserve, in order to
widen Wilson Street, and that Ord Street
be left unaffected. In all such cases the
local authorities should be supported
against encroachment.

Question put, and a division taken
with the following result:-

Ayes ... ... ... 10
Noes ... ... ... 14

Majority against ... 4
AyRs. NOES.

Mr. rerguson Mr. Atkins
Mr. ror Mr. Bath
Mr. Higha Mr. Burgfl
Mr. Hopkins Mr. Butcher
Mr. Jacoby Mr. flagiish
Mr. Ja... Mr. =winMr. MoDonsid Mr. Hle
Mr. Eason Mr. Johnson
Mr. Waiter Mr. Moran
Mr. Hostie (Teller). Mr. Nnson

Mr. Purkiss
NMr. Reid
Mr. Taylor
Mr. Pigott (Telle).

Question thus negatived, the Council's
amendment not agreed to.

Resolution reported, and the report
adopted.

Reasons prepared by a committee, for
not agreeing to the amendment, adopted,
and a message accordingly returned to
the Council.

CONSTITUTION BILL, ELECTORAL
BILL, REDISTRIBUTION BILL.

CONDITION OF PUBLIC BUSINESS.

THE PREMIER (Hon. Walter James):
If the House will permit me I desire to
say that there remain on the Notice
Paper Orders off the Dlay from Nos. 6 to

17, inclusive. My desire was, if we had
been in a position to carry it out, to close
our session after dealing with the Elec-
toral Bill, the Constitution Hill, and the
Redistribution of Seats Bill, allowing
ourselves time to deal with the Railways
Bill and the Factories Bill, which are
now before the Legislative Council. As,
however, we have not yet received from
another Chamber the Redistribution of
Seats Bill, it is difficult if not impossible
to deal with Orders of the flay 6 and 7.
As we are not in that position, I propose
to ask the House presently to adjourn
until the 12th of January, wvhen we shall
he in a position to deal with these Bills,
1 hope, and also to deal with the Railways
.Bill and the Factories Bill, which by that
time will have Come back from amother
Chamber. If members will turn to the
Notice Paper they will see that from No.
8 onwards the great bulk of the orders
are matters that we might discharge
from the Notice Paper, so that when
members come back all they will bare
before them will be the small Bill just
passed, the Railways Bill and the Factories
Sill, also the three important Bills to~
which I have referred, the Electoral Bill,
the Constitution Sill, and the Redistri-
bution of Seats Bill. I am sorry to have
to trespass on the time and patience and
forbearance of the House in asking
members to come back again for the
purpose of clearing uip this business.
It appears, however, that the Council
think the Redistribution of Seats Bill of
such a nature that farther consideration
should be given to it. I do not now
quarrel with them on the matter when
we bear in mind what a long time that
Bill took in its passage throuigh this
House; we should not therefore take up
a position that it (cold be said of us
that we are limiting the time available,
and that the other Chamber have not
sufficient time to pay to these important
Bills. It is no doubt a fact that the Sill
in substance has been agreed to by both
Houses. I think I may say for all
practical purposes the schedules contain-
ing the electorates and provinces have
been agreed to. The one outstanding
miatter is comparatively unimportant, but
no doubt other matters have cropped up
which demand the attention of another
Chamber. Personally, I hope earnest
attention will be given to it, The Gov-
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erment in introducing this Bill were
anxious to remove somne of the gross
ineitualities which exist to-day in the
various electorates of the State. I hope
we shall not again be forced to a general
election while we find such a condition of
affairs as one electorate such as Hannana
with 10,000 electors, as opposed to another
electorate with less than 100 electors.
Whatever may be our opinion as to how
the seats should be distributed, all are
unanimous in recognising that there was
a need to secure some redistribution to
remove the existing inequalities. Believ-
ing that, all members will unite in express-
ing the opinion that the House will not
again be compelled to have a general
election in the State, relying on the seats
and electorates as they exist at present.
Knowing that, I believe we should give
the other Chamber the fullest time to
deliberate on this maiter. In asking the
House to adjourn until the 12th January-,
I again express regret that it should be
necessary, but I shall have the support of
every mnemb er when l express the desire
that this matter should be disposed
of and not shelved by a series ofI
adjournments. We have now from the
other Chamber emphatically what their
views are on this particular Bill.
Personally I cannot believe there is
the least doubt that the Council will
pass the Bill, because already they have
practically passed it. They have agreed
to the districts and provinces with nam
aineudment ihich we adopted. The Bill
as now before the Council is practically
the Bill they have asked for, the one
amendment being a clause as to the
majority by which the Bill can be
amended. in future. The Bill itself re-
presents, as. far as I can see, the -views of

a kaort in thisi House and the views
ofiaajrity in another place. For that
reason I feel confident that another
Chamber will not inflict so gross an
injustice on the electors of the State as
to compel us to have another election on
the old scheme of redistribution which
both Houses recognise as being unjust.
If 1 were not so confident that that will
be the view of another Chamber, I do not
know that I should worry members to
appear again; but it is because I an
confident on the point, and that all desire
to have the matter disposed of, that I
propose to ask the House to adjourn, as

I said before, until the 12th January. I
hope members will agree with that. If
by any mischance it should happen the
Redistribution of Seats Bill is not passed,
it will be the duty of all of us to go back
to our electors under the old redistribu-
tion scheme, and it will be our duty to
place before the electors the direct issue,
whether there is or is not to be an ade-
quate redistribution of seats accompanied
by an amendment of the Constitution of
the State. Beyond that I desire to say
nothing. All are anxious to have the
dispute settled. All I hope is that there

wilbe no farther need for us to take
these Bills up again. I hope the time
available, by the 12th January, will en-
able another Chamber to go into the
matter fully, and that when we meet n
the 12th January we shall have the
Redistribution of Seats Bill returned to
us to be dealt with. I move that the
farther consideration of Orders of the
Day 6 and 7 be adjourned until the next
sitting of the Rouse.

MR. PIGOTT (West Kimnberley). I
am rather surprised at the action taken
by the, Premier on thin matter. Mlost
members of the House are not quite on-
fident as to what the result of the
adjournment will he. If the Re-distribu-
tion of Seats Bill bad not been through
another place, and if it had not been
them for the last two or three days, we
might understand the anxiety on the part
of the Premier to adjourn the House for
a fortnight; but I think before the motion
is agreed to we should take into con-
sideration the true position of affairs as
between the Lower Houso and the
Council.

THaE CHAIRMAN: That matter is not
before the Bouse.

M.' PIGOTT: On the question of
postponing these Orders, I ask the indul-
gence of members.

THE PREMIER: I shall presently move
to adjourn; when I do so the hon.
member can speak.

Question (that Orders of the daEy Woes. 6
and 7 be adjourned until the nest sitting
of the Rouse) put and passed.

DISCHARGE OF ORDnSs.
Tnn PREMIER moved that Orders of

the day Nos. 8 to 12, inclusive, be dis-
charged.

Condition of Business.
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MR. MORAN (West Perth): If we
are coming back again in January there
are important matters on the Notice
Paper that we might consider. T am
surprised indeed with all that has been
said about delaying important mnatters in
the House, and after all the rush in try-

igto get financial Bilke through during
the last day or two that we are asked to
come back after Christmas. If we are

comin back I do not know that we
should discharge all the business on the
Notice Paper; but if the Premier wishes
to make it a distinct question as to what
we consider the rights of this Chamber, I
am willing that shall be the test on our
reunion after Christmas. We have been
blamed for delaying the business and
have been used as a stalking-horse to
hide the actions of the other Chamber in
delaying the business of Ihe country. It
is not this Chamber that has done so.

Question passed, the Orders discharged.
Tim PREMIER moved that Orders of

the flay 15 and 16 be discharged.
Put and passed.
TEE PREMIER moved that all

Notices of Mot-ion be discharged.
MR. MORAN: In regard to the motion

in reference to Mrs. Waugh, the Treas-
urer the other evening expressed his
surprise at the case which I stated in the
Chamber, and promised inquiry into the
matter. After that I shall not object to
the motion being discharged.

Question put and passed.

ADJOURNMENT TILL 12Tn JANUARY.

THE PREMIER: For reasons already
stated, I move that the House at its
rising do adjourn until half -past 4 o'clock
on Tuesday, the 12th January. I under-
stand the leader of the Opposition wishes
to make a statement; but notwithistand-
ing that, may I express thanks to
members of the House, express the greet-
ings of the season to them and to you,
Mr. Speaker, and a wish for a pleasant
Christmas and New Year.

Mn. PIGOTT: As I was saying, I do
not think the House can quite understand
the position of affairs. It is not as if the
Redistribution of Seats Bill in another
place has not been fully considered; it is
not as if that Bill had only been sent
back to-daly. That Bill has been th rough
tbe House, and members of another place

had an opportunity yesterday and to-day
of considering the question; but on each
occasion without rhyme or reason, by a
huge m.ajority of 17 votes to 4 members
of another place decided to postpone con-
sideration. The reason is quite clear to
me, and it is this, that another place will
not accept the suggestions that have been
made by this House of the reduction of
the franchise of the Council and the
abolition of plural voting. On these two
questions the Government are pledged to
stand or fall, and most members of the
House are in a similar position. I
should have thought, considering what has
taken place, that the Premier would have
taken a firm stand in the matter, and
instead of asking members to come back,
would have finished with these two
Bills which have still to be considered
by this House, and have sent them to the
Council and left them to their late,
insisting on the reduction of the franchise
and the abolition of plural voting. The
Premier should either have taken that
course or the only other course left
open to him, of defending the rights of
this House by dropping these two Bills.
That is the position I think he ought to
have taken up. At the next election the
question could have been put fairly and
plainly before the country as to what is
to be done with regard to the reform of
both 'Houses of Parliament. I am sorry
the Premier did not take up that atti-
tude; but I can see that it would not do
to make any farther objection to his pro-
posal to adjourn until Tuesday, the 12th
January. I am sorry the Premier has
taken this action, because I feel certain
if he had made it known that this course
would have been followed by him, certain
Bills that were before the Rouse would
not have gone through in the lax way
in which they were passed. We have had
many nasty things said as to the tactics
adopted in this Chamber, and I claim
that those who have been blamed are
entirely free from all blame. If obstruc-
tion has taken place in the work of
Parliament, I say obstruction has arisen
in a stronger sense than has ever
been known before, not in this House
but in the second Chamber. I think that
is a matter that ought to have been con-
sidered ;but the Premier has considered
the matter fully, and come to the decision
stated in the motion before the House.
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Perhaps it will be better to wait a little I
while and give the other Chamber farther
time to consider the matter, and then act
on it. The three Bills mentioned, I agree,
are worth waiting for; but I hope, though
the Premier has given way to a certain
extent, that, when we do meet on the
12th January there will be no giving way
whatever. I hope the Premier will
stand firm by the attitude taken up
by the Government and indorsed by a
majority, that if the Bill does not come
down to us within a reasonable time
after the House meets on the 12th
January, the leader of the House will
prorogue. T hope we shall come to some
understanding, We do not want to
thresh the matter out again. There is
no occasion for any debate whatever. If
the Bill does not come down to us for
consideration within a. reasonable time,
the Premier should prorogue.

MR. MORAN: There will be any amount
of new business in January.

MR. PIGOTT: I wish to add to the
kind wishes expressed by the Premier
the samne from this side. I hope you,
Mr. Speaker, is well as all members
of the Assembly, will hare a merry
Christmas.

Ma. R. HASTIE (Kanowna):. I desire
to repeat the wishes of the Premier and
the leader of the Opposition. We have
had a very trying time. I forL one amn
glad to get a holiday, and Y wish each
member of the Rouse a merry Christmas
and a happy New Year. I was very glad
to hear the remarks of the leader of the
Opposition about the position of politics
at the present time. The other place
has taken up a new position altogether,
and has asserted the rights of members
of another place to use their opportuni-
ties for their own personal benefit before
giving us legislation to go on with.

THE SrEAKER: I do not think that
expression can be used. The hon. mem-
ber says that members of another place
are using their opportunities for personal
motives.

MR. HASTIZE: I did not mean it in a.
personal sense, but in the sense that they
are a corporate body. We all appreciate
the tender manner in which the Premier
referred to the hitch between the two
Houses, but we all practically know the
rea position. Another place has no oh-
jection whatever to the Redistribution of

Seats Bill; but it has sent us the
Constitutional Bill which it wishes us to
pass, and one clause in that Constitu-
tion Bill declares that no referendum
shall be taken without the special consent
of both Houses; so until that is passed,
it is perfectly understood another place
refuses to allow us to redistribute the
seats of this House and of another place.
That being so, we can only follow the
advice of the Premier and adjourn till
the 12th January next, by which time
I hope members of another place will be
in a position to give us that Bill as they,
have given us any other Bill they are
satisfied with, and that they will not act
in such a way as to delay suitable legis-
lation. I hope that by that time we will
be in a frame of mind to follow the
advice of the leader of the Opposition
and consider everything as quickly as
possible, so as not to delay the
House any longer than is necessary.
I do hope that on the 12th January the
clerk of the weather will be good enough
to give us more propitious weather than
we have at present.

Question put and passed.
TnuE SPEAKER: I would like to

'thank hon. members for their kind
wishes with regard to myself, and I
trust that all hon. members will have a
pleasant Christmas, and that this peace-
ful period of the year will have a
mollifying effect on us when we meet
again. (General applause.)

The House adjourned accordingly at
6-42 o'clock, until the 12th January,
1904.
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