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Mfonday, 3,rd -February, 1902.

Qein COol ri Water Sceme, Pipe Cau.i.ontrat-uestion: Rabbit Fence, Subsdiary
LieEsward-- Question: Condenser at Cool.

gadi-Qetion: Ooonl ng Railwa, Plarticulars
-Tranfer of Land Amendment Hill, Lrt reading-

Brands Binl, Recommittal, reported - Annual
Estima tes: Resolutions reported, ado ted; also
Ways antd Mleans -Notion: (Soolgrdi Water
Pies(Caulkinx and Layn) to accept Contract,

deeeresumed; teetCmiee appointed-
Notion: Land Gramt toTrades and Labour Council,
to disapprove (reiumued), passed Adjournmient.

THRE SPEAKER took the Chair at
4-30 o'clock, p.m.

PRAYERtS.

QUESTION-COOLGARDIE WATER
SCHEME, PIPE -CAULKING CON-
TRACTE

Mit, J. L. NANSON, without notice,
asked the Minister for Works: Whether
he would cause to be laid upon the table
of the House the existing contract between
the Government and Messrs. Couston,
Fialayson, and Porritt, with regard to
the caulkin and lakying of pipes in
connection with the Coolgardie Water
Scheme.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS (Ron.
C. H. Rason) replied: Yes.

QUESTION-RABBIT FENCE, SUB-
SIDIARY LINE EASTWARD.

MRt. A. E. THOMAS as'ked the
Premier: Whether immediate steps would
be takien to construct the subsidiary line
of fence to protect Esperance, Salmon
Gum, Grass Patch, and Raveusthorpe.

TEE PREMIER (Hon. G. teake)
replied:. The matter has been submitted
to the Lands Department.

QUESTION-CONDENSER AT COOL-
GARDIE.

Ma. A. E. THOMAS asked the Minis-
ter for Railways:; i, Whether tenders
were called for the building of the new
condenser at Coolgardie. z, If not, why ?
3, What is the capacity of the condenser ?
4, What was the contract price ?

THE MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS
(Hon. WV, Kingkmill) replied: i . Tenders
were not in-vited, z, Because it was
deemed that the urgency of the case ren-
dered the loss of time involved ini calling
for tenders most inadvisable. In the

1event of the continuation of the drought
then existing, the delay of every day
meant in a few weeks' time an expendi-
ture of about £600 per day for haulage
of water to supply the Southern Cross to
Menzies section Of the line. 3, 70,000 to
75,000 gallons peir day. 4, £10,000, p~lus
the d-ost of firebars, 25,000 gallon tank,
and construction of a, siding for loading
bricks (X1,000), making a total amount
of £11,000. Owing to the recLunt rains,
arrangements have been miade to comn-

Iplete oui-v one-sixth of the whole work.

QUESTION- GOOMALLINO RAILWAY,
PARTICULARS.

HON. G. THROSSELLj asked the
Minister for Works: -i, On what date
the construction of the Goomalling Rail-
way was commenced- 2, What wa~s the
departuientally estimated time for corn-
plotion of the line. 3, Upon howv many
occasions work has been stopped on the
line, and for what reason. 4, Whepther
the delay in construction entailed extra
cost to the department, and if so, to
what amont- 5, What is the total
amount expended to date. 6, Whether
the Minister can now name a date for
completion of the line. 7, Whether the
Minister is aware that the great bulk of
the produce traffic is being lost to the
line, owing to the excessive charges for
freight levied by the Construction

IDepartment. 8, Whether the Minister
will consider the advisability of at once
assimilating the charges for freight to
those made upon open lines.

THiE MINISTER FOR WORKS
(Hon. C. H. Rason) replied: I, March
19th, 1900. 2, 12 months for the 20

Imiles first autberised to be constructed.
(An additional extension of 10 miles was
authorised on 28th February, 1901.)
3, (a.) Four occasions, viz., from (1)
November 7th to 1,5th, 19,00; (2)
November 28th to January 28th, 1901;
(3) February 2 3rd to April 22nd, 1901;
(4) May 31 st to December .5th, 1901.
(b) Intenaittent and inadequate supply
of permanent way materials and difficulty
in obtaining suitable labour occasionied
thereby. 4, (a.) Yes. (b.) Extra. cost
difficult to estimate. 5, £39,870. 6,
Juue next. 7 and 8, Instructions have
been already issued to charge from 1st
February, and until the line is banded
over to the Working Railways Depart-
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went, such an all1 round rate per mile as
will correspond with the average rate on
opened lines for Similar distances.

TRANSFER OF LAND AMENDMENT
BILL.

Introduced by the PREMIER, and read.
a first time.

BRANDS BILL.

RECOMMITTA-T.
On motion b~y Mr. W. H. JAMES (in

charge of the measure), Bill recommitted
for amendment of certain clauses.

Clause 2-Short title and commence-
Ient:

MR. JAMES: As it appeared the Bill
was not so widely known throughout the
country as had been anticipated, it was
desirable to postpone the 'late on which
the Act should come into operation. He
moved that the word " April," iii line 3,
be struck out, and " June " inserted in
lieu.

Put and passed.
Clause 4-Defiitioni of terms used in

this Act:
MR. JAMES moved that after "sheep,"

in the last line, the words "or any ear-
mark on cattle " be ad~ded. This would
make the definition clearer.

Put and passed.
Clause 6-Decription of brands to We

registered tinder this Act:
Mp. JAMES mnoved that, tihe word

"Minister," in line 4, be struck out, and
Registrar" inserted in lieu.
Put and passed.
Clause 8-iengt.h of brand:
MRt. JAMTES moved that in Sub-

clause 3 the words " three-quarters of
an inch," in lines 1 and 2, be struck out,
and "1 a.n inch and a quarter " inserted in
lien.

Puit and passed.
Clause 10-No brand to be used unless

registered:
Ma. JAMES moved that af ter "nine,

in line 1, the word " eleven " be inserted
also that in paragraph (b), after "mark,"
in line 5, the words "1or age-mark " be
inserted.

Put and passed.
Clause 21-Ear-mark to be made by

punch or pliers only:-
Ma. JAMES moved that there be added

to the clause the words " or an age-mark."

Put and passed.
Clause 27-Purchaser of impouinded

stock to brand
MR. JAMES moved that in Sub-clause

4, line 1, the words " forthwith, and
before removing the same," be struck
out, and " within one month from such
sale " inserted in lieu; also that in line 5
the words "1before removal " be Struck
out, and " within the time aforesaid"
inserted in lieu.

Put and passed.
Clause 32-Stock on which brand has

been wilfully altered or blotched to be
held to be unbranded:

MR. JAMES moved that the word
"stock," in line 3, ho struck out and
, sheep " inserted in lieu.

Put and passed,
Clause 36-Stock branded under re-

pealed Acts to be deemed branded:
AIR, JAMES moved that in Sub-clause

'2, line 1, the word " stock " be struck out
au 1 hep " inserted.

Put and passed.
clause 39-Regulations:
MR. JAMES: A new provision was

desirable, in case it should be fouind
Inecessary to divide the State into districts.
The existing Act allowed ear-marking on
onemer; and as probably the number of
ear-marks on one ear would be insuffi-
cient to meet the requirements of the
whole State, the Minister might have to
divide the State into districts; but it was
not anticipated there would have to he so

Imany under this Bill as there were under
the, existing Act. Probably two or three
at the most, would suffice. If, however,
the State were divided into districts, the
certificate of registration of a brand or
ear-mark should show the district in
which such brand or ear-mark was

*entitled to be used. The new provision
would farther enact that if an owner,
being entitled to use a, brand in one dis-
trict, used it in another, that would be
an offence against the Act. Re moved
that there be added to the clause a new
paragraph, to read:-

iDistrits-(2.) The Minister may, by pro-
clamation in the Gaizette, divide the State into
two or more districts for the purposes of this
Act and may register any brands for use by
the owner thereof exclusively in any such dis-
trict. In any such case the following provisions
shall apply :-s)The certificate of registra-
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tion of any brand and the brands register and
brands directory shall indicate the district in
which a brand may be used by the owner
thereof. (b'.) Any owner using any brand
upon any head of stiock outtide the district
within which such brand may be used shell be
guilty of an offence agisthsA. (c.) The
Registrar may rfstoregister any brand for
use in any district when, in his opinion, such
brand is likely to cause confusion or mislead
by reason of a similar brand being registered
for use in an adjoining district.

This farther paragraph gave the registrar
power to refuse to register a brand if be
thought confusion likely to result. The
State being for the purposes of this Bill
divided into two districts, inside one of
these districts it might, though he did
not say it would, be necessary to use all
the brands allowed: there might be so
many different sheep-owners. Therefore
it was considered advisable that discretion
should vest in the registrar, so that lie
might allocate the brands in such a
fashion that the ear-marks in use iu those
portions of the two districts bordering on
the dividing line should be perfectly
distinct. The registrar would take care
that the brands in the district on each
side of the dividing line were so allocated
that there would be little or no risk of
confusion. Under the Bill as it stood,
the registrar had no power to use his
discretion, but must register whatever
brands were applied for. Hence this
new paragraph.

MR. WALLACE: Did this
brands or to ear-marksP

MR. JAMES: To either.
Mi. WALLACE: Did it apply

only ?
MR. JAMES; Yes.
Amendment put and passed.
New Clause:

refer to

to sheep

MR. JAMES: The Committee should
uderstand that the amendments now
being moved were proposed at the sug-
gestion of a number of gentlemen in-
terested in sheep and cattle, who held a
meeting in Perth on Saturday morning.
Those gentlemen represented half-a-
million sheep and 30,000 or 40,000 cattle.
The meeting expressed itself strongly in
favour of the introduction of a clause
providing for age-marks. Those mem-
bers of the select committee on the Bill
whom he had been able to consult indorsed
the recommendation. lHe moved that

the following be inserted to stand as
Clause 11 :

Aqosmarks
(i.) The proprietor of any sheep who is the

breeder thereof may ear-mark the same to
denote the year of its birth. Such ear-mark
(herein called an age mark) shall be made on
the off ear for ewes, and on thu near ear for
aw or ivethers, and shall be made during or

within three months alter the expiration of
the year to which it relates and not otherwise.

In the year 1902, and in every seventh year
thereafter, the off ear or the near ear, as, the
ease mnay be, of all sheep lamubed during the
year shall he left clean and no mark whatever
shall be made thereon.

For sheep lambed in the year 1903, and in
every seventh year thereafter, the age mark
shall consist of one notch on the f ront of the
ear.

For sheep lanhed in tho year 19%4, and in
every seventh year thereafter, the ago mnarkc
shall consist of two notches in the front of
the ear.

For sheep lambed in the year 1905, and in
every seventh year thereafter, the ae mark
shal consist of three notchies in the front of
the ear.

For sheep lamnbed in the year 1906, and in
every seventh year thereafter, the age msark
shall consist of one notch on the back of the
ear.

For sheep lainhed in 1007, and in every
seventh year thereafter, the age mark shall
consist of two notches on the hack of the ear.

And for sheep lambed in 1908, and in every
seventh year thereafter, the ago mark shall
consist of three notches on the back of the ear.

(2.) Any person who makes ainy ear-rnsrk on
the off ear of any ewe, or the near ear of any
wether or ram, except as provided by tis
section, shall he guilty of an offence against
this Act.

The age-marks would of course be placed
on the clear ear, an earlier part of the
Bill providing for the proprietorship
brand being placed on only one ear. It
was entirely optional with the breeder
whether or not be would insert the age-
marks; but under this clause age-marks
would be the same throughout the whole
State, and would thus be readily under-
stood. At present, in order to recognise
an age-mark, it was necessary to know
the system of age-marks adopted by the
breeder.

Put and passed, and the clause added
to the Bill.

Sixth Schedule:
MR. JAMES moved that in the first

part of the schedule the words " third
ditto near quarter, fourth ditto off
quarter," be struck out, and "third
portion near ribs, fourth po-tion off ribs,
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fifth portion near quarter, sixth portion
off quarter" inserted in lieu.

Put and passed.
MR. JAMES moved, as a farther

amendment, that in the second part of
the schedule the words:- " First portion,
'near cheek'; second portion, 'off cheek';
third portion, I'off cheek'; fourth portion,
' off cheek'; fifth portion, I near Shoulder';
sixth portion, 'off shoulder,"' be struck
out, and "first portion, 'near rump';
second portion, ' off rump'; third portion,
'near shoulder'; fourth portion, 'off
shioulder,' inserted in lieu.

MR. WALLACE: The effect of the
proposed amendments would be to de-
teriorate bides greatly. As a layman, he
did not of course presume to dictate to a
body of pastoralists; but the amendment
seemed to him ill-judged. Cattle should
be so branded that one might readily
recognise the brands in riding through
stock. It was. pointed out to the select
committee which inqluined into the Bill
that this desideratum was attained by
the brand on the cheek, since cattle would
naturally raise their heads when a, man
rode uip to them. The English papers
and magazines had published articles
drawing attention to the loss can redl to
Australia through indiscriminate brand-
ing. His desire Was that cattle should
be branded on the nieck; but in view of
what had been stated in reference to
branding on the cheek, he had given
way. Branding on the rump would
seriously affect the value of the hide.
Still, if pastoralists placed no value on
the hides of their cattle, he would not
oppose the amendment, short-sighted
though its policy appeared to him.

Amendment put and passed.
Bill reported with farther amendments.

ANNUAL ESTIMALES.
ON REPORT.

Rtesoluitions passed in Committee of
Supply reported.

Tuu COLONIAL SECRETARY
moved that the report from Committee*
be adopted.

Mu. MONGER moved as an amend1-
meat that the Estimates be recommitted
for reconsideration of item 2 in connec-
tion with the Mines Department.

TusE COLONIAL SECRETARY: The bon.
mnember wished to increase the amount.

THE SPEAR ER : That could not be done.
MR. MONGER: It was inronded to

move a reduction in the item in order to
express the opinions he held.

MR. WALLACE: Whether it was
usual or not., he intended to protest
against the recommittal of the E stimates.
Members should spend their time in the
Chamber when items were under con-
sideration, and -not be outside on the
lawn smoking and talking.

Amendment put and negatived, and
the report from Committee adopte.

IN COMMITTEE OP WAYS AND MEANS.

Resolution passed, giving effect to the
votes of supply already agreed to, by
granting the required amount out of the
Consolidated Revenue Fund.

Resolution reportedl, and the report
adopted,

MOTLON-COOLGARDIE WATVER PIPE2S
(CAULKING AND LAYING), TO
ACCEPT CONTRACT.

Debate resumed from 22nd January, on
the motion by the Minister for Works,
" That the proposals (as laid upon the
table of thie House) of Messrs. Couston,
Finlayson, and Porritt, to complete, by
contraszt, the caulking and laying of the
pipes i n connection with the Coolgardie
Water Scheme, be taken into considera-
tion, and that the Minister be authorised
to accept the same, subject to the modifi-
cations suggested in the Engineer-in-
Chief's report."

MR. J. L. NANSON (Murchison):-
Very few words will suffce for what I
wish to say on this subject. I can fully
understand that the Government if they
have no more informnation on the ques-
tion of the laving of these pipes than is
contained in the printed papers laid on
the table or the House, wish to place on
the House the responsibilit.'y of saying
whether this offer should be accepted or
rejected. It was noticeable in the speech
of the Minister for Works, so far as it
was possible for a member proposing a
motion of that kind, he was studiously
noncommittal in the tenor and tone of
his remarks, which certainly did not
suggest that he, personally, was strongly
in favour of the proposal. Indeed, his
speech bore the resemblance of one -who
had undertaken a disagreeable and so me-
what distasteful task. I can symipathise

Annual Bstimales. [3 FEwtuA.RY, 1902.]
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with the Minister in the position in which
he found himself, because there can be
no question that after its having gone
forth that the contract for this work
was proceeding satisfactorily, and that
the previous occupant of the Works port-
folio in this House, the member for
Pilbarra (Mr. Kingsmill), having on
more than one occasion given the House
his assurance that everything was going
on satisfactorily, it must have been some-
what of a humiliating task for the
Minister to admit that matters were in
no way satisfactory, that the work was
proceeding very slowly, and costing much
more than it should cost, and that officers
at present in the employmentof the Works
Department could carry out the work
much more cheaply if they were given a
contract. What the Minister for Works
did not explain, and that, will perhaps be
explained when his colleague, the Minis-
ter for Railways, speaks in the debate,
which I suppose he will do, was why a
proposal of this kind, so to speak, should
have dropped like "a bolt from the blue,"
and that the Works Department should
not have discovered earlier in the work
the unsatisfactory condition of the
Coolgardie Water Scheme. Earlier in
to-day's sitting I asked the Minister
for Works, without notice, to place
on the table of the House the exist-
ing contract with Messrs. Couston and
Finlayson, and my object in making that
request was to ascertain exactly how the
country stands in regard to these gentle-
men. It has been stated that the con-
tract which they possess with the
Government is of such a nature that we
really, in considering this proposal, have,
so to speak, Hobson's choice. It has
been stated in the public Press, I believe,
that if we to-night accept this proposal
the work must go on as it is gOing
at present. We cannot send Messrs.
Couston & Finlayson about their busi-
ness, or terminate the contract with
them ; that we have two alternatives,
either to continue the work by day labour
with the risk, and a very serious risk, of
its costing very much more than it should
cost, and taking more time than it should
take, or accept the new offer without any
satisfactory assurance beyond that of the
Engineer-in-Chief and the officer directly
in charge of the works, Mr. Hodgson.
There is no independent authority, and

the question is: which is the best to
accept in the circumstances ? Tt is
desirable before the House divides on
the motion that we should know definitely
whether, in the event of the House
deciding to reject this proposal of Messrs.
Couston & Co., it will be possible to
determine the existing agreement, also to
ascertain what it is likely to cost to
determine that agreement, so that if the
Rouse think it better to throw the con-
tract op~en to public tender, we may know
exactly the legal position of the Govern-
ment or the Works Department in this
matter. There can be no question, )low-
ever we may differ on the merits or
demerits of this present proposal, that
the existing contract with Messrs. COuston
& Fitilayson is open to the gravest
suspicion. No limit has been imposed as
to the cost of the work under the agree-
ment, or as to the timne of its completion.
There is therefore very strong sense in
the proposal that either we should amend
the contract, or failing tio amend it,
if we have power to do so, to enter
into a new contract. Already some-
thing like 12 months have been occupied
in laying 90 miles of pipes, and it is
onlyv a ruile-of-three sum, of a very
unpleasant character, to calulate how
much longer the work will take if wve are
going on under present conditions. If we
cannot get out of thle existing contract, if
we must abide by it and accept Messrs' .
Couston and Company's new proposals, I
take it this House, whatever opinions
members have as to the proposal, cannot
but feel, although it be faulty' ini some
respects, that the proposal is an improve-
menton the existing arrangement. The
acceptance at any rate we know means a
reduction of 30 per cent. in cost of the
work now undertaken. It means that the
work will be finished three months earlier
than would be the case according to the
departmental estimate, and we canntot be
certain that the departmental estimate of
the time will be borne out: they may he
farther out in their reckoning. It means,
what I believe is a very important thing,
that the whole of the pipes will be tested
and the contractors have to submit the
pipes to a test of 25 per cent. above the
normal pressure before they can get any
money paid to them with respect to thle
jointing aud the laying: it means that the
pjipes already laid will be subjected to a
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test, and I am given to understand, and I
should like to know in the debate which
proceeds whether there is any authority
for the assertion that the condition of the
line, so far as it is already laid, is any-
thing but satisfactory. There is no
guar-antee that the pipes will bold water-
leakages have occurred in the joints owing
to the joints not having been quickly
covered, which has caused a contraction
to take place. The condition of the pipe
line, so far as it has been proceeded with,
is not one that the House will view with
any sort, of satisfaction. I do not attach
a great deal of importance to statements
of this description, because anyone who
has followed the contract in connection
with the Coolgardie Water Scheme must
know that in the Press, and in private
convers-ation, statements of an extraordi-
nary character are about as to what has
aleady taken place in regard to that
contract. But it is perhaps as well that
statements of that extraordinary chiaracter
should be mentioned in the Hou~se, if only
to be contradicted. I have heard some
statements myself that 12 miles of the
line boyond Ohidlow's Well have recently
been subjected to a private test, anld that
the pipes have been found to leak in ai
manner which meanls that the whole of
the caulking of the 12 miles of pipes will
]ave to be done over again. I merely
mention that statement so that it may
receive contradiction.

THE MsNxsrSa FOR WORKS: It is not
true.

Ma. NANSON; The Minister for
Works says it is nt true, and 1 ain
exceedingly glad to hear it is not true.
As I have already said, many wild state-
mnents get about, and the sooner they
come into the light of day and are con-
tradicted, the better for the country and
for this scheme. But on one point all
sections of the House will be united, and
that is on the extreme importance of
completing this scheme at the earliest
possible moment. Personally I should
be sorry to have any responsibility on my
shoulders of having it said later on that
one had delayed the scheme by a single
month; but when the Government ask us
to sanction a proposal of this sort, when
thev place upon the shoulders of Parlia-
'neat the responsibility of saying whether
this is a good proposal from anl engineer-
ingp point of view and from a business

point of view, the House is justified in
ref using to give its assent to that pro-
posal until the case has been proved to
the satisfaction of the Houuse. The neces-
sity for completing the work appeals not
only to the goldfields but to the country
as a whole, because if I remember arigh~t
early in the session the Treasurer told us
this year something like £175,000 interest
and sinking fund was required.

Tnn TREASURHER: One hundred and
seventy-five thousand pounds in aUl.

Ma. NANSON: One hundred and
seventy-five thousand pounds in -all, and
therefore with that Iheavy burden upon

I thu finances of the country, it Stands to
reason that the sooner this work is bring-
ing in revenlue the better it will be
for uts. In the course of this debate a
question will no doubt be brought up
as to the merits of contract labour
over day labour. I should like to say
I amn not one of those wvho condemin thle
system of the principle of day labour
absolutely. Only the otlher day we had
an instance of that systemi being adopted
by ab complany inl this country, who
certainly would not dream of adopting it
if they did not regard it as good under
certain conditions. We know the Electric
Tramnway Co'mpany are laying down their
tramway at Kalgoorlie by day labour, and
therefore in one ver n otabl instance we
have proof that by businiess mnen it is
considered not impossible to carry out
work by day Labour on a satisfactory and
c-ommercial basis. But if we go into thme
cjuestiomi of day labour carrie-d out at

1present by the Public WVorks Department
of Western Australia, then I think there
can bie only one conclusion, that being
tint it has been a failure, not only in
regard to the Coolgardie Water Scheme
so fiar, but in regard to other works; that
it has cost this country perhaips hundreds:
Of thousands of pounds which might have
been saved, and that until the Public
Works Department is so reformed that
dlay labour can he carried out on an
economical and business-like basis, this
country can not aff ord t o have very inuch
to do with it. The Engineer-in-Chief,
with a considerable amount of courage,
has gone back on his previous convictions,

Iand so far as concerns the Cuolgardie
IWatter Scheme he has abanudoned the
Cause of day labour. When we remember
how strongly Mr. O'Connor has in the

Water Scheme. (3 FnBRvAEty, 1902.]
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past advocated that system, we may be
sure he would not have undertaken what
mnust have been to him the very distasteful
duty of going back upon his previous
convictions if lie had not the strongest
reasons for doing so. He must have been
convinced by the unanswerable logic of
facts that at any rate so far as this part iu-
larscheme is concerned it is not practicable
in the interests of the country, to carry it
out by day labour. Of course, as to the
general question of day labour and con-
tracb labour, it is unnecessary to obtrude
it largely into this debate. After all, we
are only dealing with one work, and with
a work that has to be completed at the
very earliest mon-ent; therefore I u rge on
even those who think that as a general
rule it may be advisable to carry out
works by day labour, that in this instance
it mnay be necessary to strain a point to
get this work carried out by contract,
either by accepting Messrs. Couston &
Co.'s offer or by throwing thu work open
to public tender, if thereby we can get the
work dune quickl -y and in a way that will
give satisfaction to the contry. There
is only one mkore point to which I wish to
allude, and that is as to the question
whether this work should be given imine-
diately to) Messrs. Couston & Co. or
whether it is not advisable to throw it
open to public tender. The point seems
to be whether caulking by a machine or
caulking by hand is the more efficient
system, and those of us who are not
engineers but who have taken an interest
in the question cannot but be struck by
the immense divergence of opinion that
exists on this point. It is true that if we
do not go beyond these papers issued by
the Government we can onily come to the
one conclusion and at once accept Messrs.
Couston & Co.'s offer; but if we take into
consideration the opinion of men who
should bo authorities on these two rival
methods, if wej. take into consideration
that pipes of this nature have been
caulked by hand labour in South Austra-
lia and Victoria, then we cannot have a.
large amount of doubt as to whether the
proposals of Messrs. Couston & Co. are not
putting the country to an unnecessarily
large expense. I simply mention the point
so that when the members of the Govern-
ment come to deal wvith this proposal in
the course of the debate they may be able
Lo throw some light on that aspect of it.

It is no doubt in the knowledge of the
Minister for Works as it is in the know-
ledge of many members of the House
that there is that strong difference of
opinion, and very Muany people, very
many contractors, very many engineers
believe that it will be to the advantage
of the country to have the caulking
done b-yhand labour, The most astonish-
ing statements are made as to the
failure resulting from the use of the
caulking machine; and unless we cans
get stronger evidence than is con-
tamued in these lpap,-rs, I cannot
think the House would be altogether
justified in taking upon itself the respon-
sibilityr of imimediately sanctioning this
proposal. The Government will perhaps
be able to suggest now how it will
be possible to give this additional
evidence. Some information may be got
by appointing a, select ccniittee, and
another proposal way be to bring two
expert engineers from tIhe Eastern States
to examine the two methods, and let the
Government be guided by their advice.
I merely throw these suggestions out. I
am. notat the present timie prepared to
bring forward any amendment to this
proposition, because in a, matter of this
'kind I think it is the duty of this
(Opposit ion) side of the House to give
the Government all the reasonable assist-
ance, in our power. It is possible that as
the debate proceeds it may be advisable
to move some amendment which may be
welcomed by the Government, but at the
present stage T myself do not feel inclined
to move an amendment. The difficulties
I hatve slightly indicated may he removed
in the course of the debate, and wore
light may be thrown upon this subject by
other members who have knowledge of
these works and of engineering, to which
of course I myself in no sort of way lay
claim.

Mn. G. TAYLOR (Mt. Margaret): I
move the adjournment of the debate. My
reason for doing so is that I moved a
motion calling for papers to be laid on
the table setting forth the amouant of
remuneration Mr. Couston is receiving,
and those have not yet been produced. I
think those papers would materially affect
the position, and this is a very important
question. Taking that view of the case,
I think I am justified in moving that the
debate be -adjourned for a week.

[ASSEMBLY.) -Pipe Caulking, etc.
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Motion (adjournment) put and nega-
tived.

MR. R. HASTIE (Kanowna): There
seems very considerable hesitancy among
members to speak, on this question, and
I am not surprised, because every-
one thinks with the member for Mt.
Margaret (Mr. Taylor) that we are
not possessed of snficipnt information
on the subject. It has been said here
to-night that the Minister for Public
Works in moving this motion was
in a very doubtful condition, and was
doubtful where his own sympathies were.
Exactly the same thing canl be said of the
leader of the Opposition, who, in speak-
ing, mentioned that this was not a ques-
tion of departmental or day labour, but
said almost in so many words it was
rather a question between one system of
contract and another system of contract.
If I understand the case, Couston has
-alreatdy entered into an arrangement,
practically a contract, with thle depart-
mnent by which the Public Works Depart-
ment give him a certain suni of money
rnning into mnaly thousands of pounds
and also £210 a week. Besides that, the
pepartment allow him to employ his
two partners in pnsitions with reference
to this scheme. Farther it gives him full
control of all the men employed. So far
as I can understand the position Couston
receives £10 a week, his partner (Porritt)
receives £8 a week, and Finlayson, the
other partner, although not receiving any
saary, superintends the alterations and
improvements to the caulking machine at
a workshop at Midland Junction. The
workshop and all its fittings are owned
by the Government and all wages arc paid
by the Government, and the improve-
ments which have been made to the
machine since it was purchased by the
Government are made by Government
labour and at Government expense. That
means that the machine is the property
of the Public Works Department, and
practically the Public Works property is
the property of Couston. If we refuse to
enter into this scheme, where are we?
Must we continue to go on in the present
position? There are no cluses in the
present contract directing that the work
shall he finished within a certain time,
nor is a certain price specified; and if, as
I have no doubt is the case, that firm gets
at least over £20 or £25 a week from the

Government, it is obvious that it is in the
interests of that firm to continue the job
for the next five or ten years--is it not?
No -arrangement whatever is made as to
lime, nor has there been any arrange-
ment to assure the efficiency of the
scheme when it is put through. The
member for the Murchison suggested
that we should have a copy of the
agreement already made with Couston -

I wonder why papers to that effect bad
not been placed on the table; because I
believe every one of us is curious to know
the terms of that arrangement, and when
and why it was made: why it was that
the control of this scheme has been taken
out of the hands of the department and
given to men who are, as far as we know,
irresponsible. Surely we are entitled to
[lave that information; and I fully believe
time Government will place it on thme table
before they allow this qtiestion to be
decided; that farther on, an amendment
will. be proposed or an adjournment
mo(ved before we are asked to dispose of
the motion, This proposal regarding
Messrs. Couston and Co. is made on
the recommendation of the Eagineer-in-
Chief. I understanidthieCoolgatrdie Water
Scheme itself was first instituted on the
recomnmendation of this Engineer-mn-
Chbief; and he has told us all along that
it would be finished very early. He gave
many of us 'to understand it would be
finished last Christmas, and now we are
promised that it will be finished next
Christmas. Again, the engineer comes
forward and practically tells us that it
cannot be finished next September, or
trven next Christmas, unless we allow
this new contract; sand he adds that the
part of thle scheme which is already comn-
pleted is inefficient, and tells us that the
principal part of this new contract is that
the would-be contractors guarantee to
remove or to improve thme pipes already
caulked. Now why is it that at this time
the Engineer-in-Chief is not present?,
[MRu. J~coElY: Hear, hear.] Why does
it happen that he has arranged that this
qnestion shall be before us at a time
when he is outside the StateP That to
me is very strange. I do not believe he
is a reliable authority on this matter.

IAs far as the Coolgardie Water Scheme
goes, I believe the man who thinks the
]Last of it, who has the smallest opinion
of the matter, and who is probably the
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least reliable authority on it, is Mr. C. Y.
O'Connor himself, who, over and over
again, has assured the people of this country
that the scheme would be finished at dates
on which there was no prospect whatever
of its being finished. And we should not
wonder at that, because it is perfectly
true, as the member for the Murchison
(Mr. Nanson) mentioned, that it is not
peculiar in not being expeditiously carried
out. Various other public works have
been tinder the control of the Engineer-
in-Ohief, and as far as I know not one of
them has been finished, and it is very
doubtfuli whether any of them will lie
finished. Take, for example, the Fre-
mantle Harbour Works, the Bunbury
Harbour Works, the Coolgardie-Ral-
goorlie duplication, the Boulder duplica-
Lion, the Menzies-Leonorat line- -there is
not one of these works which has not
taken two or three times longer than we
were induced to believe wotild be required
when the work wvas first put in hland.
Yet so far as we have gone, the only real
authority quoted in favour of giving this
new contract is the Engineer-in-Chief.
I take it, the meaning of this is that Mr.
O'Connor has quite given up hope of the
lpipe-line tinder his superintendence being
a, success, and in farther proof of the idea
that he did not think for a moment that
it would be carried out at the end of the
rear, or even in August, as this contractor
assumes, I would mention that the
Engineer-in-Chief has not provided for
the reticulation, though lie knows as
wll as every member of this House that
it will take at the very least nine or ten
nmouths to get ready the pipes, engines,
and( other appliances required for that
purpose. I am not one of those who, like
the member for the Murchison, fancy
that if we accepted this contract, or did
something similar, we could get the water
on the goldfields at a comparatively early
time-say in August or September next;
and I shall not be surprised if the wvater
does not become available for the next
two or three years. Because I believe
this will happen that even though the
scheme be put through,.there will appear
some unexpected difficulties. There will
be in the best of circumstances unantici-
pated lbreakdowns; and a lot of things
will require to be changed. All that
will mean delaty, so that a consider-
able tinie must elapse before the

scheme becomes anything like a per-
manent success. On the point I men-
tioned before as to the pipes for
reticulation not being ordered, I should
like to say, if in any circumstances the
scheme reaches completion in August,
September, or October of this year, then
we shall require to send the water to the
mines. There is no arrangement for that
Ibeing done; and if the water reach
Coolgardie or Kalgoorlie by the end of
this year, a considerable delay must then
take place before we get pipes for reticu-
lation, anid another Slimmer will pass
before the water is in any way available
for mining.

MR. HIOHMAX: That is your concern.
MRt. HASTIE: Whatt is our concern ?
MR. HIGHAM: The reticulation.
MR. IJASTIE, The people on the

goldields have never shown that they
were not prepared to consider that clues-
tion. I assure the lion. mnembler that
they will consider it at the very earliest
opportunity. But I do not believe there
are 50 people on the goldfields who have
any idea, that the water will be available
before the end of the year; and therefore
they do not hurry themselves very much.
But the question presents itself thug: Is
this scheme ats it is being carried out

anything like a good scheme? Is it a
good scemeae that we should see carried
out farther before. we really and tho-
roughly consider the question whether
there is any chance of its being efficient?
Remember this, that the belief in the
efficiency of the scheme rests oil the
authority of the Engineer-in-Chief, and
on his a~uthority only. If I am told in
reply that it rests on the authority of
other people connected with his depart-
ment, and that they agree with him, then
I say that is to bie expected. There is a
freemasonry between the offiers of every
department which prevents ay one of
them f romt expressing an opinion different
from that of other officers in the depart-
ment. (A laugh.) Ron. memnbers laugh;
but that is my experience, and I believe
the invariable experience of every member
of this House.

MR. TAYLOR: Silence is golden.
Mn. HASTIE: Four or five months

ago, the member for Boulder (Air. J. M.
Hopkins) moved a motion asking that a
test b)e made; and in reply, the then
Minister for Works, apparently with
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the sanction of the Engineer-in-Chief,I
promised that a test should be made, at
thle latest within four months. That time
has been exceeded and that test has not
beeni made. It then seemed to most of
us, and it still seems to me, and I believe
to others, that we ought to have that test
made before we consider this question
any f arther. I hope no fresh arrange-
ment whatever will be made till we can
make sure that the pipes as they are will
he reliable conductors of water. I have
not at the moment any motion to move ;
but I wish to say that I will oppose this
proposed contract by every means in my
power; and I hope thle Governtmenlt will
not do any, thing farther in the matter
to-night in the direction of finishing this
debate, until some of the information we
require is available.

Tim PREMIER (Hon. 0. Leake) : It
certainly is not the desire of the Govern-
ment to pres3s this matter to a division
without giving lion, members full oppor-
tunities for discussion, and also furnish-
ing them with all the information the
Government possess. I think everybody
will admit that the Government find
themselves in a very difficult position.
Here is a scheme we hiave to force to
completion, which we are pledged indeed
to force to completion, but which for
many years past the majority of members
on the Ministerial side of the House have
opposed tooth and nail in Parliament.

Ma. JACOBY: Not tho majority of thle
present Ministerial supporters.

TusB PREMIER: I do not say all:- I
shall restrict the remark to myself.
From its very inception I was opposed
to this scheme; and now I find that the
exigencies of politics have placed me in a
position in which I must try to bring this
matter to a, satisfactory conclusion; and
I assure the House that I will use my
best eudeavours-though I was opposed
to the scheme- -to make it a, success, both
from an engineering and a commercial
point of view. [Mmists Hear, hear.]
I have never questioned thle scheme
fromt an engineering point of view;
but whapt has always been a trouble to
me is, how tbis scheme could become a
commercial success. We are now, I will
not exactly say accused, but it is sug-gested that we attempt to create delays
in the completion of tbe work. Perhaps
hon. members have read the letters on

this subject which passed between me
and Sir .John Forrest a short time ago,
from which it will be seen that the right
hon. gentlem, who was responsihle for
this scheme, implied that the present
Government had probably done, or would
probably do, something which would
militate against the speedy completion
and success of the work. Now this is a
great public work which has been adopted
by Parliament and by, the country, and I
acknowledge it to be my bounden duty
and the duty Of mly Colleagues to mnake
the scheme a success if that he possible;
but we do not wishi to have the mistakes
of other people thirown on our shoulders.
We do net want to be saddled with other
people's blunders. And it must also be
understood that the present Gover-nment
did not mnake the agreement with Messrs.
Couston and Company.

Mu. HAsTnE: Who did ?
TirE: PREMIER: The Minister for

Public Works at thle time was the EonI.
F. H. Fiesse, miember for the Williams.

MR. JACOBY: No, no!
Tan PREMIER: Yes, yes!
MR. JACOBY: Was it so long ago as

that ?
THE PREMIER: It was. The gist

of that contract will be found on page 10
of thie printed "1Papers in connection
with the Coolgardie Goldfields Water
Supply," which have been laid onl the
table; Appendix A, second para~graph of
letter from Messrs. Couston and oin-
pany to the Minister for Works, dated
20th January, 1902. There is a contract,
as I say, and a copy of it will be laid on
the table by the Minister for Works ;
but I am told by the X1 inister that the
gist of it is really contained in the second
paragraph of this letter, reading as
follows:

Our present contract for the supply of
machinery and maintenance of same contains
(specification page 7, paragraph 2) the follow-
iug conditions:

'l'h escotractor at all times during the
maintenance period shall provide and maintain,
at each of the six installations, an experienced
and suitable mechanic (who shalt have the
principal charge of the machinery thereat
respectively during ibe same period), and
also a suitable statff of employees for working
each such installation; and the Minister
(subject to the provisions of this contract)
will pay to the contractor, once every month,
such a sum as shall he certified by the
Engineer-in-Chief to be equal to aUl the wages

Water Scheme;
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and coat of fuel and other stores paid by the
contractor for or in respect of stoking, working,
or cleaning- the machinery of sunch installation.

Now, that is practically av contract for
thec caulking of those pipes;- and, as hon.
members are aware, the work is done by
machinery.

MR. Ntwsow: If you decide to discon-
tinue the use of machineryV, will the
contract terminate? If you decide in
favour of band-caulking, I mean, will
that bring the contract to an end ?

Tnn: PREMIER: I am not prepared
to say off-hand. There is,' a contract,
however; and what is now proposed to
be done is to vary that contract in the
terms to be gathered from the correspon-
dence. The position of the Government
is this. Up to the present moment the
work has been carried out boy contract
nder the sole control and supervision of

the Engineer-in- Chief, at gentlemlan who
has up to the present moment enjoyed
the confidence of the Government, and
whose recommendations have, I believe,
in every case been acted on. That gentle-
man now makes a recommendation to
the present Government, who conse-
quently hesitate before disregarding the
advice given. We do not take shelter
behind anybody else; for by this motion
we ask that the Minister be authorised to
accept the contract, subject to the modifi-
cations suggested in the report of the
Engineer-in-Chief. From this it will he
gathered that it is the present intention
of the Ministry, still acting on the advice
of the Engineer-in-Chief, to enter into the
contact recommended by that gen tle-
man. The House being in session,
however, and the acceptance of the con-
tract involving a departure from the
system which has hitherto obtained, we
as a, Ministry thought it right to report
tho whole of the circumstances to the
House. f[MR. TAYLOR: Mast decidedly.]
If the House declare that we should
be wrong in accepting the advice
,given, very well:- the House will have
to consider what is the next best step to
take. I ask bon. members, however, to
understand that what is new proposed is
practically only a variation of an existing
contract, which contract was reconi-
miended by the Engineer-in-Chief and
approved by a former Director of Public
Works, Hon. F. H. Piesse, who was at
the time a member of Sir John Forrest's

Government. It is our ditty as Mini-
sters, r take it, to see not oniy that the
scheme be properly completed, but that it
he completed at the least expense to the
State; and the argumient in favour of
these recommendations, so far as we
know, is that a very large sumn of money
-somnething like £30,000-will be saved
to the State if the proposed extension of
the existing cohtract be made. A farther
strong argument for the acceptance of the
proposal is that under it we shall have a
proper guarantee as to not only the work
to be done in the future by the present
contractors, but also as to the work done
in the past. [Several interjections.]
Moreover, we shall save three months in
time.

Alp.. A. E. THOMIAS: What sort of
guarantee can Couston & Co. offer now,
if they cannot guarantee the work which
they have been already paid by the State
to carry out?

Tu PitEMIER:- We have no guar-
antee at present; but uinder the proposed
extension of the contract we shall have
one. Messrs. Couston and Co. undertake
to enter into a sufficient guarantee-I
presume by bond-and, at any rate, the
Government will hare the retention money
to come-and-go on. The retention money
is 30 per cent. on the amount of the whole
contract. The House will see that, pri md
facie at any rate, the recommendations
which are made to us, and which we
are prepared to accept, are all in
favour of the State. It is of import-
ance for us to save time, and it is
of importance for us to save. money.
The proposal now under consideration is
recommended, according to the corres-
pondence I have referred to, by the father
of the whole schemne, Sir John Forrest;
and he is backed up by the Engineer-in-
Chief. Whether the adoption of the
suggestion will result in a departure f rom.
the principles hitherto laid down and
hitherto acted on is, I think, beside the
question; because we, as Ministers, have
to consider the best interests of the State
at large. I declare again, this contract
appears to be one which, if adopted, will
s~ave the State both time and money. We
felt it incumbent on us, however, to report
to Parliament what we proposed to do;
and this without endeavouring to shield
ourselves behind Parliament. It is right
for us, I consider, to take thle step which
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we have taken. If we had not brought
the matter before Parliament, or say if
we had waited until Parliament had
risen and then accepted the contract
during recess, we should have been open
to criticism. Again, if we bad rejected
the proposal and the scheme had, in c.on-
sequence, been delayed for a time, we
should have been asked, " Why did you
not accept Couston and Co's. contract? "
We should stand, therefore, to be shot at
either way, unless we bad, I will say,
"nous " enough to tell Parliament all

about the proposal when made. It
cannot be contended that the Ministry
shirk responsibility, because we say by
this motion that we recommend the
acceJptance of the contract, or rather, I
must say again, an extension of the
existing contract. That there have been
mnistakes in the past I will not deny,
though I do not propose in this connec-
tion to particularise. Indeed, I do not
think I am in a position to do so. I am
under the impression, however, that this
is a big pumping scheme to enable water
to be forced from the Darling Range
to the eastern goldfields. Everybody
will admit that water cannot be pumped
without pumops. [MR. REsTDE : Ohi,
go on!] Hun. members do not doubt
that? Very well. That being so, one
would suppose that the first thing to
receive attention was the erection of these
pumps in order that, as each small section
was constructed, these p)umps might be
called on to do their duty and test the
line of pipes in its various sections.
Those who had control of the scheme,
however, thought fit to leave the contract
for the pumps to be completed at a
future date..

MR. TAYLOR: So that the pipes could
not be tried in the meantime.

THE PREMIER : I do not say that,
I amn accusing nobody. T want the
House to understand that I am accusing
nobody.

MR. TAYLOR: I am, thoughi.
THE PREMIER: I think the con-

tract time for the pumps is up in June
next.

MR. TAYLOR : And you cannot try the
pipes in the meantime ?

THE PREMIER : No. It stands to
reason that a pumping scheme cannot be
tried without pumaps.

MR. JACOBY: Yes ; it can be tried by
hydraulic pumps.

THE PREMIER: Of course, when I
say the contract time for the pumps is up
in June next, I refer to the pumps for
the whole line. As a matter of fact,
however, the pumps for the first and
second sections will be completed in
March, when the Minister for Works
will be in a position to try these sections.
Then, if the pumps do their duty, and if
the works so far constructed are sound
and good, water will be taken up as far
Onaderdin. That will be about the
middle of March ;but no matter how
well the pipes may be laid and no
matter how well they may have been
caulked, it is of course impossible to
take the water from the Mundaring Darn
to any point towards the eastern gold-
fields, unless the pumps are established
and in working order. The present Gov-
ernment, at any rate, cannot be blamed
for any delay up to June next. But I
have it on the authority of my colleague
that probambly the whole of the pumps
will not be ready by June next, because
an extension of time, which has been
asked for by the manufacturers, will prob-
ably have to be granted.

MR. HOPKiNs: When you say June,
do you mean June of this year?

THE PREMIER: This year, so far.
Of course, every day's delay, I am pre-
])ared to admit: means additia loss to
the country. The pipes have been laid
down and the trenches have been dug for
nearly the whole of the way to Coolgar-
die. That work, of course, has taken
some considerable time, and has-

MR. HASTLE: Why not lay the pipesP
THE PREMIER: They are being laid.
MR. HASTIE: Only ve-ry slowly.
THE PREMIER: That is not the

fault of the present Government. The
pipes have been laid, and the trencheps
have Ibeen dug, and of course we are
standing out of the interest on the money
expended in that work, whatever the
amount may be. It must be some hun-
dreds of thousands of pounds. We can-
not hope to receive any return for that
outlay, or to check the charge for interest,
until the pumps are in working order.
The State, however, is not only paying
interest on the loan, but has also to meet
the cost of the sinking fund which, as the
Treasurer has told the Rouse, amounts to
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something like £2176,000 per annum. If
the motion now before the Rouse be not
negatived, Ministers will of course use
their best endeavours to make the best
possible contract with Messrs. Couston
and Co. Whilst we have said that it is
our intention to accept this contract, that
statement is, of course, subject to any pos-
sible alteration which may be for the hene-
fit of the State. It may be in the power
of the Government to reduce the contract
price, athlus saveafaLrther sum iof money.
The member for the Murclison (Mr.
Nanson) spoke of determining the agree-
nient, requiring to know what it would
cost to do that, and as to amending, the
contract, and so forth. We do not desire
to comm1it any breach of any contract,
and we do not wish to) terminate the
work if it will bring on us any liability,
As to amending the contract concerned,
the proposals made really amount to
amending tbe contract, hut an amendment;
which is prinzlfacie for the benefit of the
State, because it will save both timie and
money.

MR. WASSON: It has been said that
there would be a saving of expenditure
and time if the caulking were done by
'hand instead of by machine.

THE P'REMIER: I believe it is said,
whether by persons (of responsiibility or
not, that caulking can be done by hand
as economtically as it can he dlone by
machine.

MR. TAYLOR: Twenty-two timneseheaper.
THE PREMIER: I can hardly think

that.. The people on the goldfiel ds, and
everybody else, declare that there should
be no delay in the completion of the
contract. If we do not enter into this
contract, if we call for tenders on
fresh specifications, and so forthi, there
necessarily must be delay; and we do not
know if ankybody else is in a position.
until tenders arc called, to offer to do
this work, at a less figure and in shaorter
time than Messrs. G'ouston, Finlaysov,
and Porritt, are prepared to do it in. J
ami reminded, supposing the culking
machine is a more expeditious method,
we should have to arrange with Messrs.
Couston &Co. to use their patent mnachine.

MR. Hopnnis: You have done that
already.

MR. Tconr: Yes.
THE PREMIER: If we have then I

will withdraw that point. By reason of

their patent rights Messrs. Couston and
Co. have secured the contract for the
caulking, and the Government are paying
them a fixed salary, finding the wages and
all other necessary accessories. They
however declare, for reasons I canno~t
explain, that as contractors they can
mnake a better job of it, and] yet save tiuie
and money to thme Statte. That, I admit,
is a blot in this proposed contract.

Hit. TAYLOR: They ought to he
ashamed to say so.

THE PREMIER: Yes; I cannot under-
stand that. I think in thecorrespondence
they have been asked to explain it, and I
think the reason givenu is that red-tape is
the trouble: they canot get thie supplies.
The Works ])epartment possibly are able
to make a, calculation as to 'what the
work will cost, and in what time it will
be done on the basis of past experience;
yet these people say-whether they have
gained benefit from that past experience,
I cannot say--at any rate they say, " If
we are working for the department, ire
cannot do such good work, or do it so
economically, but give us the contract
and we can make money, and you can
save money."

Ma. TAYLOR: Scandalous!
THE PREMIER: I do not wish to

use harsh terms: I want to he dispas-
sionate in this matter. There are mnany
things I cannot understand, and many
things that are extraordinary ; and this
seems to be one of them.

Ma. TAYLOR: They should be made
to explain.

Tax PREMIER: Suppose they do
explain, and it turns out afterwards that
the proposed scheme for the completion
of the contract is most economical: what
reason can any member give that the
Government should not enter into at
binding contract to bring about a very
proper end P'

MR. TAYLOR: What would a private
coipany think of similar proposals?

THE PREMIER: If the hon. nmember
thitiks I can amiswer his questions, well
then Icannot. They are every one of them
posers, consequently that is the difficulty

Iof my position. 'I cannot dodge the
lion- member's questions. Acting on the
advice given to as by our professional
experts, it is our duty to save the State
both time and money. That is the posi-
tion. Wedo not want to shelter ourselves
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behind a Parliamentary debate or resolu-
tion. We have declared our intention to
give effect to this recommendation; we
honestly come forward and tell Parlia.-
nient that is so, and we give our reasons,
based Principally on the professional
advice which has been given. And when
we realise that time and money can be
saved if we carry out this recommnend&-
tion, I do not think either Parliament
or the State can blame us for the recoin-
mendation we have made.

Ma. A. R. THOMAS (D-undas):. A.
clause which occurs in the report over the
name of Mr. Rason, Minister for Works,
sums up the position pretty Clearly; and
that is what the Premuier has just been
speaking about. 'The position appears to
be practically that Messrs. Couston. and
Co. , as salaried officers of the State, can
spend over £,30,000 more arid take
some months longer to do work which
Messrs. Couston, Finlayson, and Porritt
can actually do as contractors. As con-
tractors, theyv can do what should be their
duty to do as servants of the State. If
not: what prevehts. them? WhatlIobject.
to in this position is that these people
have been paid by the State, ais the meml-
her for Kano wna has said recentl Y, about
£25 per week to perfect a machine for
caulking which they in the first place,
together with the tids, sold to the Goy-
erment for a big figure. They have
been using their position as3 servants of
the State to perfect their machine and
tools, and then they come along after
they have perfected them at the expense
of the State, and ask us to make them
a present of a, tremendous sum of money.
If a contract is to be made for the work,
I object to its being given to this firmn
without proper public tendem being
called, and I feel satisfied that if public
tenders are called for this work, if it is
found possible to do it in the interests of
that scheme, we will find that tenders
will be put in at a very much lower price
than the price submitted by Messrs.
Couston and Co,

31a. DraMoND : That is only surmise.
Mu. THOMAS: 1 have gone into this

matter with some engineers. I do not
pose as an authority myselfl; not being a,
mechanical engineer I would not dare to
give an opinion ; but I have taken the
trouble to inquire from men who are not
only mnechanical engineers, hut have had

experience of similar work; and I ha-ve.
taken the trouble to inquire as to the
cost of similar works which have been
carried out in other States of Australia,
and the figures I have seen in connection
with these works are very different from
the figures submitted by Messrs. Couston
and Co. The figures given to me would
work out something like this. Fixing the
pipes in trenchbes, Is. Gd. ; fixing the joint
rings, 6d. ; ramming and expanding, 8d.;
caulking in pipies, 4s. ; trying joints and
examining pipes, Is. 2d.; hire of tools,
Is. 3d.; making a total of 9s. Id., as
against 1s. Gd.

Mn. DAMOND: Is that the Beetooloo
scheme in South Australia ?

Mu. THOMAS: These figures are con-
siderably in advance of the price to be
charged here. There arc the Bandoleer,
Barossa, and other schemes.

MR. DIAMOND: The Barossa, scheme
was not carried out, but the Beetoolco
scheme was.

Mu. THOMAS: There are one or two
other schemes. These are figures which
have been given to me, and they can be
checked by hon. members, if desired.
The Engineer-in-Chief advocated in the
first instance that this work should be
done by day labour under departmental
supervision and control. There was no
difficulty in letting a contract to these

C oPIe without calling for tenders. As I
avoe said before, these individuals to

whom the Engineer-in-Chief propo)ses to
let the contract have gained their experi-
ence here, and the previous cost of the
work has shown that they had very little
experience and knowledge when they came
into the service; but now, having gained
their knowledge and perfected their
machine at our expense, they are prepared
to do this work. They have been in
charge all this time, and have succeeded
iii doing marvellously little work in
a long time. They have said themselves
that a tremendous amount of money
has been wasted over the work, but
they will save £80,000, therefore the
Engineer-in-Chief recommends the pro-
posal. I hold that the proposals whichi
the Engineer-in-Chief has madoe in
the letters which we ha-ve from him are
tantamount to a vote of censure on the
chief engineer, passed by himself. A
contract has been entered into by a high
official in the State-the highest official
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whom we can look to in the State-and aI
contract out of which we cannot get
without compensation being paid, a,
contract without limitation of time and
price, without limitation as to whether
the work Shall be efficient or not
when completed. Now this officer is
desirous of shifting the responsibility
from his shoulders in regard to the
20,000 joints 'which have already been
completed. What have we paid these
people over £25 per week for, besides
finding all their Supplies, all the wages
and the machines to do the work ? A
statement was made in another House by
a member the other night, that a test had
lbeen made of the pipes, and that they
had been found to be in a lea ky condition.
II do not know if that Statement is correct
or not, but there should be some ground
before a member would stand up in the
Legislative Council of this country and
make use of the statement, which hie did
last week. If contracts like this have been
entered into, I would like to know if any
other contracts have been entered into of
a similar nature by the Engieer.in-Chief;
if so, I would like to see the particulars
of them laid on the table oif the House
for the information of members. I think
the sooner we have a Royal Commission
appointed to inquire into the matter of
the Coolgardie Water Scheme, the better
for the sake of the taxpayers of the
country. I intend to oppose this motion,
and I do so because I do not consider we
have information before us to warrant us
in giving a report, and in arriving at a,
decision in regard to the matter. If I
am asked to relport on a mine, I am going
to have some details, I ami going to have
some particulars and some information
on which I can base my report before I
will put my name to it. I intend to
oppose the contract being let, and I
would like to see inore definite proposals
given to members of this House.

At 6&30 the SPEAKiER left the Chair.

At 7-30, Chair resumed.

Mn. 3f. H. JACOBY (Swan): It is a
difficult matter for members, with the
information before the House, to decide
whether they are justified upon the muerits
of this case in acceding to the proposal of

the Minister for Works. The Minister
has all the available infornation at his
disposal; he has all the expei-t advice at
his disposal, and if that advice were at
the disposal of the members of this
House-

TaxE MINISTRa FOR WORKS: It is.
Ma. JACOBY . No ; if that advice

were at the disposal of the House in the
same way ats it is at the disposal of the
Minister, then, perhaps, we might be
justly asked to express anl opinion upon
the merits of the case; but it appears to
me to be at matter which I he Minister
himself can only properly advise upon.
There are thousands of avenues of infor-
mnation which are only open to himself,
and in addition to that we have the
peculiar position of the Engineer-in-Chief
being away during, perhaps, the most
critical Lime in connection with this water
scheme. I think that, as the G4overnment
must have anticipated this question would
arise just now, it is to be regretted the
Engineer-in-Chief was allowed to leave
this State during the time. I hardly
think that if I were acting for myself, as
I ami acting as a representative in this
Rouse, I would be justified in saying
" yes " or " no " to the proposal put
forward. Dining his speech the leader
of the Opposition made reference to
statements that wvere current regarding
re-caulking, whic~h was supposed to lie
g oing on in a section of the scheuje near

hbidlow's Well. I am exceedingly sur-
prised at the Minister diselaiming any
knowledge.

Trn MINISTER FOR WORKS: Twelve
miles has been caulked.

Ma. JACOBY: If the caulking has
been completed, and not tested, I should
like to know why it has been found neces-
sary to re-caulk it. This particular
portion of the line is one of the portions
where the heaviest Strain will take p~lace,
and special precaution was taken in the
original caulking, of this section, The
mnachine was given bin, returns round the
joint in order to secure extra tight caulk-
ing. The pipes were then covered in the
usual way, and by some means or other
it was discoyered that they were not
efficient. Now the whole of this work
has to be done, and is being done, again.
If this is an evidence of the manner in
which Messrs. Couston and Fininyson
carried out the work, I can hardly think
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they are going to do it better in the
future. We find the pipes have to be
uncovered at the joints, that larger man-
holes have to be excavated, and that the
machine is being worked without the aid
of power, hand power being used, and
this work is being done by four men on
the machine. Until this time we have
been using a dynamo of considerable
power to do the work which four men
can now efficiently do; and I have it on
most excellent authority, from two dif-
ferent sources, that when these pipes were
uncovered at the joints, on trying with a
hand chisel it was not difficult to tighten
the leads to the extent of making them
hall-an-inch tighter than they were made
by thenmachine. This is, perhaps, one of
the most expensive pieces of work in con-
nection with this caulking. The pipes
were covered, but they had to be un-
covered and extra large man-holes had to
be made to accommodate men working
the machine. In some cases these holes
had to be excavated in the solid rock, as
it cannot be blasted, and the whole of it
had to be done by hand. In addition to
that, the machine baa to be carried from
joint to joint, as the intei-vening por-
tin of lead over the pipes will not
allow it to be rolled along. Alto-
gether this piece of caulking is an ex-
ceedingly bad piece of work, and if it
be an indication of the whole work that
has been done, then I can say I have
very little confidence in the work that
has been carried out.

MR. DIAMOND: I understand they
guaranteed the work they have already
done.

MR. JACOBY: Then I do not think
anything of the guarantee. In this case
one of thbe most important sections on the
line has to he done again. -1 trust that
the information we shall get from the
Minister will be a little more comprehen-
sive thani what we have at present. If
what I have stated-and it hins been
given to me upon the best of authority-
be true, then I consider the Minister
should have had these details. The
Minister comes down and asks us to con-
sent to an alteration of the contract,
which practically means the alteration of
an important portion of the policy of the
Go vernamen t.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: Will you
sayv what details you want ?

MR. JACOBY: I think in this I alone
have given sufficient indication. It is
quite impossible for members of the
House, in a matter of this high imnpor-
tance involving enormous expenditure, to
express an opinion whether this contract
should be accepted or not, unless we have
absolutely the fullest information. If it
he true that a, portion of the work that
has been carried out previously by these
people, in the employ' of the Government,
is of such a nature as to require the
whole of it to be done again, I ask the
House whether these people can be safely
trusted upon the meagre information
given this House with a continuance of
carrying out this scheme.

Ma. C. HARPER (.Beverley) : It
seems to me the House is in a rather
difficult position. We are asked to give
an opinion on a&question without sufficient
evidence. The Engineer-in-Ohief says, at
the end of his report:-

While thus recommiending that the contract
should be let, I do not, however, recommend
that it should be entered into hurriedly, end
would suggest that the subject be ventilated
either in Parliament or in the public Press, or
amongst the principal members of Parliamient,
before final action is taken.

It would appear from this that the
Engineer-in-Chief is somewhat doubtful
about his own recommendation-[Mun-
BE as: Hear, hear] -and it appears to
me that there are only two courses which
we can follow. One is to inquire farther;
or, Secondly, to say, "The Government
or their advisers must take the whole
responsibility." Surely the House is not
in possession of sufficient detail as to the
reason why this proposed saving can be
made, to say that the proposal should be
adopted. Undoubtedly the saving should
he made; but we want to kuow why it
cannot be made otherwise; and it is
impossible to ascertain why' , with the
information before us. If we take the
responsibility of saying "The Govern.
ment must decide, and their decision
rests on the advice of their Engineer-in-
Ohiiif, who himself appears to be doubt-
ful," the question arises whethh& we are
doing our duty to the country. Because
this is a most serious thing, and msore
far-reaching thana perhaps appears on the
surface. These contractors say they can
save the country something approaching
£70,000 or X80,000. If the House
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folow the advice of the member for
Kanowna (Mr. Hastie) and say ' We
will not do it," the people who lend money
to this country will say, "Why is this?
-here is is an offer to save £70,000
or £80,000 rejected!" We can easily
understand that the buyers of our scrip
will hesitate to lend money when they see
such an. opportunity of saving capital
passed by. In that respect the position
is most serious, and should, I think, be
carefully inquired into bef'ore we decide
what to do. There is involved in the
problem not only this saving, but the
question of departmental versus contract
work. There is no good blinking the
fact which underlies the hostility shown
to any alteration ; and from the district
which I represent, and throughout the
agricultural districts, there has been a
long complaint against the Government
for absorbing all, or nearly all, the avail-
able labour, and paying absurd prices for
inferior labour. For the last year or so,
that has been a common complaint.

MR. RESIDE: Do you want more of the
inferior labour ?

MR. HARPER: I hear whispers on the
Labour bench. I have no doubt the bon.
member interjecting will be only too glad
to have an opportunity of proving that
mine is an incorrect view of the position ;
but I1 know from instances which have
come before Me that labour, not of the
highest class, has by the Government
been paid at the highest rate on Govern-
ment works. The men prefer such work
to any other they can get. Therefore the
question to my mind is: are we to seek to
gain more information, or to take, as it
wvere, a leap in the dark, and leave the
Governmnentwith the responsibility of say-
ing "Yea" or "nay " to this, perhaps to find
out afterwards that they might have
o1tained more information P? As far as I
recollect from a conversation I hadl with
the Engineer-in-Chief regarding these
caulking machines, these contractors
undertook in their contract-or I shall
not say it was in their contract, but the
understanding was-that these machines
were to caulk, I think, 36 joints a day.
[MEMBER: Thirty-two.] It, is obvious,
if they are not doing that number, there is
something wrong; and we should know
the reason why. Hf they are not coming
up to the standard, that shows there
is something wrong, and that we should

know what is the reason; because surely,
whatever the terms of contract are,
there must be some means of rejecting it.
The Government ought to be in a position
to cancel the contract if the machines are
not doing what it was asserted they would
do. [MR. JAcoBY: Hlear, hear.] There
being a general consensus of opinion that
this caulking is not efficient, and that it
is not being (lone cheaper than it can be
done by hand labour, we ought to know
more about it; and for these reasons,
although I strongly hesitate on the
subject, I think the question lies between
taking a leap in the dark and having a
select committee of inquiry. And I think
an inquiry is so important, not only for
the success of this scheme and the saving
of money, but also in regard to the effect
the result may have upon our latitude in
borrowin g, that we should thoroughly
thresh out this matter, and know where
the weak spot is; because everyone seems
confident that there is something behind
which we do not know. Therefore I
move as an amendment:-

That this Matter be referred to a select
committee, with a view of. getting as quickly
as possible at the root of the difficulty.

MR. W. J. GEORGE (Murray): I
second the amendment.

ME. J. GARDINER (Albany): It
seems to me, after a perusal of this
report, that if we took the general opinion
of the House, it would be that those
responsible officers who recommend the
acceptance of this contract ought at the
same time to have tendered their resigna-
tions. [MEMBERS: Hear, hear.] I never
in toy life read anything that more fully
condemned the officers of this department
than their own words; and I am sure
those of us who in the past have
had any responsibility in this matter,
or who now feel the fall responsibility of
seeing this great work carried to a suce-
cessful issue, are in dread that this is
only the beginning of miany other huge
mistakes. [Mn. GEORGE: Discoveries.]
Well, I will say discoveries. It seems to
me that this colony embarked on a great
scheme on the recommendation, and
pledged itself by the reputation, of one
man. It was a scheme worthy in the first
instance of having the best expert advice
obtainable in the world, by which we
might benefit. Now we are faced by a
position clearly showing that the re-
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sponsible men have not been fully seized
of their responsibility, but have -allowed
minor details very materially to interfere
with the carryiug out of this great work.
Can anything be more condemnatory than
some passages of Mr. C. Y. O'Connor's
remarks in these papers which have been
laid on the table? He replied. verbally
to the questions of the Minister for
Works, and subsequently he put in
writing as at reason for the acceptance of
Messrs. Ceuston and Co. 's contract, that-

They can have a. freer hand than they could
have by doing it departmentally, am they
could employ whom they liked and discharge
whom they liked.

What does that mean ? Does it mean
that in this work, carried out under
departmental managemnent, the responsible
officers were not allowed to have the best
workmen, aud to see that those workmlenl
carried out their duties faithfully and
well? Then we go farther down:

And their system of dealing with men and
paying thema, keeping their time, etc., would
probably be simipler than is required. in the
Government service.

Can any greater sarcasm than that be put
into print regarding the administration
of a departmenti We go still farther
down:

Taking into consideration that they bave
offered to he responsible for the efficiency of
the 20,000 joints which have been completed.
Surely to goodness. if we are to have

responsible men who have practically
pledge3 d the credit of this country to a
great scheme, surely if we are to pay
those men to occupy positions, they ought
to see that whatever work is dlone is done
efficiently. [MEMBERS: .Hear, hear.]
That is whiat we are paying them for.
And to bring into our minds doubts as
to the efficiency of the 20,000 joints which
hiave already been completed is simply to
undermine our faith in the success of' the
scheme as a whole. T say that is the
feeling in my mind; and I venture to say
it is the feeling in the mind of ever
member of this House who is impressed
with his responsibilities. We are told
that by E-mploying the same men under
the same supervision, and by paying, those
men the same rate of wages and working
themi the saime number of hours a day, if
we let these would-be contractors do it by
the proposed contract, then it can be

Idone at a saving of something like £80,000
to the State. There is mention in these
papers of the old contract apparently
entered into, showing an absolute lack of
business capacity in the then Minister

Iand his responsible officers. For surely,
if there was any responsibility felt, there
ough~t to have been in that contract a
provision that the contractors should not
be paid unless their work were efficient;
and. there should have been a time limit,
and a proviso that we should not go on
paying these men practically for all time,
or for as long as they liked to take to

I complete this work. The one necessity
of this scheme is to get it completed as
quickly as possible ; otherwise, I venture
to say the House will have to take means
for conserving water on those fields,
leaving the Coolgardie Water Scheme to
be constructed at some future (late, for
every summer we are faced with the diffi-
culty that owing to the tar-diness. in the
completion of this work;, we have to pay
an enormous sum for water; and every
year we trust to the statement that the
Coolgardie Water Scheme will be coin-

*plete when the next summer comes.
Consequently, every year we are faced
with a huge loss; because timet- after tineIwe have relied on the word and the advice
of this responsible engineer that the
scheme would be almost immediately corn-
pljeted. Now, as the leader of the Opposition
(Mr. Nanson) said, if we are to go on at
this rate, goodness knows when we shall
have it completed. I am sure we all

*recognise the position. There is no de-
sire to be "little" in any way. We
are ready to accept what responsibility
belongs to us; and the responsibility
thrust upon the ouse is to have that
work completed as quickly anld economi-
cally as possible. Why, from the begin-
nling of this work up till now, there is a
rottenness apparent. We have those
pipes sent out, and we find that any
amateur can discover in them defects of
various kinds, Surely in a, work of such
a magnitude the Government should have
seen what their responsible officers-I am
not bliaming this or any other Govern-
ment-but I say it was the duty of who-
ever occupied the ministerial bench to see
that we were getting our money's worth,
and that our money's worth was such
that we could rely upon it from beginning
to end. That is the position.

Water Scheme . [3 FEBRUARY, 1902.]



2710 Water Scheme; (SEBY] PpeCuknec

Mn. GEORGE: They must rely on their
officers.

Mn . GARDINER: I quite understand
that; but 1 think if we were to say now
what is deep dlown in our hearts, we would
say that those officers, ou that report,
should be suspended or should be asked
to tender their resignations.

SEVERAL MEArnssas: Hear, hear.
MR. GARDINER: It is a scandal

that public officers should send in such a
report as this.

MEMBER: It cannot be done.
MR. GARDINER: Yes; it can be

done. The report states that this firm
employing the same men under the same
conditions can do the work 30 per cent.
more cheaply than it 'is now being done.

MR. GEouos:. I am glad the Engineer.
in-Chief admits it.

MR. GARDINER- I hold that he
does admit it.

Mu. GE~ORGE: Yes; and I say I am
glad he admits it.

Mu. GARDINER: Hon. members
must bear in mind that this may be only
the first of a. series of big mistakes which
Mr. O'Connior will have to admit. That
is the position we are faced with. We
have to ask ourselves whether, presuming
the Government say, "No;- we will not
let this firm have the contract," the firmn
will conkin ne to carry on the work
departmentally in the present unsatifeac
tory manner.

MR. GEORGE: Let us hope not.
Ma. GARDINER: We may well look

aghast at the prospect of a continuanice of
the work under the supervision of such
responsible officers 'as this report brings
to our .knowledge. The amendment of
the member for Beverley (Mr. Harper)
has no other purpose than to serve the
best interests of the country: I am qluite
certan of that. Before we proceed it
would be wise to be fully informed whether
the present contract is or is not terminable.
Uudoubtedly the calling of fresh tenders
will mean great delay; and, therefore,
the question arises how the work is to be
carried on in the interim. Should it be
carried on in the wasteful fashion now
obtaining? Shall it go on in the hap-
hazard fashion described. by the Engineer-
in-Chief, who states that a, private firm
will be able to do the work more cheaply
and quickly because they will not be
hampered with red-tape dealings with the

Government Storekeeper, but will be able
to get their requirements filled promptly
by private merchants P Surely it is out-
rageous that agiganic public work should
be carried out in the slipshod manner
described by the Engieer-in-Chief him-
self! I amn firmnly convinced that the
instance now brought to our notice is not
the only one, but that right from the
beginning to now there have been delay
and delay, and waste and waste. This
country is not in a position to bear a waste
of hundreds of thousands of pounds in
this prodigal fashion. The country is
too large, and there are too many demandsa
on the public purse with the object of
allowing the masses of the people to earn
their daily bread better and more easily,
than that we should allow thousands to
be. frittered away by the incompetency of
highly-paid officials. And that is the
state of affairs which I think this report.
clearly proves to exist. It would he
a wise thing if the Minister for
Works asked Mr. C. Y. O'Connor to
return to this country inimedliately-
[SEVERAM MEMB3ERs: Hear, hearj-su

that we may obtain the benefit of what-
ever explanation he has to offer before
we finally decide the question. I consider
the position which the Governmient. have
taken up, fully justffied. If the work can
be done more cheaply and effectively by
amending the contrac t as suggested, then
let the contract be amended: if the Gov-
ernment can effect a. saving of £230,000, it
is their bounden duty to do so. But
before they accept the contract, the Gov-
erment should have the matter probed
to the bottom, so that the responsible
officers, whoever they may be, can be
Ctalled to account.

THEo PREMIER (Hon. G. Leake):
One word on the amendment of the
member for Beverley. On. behalf of the
Government, I am prepared to accept
the amendment. In saying so I have, how -
ever, to express the desire of the Govern-
ment that the proposed select Committee,
having once embarked on this inquiry,
should finish itand make areport. The ses-
sion, as we know, is nearly at an end, and
it is extremely probable that the committee
may not b;e able to complete their
investigations before the prorogation.
In that event I think it will be advisable
to convert the select committee into a

RoyalCommnission-SEvERALLMnBERS:-
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Hear, hear]-aid thus make sure that.
some competent body will deal with the
whole subject. I have not one word to
say in objection to the criticisms which
have been levelled at the motion.
Ministers are as desirous as other
members to) have the matter sifted to
the very bottom; and so far as the
Government are concerned, no obstacle
of any description will be thrown in the
way of either a select committee or a
Royal Commission. It is the desire of
the Goverment that any such body should
have the benefit of the fullest possible
information. The only appeal I make to
the House is that the Minister for Works
may be appointed to the committee, in
order that he may assist other members
with every information ait his command,
and also that hie may have the benefit of
conferring with those other members.
Under such conditions the inquiry should
be comnpleted promptly.

MRt. W. J. GEORGE (Murray): I
have but little to say on this matter.
The member for Albany (Mr. Gardiner)
referred to the eminent eng.1ineer who is
responsible for the Coolgardie Water
Scheme. I wish to.cali the attention of
the lion, member to a report by Mr. C. Y.
O'Connor, dated 17th Jutly, 1896. A
passage in that report reads: -

I need scarcely say, therefore, that I never
urged, nor do I now propose to uge, upon the
Government or the country the undertaking
of this work.
Mr. O'Connor states in an earlier portion
of the report that it appears as thouigh
he had been urging the scheme on the
Government. In the paragraph I have
quoted, he makes it clear that he did not
do so. His opinion on the scheme was
asked, and hie gave his opinion. I
mention these facts because I feel sure
the meniber for Albany, on learning, themt.,
will no longer be desirous of attacking
Mr. O'Connor in this connection. But i
the hon. member has practically attacked
the whole administration, with which Mr.
O'Connor has certainly had something to
do.

Ma. JACOarY: Many' people had sonmc-
thing to do with the administration.

MR. GEORGE: The matter is a most
serious one-almost too serious for dis-
ecussion; for unless this qunestion be
sa~tisfactorily determined, not mnerely to
the minds; of hon. members hut to the

minds of men who understand works of
this nature, aUl the motions we can
propose and all the regulations we can
adopt will not do anything towards
saving the couintry from a. terrible loss.
I therefore consider that the select com-
mittee proposed by the amendment, or
better still the Royal Commission sug-
gested by the Premier, should he
appointed. I wish to remind hon. in em-
hers, however, that the members of such
a. committee or commission ought to be
chosen not necessarily from this House,
but from thme best men available. Where
an expenditure of millions is involved,
the State would do wrong to be parsi-
monious in obtaining the best possible
advice: we should have the benefit of the
best experience available. I~f I were
making an attack on the administration
in connection with the Coolgardie Water
Scheme, I should want to know-and
that very clearly-how it comes about
that the recommendations of the com-.
mittee of eminent experts which inquired
into the scemte in London have been
practically ignored. To my mind, there
is no doubt those recomme.ndation have
been practically disregarded; and it is on
that score responsibility is involved.
Whoever is responsible for the casting
aside of those recommendations has
practically taken it on himself to accept
for certain what a committee of experts
considered doubtful. On the person
responsible in, that respect the blame
mast rest. With the member for Albany
(Mr. Gardiner) I feel that this disclosure
with regard to the caulking is only the
first of many disclosures we may look
forward to. I greatily fear it is but the
precursor of a whole series of admissions.
This is not an occasion on which to
discuss -the question of departmental
work versus contract work. The sugges-
tion of the member for Bevurley (Mr.
Harper), whichi has been accepted by the
Premier, affords the readiest and best
means of settling the matter. it
is undoubtedly desirable that the whole
subject should he fully inquired into
before we make any farther arrangement
with Messrs. Conston and Co. or with
anyone else. For my part 1 feel convinced
that if it were decided to call tenders for
the work of caulking and laying die pipes,
the figures submitted by Messrs. Couston
and Co. wou ld be bettered in the interests

[3 FEBRULRY, 1902.]Water Scheme.
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of the. country. The report placed before
us shows, as has been truly said, a
number of points against the administra-
tion of the Public Works Department. I
do not thin k, however, that the present is
the proper time to make an attack on that
administration. The labours of the select
committee or Royal Commission will, no
doubt, embrace a thorough inquiry into
the methods of the department. We
must remember, farther, that the men
to be judged are not here, nor repre-
sented here, and are thus without
opportunity of reply to the criticisms
which all of us, myself included, are
perhaps too ready to pass.

MR. GARDINER: I criticised them on
their own admissions.

Mu. GEORGE: I could pass a. good
many criticisms which would, perhaps, be
interesting; but I do not think it is
advisable to do so now. I agree with the
Premier that the committee or commission
to lie appointed should finish its labours
and make its report. The present is an
occasion on which all lion, members may
wvell assist the Government, even though
they hate thema. I have no particular
love for them, but I will help them on
this occasion, and indeed help them
farther in the matter.

MR. THfoMAs: Who is trying to block
inquiry ?

Mit. GEORGE: I do not think anyone

is tryn to block inquiry. I simply
express the opinion that this is a time
when all of uts should assist the Govern-
ment, in the interests of the country's
welfare.

MR. J. At. HOPKINS (Boulder): I
am of opinion that the present system of
caulking should be continued for the time
being. The appointment of a select com-
mittee will not, I think, meet the case. It
is necessary that a Royal Oommission be
appointed straight away, consisting of
the Minister for Works, as chairman,
and -

THE MINISTER FOR Wors: Not as
chairman.

MR. HOPKINS: Very well, then; a,
Royal Comumission consisting of three
members of this House and two of the
most eminent engineering experts we can
obtain.

MR. GARDINER: Inside or outside the
state ?

MR. HOPKINS: If we cannot obtain
the engineers we want in Western Aus-
tralia, let uts bring them f romn the Eastern
States. The matter is one of serious int-
portance. From one end of the State to
the other there is at leliug of aniety lest
the large amount of money already ex-
piended on the scheme should prove to be
so much money wasted. I understand
there is in existence some kind of contract
by which Couston and Company have a
sort of mortgage over the entire scheme
un1til completed. Briefly, iL is a matter of
astonishment and disgust to me to find
such a situation created at so a critical
a period. Certainly it is a reflection on
the engineering branch of the Public
Works Department, that with the con-
currence of the engineering officers, works
should lie carried out under Such coin-
ditions of extravagance and delay that a
private contractor can do them in a much
shorter time and at 30 per cent, less cost.
It leads one to believe that the engineer-
lag capacity to be found within the public
service is very much lowver than that to
he found outside. Certainly, some of
the Government engineers receive high
salaries; but the state of things disclosed
by the papers laid before uts to-night lends
point to a criticism I passed in connection
with the Estimates, that the lowness of
the salaries, generally speaking, paid to
departmental engineers has a tendency to
drive good men out of the service and to
leave the Government only those whom it
is not very desirable to employ. No
member of this House is more anxious
than myselt to see the scheme completed ;
but still I think a board of inquiry, and
preferably in the shape of a Royal Coint-
mission, is absolutely necessary. If iete-
hers of the House are to lie appointed to
theinquiringbody, they should be absolved
from legislative duties for the remainder
of the session, in order that they may
devote the whole of their time to the

Iinquiry and furnish a report to the
Government with the greatest possible

Iexpedition.
Mn. F. WALLACE (Mt. Magnet):

It appears to me that the one prominent
phase of the question which concerns
members to-night-and I may say the
whole people of the eastern goldfields-

Iis, bow can we get the water to the
eastern goldfields in the quickest pos-
sible time ? While having that desire
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myself, I, at the same time, want to safe-
guard the State interests in this way. It
will bie no use rushing this scheme, as we
arec doing now, unless we are satisfied the
work is being done in a proper inanner.
We have heard for months past ques-
tions raised as to the inefficiency of the
work ; to-night we have had evidence
given us by members who have obtained
it from reliable authorities, that the
joints already fixed are Ot efficient. I
have been told by one man engaged at
the caulking machine that he could see
daylight through all the joints which he
had assisted in caulking. 'Be that correct
or otherwise, it lprompts members to be
careful in coming to a decision. This
question has been referred to by every
member of this House, and we are asked
to take uoon ourselves a responsibility
that should be placed on the shoulders of
the Engineer-in-Chief, who, in the past,
has been looked upon as an officer of
high qualifications. But this officer now
asks the House, composed of laymen,
without qualifications as engineers, to
take upon ourselves the task of com-
pleting the Coolgardie Water Scheme.
The information given to hon. members, in
mianv instances from reliable sources, can
scarcely be questioned when considering
the qualifications of the persons giving
the information. It has been told me, with
reference to the pipes and the pipe-rings,
that in many instances the pipes are not
entrenched; that they are merely laid on
the surface of the earth and covered with
ballast.

MR. MONGER: Do you take all you
hear as correct?

MRt. Hopxi~s: It is quite correct.
MR. WALLiACIE: I need only ask the

member for York (Mr. Monger) to take
a trip as far as Ohidlow's Well, and he
will see what I say is correct.

MR. JA&coBY: They are all trenched as
far as that.

Mu. WALLACE: If we take it that
the majorityv of pipes are trenched, then
they are not laid in the trenches suffi-
ciently deep, I amn told, to resist the
pulsation which will be brought about by
the force of water which will be sent
through the pipes from pumping station
to pumnping station. Members without
practical experience can form some idea
of the pulsation which will be caused to
those pipes if they simply look at a small

pump around their home: that will give
them an idea of the pressure in a large
pipe such as that used in the Coolgardie
Water Scheme. I believe the joint-rings
are not sufficiently wide to permit of the
pulsation. That has been told to me by
a practical man, and when it comes from
a man of some engineering knowledge, it
must certainly create an impression in
one's mind, I cannot help thinking that
there is sonic cause for the rumours.
And in giving my decision to-night, I
must he influenced by the information
which has been given to me. I amn
pleased to say that members are not
going to take upon themselves, as a Par-
liament, to decide this question. It has
been pi-oposed by the member for Beverley
(Mr. Harper) that a select cominittee be
app)ointed to inquire into this matter;
but in accordance with a remark made by
the Premnier, I am going to move anl
a -menmlnient that a Royal Commission be
appointed in preference to a select com-
mnittee. It is all very well to have a
Royal Commission or select committee,
but how many of the 50 members know
sufficient to pit their contention against
the contention of Mr. C. Y. O'Connor ?

ME. HOPKINS: They would sit in a
judicial capacity.

MR. WALLACE: Then it is not going
to he the opinions or knowledge of the
committee, but the report is to be based
on the evidence. I questi ni if expert
evidence can be obtained in the State.

MR. JACOBY: Oh, yes; it can.
MR. WALLACE: The Minister for

Railways reminds me of an eminent
engineer, Mr. Christie: probably after
that, I shall be able to class myself as an)
eminent engineer. If expert engineers
catn be obtained in Australia, we should
have gone to those experts instead of
sending our Engineer-in-Chief homse to
the old country to confer with the engi-
neers there.

MR. HopKiNs: Not necessarily: they
did strange things here a while ago.

MR. WALLACE: I am of opinion
that expert evidence cannot be obtained
from the Eastern States.

Ma. DIAMOND: Whatt about Mais, of
Adelaide?

Mu. WALLACE: If T am wrong, I
shall be pleased to k-now that it is so, but
this idea is not purely one of my own. It
has been formed from information given to
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me, and based on discussions which I have
had with many prminent men whom we
inset in this city, and who arc' looked
upon as expert engineers. There hans
been a large exlpenditure to date, and
we have to consider the question of
a still larger expenditure before the
completion of the work. Notwithstand-
ing the desire to get the water to
Coolgardie as quickly as possible, it is
our duty to see that we have good work-
manship) put inito this scheme, even if we
have to defer the delivery of the water at
Coolgardie for another year or two. Are
we going to havc this work constructed,
and the pipe-track completed straight
away, and as soon as we get the water
into the pipes to find that we ought to
have done so and so. It is better to go
slowly and surely than to rush the scheme
th rouigh in order to get the water to the
other end. The Minister for Works just
how replied to an interjection by the
member for Albany (Mr. Gardiner) that
it would have been better if the Govern-
wient had made preparations for con-serving water on the fields in the past,
and to have allowed the scheme to go
along leisurely and surely. I was going,
to suggest, in Obtaining evidence for
the Royal Comnmission, that instead of
ujpocalhng to our local engineers, we get
the evidence and knowledge of some of
the highest engineering authorities in
London.

MR. GEORGE: They cannot be here.
MR. WALLACE: It runs in my mind

that one eminent engineer consulted at
home in Ltme early stages of the scheme
was one Mr. Carrnthers, and I have heard
that our Mr. 0. Y. O'Connor served under
Mr. Carruthers, and to a certain extent
Mr. Carruthers was responsible for the
Engineer-inu-Chief's position in th is State.
Are we going to appeal to Mfr. Carruihers
to pass an opinion on a work which has
been commiern-ed, and which has been a
successf ul failure up to the present time-!
are we going to ask that gentleman, who
gave us, his advice five years ago, to give
us his advice now ?

Mn. GEORGE: Are you sure hie gave
advice on the scheme ?

MR. WALLACE: From what I re-
collect, the opinion given by the engineers
at home was not on the success of the
ischeme as a financial concern, hut they
did say that it was possible to pump, water

from here to there, and farther on. I
h~lieve. there was some such statemlent aLs
that, but I, as an ordinary engineer,
could give the House that information.

N1I R. GEORGE : Don't forget that these
gentlemen recommended tests.

Mn. WALLACE: What thle member
for the Murray (IMr. George) suggests has
been recommended by the member for
Boulder (Mr. Hopkins) for some time
past. That hon. member has suggested
testing small portions of the work.

Mn. GEORGE: The engineers recomn-
mended it, not the member for the
Murray.

MR. WALLACE: And the member
for Boulder has advocated it for some
time in this House; that is, a trial of the

Ifirst section of the pipe-line.
I MR. GEORGE: Those gentlemen recoin-
rue tded. it in 1896.

MR. WALLACE: I started several
times to tell the House from what soutre

Ievidence should be obtained, but I havo
been interrupted so often that I have not
succeeded in my efforts. Evidence might

Ibe obtained frcn a society which is called
the Institute of Civil Engineers of
London, and from that body we could
get engrineers of reputation so valuable
that they would not give a report on a
question of this sort unless they wern
prepared to demonstrate to this Govern-
ment that their advice could be carried
out to success. The member for Albany
also touched on the key-note of this ques-
tion. He suggested that we should get
rid of all the officers associated with this
report, and that would do one really good
thing for the State. I wish to move an
amendment.

THE SPEAKER: The hion. member had
better wait until the amendment. which is
now beore the House has been dealt
with.

MR. S.C0. PIGOTT (West Lmberley):
I do not quite fall in with the idea of a
Royal Commission, because the amount of
money at stake is too vast. Looking
through the report from a purely business
point of viewi, 1t notice first of all
that for the soum of £68,264 an

Ioffer is made to practically complete
the work. That offer is to be hacked up
by satisfactory bonds, and guarantees
that the work will be Carried out properly
and finished to the satisfaction of th~e
Government within a certain time. On
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the other hand I see that the estimated
cost of finishing the scheme, ats it is being
carried out now by departmental ]about-,
is, according to the Engineer-in-Chief,
_Q97,620. That is by an officer whom we
all respect. But I do not think it can be
looked upon as a firm offer, because if we
consider the figures which have been
given hitherto by this gentleman, and his
estimate of the works to be carried out
under his control, he haIs always been far
under the amount which it has taken to
complete the work.

Mn:' DOHERTY: That is wrong. What
about the Fremuantle Harbour Works?

MR. PIGQTT: For argument's sake
we will take these figures as correct.
What&dowe find? We find we are going
to have this work done, if we accept the
offer made to us, for £29,266 less and in
three months less than we propose to do
it ourselves in. The sinking fund and
interest that we have to pay on this
scheme amount, as the Treasurer told
uts, to £175,000 a year. The Engineer-
lui-Chief says lie cannot complete this
scheine under his own direction unless
we give him three months longer than
the contractors offer to finish it in. At
that rate, provided we assume that when
this work is completed it will bring in
sufficient to cover cost of interest and
sinking fund, that three months means
another saving of .£48,750. Altogether
these two sums amount to £78,000.
Then we go farther than that. These
contractors say. "If you will give us 10
pcir cent, more on the amount we have
asked for, we will cut the time down by
another two months." So if we add
another £16,826, that will make a farther
saving of X23,240. Thus if we accept
the offer that has been given to us, the
work will be completed on 31st August,
and the Government will save 965,242.
We are asked, " How do we know that?"
We know nothing except what has been
worked out, but we cannot do better than
take these figures which are before us.
The offer of Couston & Co. is genuine,
for it must be impossible for them to
make offers of this sort unless they are
prepared to carry the contract through.

MR. DoHERTY: Then why did they not
carry it through when they started?

Mn. PIGOTT: That hais nothing to do
with the question. It would be very
wrong for this House to refuse an offer

for saving an amount of money so enor-
muns as that for the sake of finding out
where the fault was. The only surprise I
have bad in this matter was after going
through the papers, to find out that the
matter had been brought before the House
at all. I feel certain that if the Govern-
ment had accepted this offer straight
away and published it in the House and
adhered to it, they would have gained the
approval of all sections of the community,
bar one.

ME. REsIDE: Which one?
MR. PIGOTT: I cannot see why the

Government delayed at all. The Preuier
says he has not brought the matter before
the House in order to shelter himself or
the Government. Why has he brought
it down ? There is only one reason that
I can see, that is that he does not wish
to alienate from himself and confreres
the support of the Labour party. When
the Premier was speaking, I asked when
it was likely that the pumps would he
ready. He said the time for the comn-
pletion. of the pumnps was the end of June.
The Minister for Railways said the
contractors had asked for an extension of
time. That being the case, there is no
reason why the pumps should not be imp
by the 31st August, if wve allow an exten-
sion of two months; and I assert that if
this contract offer be accepted, there is no
reason why the water should not be flow-
ing through the pipes by' the 1st Sep-
tember. A good deal has been said as
to what has been going on hitherto.
From what leam make out I think our
Engineer-in-Chief has made a very large
mistake; but, in my opinion, be has
condoned his error to at great extent.
There is not. the slightest doubt that
when this work was started, Mr. O'Connor
thought that by carrying it out depart-
mentally by' day labour he could do it
cheaper, or as cheaply, as if it were done
by contract. Now, the reports that are
before us prove to us that Mr. O'Connor
has changed his mind. I admire him for
stating plainly that he has changed his
mind. If Mr. O'Connor has been in
error, and has neglected his work, there
must be something wrong. Either he
has been wrong in his own opinion, or
the work has been neglected shamefully,
seeing there has been a leakage to the
extent of £80,000 on an amount of
£100,000. I cannot understand where
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that money goes to. It must either go
to labourers who do no work, or else it
goes into the pockets of people who are
outside. This is a shocking state of
affairs, and the more one looks into it,
the more lie feels that the whole thing
really stinks. I do not know that if this
offer be accepted we shall get thle
work done at the cheapest possible rate;
but I do know that if the offer be
accep~ted a slim of nearly £90,000 will be
saved. I assert that thle Cabinet ought
to have accepted that offer and have said,
" We will take this X90,000, as it is
offered, and we will let the small fry go."
In conclusion, T have only one thing to
say. Mr. O'Connor is either right or
wrong. If right, this wilt be the last of
day labour in Government works in
Western Australia.

MEMBZER : No fear!
MR. PIGOTT: If Mr. O'Connor is

wrong, I hope this will be the last of Mr.
O'Connor.

MR. H. DAGLISH (Subiaco): I cannot
agree with the member for West Kimber-
Icy (Mr. Pigott) in his opinion that the
Goverument should not have referred the
matter to the House, because it seems to
me a matter in which the Government
deserve credit for consulting members
before taking an importantlnew departure.
It is far better that the Government
should consult members frankly before-
hand than wait to be criticised afterwards.
We might have found certain members
sitting in Opposition criticising the Gov-
ernnient, whatever they did, whether they
adopted day work or let the work by
contract, and telling them they should
have done the opposite thing. I am
satisfied that the last member who sat
down, and who, I regret to sa 'Y, fired a
shot and ran away, would have been one
of the first to attack the Government, no
matter what course they adopted. I =u
prepared to commnend the Government
for bringing the matter before the House,
but cannot agree with the motion as they
have introduced it, because I do not think
there has been any justification shown,
up to the present, for making the import-
ant departure proposed by the Minister
for Works. It is not, as the member for
Beverley (31r. Har-per) would have us
believe, a question of day labour versito
contract labour. There is nothing of that
sort about it, because the miain element

in the contract system is that all contracts
shall be the result of public tender, and
this important, this essential element of
fairness in any contract systeni is abso-
lutely lacking in the present instance.
Furthermore, there is the important
point introduced of Governmnut servants
being allowed to tender for Govern-
mient work. This is, indeed, a very
new departure ;anti then again we
have it proposed by these servants of the
State that they shall have the use of
machines whlich have been bought by the
State; have the use of Government pro-
perty for the purpose of carrying out

:their private contract. That again is a
feature which is not cornmon in any
public contracts of any description what-
ever. It seems to me there has been a
big -and unnecessary waste of public
money in this Coolgardie Water- Scheme.

IAnd one important element of waste has
been the purchase of a machine that was
really only in an experimiental stage.

Tice MINISTER FOR WORKcS: They
are prepared to take the machines back.
I MR. DAGLISII: I quite understanbd
that, but I should like to know if at full
rates.

TnE MIITSTER FOR WoRas: The letter
says, " We are also prepared to take over
the plant already purchased by Govern-
ment, and agree to the same being
deducted from the contract price."

MR. DAGLISH: Then the position is
altered to this extent, that whereas an

Iimperfect machine was sold to the ov-
erment and the Government have per-
fected it, the contractors are willing to
take over the perfected machine at the
price the Government paid for the im-
perfect one. In other words, the con-
tractors are to have the benefit of all the
Iepriments which have been made at

the overmentcost, and the Govern-
menit have to bear the expense of a11 the
failures incurred after the landing of this
machine.

MR. Gnoaon: Don't forget there is a
royalty to be paid.

Ma. DAGLjISH: Quite so; but the
royalty would not be i-efuuded-I under-
stand that. My particular point is that
this particular machine should never have
been bought by the Government until it
had been rendered fit to be put on the
market for ordinary commercial purposes.,
I should like to refer to a Point alluded
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to by the member for Beverley, who feels
very strongly with regard to the labouir
question, and that was that the Govern-
meat bad sought nearly all the labour at
this work at absurdly high rates. I do
not like to hear that sort of statement
made unless thbere be some justification for
it, If there were justification, I wouldl
make use of it myself. The member for
Beverley seemed to imply that if the con-
tract system were adopted, labour would be
obtained at a, cheaper rate. I find the
counactors say, " We are prepared to
undertake the work at a lower price thaw
it can be dome at by hand caulking, and
also to give a mnuch more perfect job.
We are also prepared to recognise thne
eight hours a day for the men, and pay
at least the same rates of wages as are
being paid by the Government." That
really implies that a somewhat higher
rate if anything might be paid, but at allI
events no lower rate would be paid than
the 6overnment are giving. That at
once removes the contention of the
member for B~everley that the Govern-
meat are paying something more than at
reasonable rate of wages. That is in the
first letter on the question; and in a
second letter, 'dated the 6th January,
they say.

The prices we here quote arc about 80 per
cent. below what the work has cost up to the
present, and considering that the men's wages
shall probably bave to be increased as the
work approaches the fields, it will readily he
seen tbat we are offering to complete the work,
nlot only in much shorter time, but at a con-
siderably lower price than is possible under
the present day system.
'While they recognise that instead of
reducing wages, it will probably be neces-
sary to increase wages, they at the same
time show that there is no justification for
the implication that there has been any
over-payment by the Government i'n
regard to thle daily wages of the inen
employed on this work. The mewmber.
for Kanowvna (Mr. 'Hastie) and Albany
(Mr. Gar-diner) spoke with great force
regarding the management of the Public-
Works Department, or at all events of
the Coolgardie Water Scheme; and. this
seems to be the crux of the whole question.
Undoubtedly there is strong justification
for inquiry, and I ami prepared to support
the amendment of the member for
Beverley (Mr. Harper) to have a select
committee. I should like a select coin-

inittee rather than at Royal Commission,
because I do not believe in mnembers of

*Parliament being elected to take certain
*responsibilities, and then palming off
their responsibili ties on persons outside
Parliament. I think we ought not only
to recognise that we have these respon-
sibilities on our shoulders, but that before
we enter this Chamber we should feel
satisfied that we are competent to fulfil

*our du ties. Whbat we wan t i s not ai com-
mittee of expeits, but of independent
mien who will hear evidence and
give an unbiassed finiding on that
evidence. However, experts should be
brought in, not as judges but as
witnesses ; and 1 am quite satisfied that
we can get from this House a commnittee.
competent to hear the evidence and

Iafterwards to give an impartial finding.
The member for Mount Magnet (Mr.
Wallace) is like a lot of peolple in this
State who prove the truth of the scrip-
tural statement that "1a prophet liath no
honour in his own country." The hon.
member does not believe that our
Australian experts are worth anything;

Ibut I would point out to him that we
have some very able engineers, especially
in connection with our Australian Univer-
sities; we have some very callable
engireers in each of the States and in
New Zealand, and 1 think this State will
find quite a number of competent men in
the other States who will be fit to give
reliable evidence before a select comn-
mittee. I should not like to see an
unnecessar 'y slight cast on our Australian
engineers. The fact that these, gentle-
men have come from England to maks
their living in our midst does not indicate

'that they are in any way inferior to those
who have stayed at home.. I know of my
own knowledge that our Universities are
very careful, when importing gentlemen
to fill engineering or other chairs, io
select absolutely the best menl available,
and to pay themt salaries which 'will mnake
it worth their while to come out. I
should like to repeat what has already
been said, that this report. before us is
practically an expression of censure on
the capacity of the engineering division
of the Public Works Department. I do
not think it is in any sense a6 reflection
on the ordinary men engaged on the
work;, but it is a reflection onl the
engineers, and on the supervision they

Water 8cheme: [3 FFISRUARY, 1902.J
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have exercised over the workmen. TheI
same work men would doubtless to a great
extent be employed if a contractor were
to take over the woiK; but Messrs.
Couston & Co. say the supervision would
be better. Now I contend there is no
reason why the supervision on a Govern-
ment work of this sort should not be just
as good as the supervision of a lprivatL
contractor.

MR. GEORGE: Except that it never is.
MR. DAGTJTSH : I am satisfied that it

could be, if the Government engineers
were imbued with a desire to do their
duty, to do their best for the State just
as private engineers do their best for the
private contractor. I am quite satisfied
the Government can get just as good men
to supervise this work as can the con-
tractor.

MR. GEORGE: But such men are
cramped in their operations: that is the
trouble.

MR. DAGLISH: But in this case it is
proposed that the men actually in the
employ of the Government stall do the
work; and therefore it cannot be alleged
that Messrs. Couston and Co. as private
contractors would be any better than
Messrs. Conston and Co. as Stat,
employees.

MR. GEOGE: They give their reasons
why they should be better.

MR. DAGLISH: I find the reasons in
the statement of Messrs. Couston and
Finlayson on page 11 of the printed
report;-

Our own personal motives in seeking to
secnre the work on the conditions stated in
our offer are with a view to establishing the
reputation of our patent caulking machines.
Our patent machine is the only invention for'
jointing pipes known, and we feel that, with
the business directly in our own hands, we
could make such a reputation for the machine
as would bring it into general use throughout
the world.

It shall doubtless he asked why this great
saving cannot be attained under the present
arrangement, to wicth we have to reply:-
First, the conditions attending contract work
are such as to enable the contractor to obtain
at the same rates of wages a far greater
amount of work from the men employed.
Second, the difficulty in obtaining stores under
the present arrangements has been such as to
seriously impede the progress of the work.
Third, the addition and improvements we eon-
template making to the machinery would
enable us; to carry on the work at a consider-
ably reduced price.

MR. GEORGE: They could make those
amply under Government.

MR. DAGTJTSH: Quite so; and they
could give the better supervision under
Government too, if they chose. There is
no reason why the suprvision in the
Government service should not, be equally
as good as in private contracts. It Is
simply neglect on the top rung of the
ladder; and I feel quite satisfied that
if on Mr. O'Connor were placed the
responsibility of carrying out this work
at the price hec recommends in his report,
it could he carried out as efficiently as it
could be done privately. I want toIimpress on the House a fact mentioned
before., namely that Mr. O'Connor is not
satisfied with doing his own work, but
that he will insist on taking on work
altogether outside his own particular
province. For instance, the report which
he makes on the 16ith January concludes
with this paragraph:

While thus recommending that a contract
should be let, I do not, however, recommend
that it should be entered into hurriedly, and
would suggest that the subject be ventilated
either in Parliament and in the public Press,
or amongst the principal members of Parlia-
ment, before final action is taken.

Now I think the shoemaker should stick
to his last; and it should not be for any
individual member of the State service
to give Ministers advice on questions of
policy. I do not think any public
servant should say for a nmomient that a
matter had better be ventilatedin Parlia-

mentor inothe Press, or that the principal
members of Parliament should be con-
sulted. I think we should require our

IEngineer-ini-Chief to adhere to the work
of bin own department; and if that were
done, I have no doubt that work would
be better attended to tb-an at Present.
We h-ave had him previously as a
financial expert, and now we have him as
the guide, philosopher, and friend of the
Minister for Works in regard to the
course the Minister should pursuie in
Parliament. I cordially support the
amendment of the member for Beverley
(Mr. Harper), and I believe the result of
a committee of inquiry will be at all
events to satisfy the public mind, which
is at present in a state of unrest regarding
this matter. I would point out in con-
clusion that in respect of the 20,000 pipes
alreadyv laid, of which Messrs. Couston
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and Co. have offered to guarantee the
efficiency if they get this contract, this
State is entitled to look to Mr. 0. Y.
O'Connor to guarantee the efficiency of
those pipes, as they have been laid
directly under his control; and if any
farther expenditure on them is necessary,
then the State is entitled to know why it
is necessary, and where the fault lies, in
order that it may deal suitably with those
who are responsible for that fault.

MR. D. J. DOHERTY (North Fre-
mantle): I have little to say on this sub-
ject, and what I have to say will be
definite. I think, of all the proposals
which have ever been put before either
the people or the Parliament of Western
Australia, this proposal " takes the cake "
for a colossal piece of impertinence.
The question is that these engineers say
they will take the anxiety from the Gov-
ernment; whereas they should have been
doing their duty to the Government for
the liberal wages paid them. Having for
from nine to twelve months been receiving
pay from this country for directing cer-
tain work, they wish to maintain that it
is impossible under their own direction
to carry out the work at a cheap rate.
"But," they say, "give us a contract."
What does that mnean? That these men
have been robbing this country; and if
I were to-morrow a ineniher of the Gov-
ernment, I should put the case into the
bands of the Criminal Investigation
Department, as a huge piece of absolute
robbery, seeing that this country has
suffered from the determination of these
men simply to farther their own ends ;
and I should be very careful of these
gentlemen for the future, and should go
farther than this State to find out their
antecedents so that I might understand
their characters. It is with no uncertain
voice that we should speak on this sub-
ject; because never in the history of the
States of Australia has such at proposal
been made by men who admit that they
have been practically robbing this Gov'-
erment. In what other way can we'
take it ? They say " Now that we
have robbed you and got the money'
out of your pockets, and perfected our
machines, we know exactly what to do.
and under better facilities wve can cheapen
the work." After taking the money from
the Government for perfecting their
maehines they are prepared to carry out

the work 30 per cent, cheaper under con-
tract.

MR. GEORGE: What will it cost if they
finish it under the present arrangement?

MR. DOHERTY: I do not mind what
it would cost. If that proposition were
put in My hands, and I nwere the Minister
for Work, I should dismiss these men
from the work in ten minutes. I

MB. GEORGE: You could not: they
have a contract.

MR. DOHERTY: I should break the
con tract.

MR. PIGOTT: You could not do that.
MR. DOHERTY: What? There is

evidence that they have been robbing
this country. Surely' there is equity and
justice to be obtained in our courts. The
country cannot be imposed on by men of
this sort. If we cannot carry out the
work by the people at present guiding it,
it is our duty to get proper men. There
seems to be an opinion that the Engineer-
in-Chief is responsible for all these things.
But we must know that in a great work
he cannot be at every pipe joint, or at
both ends of the pipe-line at once: he
has a huge department to control. I say
the men who are immediately and directly
controlling the work are the mn respon-
sible to this House.

MR. THOMAS: Still, the Enginteer-in-
Chief recommends the acceptance of the
contract.

Mn. DOHERT'Y Evidently to relieve
him of certain anxiety. But we say we
pay these men, and they should bear the.
burden of the anxiety. 'I do not believe
much in Royal Commissions, because I
think a Royal Comnmission would probably
stop the work, and be a very heavy cost
to the country; but I think a select corn-
inittee might grapple with this question
in the first instance.

THE MINISTER FOR ItATLWAYS: A
committee would not have time to report
to the House before prorogation.

MR. DOHTERTY: The Hffouse seems to
be of one opinion-that these enginleers
should promptly be removed from this
pipe-line--I mnean these men, Comiston,
Pinlayson, and Porritt, whose names
appear at the head of this report. If
they cannot be removed, I say, " Put the
police on to them, and remove them
forcibly."

MR. GEORGE: What about compensa-
tion ?
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MR. DOHERTY: If a man goes into
your employment, and you find out that
he, by means of various little tricks of the
trade, is robbing you, you bring him before
a court.

MR. PIOTT: There is nothing of that
sort in this case.

MR. DOHERTY: They say that under
their control, Government workmen can-
not carry out this work as cheaply as
under contract. Has he not the same
headpiece, the same men, the same
machines, and has he not the Government
behind him to pity wages?

MR. GEORGE: But what about com-
pensationP Is there no distinction
between wasting and robbing ?

Ms. DOHERTY: There is no distinc-
tion so far as public money is concerned.
These people have been wasting the
public money, therefore they have been
robbing the country; and if the House
allows such men to continue in the State
employ any longer, a grave injustice will
be done to the country.

MR. GEORGE: Suspend them and hold
an inquiry.

MR. DOHERTY: Suspend them! I
would not have them on the works
another ten minutes. These people
write:-

Considerable anxiety exists both in the
minds of the Government and many of the
thinking public -
I agree with that statement. The
anxiety at present, however, is to have
these men removed from the work as
quickly as possible. They also say:

And we feel certain that, should you
favourably consider our proposal, a speedy and
satisfactory solution of the pipe-laying diffi-
culty would result.
Of course! These men have been experi-
menting at our expense, and now the
solution is to let them have a contrac
and niake a huge profit at the country's
cost.. I maintain that Messrs. Couston
and Co.'s offer constitutes absolutely as
huge a swindle ats has ever been sub-
mitted to any Parliament in Australi..
It is bare-faced impudence. These men
come foi-ward and say openly. " This is
our mode of Swindling: please accept
this contract."

MR. GEORGE: There will be a leading
article about you in to-morrow's raper~.

MR. DOHERTY: I do not care what
the leading articles mnay say. My opinion

is that the country should not be shame-
lessly robbed, either by this firm or by
any other body of men. I hope the
Minister for Works will give us his views
on the question whether these men shahl
continue in Government employ. As
regards the method of inquiry, I prefer a
select committee to a Royal commission.
I wish to point out again as regards
Mr. 0. Y. O'Connor, that although he
said the work could be done, he never
was very much in favour of it. When
originally asked as to the practicability
of the scheme he said, " Yes; I can pump
water to the fields or to the sky, if you
give me money enough." The scheme
was foisted on Mr. O'Connor.

TuE PnnaXIE: By whom?
Mn. DOHERTY: Now, on the ques-

tion of contract versus day labour, I
know that certain people favour every-
thing being done by contract. The effect
of the contract system is to permit the
contractor to sweat a certain amount of
money out of, say, 600 men instead of
that money going into the pockets of
those 600 men. Which is better for the
country V I say it. is better for the com-
munity that the 600 men should have
the money than that the contractor should
have it. On the question generally, I
fear my remarks have not been strong
enough.

MR. GEORGE: They were weak-, very
weak.

MR. DOHERTY: True; and I hope
members will bear in mind that I meant
them to be strong.

Tus MINISTER FOR WORKS: Your
arguments are weak.

MR. DOHERTY: The Minister for
Works says my arguments axe weakt.
The hon. gentleman's reasoning is that
men who want to rob the country of
£30,000 should be allowed to do so. Is
that good reasoning V That is the posi-
tion the Minister takes up.

Tns MINISTER IroR Woxxs: Not at
all1.

MR. GARDINER: Do not set up a man
of Straw just to knock him down again.

MR. DOHERTY: I have pleasure in
supporting the amendment proposing the
appointment qf a select committee.

MR. W. D. J ENSON (Kalgoorlie):
I desire to support the amendment in a
few words. With the member for North
Fremantle (Mr. Doherty), I think this
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one of the most glaring and imipudent
proposals that has. ever come before an
Australian Parliament. Mr. C. Y.
O'Connor by his report practicallyv says,
"Under my management Messrs. Couston

and Co. cannot carry out the work satis-
factorily; but remove themt from my
control and they can do it very satisfac-
torily." Mr. O'Connor thus practically
admits his incompetency to manage this
great work. Couston and Company in
effect say to the Government, "1 We have
so far made this work as costlyv as
possible.; we have been experimenting at
the public expense; we have been per-
fecting our machbine and we have ascer-
tained the cheapest method of doing the
work. Now that we have satisfied our
minds as to the most economical methods
of laying and caulking the pipes, we want
a contract, under which we will do the
work at a. lower cost and pocket the
difference." I quite agree with the
member for North Fremantle that
Messrs. Couston and Co. should not be
allowed to remain in Government emlloy
for one minute longer. The Minister for
Works ought to have dismissed themn as
soon as he received this report, which
makes it plain that Couston and Co. have
been robbing the country for some con-
siderable time.

Mn. GARDIN~ER: Don't be too rough!
MR. JOHNSON: I am not too rough.

When the Minister for Works Raw that
these men were robbing the country, it
was his duty to discharge them from the
public service. I agree with the opinion
expressed that a select committee can
make the necessary inquiry. Very little
evidence, I think, will be wanted to prove
that the work has been and is being
badly managed. Farther, a. select com-
mittee can easily get proper advice as to
the means of carrying out the work with
greater economy, and with greater ex-
pedition as well. This important question
is occupying the minds of the people of
Western Australia. Public opinion, I
think, is generally in favour of having
done with Messrs. douston. & Co. and
their machines and allowing the work
to be done by hand-caulking. I am
prepared to maintain that if this State
had never seen Messrs. Conston & Co. or
their machines, the Coolgardie Water
Scheme would have been farther advanced
and the workmanship put into it would

have been better. [Ma, GEORGE: Hear,
hear41 If the butty-gaug system, which
is employed in similar cases in New
Zealand, had4 been introduced into this
pipe caulking, the pipe line would have
been aL good deal nearer Coolgardie than
it is to-day.

MR. A. R. THOMAS (Thindas): I
oppose the amendment because, as I said.
in speaking before the adjournment, it is
high time a Royal Commission was
appointed to inquire into the whole
administration of the Works Depart-
ment. I do not know that in this
House we shall find men competent to
decide the question. Only one of our
members is a mechanical engineer; and
yet it is proposed to appoint f rom amongst
ourselves a select committee to try this
iinportarAt issue. Necessarily, four out of
five of its members would not he com-
petent to pass judgment in the matter at
all.

Ma. DoSERTY:- There is Wt. Magnet
(Mr. Wallace), too, you know.

Ma. THOMAS. I favour the appoint-
mnent of a Royal Commission on which
the only member of Parliament would be
the Minister for Works.

Ma. R. HASTIE (Kanowna): T desire
to say a few words& on the amendment.
Since I spoke to-night ai great deal has
been uttered concerning the Engineer-in-
Chief. One or two members have pointed
out that Mr. O'Connor did not, at the
initiation of the scheme, declare his
belief in it. That may be; but over and
over againi since the work was started he
has been publicly and semi-publicly comn-
piiented on the sc-hemne. It has been
said in his presence that he helieved in
the scheme from the beginning; and, so
far a I know, there has not been heard
one syllable of contradiction from him.
He has not denied his belief in the
scheme; and Iliehas, at any rate, acted
in such a, way as to create an impression
in the minds of the people that he was
favourable to the schemne. But the
Engineer-ii-Ohief alone cannot be held
responsible for the work. There is
another highly-paid officer, -Mr. Hodg-
son, who is the engineer in charge
of the work; and I wonder why
that gentleman has not received more
attention from members of the House.
Mr. Hodgson is, I believe, generally
responsible for the carrying out of the
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scheme. Any remarks passed concerning
the Engineer-in-Chief in this connection
should, therefore, be shared by Mr. Hodg-
son, The member for West Kiimberley
(Mr. Pigott) has said that the first
necessity we should look to is the adoption
of a plan which will enable the schemne to
be completed at the earliest possible
moment. The bon. member pointed out
that Messrs. Couston and Co. offered
to complete the work for £30,000
less than it would cost on the present
basis, and, moreover, to complete it
much earlier than is possible under
departmental administration. I wish to
remind the lion. member, however, that
there are others prepared to do the
work by hand-caulking more cheaply
and mo~re quickly even than Messrs.
Couston an~d Co. offer to do it. Various
members of the House can support iue in
-that statement. If final offers to the
effect stated have not been iuade, then I
can assure the Minister for Works that
those offers will be madle at an early date.

MR. THovAs: The Goverunment are
tied up, and cannot accept any offer but
Messrs. Conston's.

Mn. HASflE: I refer to the remark
made by the member for West K imberley.
However, even if we do not adopt the
system of hand-eaulking, but retain the
system of mnachine caulking, we have sLill
another way out of the difficulty. The
Government have bought the machine:
the patent is the property of the Govern-
ment, and so also are the improvements
which have been made in the mach inte not
solely by members of the firm of Couston
and Co., but also by various employees of
the Public Works Department.

MR. DOHERTY:- At the Government
expense: that is the point.

MR. HASTIE: And at the Government
expense. If the Government, therefore,
take over the machine, they illfn
plenty of officials ready to keep it going.
These officials, with the gangs of men now
employed on the line, are capable of
carrying out the work more cheaply and
quickly than Messrs. Couston and Co.
thbenmselves. Unfortunately, however,
there is a bugbear in the way, as we are
reminded by the member for Dundas.
(Mr. Thomas), that apparently the Gov-
ernment have entered into a contract with
Mr. Couston by which they guarantee
him employment in supervising the work

until it is finished. I do not k-now what
the terms of the contract are; but I sup-
pose the Government have not been so
foolish as to sign a contract without some
saving clause. Perhaps there is a clause,

Isuch as is usual in these contracts, that
the work is to be carried out satisfactorily.
If the contract contains such a clause,
surely to goodness that clause can be
applied now; and in that vase the Gov-
ernment can adopt other measures to
carry out the work of laying and caulking.
The speeches I have heard in this House
to-night convince me that it would be an
act of folly on the part of the Govern-
mnent to accept Messrs. Const-on and Co.'s
contract on anything like the terms
offered. In speaking on the substantive
motion before dinner, I omitted one
point. It has been understood on &ll
hands that the responsible authorities are
not sure that the 20,000 pipes already
laid are in good condition. It is within
my knowledge that within the last fort-
night one or two gangs of men well up
the line have received instructions to hold
themselves in readiness to return farther
down the line, in order that they may
overlook and perfect certain parts already
laid. This fact goes to show that the
Government engineers in charge of the
line are by no means satisfied with the
pipes, that have been laid. Wvhether a
Royal Commission or a. select committee
take hold of this question. I hope the
body to be appointed will take the fullest
evidence and bring up a report at the
earliest possible moment.

Ma. J. RESIDE (Hannans):- I share
the opinion expressed by the members
for North Fremuantle and Kalgoorlie, on
the report laid on the table to-night. I
consider that report amounts to an abso-
lute confession of incompetency on the
part of the departmental officers. I am
ready to pledge myself to it that if such

Ia report had been received by the head of
a private firm, the gentleman miaking it
would be immediately sacked and the
proprietor would take the earliest and
best means of finding out a thing or
two. The time has come when the
Government should take steps to secure
time effective supervision of public
works. Messrs. Couston and Co. prac-
tically admit that they are not dealing
fairly and honestly by the Government.
They are not giving the country a fair
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deal. fn fact they are making money out I
of the Government which they are not
entitled to. They say that if they are
relieved of red-tapeism they can do the
work much cheaper. flow they are going
to do the work much cheaper, I do not1
know. The member for Kalgoorlie and
myself have had some experience of
Messrs. Oouston and Finlayson and the
way in which they have endeavou red to,
carry out work cheaper, was ler reducing
the -wages of the working men by 10s. a
week.

MR. TAYmOR: They dlid it too, did they
not?

MR. RESIDE: They did so. As far
as the Government are concerned, in sub-
mitting this matter to the House they
have done the right thing. It is only
right that an important question such as
this should receive the approval or other-
wise of this -House. As to the question of
day labour versus contract labour, I
believe the principle of day labour is a
good one, but unless you have good
supervision it is a bad principle. So far
as the day labour system has been, carried
out in Western Australia lately, it is
doing all it can to dawn the system and
there are a number of -people who believe in
the contract systemu who would like to see
it damned. the only day labour system
whick can be at success is to have the
work carried out similarly to a. private
contract and I do not see why it should
not be done. I believe a, select committee
will be eligible and competent to come
to a decision. The member for Mt.
Margaret (Mr. Taylor) has referred to
the question of obtaining expert evidence.
The chief duty of a select committee will
be to endeavour to find out the best
means of completing with despatch the
first section of the pipe line 'from Mun-
daring Dam to Cunderdin. and having a
practical test made. A practical test of
that section would be more valuable than
all the expert evidence which we could
get throughout Australia. In reference
to the remark that there is not sufficient
talent in the House to form a select comn-
mnittee, I differ from the Mrember for
Dundas (Mr. Thomas), because I consider
there are members in the House compe-
tent to form this committee. Only the
other day I heard the member for Duntlas
say he was an engin, eer.

Mr. T.HomAz: Ohe, no!

Mat. RESIDE: It is not altogether a
question of mechanical engineering.

Mr. DOHERTY:- He is an underground
engineer.

Mni. RESIDE: Well, the hon. member
caled himself a mining engineer, and That
is next door to it. It is not altogether a4
question of mechanical engineering, but
a. question of men of conm on sense who
have had some experience in Carrying out.
public works contracts, and I think there
is sufficienat talent in this 'House to deal
with this question, and to lay the result

Ibefore Parliament in a report. In
Ireference to the question of hand or
machine catulking, the member for
Kanowna (Mr. Hastie) said that offers
no doubt will be made to do the work
cheaper by hand labour- than by1 machinje.
That says very little for the machine.
That is all I can say on that matter. I
do not wish to say much more on this
question, but I favour the appointment
of a select committee because I do not
believe the House has sufficient evidence
before it to-night to decide this question.
I favour a, select cominuttee being ap-
pointed to obtain farther evidence before
Parliament should come to any definite
decision as to an alteration being mnade
in the carrying out of this work. I think
the committee should go to workan
comnplete the job as soon as possible.

MRn. S. C. PIGOTT (West Kimbherley):
I wish to make an explanation. When
the member for Kanowna (Hir. Hastie)
was speaking, he charged if with giving
no reasons why I thought the Govern-
many should accept the offer without first
cdliug for tenders for the work. I gave
the bon. member sufficient credit for
having read the papers before the House,
and I also gave him credit for really
understanding the question. I am very
sorry I have wronged the hon. member.

Ma. HASTIE: What is the hon. member
talking aboutP

MR. 3. EWING (South-West Mining):-
It is quite unnecessary for mu to go over
the ground which hon. members have
traversed, but I feel it incuin bent upon
me to support the remarks which leave
fallen from the member for North
Fremantle (Mr. Doherty) and others. I
feel that we are called on to decide a very
important question, and the expressions
which have fallen from many members I
inderse. I feel it is the first duty of the
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Government, whether there- is a contract
or not, to take seriouslyv into consideration
the advisability of breaking the contract
at once, if there is one. It seems to me
this firm of Coustwi, Pinlayson, and
Company have practically " got at" the
Government, and are inaking- uoniey at
the Government expense. We knwv that
the Government have shown a great dea1
of pluck in the past -they k now tbe facts
of the case and we do not, and there may
be some difficulty in the way of breaking
that contract now -1 feel sure the Govern-
went will take the necessary steps if they
think these peopleare robbing the country.
and take the contract out of the hands o4
Messrs. Couston and Com1panly. So far
as day labour is concerned, if these gentle-
men were removed from the service of the
country, I am sure there are competent
men in the service who could conduct the
supervision of the work by% day labour
and carry it out successfully. I amt not
saying that I am partivularly in favour of
day labour as against the contract system.,
but in this matter the Engineer-in-Chief
in his earlier reports was in favour of day
labour, but practically* to-night lie tells us
that we should not have this work carried
out by day labour. Possibly that is on
account of these particular men taking
cliarge of this work and playing the gamne
of perhaps getting at the Government, as
I believe they -are. I rise to support the
appointment Of a Select cmmnittee inl
preference to a Royal Commission, but I
think the scope, of the committee 'night
be widened and the reticulation schemes
come under their observation. I join
issue withi the member for Dundas (Mr.
Thomas) when he says there are not five
membhers in the House who can take
evidience and arrive at an intelligent
decision on this mattter. I feel it is a
question of evidence, and certainly there
are five members who can go clearly into
this matter and submit a reporL for hon.
members. The Premier pointed out that
one great reason why a select committee
should be appointed was that the lHonse
would prorogue at an early date.

Mig. Don R.TY: It could. he turned into
a Royal Commission then.

Mn. EWING: In that case I would
not oppose a Royal Commission, but I
wish to save expense and prevent exorbi-
tant salaries being paid to men who sit
on Royal Commissions, and I think the

members of the House should take the
responsibility of the whole thing. I
would also like to suggest that when this
report is ready, that the Government
should call the Rouse together, if only
for a week, and allow miembers to take
the full responsibility, so that it should
not be placed on the shoulders of the
Government. The members of the Gov-
erment, or rather the Premier, has told
the House that he has been opposed to
the scheme all along, but I accept his
assurance that he is going to bring it to
a. successful issue at an eatl date. I
think the Ministers should have a short
session in six weeks or two mouths' time,
so that members could once and for all
settle this question of the Coolgardie
Water Scheme. In connection with the
contractors, it seems to me a terrible
thing that they should be drawing £25 a
wveek and at the same time placing
before members of the House a proposi-
tion which seems absolutely ridiculous
and should not be tolerated for one
moment. I trust the select committee
wifl1 be appointed atnd that we shall1 have
their report at an early date; also that
Parliament will be called together so as
to decide what shall be done.

MR. G. TAYLOR (Mt. Margaret): I
rise to oppose the motion of the Minister
for Works, to hand over this contract for
the completion of the Coolgardie Water
Scheme to the firm of Couston and Com-
pany; for I think this is the greatest
fraud that any salaried servants of any
English-speaking counLtry ever asked their
masters to carry out. In the first
instance I ami led to believe the Govern-
ment advanced Messrs. Couston and Co.
a sum of money to do all the preliminary
work in connection with the construction
of their machine. The Government then
bought the patent, and I may say the
country does not know what the perfec-
tion of that patent has cost the country. I
have been told, I do not know how truth-
fully, that repeatedly this machine has
been in the Government workshops, and
that the charge for the work done has
been wade lo other departments, but not
'to the perfection of the machine. For
that reason there is no possible way of
finding out what this patent has cost this
country.

Ma. DOHERTY: It must have been the
Forrest Government who did that.
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MR. TAYLOR: No;, it has been going
on for a long time. and right up to the
present; it has been going on ever since
I have been in Parliament, for I have
been told repeatedly about it. The
Premier said we were not actually called
on to give a contract to Messrs. Couston,
Pinlayson, and Porritt: it was only a
variation of a contract, recommended by
Mr. C. Y. O'Connor, the Engineer-in-
Chief.

THE PREMIER: Already in existence.
MR. TAYLOR: Already in existence.

If there are any covenants between these
peo~ple, then the work is not being carried
out by departmental labour. I think the
public have been under the impression
that Messrs. Couston, Finlayson, and
Company were the servants of the State
supervising this work, but now we are
told by the Premier that these people
have a contract. They seenm to have
something behind them, which we do not
know exactly. They have a. hold on the
Government by -an agreement in exist-
ence: they have been very guarded right
through in carrying out this work. The
Premier to-night said no pumps were
erected to date, or that only two had] been
erected at the pumping stations. It has
been generally' understood that no pumps
at all were erected.

THE PREMIER. The pumps arc not
erected yet.

MR. TAYLOR: The object of Messrs.
Coustou, Finlayson, and Co. was to see
that the pumps were not erected as long
as Possible, because they were deeply
sensible that their work would not stand,
and that immediately the water was
pumped into the pipes and a test was
made leakages would appear. I said
in this Chamber three or four months
ao-

THE PREMIER: I did not say that.
Ma. TAYLOR: No; nobody expected

you to say that- no fear! I said in
this Chamber I had been told on good
authority that tne could poke a stick
through holes in the pipes. The member
for Mt. Magnet (Mr. Wallace) has also
told the House that he had 'heard one
could see daylight through the pipes. If
one can see daylight through the pipes,
sticks can he pushed into the holes. The
member for Thindas (Mr. Thomas),
who has some mechanical knowledge.
has also told the House that sticks

have been pu shed into holes in the pipes.
You can imagine that, if yon poke sticks

*through, water may follow. There is
no doubt the idea has been not to have
these puniping stations. The present
Minister for -Railways promised in this

IHouse, in reply to a question 1 asked,
that there would be a test made in three
weeks from that day, and I think I am
perfectly within the linitsi when I say
that was four months ago, and I have
never beard of that test. Hon. gentle-
men occupying the Ministerial benches
areO responsible to this country for the

*expenditure of money. We are the
guardians of the public purse, and what-
ever gtentlemen are on the Treasury

Ibenches, they are responsible. I do not
Ideprecate the idea. of the Pretnier in
regard to I he statement he made that he

Iwas taking Parliament practically into
his confidence, or that hie wanted anl
expression from Pa rliamen t as to whether
this contract should be accepted or
whether they should continue to ask: for-

lthis inquiry and probe the thing to the
bottom, to allow Parliament to see all
that was possible in connection with this
scheme. The Minister for Worku, who
is how 'Minister for Railways, did not

*carry out his promise. He remained
longer than three weeks as Minister for
Works and that test was not made.

*Why, are hon. gentlemen not straight-
forward in this matter? W-hy could
they not say, " We cannot make the
tests' wye have no Iaips to pump water

Iinto the pipes' y Then we would have
known where we were standing, but lion.
gentlemnen allowed the House and the
country to belivve that the only reason
the test was not made was that the [pipe-
caulking was not completed, and that as
soon as a section was completed it would
ILe tested. There was no idea that
the Public Works Department or the
Engineer-in -Chief were afraid to put the
water into these pipes. The Minister gave
'Us no0 idea that sort of thing existed in
their minds. But the Premier made it
perfectly clear to-night, when he said
"1You have no pumps, and without pumps
you cannot pump water." The Premier
was perfect ly correct when he said th at if
you were going to pump water the first
thing you should have looked to was to
get the power to pump. He said, "1It is
not being done now, and it will not be
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done till June." So that this country is
not to know until June whether this pipe.
caulking is a success.

Mn. DOHERTY: And these men are
allowed to go on their way.

MR. TAYLOR: And these men are
allowed to go on their way, as the memi-
ber for North Frenmantle has put it, still
plundering the country; and I say they
should at once be dismissed. I have to
work for mny 1 living, and if I fail to give
satisfaction I1 expect to hie dismissed, or,
as it is commonly expressed in my circle,
" get the sack." *If the case is as clear as
this report says in relation to Couston and
Oo.-aad their own letters say it, and
also the Engineer-in-Chief-I assert the
whole lot deserve dismissal.

MEMBER: The men?
MR. TAYLOR: I do not know about

the men. The men were under the most
exacting employer in Western Australia.
Couston and Finlayson, when private
contractors, were supposed by the work-
men of this country to be the most
exacting employers in this State. As
contractors on the goldfields they' were the
first to reduce wages five or six years ago,
as the member for Hanus (Mr. Reside)
put it, during the erection- of the post-
office at Kalgoorlie. Whatever portion
they have controlled it has been to the
loss of the State. It is a good thing for
this House to know tn-night that there
are some men in charge of some depart-
ments 'of that pipe-track who are doing
justice to the State. We know that
Finlayson and Oouston have not done so:
we are deeply sensible of the fact. As
the member for East Fremnantle (Hon. 3.3.
Holmes) put it, they, have been lying low.
They have been practically robbing this
country while they were perfecting their
own machine, and now they have got it
they want to get a contract off the Gov-
erment. They tell the Government they
can save them 30 per cent., and if they
complete this job three months sooner by
contract than by day labouir they will
save the country £060,000. That means
a great saving to the State. If these men,
with the power they had to do this pipe-
caulking, have failed to do it, they no
longer enjoy the confidence of the Gov-
ernment of the day and the Works
Department, and when they have lost
that confidence they should be dismissed.
That is the position I take uip. The

caulking is only a very in~ignificant piece.
I will rea a few lines-it will not take
long-that appeared in the Mforning
Herald last week, and members can take
thenm for what they are worth. They are
supposed to be from a practical engineer.
The writer says:-

In a letter from Messrs. Couston and Co., to
your contemporary on Monday, they allege that
they have had 460 men employed on the
jointing works, and that by hand-caulking
two men can do four joints per day.

That is the part I want you to take
notice of-

That is at the rate of 900 joints for 450 hand-
caulkers per day, or five m~iles of pipes. It,
however, has taken their machires, with 450
men, eleven months to do 70 miles of jointing ;
but if these men had been hand-eaniking with-
out these umhines they would have done that
70 miles in 14 days; consequently, according
to the statement of Couston and Co., the use of
these machines (which have cost us X19,0001,
'with 460 men, takes 22 times as lung to do
70 miles as these 460 mena would have done it
in without them.
That is all about it, as far as any import-
ance is concerned. Ido notbuo)wwhether
there is any truth in this statement or
not. I amr not going to vouch for the
accuracy of it.

TUE PREMIER: Is that a " leader"
Ma. TAYLOR: It. is a portion of a

letter signed by a well-known gentleman,
W. B. Christie, a man with wonderful
mechanical knowledge, I believe, bnt I do
not know. I have read controversies in
the papers this last twelve months from
the pen of the same mran. There is no
doubt hie has shown the weaknesses of
the whole of this system: he has shown
from the very inception that it was a
fraud. Ministers of the Grown would
not take any notice of this man.

MR. DousRTYr: Which Government?
MR. TAYLOR: The present Govern-

ment. They would not take any notice
of a letter signed b 'y this man because he
was not a reliable authority; but I say
that this man has, for the last seven
mouths to my own knowledge, shown the
position we are in to-day: he has not
been one iota wrong throughout. He
said these men would never complete the
scheme under the piresent system, and it
has been shown to-night on their own
word, and on the word of the Engineer-
in-Chief, that they cannot do it. What-
ever the faults of this man Ohristie may
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be, the position he has taken up in
reference to this water scheme has, up to
date, apparently been solid. He has
never altered one iota, but has Written
column after column pointing out that
the water scheme was going to he a
failure under this caulking system. I
am sure there is no member of the House
who has not practically acknowledged-if
he has not done it in so many words-
that it has been a complete failure. If it
has not been so, I wonder why we have
been called upon to discuss the advisa-
bility of handing over the matter as a
contract, or to have a select committee or
royal commission to inquire into it.
When I have spoken to members of this
House with reference to these statements
of Mr. Christie in the Morning Herald,
extending over a period of four or five
months, I have been met with the reply,
'"Oh! take no notice of Christie: he
knows nothing about it." But it is a
most remarkable fact that we are lauded
in the position to-night that he told
us five or six mouths ago we should
be lauded in. Therefore, I think it is
necessary to at least take some notice of
what lie says. He speaks of a letter
written by Couston and Co., and he
points out in his argument that two men
can do four joints a day by hand-caulking,
and if they had 460 men 70 miles would
be completed in 14 days. I do not think
there is any necessity for this House to
go into hysterics as to whether the whole
success 0t this scheme depends on h
caulking machine or not. I am credibly
informed that the patent of this machine
cost the State X13,000. Is that right?

1EEtBER:; Nineteen thousand.
THEi MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: Five

thousand pounds for the patent rights,
and the rest for the machine.

MR. TAYLOR: Nineteen thousand in
all, Isuppose? Nineteen thousand pounds
have been spent of the people's money
for a machine which is practically no
good, according to the reasoning here,
that is, whereas two men can hand-caulk
four joints a day, with the machine it
took 450 men 11 months to do 70 miles.
So I know there is a great desire on the
part of the Government to keep on with
this machine.

THE MINISTER FOE RAILWAYS: Are
you certain that is all that is done?1

*MR. TAYLOR: It is a comparison.
It is in a letter written in answer to one
of Couston's, when it dawned on his
inmagination that they wouldl have front
enough to write a letter to the public,
asking the Government to let them have
a Uontract.

THE MINISTRs FoR RAILWAYS: On
whose authority, do you make the state-
ment'

MR. TAYLOR: On Christie's, accord-
ing to this letter. Couston says in a
letter that they have done 70 miles. He
says that, in a controversy between
Couston and( Christie; and I am quoting
Christie, and making a comparative state-
ment. Coinston says that two men can
do four joints it day; so how muany joints
can 450imen do? Christie says they can
do 9100, or five miles; and if they do five
miles a day, bow long will it take to do
70 miles? It will take 14 days. It has

I taken 11 months practically to do that
amount of wvork, according to Christie.

IIf more than 70 miles has been done, of
Icourse the difference is not so great.
This is what I should like to draw the
attention of the House to, that in regard
to what is done we have no assurance
that it is aL success. Couston and Com-
pany themselves say, " We will undertake
to put that in order." The State has
spent this money, and what have we got
for it? Everything we road in connection
with this-these papers laid on the table
containing letters, and suggestions from
Couston and Co., and also the advice of
our Engineer-ini-Chief to the Government
of the day to give over this contract-
goes to show, in regard to the caulking
that is supposed to be complete, that
there is no certainty about its success,
and that lie will undertake to see it put
in order. Considering the good salaries
these people have been receiving, and the
fashion in which they admit they have
been doing the work, if the facts do not
warrant their dismissal, I do not know
what will. I hope the Minister for
Works will not shelter himself behind
the Public Service Act in respect of this
question. I am commencing to get tired
of people sheltering themselves behind
this and that ; and I think it is time that
gentlemen who grace the Treasury bench
should tell the House straightforwardly
what is their position. If it is within
their power to dismiss these men, Couston
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f~nd Co., I say the Government should
dismiss them. There is no doubt in my
mind that they have merited dismissal.
Moreover, I believe if this were a discus-
sion in a private firm, if wo were the
partners in the firm, we should not be
considering their dismissal ; we should
probably be considering a case in the
Supreme Court, as the result of which
they would be sent down to Fremantle
for three or five years. But no. We sit
here and smile because we are wasting
the public money. [MRt. DOHERTY:
Hear, hear.] Thousands of people in
this State are ill able to lose money spent
like this ; and farther, this system is a
blow at an old-established practice in
this State, namely, departmental work, a
System which I do not thank the demo-
cratic element in this House for intro-
ducing, because itwas introduced in the
days of the old conservative Government.
Yet now, when democracy is supposed to
be at its zenith, we are called on to go
back to the old days of contract work, to
sweat people by means of contractors,
while yet we are riding on the waves of
democraocy! That is what I object to. I
have no faith in a select committee ;I
can easily see at one glance that if a
select committee be appointed the House
will prorogue. and the committee's work
will cease. The Premier savs we can
make the committee into a Royal comn-
mission; and if there be a Royal com-
mission, I hope it will probe this
question to the bottom. I am per-
fectly satisfied Itat there are certain
things in connection with this water
scheme that have been in existence for a
long time, and that will not bear the
light of day; I hope whatever commnittee
or commission lie appointed will have the
straightforward honesty of purpose to
make the whole thing clear and to let the
light of day shine upon it; and I am
satisfied the principle of departmental
work will not suffer. In connection with
these caulking machines there has been a
huge swindle from start to finish. Now
the inventors wish to say that they can-
not do the work because they have not
got it under contract; and according to
the Premier's own statement to-night it
is partially under contract. I hope what-
ever form of inquiry be adopted, the
fullest investigation will be made, and
finished once andl for all.

Ma. W. MW. PURKISS (Perth): I
must admit thrit I view this question to
a large extent as "through a glass,
darkly." I am also prepared to admit
that in the papers before the House there
is a great deal of what is humiliating;
that the attitude taken by Messrs. Couston
and Co., so far as is revealed by the
papers, is open to grave criticism. Beyond
that I do not go. But from a perusal of
the whole of the papers, and from what
has been in many respects a very able
debate on both sides of the House to-
night, I may say that at the present
moment the question presents itself to
my mind as revealing something like a
bottomless bog. However, I think we
can bottom that bog; and I throw out a
suggestion which I think ought to form
a true solution of the present difficulty.
We all know that an ounce of practice is
worth a pound of theory. t am informed
the pipes are haid and jointed between the
dam at Mundaring and Ounderdin, a dis-
tance of 85 miles; and I am also credibly
informed by those who know that the
pumiping-plant which is in course of erec-
tion at Cunderdin will be ready to perform
its proper function during the first week
inl March.

TuE MINISTER FOR WORKS: No;
April.,

MR. PURKISS: InI April we shall
have the pumping-plant at Cunderdin.
Very well: in April we shall have the
pipe-line to Cunderdin laid and jointed.
Why not therefore pause? When I say

" pause," I also say, 11In the meantime,
l'et all those who have control of this
work under the existing rdgime lie
enjoined to go on with due diligence,
and let use wait for this object-lesson
which we shall have in the first week in
A pril.

MR. DOHERTY: And what will you do
with Couston and Co. in the meantime ?

MR. P1TRKISS: Go on.
I MR. DOHERTY: Let them go on ?

MR. PURKISS: Yes. Let the work
proceed.

MR. DOH ERTY: Then this House will
not bedoing its duty.

MR. PtFRKISS: Yes; because, as far
ms they are concerned, they cannot do any
more mischief. They cannot lead the
country into any more expense in the
section between the dam and Cunderdin
than has already been incurred, because
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the pipes there are already laid and
jointed. To test them, we need only await
the start of the pumping-gear at Cun-
derdin. As soon as that plant is ready
to perform its operations, you will have
an object lesson worth all your select
committees and Royal Commissions.

MR. DOHERTY: Then you practically
stop the work ?

MR. PURKISS: Not at all.
MR. DOHERTY: You must.
MR. PURISS: Then, even if we stop

the work, would it not be better ? .Will
you not stop the work if a Royal Com-
mission be appointed?

MR. PIGOTT: NO.
MR. JACOBY: Let it go on.
MR. Hopura: Certainly ; keep it

going.
IR. DOHERTY: Shift those engineers

now in charge: that is all that is neces-
sary.

MR. PURKISS: The RoyalCommission
willI not shift them.

MR. DOHERTY: This House can pass a
resolution to shift them.

AIR. PURKISS: The question of their
conduct and the conduct of all responsible
officers above them can remain in abey-
ance until the report of the Royal Com-
mission comes in. I say, wait. We
shall have an object lesson in the 85
miles of pipes tested. We shall see
whether this caulking-machine has done
its work, thoroughly. We shall see
whether the pump at Cunderdin is able
to do its work; and then you can go out
with experts, and call in additional
experts, if necessary, and if it turns out
ever 'ything is satisfactory as, far as that
85 miles is coucerned, then we shall have
a lesson more valuable than could be
given us by, any select committee or Royal
commission.

MR. HOPKINS: There is much to
inquire into besides the caulking.-

Ma. DOHERTY: The proposal would
delay the water scheme by three months.

Mu. PURtKISS: I do not say delay
the work.

MR. DOHERTY: You must, if You stop
the work. Wo should get rid of thte
engineers.-

MR. PURKISS: The Royal Commis-
sion would delay the work.

MR. DOHERTY: No; it would suspend
those engineers.

MR. PtJRKISS: My proposal would
enable us to get to the bottom of this
bog.

THE MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS
(Hon, W. Kingsmill): IR my opinion,
the paramount object which at present
should occupy the attention of the House
and the Government -and I think I can
answer for the Government-is the best
way to get the water scheme finished in
the quickest possible time. EMEMSER:
Dismiss Couston.] Of course that is one
suggestion, and I have no doubt in the

*o])inion of the memb er for Mt. Margaret
(Mr. Taylor) a very valuable sugges-
tion; but I should like to point out that
such action in itself would have no great
effect on the progress of the scheme.

MR. DOHERTY: Could you not put an
honest man in charge to do the work,
after you dismiss the dishonest servant?

THE MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
I think the lion. member interjecting is
rather excited with regard to this ques-
tion. The dismissal of any officer without
the adoption of other means does not
mean the completion of the water scheme.

Ma. DOHERTY: It does, if you have
Ihonest men to do the work

THE MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
That is another thesis. The hon. member
is now proposing to employ other means.
I presume it is just with the idea of find-
ing out the best possible method of com-
photing the work that the member for
Beverley (Mr. Harper) has moved, as an
amendment to this motion by the Minister
for Works, that a select committee be
appointed; and I think that from the
members of this House surely five men
could be chosen who could he trusted to
approach the subject fairly and with
ability, and to advise the Government as
to the best way to carry out the work.
Perhaps Lamn taking a somewhat anxious
view of this in my present capacity;
because I should like to inform members
that it is a matter of very vital importance
to the department over which I now pre-
side. I hope, whatever steps be taken,
no steps will be taken which mlay in any
way delay the progress of thie work.
Every month during which that work
remains unfinished means a cost in in-
terest and sinking fund of something
like 214,1500. Then, again, if this fine
weather continue and we get no more
rain on the fields, the Railway Depart-
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ment will be put to enormous expense.
That is another question. Much has beern
said about having a public test; and the
member for Mt. Margaret (Mr. Taylor),
who wade an able, oluquent, and most
impassioned speech on this subject,
evidently thought the reason why this
test-which I undoubtedly admit was
promised by me shortly before I had the
misfortune to he forced from the honour-
-able position I then occupied-was not
made, was that the pumps were not in
position. Now I should like to disabuse
his mind of that idea. What was po
posed to be done was to gravitate water
from the dan' at Cunderdin into the
length of pipe which was finished on this
side of Ounderdin, and then to conduct
a test exactly similar to the ordinary
hydraulic; test of a boiler. Unfortunately,
it wa.9 found we could not spare the
water from the Ounderdin dam. Steps
were then taken to caulk the line of pipes
at Chidluw's Well; and shortly after that
began, which was s-me three or four
weeks after the promise had been made
by me in the House, the abandoning of
which was due to the fact that we had
not sufficient water-I ceased to take
official interest in the proceedings. But
if the hon. member had been so anxious,
I have no doubt he might have used that
abundant energy of which he has given
such evidence this evening in placing die
subject as boldly and as forcibly as only
he could place it, before my successor.

A. TAYLOR: I had no time to see him.
MR. DOHERTY: Who was your suc-

cessor ? I forget now.
THE MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:

The member for Mt. Margaret hlad time
to do that.

Mu. TAYLOR: To do what?
THE MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:

To place this matter before my successor.
MR. TAYLOR. He was not five minutes

in office.
THE MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:

I should like to point out that a good deal
of work done by the hon. member is done
outside this Chamber.

Ma. TAYLOR: If your successor had
remnined in office long enough, I should
have tested the question whether your
successor was as big a. dodger as other
Ministers.

THE MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
Another point concerning which I should

like to disabuse the hon. member's mind
is as to the responsibility for the scheme.

IA great many members have said the
E nginee r-i n- Chief is responsible for it.
I wish to give that a mrost emphatic
denial. The only part of the scheme for
which the Engineer-in-Chief is responsible
is the technical part. With regard to the
policy of adopting the scheme at all-and
that is a, feature of the case I had very
much pleasure in assisting several other
members now on this side of the House
to a right view of-the policy originated,
I believe, with the late Premier, the
Right Hon. Sir John Forrest.

MR. JACOBY: We are talking about
the administration, and not about the
scheme itself.

Tuso MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
I am simply endeavouring to combat an
assertion, made several times ina this
House, that the Engineer-in-Chief is
responsible for the scheme.

SEVERAL MEMBERS: Oh, no!
TunE MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:

I certainly gathered that from what hon.
members said, and I have listened to the

- debate with a good deal of interest.
MR, HASTIE: It would never bare been

initiated without the concurrence of the
E ngineer-in -Chief.

MR. JACOBY: Is he respouhible for the
administration ?

Tan MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
If it comes to that, what about the
administration?

MR. JAoaxY: That is what we are
discussing.

MRs. DOHERY: Who is Minister for
Works now?

THE MINISTER FOR RAIL WAYS:
The Minister for Works is now prepared
to assent to the proposition made by* the
member for Beverley (M1r. Harper) that,
the state of things being mnore or less
unsatisfactory, inquiries should at once
W~ made with a view to putting matters
on a proper basis; and that is the object
which this House has in view, I think,
in practically accepting the amendment.
Another aspect of the case was placed
before us by the member for Perth (Mr.
Purkiss) ; but I am sorry to say that

whl.his arguments were idmirable, his
premises were not altogether sound.
Unfortunately the pipe track is not corn-
plete between Muudaring and Ounderdin.
It is a great pity it is not; although,
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even if it were complete, it would depend
on the erection of the pumps before
pumping could be carried on. Of neces-
sity, however, this part of the scheme is,
I will not say the last to be completed,
but one with regard to which there are
difficulties in the way of completion. It
so happens that close to Northam, from
approximately O lackline to Northam, it is
necessary, on account of the greater pres-
sure to be combated there, to use pipes
of thicker plate and stronger make, and
also correspondingly stronger joints, than
in other portions of the scheme. These
pipes being fewer in number than those
of the weaker class, and the difference in
the plate necessitating sonic alteration in
the manufacture, the stronger and thicker
pipes were manufactured last. It is also
a fact that from Clackline to Northamn
there is a deviation from the railway
line, so that these pipes were not only
manufactured last but had to be carted a
certain distance to their destination.
Consequently the gap between Cunderdin
and Merredin is now one of the greatest
on the whole pipe line. I give in my
strongest adhereuce to any proposition
which would be likely to effect the speedy
completion of the scheme. So far as the
Railway Department are concerned, it is
a matter of paramount importance to
them to have water along the railway
line as quickly as ever it can be obtained.
I think it is quite possible-indeed, I hope
- that with tie portions of the scheme
already laid and jointed the water will be
at Cunderdin about the end of March,
and at Merredin by the end of April.

MRs. GARDINER: What would that
save the Railway DepartmentP

THE MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:-
It is very hard to say.

Mis. DOHERTY: Seventy thousand
pounds a year.

THE MINISTER FOR RAIL WAYSJ:
I feel inclined to have the question more
fully inquired into. I do not think
investigation will cause delay, and I hope,
therefore, that the amendment will be
carried.

MR. DOHERTY: Can I now move a
farther amendment, sir, to the effect that
the House i3 of opinion that Messrs.
Finlayson, Couston, and Porritt should be
inunediately dismissed from the public
service?

THE SPEAKER: That would not be an
amendment to the present proposal.

Qnestion (that the words proposed to
be struck be struck out) put, and passed.

Question (that the words proposed to
be inserted he inserted) put:

THE PREMIER: I thought hon.
members wanted a Royal Commission.

MR. HOPKINS: I propose to move an
amendment to that effect now.

THE SPEAKER: This is the time to
move such amendment.

Mn. DOHERTY: What about the
amendment I wanted to move?

MR. GARDINER: What is the use of
condemning these men first and then

haiga trial afterwards?
M.HOPKINS: I wish to move as a

farther amendmeut that a Royal 0Cm-
mission be appointed.

MR. HASTIE: Supposing a select com-
mittee he appointedl, can the select comn-
mittee be turned into a Royal Commis-
sion at the end of the session ?

THE SPEAKER: Yes. A select comn-
mittee cannot sit after the end of the
session.

MR.HASTIE: Will that select committee
have power to call expert witnesses ?'

THE SPEAKER: Certainly.
MR. HOPKINS: I am convinced that

the best course would be to appoint a
Royal Commission straightaway. 'J'ree
members of this House, with the assist-
ance of two expert engineers obtained
either in Western Australia or from the
adjoining States, could deal with the
whole question. I should like to testthe
feeling of the House on that point.

THE PREMIER: I have to point out tio
the hon. member that the Rouse does not
appoint a Royal Commission: the Gov-
ernment appoint Royal Commissions. If
the House decides to appoint a select
committee, that select committee will be
able to start work immediately. It can
go a certain distance and get through
formal work; and when the House
rises-and it must rise before the select
committee completes its work-the Gov.
erment will include the members of the
select committee in a Royal Commission,
to which, if necessary, other persons will
be added.

ME. HOPKINS: Should not those other
persons be added before the inquiry is
entered on ?
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S1tVEAL MEMBERS: Hear, hear.
THE PREMIER: The Government might

arrange to appoint a select- committee
and a Royal Commission simultaneously.
There is no trouble about that. I will
promise the House-

MR. HOPKINS: Will you appoint an
engineer to assist?

Tas PREMIER : Oh, don't ask me
whom I will appoint.

MR. HOPKINS: I did not intend to ask
that.

THE PREMIER: I promise the House
that there shall be full inquiry into the
matter, and that I will confer with the
members of the sclect committee to acer-
tan who should be appointed to assist
them.

Mit. Don ERTY: In the meantime, what
do you intend to A0 with the contractors ?
That is what many members want to
know.

Tan PREMIER: We have to find out,
first of all, whether the contractors have
broken their contract.

MR. HOPKINS: Since the proposal of
the Premier meets with the approval of
members, I Shall not move my amnend-
ment.

Question passed.
Motion as amended thusagreed to.
Ballot taken and committee appointed,

consisting of Mr. Daglish, Mr. George,
Mr. Rason, Mr. Nanson, also Mr. Harper
as mover; with power to call for persons
and papers and to sit during any adjourn-
ment of the House; to report this day
fortnight.

MOTION-LAND GRANT TO TRADES
AND LABOUR COUNCTL, TO DIS-
APPROVE.
)Debate resumed from the 16th Oct obey,

on the motion by Mr. 0. Harper, relat-
ing to land granted to the TJrades and
Labour Council, and affirming "That this
House refuses to sa nction the proposed
transfer, and condemns the principle of
land grants for purposes of this nature
without the consent of Parliament."

MRt. R. HASTIE (Kanowna) ;The
meaning of this motion practically is that
the House should disagree with the
granting of a piece of land for a trades
ball at Fremantle. This grant consists
of three-quarters of an acre of ground,
situated in Fremantle, and I understand
that the bodies concerned, about 12

months ago, tried to get a piece of ground.
and after all the vacant blocks had been
looked UP, this was found to be the only
available piece of land, and the then
Forrest Government offered to the trades
hall people this block, which was accepted.
After that, the foundation-stone was laid
by Sir John Forrest. It has been pointed
out by the mover (Mr. Harper) that this
is too valuable a block to give away; but
I understand there was practically no
choice in the matter, because no other
blo(-k was available. The member for
-Beverley has also raised the objection
that in giving such a valuable block to
one body, it was a certainty that other
trades associations would put in a claim
for blocks of land, and it was very fairly
pointed out by that hon. member that it
would be absolutely impossible for the
Government to agree to that, because
there is not sufficient public land to go
round. But the member for Beverley
seems to misunderstand the intention
and the position of this matter. This
land is intended, not for one body, but
for all the trades in Fremantle, and it
is a rule in almost every part of this
country to give one block, and that block
is called the trades ball site, or, if not a
trades ball site, it is understood to be
for the use of all the trades people
within the district. So far as this
block is concerned, I have not yet heard
that the purpose for which the land was
granted would not be carried out, until
the opposite idea was suggested by the
member for Beverley. This block of
land is intended for all trades associa-
lions within the Fremantle district. The
member for Beverley did not like this
idea, because it was practically giving a
grant of the public estate to one class. I
recollect there was an objection inter-
jected that blocks of land are given to
agricultural societies, but the hon. mem-
bear for Bieverley answered that objection
by* say, ing that agricultural societies are
not a class, inasmuch as all people in the
neighbourhood are eligible to become
members. Exactly the same thing ob-
tains with reference to the trades hall in
Fremantle. There are some exclusive
trades who allow only those people work-
ing at particular industries to join, but
there are others such as the Australian
Workers' Association which are open to
all. In any case it can hardly be said to
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be a class grant, because the trades ball
would be availadle to at least 80 to 85
per cent. of the people in Fremantle.
Besides, the question appears to me to be
simply this. The ground was granted
for that purpose by the then Govern-
ment of the day * and while I do not say
the Government of the day were justified
in doing this any more than doing any
other thing they did, yet they did seriously
enter into this affair. They gave over
this ground for the particular purpose;
and as it has been the object of every
member of the present Government and
everyone in this House to carry out the
arrangements made by previous Govern-
ments, therefore I submit that this also
should be carried out. I believe it is the
intention of the mover and of some others
to suggest that this ground could easily
be cut into two. It is not in the power
of the Government to hand over at any
moment another portion. It is said
sufficient ground could be given for a
trades hail out of the original portion
that was given; but I have made inquiries
on that subject, and I find that supposing
a portion of the ground were handed
over, it would give them a frontage of
only a little more than 20 feet for the
erection of a building. Members will
see that this is impracticable. Besides,
the piece is a very sinai! one; it is wedge-

shaped, and will be of comparatively little
commercial value. To give only part of
the block would tend to spoil the block
for a trades hall, and the portion left
would not be of much use. I shall not
say anything farther on the matter,
because there are various members from
Fremantle in the House at the present
time who are conversant with the whole
case. They also know that this land was
given openly by the last Governmen t, and
I believe they' are all prepared to advise
us to carry out this engagement that has
previously been entered into. I shall
only say this in conclusion: I have been
assured by those who will get the load
that it is not a grant to any exclusive
body whatever, but it will be for the use
of all trades and all unions and associa-
tious in Fremantle, and it will be in the
power of the Government in drawing up
this lease to make sure that this object is
carried out.

MR. J. J. HIGITAM (Fremantle):
This is E6 matter in which I have taken

considerable interest, and I have been to
some extent instrumental in inducing the
Government to concede this gift to the
trades and labour people and the different
friendly societies of Premantle. The gift
may appear to some members a somewhat
extravagant one, but afier considerable
attention had been devoted to the matter,
and after the Surveyor General had
visited Fremantle and gone over the
various sites that might be made available.
this has been found to be the only site
that might be given for the purpose.
To cut up the 'site, as now proposed,
would be absurd. It would nullify the
object of the original gift. The intenition
is to build a trades and friendly societies
hall, to erect several offices connected
with some 16 or 1? associations, and to
build some shops on the basement that
will recoup these associations for the very
heavy expenditure they will he compelledl
to incur. A question has been raised as
to the Government title to this land, and
it is said there is some little difficulty
because the 'Government in the. early
days of the colony did no.t properly tarry
out the transfer of this bit of land. As
far as that point is concerned, I do not
think there need be any difficulty what-
ever. My own recollection goes back
nearly 40 years, and I know the Govern,
mnt have been in undisputed possession
of the land for that period. I hold a
letter here whichi T have shown to several
members, in which it is stated that in the
opinion of a very old tcustoms House
officer the Government have been in
possession of that laud for 65 years;
and notwithstanding the fact that they
may not have proper transfers or proper
conveyances, as they would have been in
those days, there cannot be the slightest
doubt that the Government are in
undisputed possession of all that land.

MEMBER: What is the value?
MR. HIGHAM: £26,000, 1 should say.
THE PREmiER: £7,000.
MR. HIOHAM : Apart from the

question of value, if you come down to
the main fact, it is this . These several
blocks of laud were given to these trade
and labour and friendly societies. The
Premier of the colonyv camne down and
laid the foundation-stones for a series of
buildings they proposed to erect. Sub-
sequently he attended a banquet where
the gift of this land was confirmed,
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and there cannot be the slightest doubt
as to the promise of the Ministry in power
that this land was about to be given for
this purpose. I cannot see that any sub-
sequent Cabinet can withdraw from the
obligations laid upon them by a previous
Ministry. There can be no question that,
extravagant as the gift may seem to some
members, it is going to be a very valuable
one to the various municipalities con-
nected with Frenmantle. I am satisfied
that the present Administration cannot
withdraw from the obligations laid upon
them by a previous Government.

MR. .A. J. DIAMOND (South Fre-
mantle) :I cannot conceive that the
Legislative Assembly of Western Aus-
tralia should pass a motion which would
virtually be dishonouring the bills8 of the
Forrest Government.

MR. HOPKiNs: The foundation-stone.
MRs. DIAMOND: This land was pro-

raised in goad faith. A member of the
Government who promised it laid the
foundation-stone. Plans are prepared,
the societies are ready to start building
at any time, and I think it would he a
shame if the House were to pass this
motion. In fact, Twould asktbeniember
for Beverley (Mr. Harper) to think better
of it and wvithdraw it. With reference
to the value of this land, I believe in
some official documents the value has been
put at X7,500, but I say that is simply
ludicrous. The position is a bad one for
business purposes.

Mxnns: Oh, no!
Mu. DIAMOND: Business is removing

to the north..rn side of the town, in a
different direction-the member for North
Fremantle (Mr. Doherty' ) will hear me
out in saying the business part of the
town is moving towards the river. At
the time when the sea jetty was the m-
portant part of the town, the particular
portion of land may have been of great
value, but I think, and not only think,
but know, that the values of land in that
particular portion of the town are decreas-
ing. This particular portion of land is
irregularly shaped, and if you attempt
to cut it up and give a portion to the
trades hail people and reserve another
portion, neither p)ortion will be of any
value to anybody. But the main, point
is this-and I do not think any mem-
ber of the House will gainsay it-
that a pledge has been made by a former

Ministry, that pledge has been confirmed
by the then Premier laying the foundation
stone of the proposed building, it was
again confirmed at a banquet given in
Fremantle, and in my h earing it was con-
firmed by Sir John Forrest on his late
visit to this State. I think a solemn
pledge and promise has been entered into,
and I certainly hope the House wil not
vote for this notion.

MR. D). J. DOHERTY (North Fre-
mantle): Being somewhat connected with
Fremantle, I should like to enter my
protest against the motion. The mover
can scarcely understand the importance

Ito a body ]ike the Trades and Labour
Council of a site of this sort, because if
the land is to be of advantage to them, it
will in the future, from an educational
standpoint, be of benefit to the rising
artisans of Fremantle. You must remem-
ber that within the boundaries of this
building they will give a certain class of
technical education. We shall have
libraries and reading rooms, and there
will be facilities for intercourse between
members of different trades, which will
naturally improve things. It is all the
better for us to consider it in this light,

*that so long as we have a number of men
meeting as tradesmen in a particular ialI
for their mutual improvement, we remove
them in a certain way from obstacles

*which may interfere with their welfare in
future, their manhood and usefulnes. So

I we have to consider it not only from the
point of there being a trades hail, but
from the fact of there being a ball at
which education will be given to the rising
artisans of Fremantle and the surrounding
districts. As to the value of the site,
I do not question it at all. I say it is a

Ivery desirable site, but the case deserves
a valuable site. The position is a very

1 good one for the hall. Surely this great
democratic Government, which swept over
the country with E6 flood of denmocracy,
the Leake Government, cannot repudiate
the democratic idea of assisting the
working men of this State. They have
got into power by the vote of the working
men, and surely they will not now refuse
to come to the assistance of these very
working men. Now we want to hear wha
they say on this subject. Though the
working people, or the great majority of
them, supported the Government, yet
Ministers seek to repudiate this promise!
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MR. Jonsoiq: The motion comes from
your (Opposition) side.

MR. DOHE~RTY: When you have
been here long enough, you will know--

THE: SPEAKER: The hon. member must
address the Chair.

MR. DOHERTY: When those (Labour)
members have been here long enough,
they will understand that the bombshells
thrown into this House at the instance of
the Government are frequently thrown,
in the first place, from the Opposition
side.

MR. JOHNSON: Do the Government
make the bombsP

MR. DOHERTY: They generally do.
But on this question, the GovernmentI
will be obliged to state definitely to-night
what are their intentions. I shall have
pleasure in voting against the motion.

ME. F. McDONALD (Cockburn
Sound): As one of the Fremantle mem-
hers, I should like to say a. few words. I
was present when the foundation-stone
of this hail was laid with great*crmn
by a former Premier, Sir John Forrest.
I know this block of laud; and I am
afraid I shall some day come to the
Government with a request for a lock of
land for some other soriety in Fremantle.
I can quite understand why this block
should have been offered to the trades
and friendly societies of the Port; but II
can hardly agree with the last speaker
when he says that the commercial value
of this block is decreasing, or that
property in that neighbourhood is decreas-
ing in value; because I think the hon.
member, during business hours, would
hardly bear that out.

MR. DoHERTY: He merely stated that
trade was going to the other end of the
town.

MR. DIAMOND: SO it is.
M9R. McDONALD: I understand there

is about three-quarters of an acre in that
block. I know for a fact that the present
Government have not enough land atI
Fremantle for the erection of an office
for the~ir shipping-master. I shall vote
against the motion, but I would go thus
far. I think a strip of that valuable
land at the corner of the Esplanade and
Collie street, Frenmantle, of say 40 to 50
feet, should he quite sufficient for a mag-
nificent trades hail. The block abuts on
tbree streets. We heard a lot of a. trans-
action in which Messrs. Dalgety and Co.

got a block of land. I am quite agree-
able that the trade unions should get a
block of land for a trades hall. But at
the present moment the Government have
practically not a foot of land whei-eon to
erect a building in Fremantle; and I
think the trade societies would be satis-
fied if the Government were prepared at
once to hand them over, sa *y, that strip of
land bounded on three sides by the
Esplanade, Collie street, and Pachenbam.
strect respectively.

HoN. G. TEIROSSELL (Northam):
This was a most generous and a Most
important gift to what 1 believe to be a
most important society or association. I
have no doubt that Sir John Forrest, who
presented the land to this association,
had the very best motive in so doing.
Whatever opinion we may have regarding

Such a gift of land, still out of respect
for one who has done so much for this
State, We Surely cannot withhold our con-
sent to the transfer. The fact that Sir
John Forrest was invited to lay the
foundation stone of that hail shows that
the trade societies acted wisely, and in
their owvn interests. If the society be
mad, there is certainly a method in their
madness. However, I would invite mem-
bers, in all kindness, to shut down the
debate on the matter, and to recognise
that this was a generous gift from a
generous man to an important society
on the eve of his departure from the
State. I confess that it put this associa-
tion in a most unique position. I believe
the value of the land at the least is
X.5,000 to-day; and the gift place d the
society in the position of being able to
erect its hall and to obtain an advance to
the best advantage. Possibly Fremantle
representatives have already told the
House that the association numbers some-
thing like 2,000 members; and if I am
rightly informed, the hall or halls to be
erected are for the use of all classes of
labour associations. The importance of
Fremnantle cannot be gainsaid, and I
venture to may the hall itself will be worthy
of the port and worthy of the man who
presented the site. If my private judR-
meat were now to be appealed to, I should
be bound to say that the gift appears to
me unnecessarily large. On the other
hand, I do not wish to shirk responsibility.
Loyalty to my old chief prevents any
farther expresision of my opinion (in
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the matter. I say again, with all1 respect
for the present Government, that they, will
do a graceful act to a man who is absent,
and a graceful and generous act, too, to
this important association, by allowing
the matter to pass, clinching the bargain,
and making a legal gift of the land to
the association. I would urge it upon
the Premier not to let the report go forth
that the late Premier, Sir John Forrest,
who has done so much for this State,
and publicly laid the foundationi stone of
this hail, has since been stultified by
having his gift withdrawn. If an error
of judgment has been committed, let us
remember it is an error of judgment on
the part of one who has a very large
heart and very great claims on our con-
sideration and forbearance, if considera-
tion and forbearance be necessary, Hon.
members can recognise my position. If
the motion go to a division, 1 shall sup.
port the action of Sir John Forrest in
bestowing this land upon the association.

THEn PREMIER (Hon. G. Leake):-
The member for North Premantle (Mr.
Dohert 'Y) says that in the interests of
democracy this land should be given, and
because the Government pose as a demo-
cratic Government.

MR. DoERTY: I said "1pose."
Tnw PREMIER: Of course the boi).

member does not know the first principles
of (lemocracy, or he would know perfectly
well that giving away the lands of the
State is not one of its principles. [Mr.
HARPER: Hear, hear.] When we give
away the lands of the Slate, not for
public purposes but for quasi-private
purpo 'ses. -there is still less democravy
about that. But the hon. member, I
know, lives in Fremnantle. I wish the
House to remember that the grant was
promised about December, 1900; that a
general election was then pending, and
took place in April. I shall ray no more
on that point. On the 3rd October, 1900,
the following letter was written by the
Under Secretary of the Premier's Depart-
nient-of course by direction of Sir John
Forrest, as Premier -the member for
Northam being then Commissioner of
Crown Lands:

I have the honour, by direction, to ancknow-
ledge the receipt of your letter of the 10th
ultimo, requesting Cover iment aid towards
the erection of a trades hail at Frema~ntle,
and in reply to state that the Right Hon. the

Premier is informed that there is no block of
Crown land available which would suit your
committee. I am directed to add that the
Premier regrets that he could not recommend
the alienation of the old court-house as desired,
and that the question of granting money for
trades halls is an important one, which will
have to receive consideration from Parliament.
So far, only one small grant has been promised,
and before any further promises are made, the
whole question will require careful1 attention.
I suppose careful. attention was given to
it; because I find that on the 19th
Decmber, 1900, there is a minute in Sir
John Forrest's handwriting, signed by
him-apparently a Cabinet minute:

Ministers advise that the whole of this land
be granted to the Trades and Labour Council;i
the term to be 999 years; the material to be
the property of the Grown, and to be remuved
as required. The quarters of officers now on
the land not to be disturbed for one year.
Subject to this, the other portions of land to
be given immediately. Under Secretary
Premier's Department ask bands Department
to reply accordingly, and wire to 'Mr. Higham.
On the 24th Septe-mber, 1901, some
farther question seems to have arisen-I
suppose as to the delay in issuing the
grant; and the lands purchase officer,
who was asked for a valuation, writes as
follows-.

Herewith please find my vealuation of Fre-
mamtle Town Lots 94, 118, 119, and the
adjoining reserve, facing Marine terrace, Collie
street, and Packenhatu street. The land has
a frontage of 145f t. Oin. to Packenbam. street,
1O2ft. to Collie street, 199ff. to Marine terrace,
and 3Sft. Kin, to Henry street, by a through
depth on the north side from Henry street to
Packenham street of 241ft Sweaing in mind
that land in Henry street is worth £00 a foot,
and in Packenhani street £30 a foot, and that
this land is surrounded on three sides by
streets, I value the whole block at £26,600, at
which price there would be little trouble at
present in obtaining a purchaser. The build-

igasthey stand are worth.£1,000, making a.
tlof £27,600 for land and improvements.
The land is enclosed by a stone wall, which,
from its appearance, has been erected many
years.

MR. DonaTpy: Hie dues not value the
stone wall, I notice.

MR. HIGHAM: What about the depthP
THEm PREMIER: Oh, there is any

amount of depth.
MR. DOHERTY: Who is the valuator P
Tha PREMIER:- Mr. Stronach, the

Government land valuator. If ibis land
were being resumed by the Government
for any purpose, I venture to say the price
would be doubled. There is no getting
away from the fact that the land is of

[ASSEMBLY.] Land Grant.
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great. value. I am prepared to admit
there has been a promise by the late
Government to make a grant of this laud
to the societies.

Mifa. Hronnx: Of the whole block ?
THE PREMIER: Yes; of the whole

block. The matter was brought under
my attention soon after I came into office.
I was informed that the promise had been
made, and that there was a difficulty about
the title. It was farther shown to me in
the correspondence that the Government
of the day had promised to bring in a
Bill to cure the defects in title. At the
moment 1 did not realise what the laud
was; but being satisfied the promise had
been given, I told the gentlemen who
waited on me that if a Bill to cure the
defects in the title was all they wanted,
they should have it. I knew that the
title must be in the Crown, and that
there could be no difficulty, therefore, in
passing a Bill to confirm 6he title. Later
on, however, fuller particulars of this
grant were brought to my knowledge.
Farther, the Government were, as hon.
members know, on the track, so to speak,
of these irregular grants ; and it turned
out ultimatelyv that this would be an
irregular grant. The promise was one
which the Premier and the then Com-
missioner of Crown Lands had no legal
right to make. It was made, however.
I feel it my duty to place these facts
before the House. Having avowed my
opinion-in which opinion I believe my
colleagues agree with me-that these
grants of land, if illegal, should not be
given effect to, I consider it only right
that we as a Government should express
an opinion on the proposal. Only a few
weeks ago the Government actually took
steps in the Supreme Court to revoke
a grant of land which, in some 'respects,
is analogous to this one. It was a case
of a free grant of land by way of comn-
pensation. 'The Supreme Court held that
such grants are not within the power of
Parliament.

MR. HopKiNs: Not within the power
of Parliament?

THE PREMIER: Not within the power
of the Minister, I should say. Of course,
Parliament can do it by statute. Parlia-
ment can do anything.

MR. DOHERTY: You refuse to carry out
the promise of the previous MinidtryP

Tin PREMIER: If some hon. mem-
bers want to make a fuss about this, Ilam
ready for them.

Mn. DonERTY: We want to show you
up in your proper light.

THE PREMIER: If the bon. member
wants to make an electioneering speech,
this is an admirable opportunity. Some
bon. members need these opportunities,
and make a practice of taking advantage
of them directly they arise. If we find,
then, that we have sought the aid of the
Supreme Court in avoiding a promise of
a similar nature, how can we consistently
grant this land to the Fremantle societies
without introducing a Bill into Parlia-
ment for the purposeF I declare that
this is one of the most valuable pieces of
land left to the Government in Fremantle.
I do not care what any bon. member says
to the contrary. I know the locality. I
know the property, and I know the nature
of the buildings put up during the past
few years in the locality.

MR. HIOHAM: Nothing has been built
Ithere for 30 years.

THE PREMIER: What about the
warehouses close by ?

MR. HIOHAM: There are none close by.
THE PREMIER: There are some not

far off.
MR. DOHERTY: The land is valuable

enough.
THE PREMIER: It is no use arguing

that the site is not valuable; because, if
it were not, these people would not want
it so badly.
.MR. HbonfAi: Hut you were talking

about. the buildings, and I say nothing
has been built there for 30 years.

THE PREMIER: This promise was
made in good faith; and the people to
whom it was made have acted on it to
a certain extent. They have incurred
sonic expense, and have gone SO, far, I
believe, as to lay the foundation stone of
the building which they propose to erect.
They went a step farther than that, and
asked Sir John Forrest to lay the stone
and thus confirm the promise. In the
circumstances, I am prepared to recomn-
wend Parliament to make a grant of
land to these so(cieties in the locality in
question; hut I am not prepared to
recommend that the societies should
have more land than is sufficient for the
purpose of erecting their hail. A grant
of the block promised will be in the
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nature of an endowment, which is
foreign, I Bay positively, to the principles
of the Land Act and the general land
policy of the country. I would much
prefer to see another course taken;
Gamely, that a site sufficient for the
purposes of their building be granted to
these people, and that the House vote a
sum of money by way of compensation
for the value of the laud not granted.
That would he fair; and I venture to say
that if we go before arbitrators and value
the land under the circumstances, we
shall find that £7,500 is not the figure
at which we shall get out of this hargi
of the old Government. I do not want
to deprive the societies of the privilege
which has been promised to them; but,
at the Samle timie, I am anxious that the
Crown should not part with its land in
any coastal towns, and particularly in
the port of Fremantle. I do not want
to steal a march on the societies; and I
repeat that I am prepared to recommend
Parliament to make a grant of sufficient
land to construct the hall on. The
title to that land will be made absol ul ely
clear, if necessary by statute. I aim
prepared, farther, to recommend a money
grant in lieu of the lauid not trans-
ferred.

Ma. HjoHAM: In lieu of the differ-
ence ?

THE: PREMIER:- Yes. I would go to
that extent, lbecause I would rather part
with the value of the land in money
than part with the land itself. I say
nothing can be fairer than m'y pro-
posaL.

MR. NANsoN: Do T understand that
the 'Government propose to grant a new
site ?

THE PREMIER: No; a portion of
the present site. If, however, the Gov-
emninent have another piece of land which
thle societies prefer, I Airi preIparedl to
consider the advisability of gratntinga&
new site. If the societies desire particu-
larly to erect their buildings on the site
where the foundation-stone is laid, the
Government will make an exception in
this case and bring in a. Bill to justify
the grant and confirm the title; and, in
addition, I am lprepared to recommend
this House to vote a sum of money as
stated. But I want to affirm the prin-
ciple that farther land grants are illegal.
Having once affirmned that free land

grants are illegal, I cannot consistently
recommend this House to make such a
grant as is proposed. That is the posi-
tion I find matters in. The papers are
before hon. members. Of course, I have
quoted only two short memoranda; but
these have a very important bearing on
the question at issue. I do not think we
should violate a principle we have
affirmed. We should not be doing our
duty if we made free grants of land of
such value as this and in such an impor-
tant situation.

MR. J. MV. HOPKINS (Boulder): I
would like to congratulate the Trades, and
Labour Council of Fremantle on their
remnarkable business aptitude. When the
title was not forthcoming they at once
induced the Premier to ly the found ation-
stone of their building on this land;
which was the best way to secure the
property. r think the O'Leary case
mentioned by the Premier was hardly a
fair comparison with this case. The land
was given to Mr. O'Leary in conjunction
with two or three other land-grabbers on
the eastern goldflelds, while in the Fre-
mantle case it was an endowment to all
association. I agree with the Premier it
is ti me that this trafficking in land should
he put a stop to, because it is manifestly
absurd to say the Premier would have
placed the value of the laud on the Esti-
mnates as a granrt to the aslsociation. If
anx association is to be permitted to go to
the Ministry of the day and ask for
£20,000, and to be told 11I cannot give
you £20,000, but if you like to pick a
block of land in Hay street of the same

Ivalue von may do so," it shows the
necessity of amending the Land Act.
This matter has gone so far that I feel it
is almost advisable to complete the trans-
action Ind let the Trades and Labour
Coluncil have a portion of the laud. The
proposition made by the Premier is fair
and reasonable in view of the stand the
Government have taken in the matter of
surrenders, and very likely the members
of the Trades and Labour Council when
they have that proposition before them
will consider the proposal eminently
satisfactory.

Mn. T. F. QUINLiAN (Toodyay): I
am inclined to fall i~n with the view
expressed by the Premier, and in doing
so I feel we are under a moral obligation
to these people to grant them a piece of
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land sufficient for their purpose; also
I think the Premier's suggestion is
a very admirable one, I think three-
quarters of an acre of land in the
central part of Fremantle, which is so
valuable, is too much to give away, but
in the circumstances I feel I am justified
in supporting the proposal of the Premier
in making some provision as well as giving
a sufficient quantity of land for the pur-
pose of building a hall. To give away
three-quarters of an acre of such valuable
land is certainly going beyond what I
think is the duty of any Government, no
matter who or what they are. When the
debate on the Perth commonage quest ion
came up some time ago the member for
Subiaco (Mr. Daglish) was, especially
strong in his remarks in regard to the
granting of the land, and he opposed the
grant most strenuously, whereas the
country are pledged to give this endow-
meat, and it has been in the possession
of the Perth Council for 20 years. I
mention this by the way to show how
some members change their opinions
frequently in this House, and, although
the member I have referred to has not
spoken, I take it for granted that lie is of
the same mind as those who are concerned
in relation to this hall. The member
for lianowna, (Mr. Hastie) referred to
there being only 20 feet frontage, but he
admitted there were three-quarters of an
acre. Therefore I can hardly understnd
how the three frontages would be of that
length. I trust the expression of opinion
by the Premier will meet with the satis-
faction of the House, that he will give
sufficient land for the building of a hal
and monetary assistance, but not to the
amount of £96,000.

Mn. A. E. THOMAS (Dundas): I
cannot help saying since this motion has
been spoken to from the Labour benches,
and since we have heard remarks from
one member of that bench as to a rotten
and corrupt Ministry, that if the same
g~rant of land had been f or the purpose
of erecting a hall for an employers' asso-
ciation or a chamber of mines we should
have had the whole of the members on
the Labour bench rising to condemn such
rotten and corrupt practices on the part
of the Government.

Mn. 0. HARPER (in reply as mover);
I think the Premier has arrived at aL just
conclusion. After the promise made,

these people are entitled to something;
*but I really cannot understand the posi-
tion taken uip by some members who are
supporting this proposal that it requires
three-quarters of an acre to erect a trades
hall on. I think the Labour members
are. damaging their case by making such
a claim. I was going to make some re-
marks similar to those whirh were made
by t he memini er fo r Dhmdas (Air. Thomas).
If this had been a grant to an industrial
firm even on good terms to the country,
that might have been styled a most cor-
rupt proceeding; but as it happens to be
for an industrial purpose, for a class-
because there is no getting away from it

*they wish to make money out of it-
MR. DIAMOND: They do not.
MR. HARPER: They propose to

erect a lot of shops, and I do not suppose
they are going to allow the occupants to
rent them for nothing.

MR. DIAMOND: 'Not for the benefit of
private members of the association.
i MaF. HARPER:- I do not say that.

Mn. HIxoA.: They have to find the
money to build the shops.

MR, HARPER: That is not the pur-
pose for which the Government should
grant land. For members to comne here

*and favour this prop)osal, and then cmo'-
demin similar proposals, puts themn in an
unhappy position. The position is this.

*An association may go behind the scenes
and get a promise of a piece of land
which they know they would not get if it
were brought up in the House. I say it
is a most destructive pos~ition for the
Legislature of a country to establish. It
is not pure admiistratiou. There are
many men in the House who were sent
here to see what they could do to evolve
pure administration; but if thkt kind
of proceeding be carried out, there will
be no purity of administration; there-
fore it is quite right and proper that
this matter should he brought up
in the House and condemned for all
f uture time. I hope every member
will realise that this is a proceed-
ing which should never have been
committed; in fact, Sir John Forrest
condemned it himself, because he said no
mnoney should be granted without a vote
of the House, and then he gave away
land of the value of £6,000. I cannot
see the difference. Those members who
support this matter do not conduce to the
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high honour which they ought to matin-
tain in the House.

MR. HIGHAM: May I rise to a point of
order. If this debate is continued, the
Fremantle members will not be able to
catch their train.

THE SPEAKER: I do not see what that
has to do with it.

Mn. HARPER: It will do the Fre-
mantle members good to be kept here.
Sometimes we have had to sit here till
midnight, and this matter has been post-
poned on three separate occasions out. of
consideration to the Fremntle members.
If they do not wish to wait they can go,
and the House can finish the business in
their absence, as we have done in relation
to many other matters. I cannot quite
Support what I understood to be a promise
given by the Premier, that he was pre-
pared to give a portion of this land and
the value of the balance. I do not think
it would be right at all.

THE PREMIER: I said a money grant.
I do not think I spoke about the
land.

MR. HARPER: Ilam pleased to hear
the hon. gentleman say so. I cannot see
what is required more than ample space
for the building of this hail and for any
necessary little offices.

TEE PREMIER: I certainly would give
them a substantial grant.

MR. HARPER: I have no objection
to that, but I do not think it would be

right to give them a grant of land worth
1,000, and £5,000 in money. If I

understand the hon. gentleman not to
mean that, I ama certaiuly quite agreeable
that a sufficient portion of land should be
given for this building, and I have no
objection to a grant of money also being

given, but I protest against this system
Of giving the country's land behind Parlia-
ment. If grants are to be made, they
should be made by Parliament.

TnE PREMIER: Would the hon.
member withdraw his motiont, and then
we can perhaps fix it up and bring the
matter down again to-morrow in another
form, on the Supplementary EstimatesP

Ma. HARPER: If I withdrew this, I
should be withdrawing the condelmnation
of a6 principle. That is what I object to.
It might be said then that the House did
not agree to the condemnation of the
principle. I say I want to condemn the
principle.

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

Ayes ... ... ... 18
Noes ... ... ... 11

Majority for
Arcs.

Mr. Ewing M
Mr. Gregory Mt
Mr. Harper At
Mr. fllingwvortl, M
Mr. Jacoby' Mr
Air. Leaks M
Mr' Monger NM
Mr. Nausea M
M. Phillips in
Mr. Oninin At
Mir. Eaon M
Air. Thoin.
Ale. Wallace (Teller),

Question thus passed.

2

r. Hatie
r. Higha
rHolnuao
r.1okin

r. Johnson
r. Reid
r. Reside

r. Tiylnr
r. Doherty (7el1W).

ADJOURNMENT.

The House adjourned at 11-28 o'clock,
until the next day.

X1tgistIatikz is rnunrzlI

Tiuesday, 4th FebrnarY~, 1902.

Papesn Presented-Motion: Midland Keiny Inquiry,
Conditions before Purchas (egatied)-Motion:
Public Works, to Inquire an to System-Leave of
Abaence-Judge's Pension Act Amendment Hill,

Bratreadmf otion: Coolgandie Water Scheme,
to E rdite and Test (restnued)-Fourth Judge
Bill, Recommittal, reported-Gaol. Act Amend-
ment Bill, in Committee, reprted-Kalgcorlie
Tramways Act Amendment Ill1, Best reading-,
Criminal Code Bill in Committee. Schedule 4 to
end-Early Closing bill, in Commrittee, Clasog, 9 to

THE PRESIDENT took the Chair at
4-30 o'clock, p.m.

PRAYERS.

PAPERS PRESEN1YjD.

By HoN. A. JAMESON: i, Conservation
of jarrab forests in Western Australia by
use of sawn telegraph poles-Copy of
Correspondence between the Western
Australian and the Commonwealth


