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the last six or eight months.
On the motion of Ma. CoNliox, the debate

was adjourned until the following day.

ADJOURNMENTI.
The Bouse adjourned at 10.30 o'clock p.m.

Cij'gkl1ut i be Ase IIbIuq,
i'hursda'j, 5th September, 1805.
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THEs SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
o'clock P.M.

PRkAYER&it

PERTHN INTERNATIONAL EXHIBITION.

Mu. Hlklt[R, in accordauce with notice,
asked the premier, whether any proposals had
been made to the Government with the object
of organising an International Exhibition to
be held in Perth next year; and, if so, whether
the Government were favorable to such an
Exhibition.

THEs PREMIER (Hon. Sir. J. Forrest)
replied that there had Weon some correspon-
(knee on this subject, and a proposal wasl
received to-dlay from a Mr. HI. J1. Scott. The
question had not yet been considered by the
Government.

PERTH NIARKET AND) CO LD STORES.
,%In. HARPER, in accordance with notice,

asked the Comissioner of Railways-
1. Whether he had any objection to lay

upon the table of the House the plans of the
Perth Market and Cold Stores.

2. When the wvorks were likely to be ready
for use.

3. What description of chilling machinery
it was proposed to adopt, and its capacity.

4. In whomn wasl it proposed to vest the
management of the said Market and Cold
Stores.

Tua COMMISSIONER Or RAILWAYS
(Hon. H. W. Venn) replied as follows:-

1. Plans will be laid on the table.
2. The contracet date for completing the

building of the Market is 11th Jmnuitry, 1890
for completing Cold Storage, [ith October.
1805. The buildinga are expected to bie ready
for use about the end of January, 1896.

3. The exact description of the chilling
machinery proposed to be ueed has not been
settled. A general description is appended
to the instructions sent, to thc Agent-General,
upon which tenders will be called.

4. Ne definite decision has yet been
arrived at.

STATE1IEIN'r$ MADE BY THIE MEMBER
FOR WEST KIMBERLSEY.

Mn. MORAN1, in accordance with notice,
asked the Premier-

I. Whether the statements made by the
meniber for West Kimuberley, in Coolgardie,
recently, in connection with the Government
policy of the future, concerning the increased
representation for Yilgarn. and the extension
of the Coolgardie line to Kalgoorlie, were
correct.

2. If so, whether they were made with the
sanction of the Government.

THE PREMIER (Hon. Sir J. Forrest)
Until I air certain what the member for West
Kimberley has said, it is impossible for me to
reply to the question. Iamncertaini,however.
thatthielhon. memiber for West Kimberley
would not knowingly state anything that was
not absolutely correct. In regard to the
railway to Kalgoorlie, I yesterday gave notice
of the intention of the Government to intro-
due a Bill authorising the construction of the
line. In regard to the question of redistribu-
tion of seats, no decision has yet been arrived
at by the Government.

ME. iR. F. SHOLL: ThAt1 is no amswer at all
to the second question. Why did'nt you say
whether the sbtbnienls were made on your
authority or not?

MR. MORAN: Whether they were made
with authority or not, it showved very bad
taste.
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MOTION FOR THE ADJOURNMENT (IF THE
HO0USE.

QUESTION OP PRIVILEGE.

ME. TLEAKS: I rise, Sir, to move the atd-
journnment of the House, for the purpose of
calling attention to what appears to me, if not
a breach of privilege, something closely bor-
daring upon it. The point has suggested
itself to me, not only by the question just put
by the hen. member for Yilgarn. Ithis after-
noon, but also by some qiestious asked by the
hon. member for Nnitnine one or two days
ago. I regret to say that to-day the Hon. the
Premnier has evaded the question put to him
by the hon. inember for Yilgarn, similarly as
ho evaded the question put to him by the
bon. member for Nannines.

THE PREMIER: What wats thatP
Ma. LEAKi: Itwas to this effect,-whether

the statements recently miade at t'oolgardie
by the lion, member for West Ximberley (Mr.
A. Forrest) were made with the sanction or
knowledge of the Government F'

THE PREMIER: When was thatP
Ala. LEAKSE The question was asked,

without notice, a day or two ago-whether
these Statements were autherisod by the
Government or not.

THE PREME: What are the Statements ?
I don't know what they are.

BIB. LEAKS: They aire in the m~orning
paper.

THEn Pasmat: 1 have not read them -not
carefully, at any rate.

MR. LEAKS : Not carefully ! Do I under-
Stand the lion, gentlemuan to say, or to wish us
to believe, tlhat hie does not read the morning
paper?

THE PREME: Not carefully.
Aia. Moa&N : They were also in the evening

paper.
Ma. jEAKE: Yes. Are we to understand

that the Hon. the Premier does not eves road
the evening paper P lie must have read the
papers, otherwise he would not have been
prepared for thes questions formally put to
him by the hon. memuber for Vilgarn to-day.
I say it is not right for the Government to
avoid answering questions put to them in this
House, unless there is very good ground for it.
They should either answer the question or
excuse, themselves for not answering it. The
question put in this instance was one that
surely could have been answered,-namely,
whether the statements made by the hon.

member for West Kimberley were made with
the authority or sanction of the Ron. 11w
Premier or not.

THE PREMIEa: Is the hon. member in order-,
Sir ? I understood that if a question wos not
answered as fully aS the menber putting it
considered necessary, it inight be repeated in
a different form, upofl notice.

TilE SP'EAKER: I do not see where the
question of priv-ilege arises in this case, simply
because an answer given by a Minister to it
question put to him is not, in the opinion of
some members, satisfactory.

MR. LEAKS: Is it not borderin upon it
breach of privilege when we find a inember of
this House. during the sitting, of the House,
announcing publicly-before this Houses is
told anything at all about it-that the 0o-
vernment propose, among other matters, to
undertake important public works, and also
to bring in a Bill for the re-distribution of
seats, and amending the Constitution? Those
statements are made publicly, by a private
member, while this House is left in entire
ignorance as to the intentions of the Govern-
ment in these matters. I submit, if it is not
an actual breach of privilege, ii. is at any rate
a qualified breech of privilege.

IHE SPEAKERS: Does the lion,. membler
meanethat the member for West Kimberley hats
been guilty of a breach of privi ege in making
these statements P

MR. LEAKE: Yes, Sir.
THE SPEAKER: I do not think that

amounts to a breach of privilege.
TnE PaREMIE: What were the statements?

MR. LEAKE: Oh, you know very well what
they were. One was that you wore going to
introduce a Bill for the extension of the rail-
way from Coolgardie to Kalgoorlie.

THE PEEmIsm: We have done that.
Me. LEAKE; No~you haven't; you moved

for leave to introduce a Bill to authorise you
to commence a survey of the line. However,
I think I have said sufficient now to let the
hon. gentleman know exactly what I mecan,
And what I require, and what I believe other
bon. mem~bers require. Of course, if the hon.
gentleman will not answer at challenge that
has been most emphatically and pointedly
thrown out to him, and say whether or not the
hon. member for West Kimberley made those
statements with the Sanction and knowledge
of the Premier himself, then my duty is done,
sad the hon. gentlenas must accept the
responsibility of the position.
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Ma. MORAN ;I rise to second the motion
for adjournment. I wish to explain that in
asking the question I did this afternoon, Idid
so because it appeared to me-putting aside
the question of my own positLion as the repre-
sentative o the dbitriet most deeply con-
cerned-I did so bjcause it appeared to me
that the hon. member for West Kimberley, in
making the statements attributed to him,
had been guilty of sinaething which, if not a
breach of privilege, was not in accordance
with Parliamentary etiquette. I should be
very sorry myself to go to another member's
electorate, and publicly divulge--I cannot callI
it anything else - the intention of the
Government with regard to matters of great
importance to the electorate, matters which
the member for the district had been fighting
for mlost strenuously, aS I have done, in the
case of the measures referred to in these
statements. Surely if any private member
was entitled to receive, this information from
the Government, I ought to have received it,
as the member for the district, if the Govern-
ment had any intention of carrying out these
proposals. I feel that an injury has been done
to me in this instance, because, while attend-
ing to the wanits of my constituents, I
have always given the Government a
very fair share of support; and, if the
Premier hadI any comnnunication to mnake
as to the intentions of the Government in
these matters, I think it should have been
made to mec first, as the representative of the
district. Beyond that, according to mly know-
ledge of Parliamentary procedue-l imited as
perhaps thutt knowledge may be-I consider it
was a breach of privilege on the part of the
Government to have communicated their in-
teet~ions to the hon. member for West
Kiumberley, hefore giving this House any
information on the subject. The telegrnams
containing these statements are very explicit.
When they first appearod as having been.
made at Coolgardie, I did not tuke any action
in the matter, but, when they were repeated at
Kalgoorlie, I thought it was time some action
should be taken to bring the matter under the
notice of the Government, ad of this Rouse.
I find from the published telegrams that, at a.
public dinner tendered by the Mayor of Kal-
goorlie to two distinguished visitors to the
fields, the hon. member for West Kimberley
who was also present, stated publicly
that " the Government had decided to
call tenders for the extens-ion of the

railway to NKalgoorlie "-which was the first

intiniation this House ever received on the sub-
ject-and that "1tme tenders would be accepted
onl the completion of the (Joolgardie line."; Ie
alsqo stated that ' ia July next increased
representation would be given to the fields."
No intimation of the kind has ever been made
to this House, yet the hon. member, apparently
on the author-ty of the Government, is allowed
to make these important statements Ibefore
Parliament is made aware of there being any
intention oil the part of the Governmnent to
take action in any of these directions. Ufsuchi
is the intention of theo Government-and I
hope it is-there is a proper,and constitutional,
anld Parliamentary way of making these an-
nouncements, and a p oper place for making
them, and that is in this House. Instead of
that, the information first comes through a.
private member, at a publie dinner, in another
man's electorate.

MR. Sins-soN : Just like the Forrest
Government.

Mn, MORAN: 'The hon. member for
West Kimberley is also credilted with having
mnade this statement, that " orders had been
issued for boring 3,OQ0ft. in search of artesian
water." Information as to the intention of
the Government in this matter was asked for
by myself at the beginning of this session, but
I could get no intormation on the subject,
though representing the district concerned. I
say again, I consider that there has been a
breach of privilege committed, or certainly a
breach of Parliamentary etiquette, when the
Government give this information tot the hon.
member for West Kimcberley, and withholds it
from the House.

THE PREMIEa (Ho0n. Sir .3. Forrest) i They
have net done anything of the kind.

Ma. WMAN: Th±n why did you noot say
so, in answer to my question ? Why d'd you
not disclaim having authorised. such state-
ments to bie made?' I thought at the time
they were only blurted out, in his usual
blustering style, by the hon. member for
West Kim berley, who says things under the
influence of a banet that had better remadin
unsaid.

TiE Pasursa: Wait until he returns.
Don't atta=c hira behind his back. Attack
him when he is here to defend himself.

MR. MORAN: I am not attacking anyone;
hut I think som-) notice should be taken of
such statements, $--cause, coming from the
source they do, they are fully credited on the

[ASSEMBLY.] Question of Privilege.
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fields, and they may have the effect of largely
influencing mining and other transactions;
and speculations may be quickened and hopes
raised which, if such statements are without
foundation, moay result in serious disappoint
men t. It is well-known that the lion. mnember
for West Ki mberley is in close relation with the
Government, and one of their strongest sup-
porters; and people naturally look upon these
statements as bearing the sanction and author-
ity of the Government. If they were not
authorised, they had no business to have been
made; and, if they were authorised, they
ought to have been made through another
channel. I hope the Government will com-
pletely disclaim RU responsibility in respect
of the action of the hon. member in this
matter, and let the blame rest where it is.
The informnation, if true, is very welcome, but
it should have come through the Government
to this Rouse, and not have been given to a
private member, to be announced at a public
banquet, in another member's constituency.
That is what [ complain of.

THE PREMIERt (Hon. Sir .1, Forrest):
Really it seems to me that a great deal of tus
is being made about a very little matter.
What does it amount to, after all ? It ap-
pears that a member of this "House goes up to
an important goldiel ds constituency, and is
there entertained at at banquet, and he hap-
pens to make some statements which no doubt
appealed to the sympathies of the assembled
company,arid those after-dinner statements
are wired to the newspapers down hero, and
accepted word for word in the shape they are
published. This seems to make the hon. in-
ber for the district aggrieved. His grievance
seems to be that he wee not the mnember who
made these statements, instead of the hon.
member for West Kimberley. [MR. MORAN'

Not at all.] I Can Only Say, with regard to
the extension of the railway from Coolgardie
to Kalgoorlie, that the Government only ar-

rived at a decision on that subject on Tuesday
morning last, and, that same afternoon, I an-
nounced itin this House,whcn I asked forleave
to bring in a Bill to enable us to undertake
the survey of the line. I need not say that it
has been almost an open secret with everyone
in this House that this railway would have to
be carried on to Kalgoorlie. This is a mnatter
that everyone has talked about, and everyone
has admitted; and, two days ago, the Gov-
ernment came to the conclusion that the work
would have to be done. It had been contem-

plated for some time pass', but it was only the
day before yesterday that a definite decision
was arrived at by the Ministry. I cannot say
what actuated the mineaer for West Kimibarley
in making the statement attributed to himi,
but the proiability is that it was not mnade iii

the definite form in which it appcars in
the newspaper report. With regard t,.
amending the Constitution Act ani the!
redistribution of boats, the G.overnmnent have
not yet themselves decidled upon what they
propose doing in tbat direction, andi certainly
havt, uot yet eoiuniunicmited anything on the
subjet to the hon. iiielnber for West
Krrnbm lay.

Ma. MORAN : He said it would be done in
July nest.

'fun PREMIER (Hlon. Sir J. Forrest) : AUi
I can say is, he had no authority for say-
ing 50.

Mn. LEASE: That is all we wanted to know.
'TaE PREM IER (Hen. Sir J. -Forrest):

With regard to the statement about baring
for water, I know nothing abount it. We know

Ithat tenders were called some time ago for
3,0001 t. of artesian boring, bitt nio tenders
were reeived, and I ami not awaire what niy
hon. friend the Director of Vublic Works has
been doing in the muatter since. No doubt he
proposes to deal with it on somnewhat different
lines. That is really all I can tell lion. m~em-
bers with regard to these statements aLttributed
to the hen. member for West Kim berley, t
think a lit tle more lIam been nude of the whole
Matter thani there was1 anly necessity for. I
must, however, express my regret to the lien.
member for Yilgarn that in reading his ques-

Itions I did not do so as careCfully as8 1 onght,
and [ did not notice his second qttestion, ior I
should have answered it as fully and frankly

*as 1 have done now.

Mu. LEAKE: As the bon. gentleman has
given us all the inlormiation I -qnirr-d. I b4eg

*to withdraw the motion fur thun adjeuuriwtut
*of the House.

Atotion, by leave, wit lidmrwn.

LOAN ACT, 1894, AMIENDMIENT B3ILL.
introduced by Sir John Forrest, and read a

first time.

SALE OF GCODS BILL.

fIend a third time, and transmitted to the
Legislative Council.

(5 SEPTZNBETI, 189.1.]Questioll of Priutlege.
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CR1OWN SUITS BILL.
On the Order of the Day for the cousidera-

tion of the Committee's Report upon this Bill,
ad the amnendmnents made in the Bill having

been agreed to-
Tat Arl&RVIN-GENERAL (H1on. S.

Burt), in accordance with notice, moved that
the following new clause be added to the
Bill -- If the petitioner in any suit is an
uncertificatod bankrupt, or has within twelve
muonths prior to the commencement of the
suit liquidated or compounded with his credi-
tors, or is a person without fixed domicile in
the colony, or is without visible means. of pay-
ing the costs of the suit if ntusuccessftil, a law
officer may, upon affidavit setting forth the
fact, apply to the Court or a Judge thereof in
Chambers for an order that nil proceedings
in the eni'. be stayed until security for costs
of tie suit be given to the satisfaction of the
Master of the Snpreme Court. And thereupon
the Court or Judge shalt order that all fur-
ther proceedings in the action be stayed until
such security for costs be given." TIhe hon.
and learned gentleman said that a similar
clause existed in the Newspaper Libel Act,
requiring the plaintiff, in certain cases, to
give security for costs;, and he thought it was
only fair that the same provision should be
made in this Bill, seeing that they bad so
largely extended the remedies of the subject
in affording him facilities for bringing actions
against the Crown.

Cluse put and passed, and committee's
report adopted.

REMOVAL OF RAILWAY WORKSHOPS.

Debate resumed, on the motion of' Tat:
Cosnrissre~zs 01' REAILWAYS - " That in
the opinion of thi4 Rouse, the Railway
Workshops should be removed from Fremantle
to a site near the Midland Juaiction." Also
upon the'amendment of Mr. LEAKE "That all
the words after the word 'Hfouse,' in the
original motion, he struck Out, and that the
following words be inserted in lieu thereof:-
"the action of the Government in connectien
with the removal of the Railway Workshops
is unsatisfactory."

Ma. CONINOR: Before making the few
remarks I have to offer on this question, I
want to know, Sir, whether I shall be in order
in referring to the original motion, or whether
I am bound to speak only to the amend-
ment.

THE SPESAKER; The hou. member cannot

very well avoid referring to the originI
question.

51a.- CONNOR: It strikes me, when we
have got so far as we have in this debate, that
some hon. members in this House are in an
incongruous position in regard to the main
question, inasmuch as I do net understand
them. 1I he original question was at motion by
the Commissioner of Railways affirming tha
the Railway Workshops shoul be removed
fioni Fremantle to the Midland Junction.
That wasi the question we intended to debate,
and I believe a majority of members are
opposed to that motion, as!I am. But now we
have. a different phase put on the debate,
inasmuch as we are not asked, in the am end-
in eat, to step the removal of the Workshops
to the Midland Junction, but we are asked to
removo the pL-esent Government from power.

TktE SPEAKER: I may say that, when I
stated the hon. member could net well aveid
referring to the original question, in discus-
sing this amendment, I did not mean that he
might address himself to the original ques-
tion entirely, lie must not do that. We aire
now dealing with the amendment.

MR. CONNOR: I suppose I am not out- of
order in aking a omrparison between the
original mnotion and the amendment. I do
not think this amendment, as explained in
the words of the mover, will meet with the
support of this House. I hope it will not.
When I first took an active part in connection
with the Workshops question, T stated thtt
if it ever came before Parliament, and if I
ha the honor of a seat in it, I should oppose
the Government on the question of removal,
no matter what Government might thou be
in power, and should do all I could to pre-
vent the removal of these Workshops fromn
Fremantle. I amn here now to carry out all 1
said then, buttI ate not here to carry out or
support this amendment, nor to support any
proposal of this nature that would not be in
opposition to the removal of these Workshops.
I sun not here to help by that means, without
ainy quid pro quo to the supporters of the
Fremantle site, in ousting the Governmen t on
such A question as this. I pointedly asked
the he-n, member who proposed this amend-
meat whether, given that his amendment
was put and he was beaten on it, he would
then support those mnembers who wore en-
deavoring to retain the Worl-shops at P'ro-
mantle. To that, he would not say that he
would do so. I say that makes it plain that

RaiZzvay Workshops,[ASSEMBLY-1
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this amendment is not for the purpose of
helping the Fremantle members, but is merely
a political dodge to get a want of confidence
motion passed against the Government, and
on that ground I shall not support the
amendment. When the question comes up in
a, clear and definite form, as to whether or not
the Workshops shall be removed from Fre-
mantle to the Midland Junction, I shall then
vote against the Govern meet, no matter what
the effect of that vote may be upon their
position in this House. I amn told there will
probably be another amendment moved,
which will give we an opportunity to state
my reasons for voting that the Workshops
should remain where they are.

TE SPEAKER: The hon. member can
speak on the original question when the
amendment is disposed of. He has not spoken
to that question yet.

THE ATTORNEY - GENERAL (Rlon. S.
Burt): I should like the House to consider,
for a moment, what it is we have before us.
&. motion has been moved, and a amndment
to it has been mnoved; and I want to confine
my remarks strictly to the amendment, and
not deal at all with the main question, at this
stage. An amendment has becn moved
which, if ever there was a red herring drawn
across a trail, is a thing of that sort. I feel
very much for members who are representing
the interests of Fremantle on this occasion,
because they cannot but have 50100 reasonable
doubt as to what course they should take
with regard to this amendment, and my
desire is to attempt, at any rate, to show these
hen. members exactly the meaning of the
proposal which has come from the Leader of
the Opposition eide of the House. The main
question was that this Rouse is of opinion
that the Railway Workshops should he
removed from Fremantle to a site near the
Midland Junction. It is now proposed, in the
amendment, to strike out all the words after
the word " House," and to insert these
words- the action of the Government is un-
satisfactory. " TIherefore, if the amendment
be carried, the resolution of this House will
affirm simply that this House is of opinion
that the action of the Government is Uusatis-

factory, 'That would be a resolution in a
skeleton form, having no substance nor mean-
inag. For, what action is it that would be
unsatisfactory? Not any action in regard to
the Workshops, nor in regard to any other
thing under the sun ; but all that will

remain, as the resolution of this House,
will be that the action of the Govern-
ment is unSAtist!etory. When, in future
years, any one wants tv know what took place,

that resolution willI appear in Mansard, and in
the minutes of our Votes and Proceedings, as
a bare statement, unsupported by a. single
word about Workshops or about Fremant~e.
The bare resolution will be recorded without
a single syllable to indicate what is the action
that is referred to thus vaguely.

Ma. LEAKS: You have not read the amend-
went,

THE ATTORNEY - GENERAL (Hon. S.
Burt) -. What I am speaking from now is my
recollection of the words proposed in the
amendment last evening, and I took a note of
them. What the hen. member proposed in
his amendment was to insert the words affirm-
ing simply that "1the action of the Govern-
ment is unsatisfactory." On referring to the
amendment as it is printed in the " Votes and
Proceedings," I admit at once that I was in
error on that point, for I now find the neces-
sary expLanatory words are in the amend-
ment. The argument I have been using will
not avail, but I hare got plenty more. -That
was only a preliminary point, and r ama glad
to find there is not so inuch senility in the
amendment as I had thought. In what
words did the mover of the amendment
support it, in his remarks last evening? Not
a single word--good, bad, or indiffret-was
used by him in support of the Fremnantle view
of this question. Not one word did he say that
would support any view whatever that may
he taken in the interest of Fremantle. It is
notorious that the hon. member who leads the
Opposition side of the House. and those who
are now acting with him, are just as much
opposed to the Workshops remaining at Fre-
mantle as the Governmentare. [Up. SIUrroN '

How do you know ?J Well, I judge
hon. members by what they do, and
we know that, test year, the hon. member.
for Albany moved a resolution on this
question to the same effect as the
original motion now before the Rloue; and,
although [ am prepared for a great deal that
comies from the other side, I am not prepared
for their turning head-over-heels on this sub-
ject, and without any reason given us for
doing so- It will be recollected that when this
matter was before the House during the last
session, the hon. member for Albany moved a
motion affirming that the Railway Workshop
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should be removed to a site near the Midland
Junction; and to that an amendment was
moved by the member for West Perth, fr leav-
ing out the words "a site near the Midland
Junction," in order to insert the words "a
more advantageous site." Those who sup-
ported that anmendmnt desired to leave the
question of the site open. B~uttlhe hon. mem-
ber for Albany, in votingagainst that amend-
ment, voted that the WVorkshops should be
removed from Fremantle. If that were not
so, he would have been content to vote that
the Workshops should be removed to a more
advantageous site; whereas he voted for his
original motion, affirming that they should be
removed from Frmnantle to a site near thle
Midland Junction. What is his course now?
Not having the courage of his opinion, but
desiring now not to oppose the friends of
Fremantle, bat to take the credit of saying,
"I never voted with the Government to
remove the Workshops from Fremiantle," lie
shifts his ground, in order to take that credit,
and inbycivs this amendment affirming that the
action of the Government is unsatisfactory.
And on what ground has he, on this occasion,
asked those hot. members who have the
interests of Fremantle at heart to vote with
him for affirming that the action of the
Government is unsatisfactoryP Remember,
ho does not ask them to vote that the removal
of the Workshops from Fremantle is unsatis-
factory. He asks them to vote that the action
of the Government on this question is unsatis-
factory. Consider, for a moment, the action
of the hon. member on this question. He
complained, in his speech, that this matter
had not been dealt with by the Government
at an earlier period--last session, if not before
-yet, at the same time, he charged the
Government with having decided on the ques-
tion very shortly after they received Mr.
Allison Smith's report, and he argued that the
Government should leave brought the question
forward, at the latest, when the, Commission
which enquired into the matter presented its
report, and, by a majority, recommended that
the Workshops should be removed to the
Midland Junction. The hoe. rnember'u one
contention was that the Government had been
guilty of delay and negligence in this matter,
and that they should have brought for-ward
long ago the proposition they have now sub-
mitted, and which is practically the same as
the one he moved last session. TIherefore, he
is now asking the members jor Frenmantle

sad their supporters to vote against the
Government, because the Government heave
allowed to Fremantle, and its members and
friends, ample time to formulate their replies
to the arguments that have been stated in
Eaver of this removal. Therefore, because
the Government have acted fairly and well
to the people of Fremnantle, and given them
every opportunity to employ their professional
advisors, and to look for, and survey local
sites which they may consider suitable, and
also invite Ministers and members of this
House to go down and inspect sites-because
the Government haveacted towards Fremantle
in this considerate manner, the hon. meimber
for Albany now asks the members represent-
ing Fremantle to condemn the Government
by saying their action is unsatisfactory-to
condemn them for having afforded to the
people of Fremantle, and to their representa-
tives, time and opportunity for endeavoring
to point out, if they could, some other spot in,
or near Fremantle that is available for these
Workshops. I cannot believe that any member
representing Fremantle, or any other member
whose main interests are identified with Fre-
mantle, can be found here to-day to vote for
affirming that the action of the Government
in connection with this matter is unsatisfac-
tory, when, in fact, the action of the
Government has been altogether to the
benefit and advantage of Fremuantle.
Arnd, Sir, I should very munch like to ask the
hon. member for Fren...antie what his view on
this subject is. Does he also mea to con-
demin the Government, because they did not
take action to bring this question before the
Ifouse for its consideration two years or so
ago ? Is it not a fact thatt the result of the
action of the Government has been to give
Fremantle all the benefit of having these
Workshops for two years longer than they
would have hadl if the question had been forced
on ? In this matter the Government did not
wish to be hard tin anyone. Whatt we
practically said to the people of Fremantle as
that they should bring forward all the sites
they could get, and we would have them
examined. We said, let them get their site at
Rocky Bay, or at Richmond, or elsewhere, and
we will examine them, so that we will be able
to come to an honest conclusion on this point.
Is the hon. gentleman going to join in the
condlemnuation of the Government for giving
the people of his constituency greater time in
which to prepare any facts to lay before the
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Government? it appears to me that if a man
were to come to any hon. member, and tell him
hoe was going to cut that bion, ineniher's throat,
but that thes operation was postponed for
two year,;, the hors. member would be hardly
likely to complain of the two years extra life
he enjoyed. Would he not any, the matter is
bad enough to deal With now, without condemn-
ing anyone for the two years of grace that had
been granted? Can the mnember for Pre-
mantle possibly join in the complaint, that
what we propose to do now should have been
done two years3 ago,-for that is redlly what
the resolution of the hon. member for Albany
asks the hon, member for Fremnantle to do;
and the only reason why he thinks that hon.
members should support him is because the
Government did not do, two years ago, what
the hon. members for Fremantle are fighting
against this evening. The resolution
of the hon. member for Albany is
monstrous and absurd, and a most deliberate
attempt to draw a red herring across the trail,
with a vie-w of confusing members, nd in-
ducing them to believe that they are going to
deal with some altogether different issue to
the real one. This is no vote of want of
confidence, for the reason that we won't take
it as sunch. ihe Government would never
dream of accepting such a mongrel resolution,
as this is, as a vote of want of confidence.
The Government, I can tel the hon. member,
is not going to he drawn out in this way. If
he wants a real veo of Want of confidence let
it be brought forward properly and
straightftorwardly. so that members may vote
as their opinions and consciences tell them is
best. If this is what the hon. member wants,
then I say, let him move it, and not move a
meainiuagless resolutioa that the action of the
Government is unsatisfactory,. merely so that
it may lie interposed at this stage of the
discussion, in order to draw members away
from the real issue. Let us have a vote taken
honestly on the real issue. t have nothing
more to say with regard to this mongrel
resolution, but I think it should speedily be
got rid of, so that We may proceed to deal with
the mnain question. I do wish to eimphasise,
however, that the point that comes up here
is the position that the hon. members for
Fremantle and their friends should say that
the Government in giving them ample time to
consider this question during the last two
years, have done wrong, and that we ought to
have taken steps for the removal of these

Workshops two yearsa ago. I think the bon.
members for Fremantle will recognise that it
is sufficiently serious to deal with the question
now that it is brought forward in 1895, and
that they have no desire whatever to blame
the Government for not bringing it forward
long ago. I am sure they will have no
hesitation in rejecting this amendment. The
object of it is seen through, and I am sure
the purpose the hon. member has in bringing
it forward will be easily recognised by those
-who may feel it their duty, unfortunately, to
vote against the Governsuent on th is question.

MR. WOOD: I very much regret, Sir, that
the hon. member for Albany has thought fit to
bring forward the amendment he tabled last
night, and I do so because it forces us right
away from the matter at issue, and raises
points quite foreign to that under discussion,
I would like to ask the hon. member two ques-
tions : 'irstly, I would like to know, if the
amendment is carried will it settle this Work-
shops difficulty and settle it once and for all
or is the object of the amendment merely to
forward some idea of the hon. member bin,-
self, that he 'nay thus be able to get members
on this side of the House to vote against the
Government? Is the hon. member anxious to
assist us on this question, er has he only
brought itlforward as a. convenient means for
preventing the necessity of his voting on the
subject? I would like him to say yes, or no,
to these questions. The only conclusion I can
come to is that he is endeavoring to relieve

himself of the necessity for voting on the main
question at all.

MR. LnssK: Oh, I amu going to vote.

MR. WOOD-. You are certainly not going to
vote for the retention of these Workshops at
Fremnsel, and on the other hand I am equally
positive you do not desire to vote on the same
side as the Government. The amendmnent is
one intended to get some of us into a hole. I
za assuro the hon. member that I am not

Igoing to be let into any trap either by him or
anyone else. When the question comes up
in proper form I will consider it my duty to
vote against the Government, be the conse-
quences what they ay. I am not however,
going to be let into any hole or trap. It is
not necessary to say more at this

1moment, but, when the motion comes
up in the ordinary way, r shall endeavor to
m sake my position clear. Ishallcertainly vote
against the amendment of the ho.n member
for Albany.
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Mn. CLJARKSON: I believe the hon. member
for Albany regrets that he ever moved this
amendment, and the reason for my belief is
that I feel quite confident, be, like all other
sensible men in this House, will vote for the
original motion, affirming that a better place
for the Workshops than the present site should
be obtained. I cannot imagine what ever
induced him to bring it forward, unlesst it wait
with the hope of having a slap at the Glovern-
ment. I say, Iant sure he is very sorry now
that he ever moved it. Instead of an amend-
went condemning the Goverminentfor dealing
with this matter, they ought to be commended
for the fair consideration they have given to
what have been described as vested interests,
and in giving the hon. members for Fremnantle
an opportunity of scuring some mole sui table
site than the present. In this I iunderstand
they have failed. I do not propose to speak
on the original motion at present an~d shall
certainly vote against the amendment of the
hon. member for Albany.

MR. GEORGE: IfI, in the amendment, the
bon. member for Albany, in condemninug the
action of the Ministry, had used words affirm-
ing that the action of the Government in
regard to this Workshops question had been
unsattisfactory-instead of saying that the
action of the Government is unsatisfactory-I
should have felt inclined to support it. I do
not think the action of the Government in the
past has been satisfactory, but that does not
necessarily apply to their present action ; and
I aut going to give my reasons for this.

MR. CLAnRSON: Don't take a long time
about it then.

Ma. GEORGE: Hon. members may inter-
rupt mae, but I know what I have to say and I
am going toayit. As Ihave already said, if
the words " have been " were in place of "is,"
I would have voted for thearuendmnent, because
I consider the action, or rather the inaction, of
the Government during the last two or three
years on this subject has been far fromn satis-
factary. It may have been brought about by
considerations for the feelings of the people of
Fremantle, and by the fact that the Govern-
ment did not rant toaiienate theirFremantlo
supporters. I prefer, however, to look, upon
the matter ats a practical one, and from a busi-
ness point of view; and, looking at it from that
standpoint, I say this matter should have
been settled long ago. I amt therefore not pre.
pored to vote for this amendment, which says
that the present (not the past) action of

the Government is unsatsfactory. If there is
a necessity to bring forward a want of confi-
dence motion, let it be brought forward on a
question where solme great and important
principle is at issue; but, to bring such a
resolution as this forward, dealing with a
practical question of this kind, is a proceeding
I do not understand, nor am I prepared to
support it. I earnestly and distinctly depre-
cate this amendment. In mty opinion this
question of the Workshops is not a question
which would be helped in any way whatever
by turning a Government out or keeping a
Government in. Of course the amendment
may be regarded as a smart bit of political
tactics, but I know very little about such
tactics myself. I think, nel have already said
that the question is one of business only.
and I do not see how we, as practical men,
would advance the settlement of the question
by supporting such an amendment.

Ma. SOLOMON: If I thought for one
moment that the hon. member for Albany
honestly brought this matter forward with a
view of assisting the Fremantle people to
retain their Workshops, I would not hesitate
which way I would vote; but, having in view
some previous expressions of opinion from the
hon. momnber, and from the fact that he has
not said he would support us in the fight
against the removal of the Workshops from a
site at Fremantle, I we afraid he only wants
to make a tool of us, and use us towards
carrying out some other object he is anxious to
attain. In this matter I can say that I am
quite prepared to vote for the lion, member's
amendment, if he will give us his assurance
that he will assist us, and give uts all the help
he can if his amendment is carried, or, in the
event of this not being the case, that he will
still assist us and vote for the retention of the
Workshops at Fremantle. I put the offer
plainly to him now, before the voting comes
on, and I hope he will take up the suggestion,
and accept the challenge which I now make.

Bla. R. F. SHOLL; I may say at once that I
agree with the wording of the amendment,
and would, if supporting it, rather vote for the
wording remaining sis it is at present. The
action of the government on this question has
not been in the past, nor is it now, satisfactory
Why did they not have the courage of their
opinion. and have these Workshops removed
before now ? They have no right to throw their
dirty work on to our shoulders, They have no
right to shirk their own duties, and to ask this
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House to act as a buffer between them and the
Fremantle people. The question is one they
should have settled long ago. Why should
they ask this Hiouse to settle the question
when it was their duty to deal with it them-
selves? The question was practically settled
and the hands of the Government strengthen -
ed by the action of this Rouse last session, if
they bad only had had the determination and
backbone to carry it through. The Govern-
ment really ought to have ashown a little back-
bone and settle the matter. f4 has been hanging
about us, like an incubus, for years past. The
Government, apparently, did not like to deal
with the question as soon as a little clamor
was raised against them in Freumantle and a
deputation came up to the Premier, and special
trains were engaged to bring up an imposing
contingent of Fremantle people to protest
against the removal of these shops.

MSe. MARsIrol: We brought them up too.
Ma, [K. F. SEOLL Yes, you brought them

uip, right enough, and the Premier would not
receive them. The Government being fortified
by the advice of their professional advisers,
should have followed it, without taking the
course of bringing a resolution before the Rouse
again this sedsion, and adopting this policy of
shilly-shallying. I cannot support the amend-
ment, for the reason that it would further
delay the settlement of this question, ad I
certainly intend to vote for the removal of the
Workshops.

Mia. MARMlON: Before the question is put
I should lkq to say a word. The hon. mets-
hers for Fremnantle have been charged with
a want of good taste, and good service, and
a lack of discrimination and j udgmnent in this
matter; but I think they might fairly have
been trusted to exercise all the good taste and
sound judgment it is proper they should exer-
cise on this, as on all other occasions. So far
as I myself, am concerned, I should consider
myself perfectly justified in voting with the
hon. member for Albany in this matter when
he afliruis that the action of the Government
is unsatisfactory. The present action of the
Government is thoroughly unsatisfactory to
me, and there would be no doubt about the
fact that I should be justified in voting for
the amendment if the question of what the
motives of the hon. msember for Albany are
in the matter, did not arise. [ feel that the
hon. member is not bringing the matter f or-
ward with the same object as the one I have
in view. If I thought he did, I would vote

for the amendment; but it is not so. The
hon. member has not told us th at he is anxious
to support us by voting against the original
motion ; and, while he has not said he would
not do so, he must be judged from the remarks
he has made; and, from them I should say he
proposes to vote with the Government for the
removal of these Wrorkshops. from Fremantle.
That being the case, I think Tam rather too
old a hand to allow myself to be placed in a
dilemmap, such as the hen. member is endeavor-
ing to lead the members for FremaLntle into.
As I have already said, I should consider my-
self justified, in the interests of my constita.
eats, in taking advantage of every Parlia-
mentary method of preventing the removal of
these shops from that town, or the vicinity of
that town. I would even vote for the amend-
ment proposed by thehbon. member for Albany,
if I were only satisfied that his amendment is
designed to support the claims of F'remnantle;
but, insmuch as I am not so satisfied, it is not
amy intention to support the amendment.

X.a. SIMt'SON: Sir, I1 am of opinion that
every hon. member who opposesB the removal
of these Workshops should vo te for the amend-
ment, because the action of the Government
on this question has been aptly described by
the hen. member for the Onsceyne, as a policy
of 11shilly-sh allying." I do not think there is
a doubt in the wind of any member of this
House that the Government purchased this
land years ago, at the Midland Junction, in
order to place the Workshops there, and that
they would have doeo so surreptitiously had
it not been for the presence in the Cabinet
of the hon. member for Fremnantle. If£ that
gentleman can find any reason for supporting
the Government after the manner in which
they have dealt with the matter of these
Workshops, it occurs to me that the hon. mom-
bev's strong protestations to the electors of
his constituency partake very largely of the
nature of stage thunder. I am thoroughly
inclined to think, judging from what has f allen
from some bon. members, that some grounds
may exist for the suggestion that the places
of some of the crew of the ship in this
instance are occupied by rats. The Attorney-
General, to my mind, when he was put up as
a special pleader on behalf of the Govern-
ment, gave at very apt illustration of the fate
of Fremnantle at the hands of the Govern-
ment en this Workshps question, when he said
that a man who was destined to have his
throat cut should be very grateful to the man
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who was going to cut it if he were given two
years' grace. The Attorney-General, then,
an only refer to the removal of the Work-
shops as an act which may be aptly chart"-
tenised as cuttin, the throat of Fremantle.
That is the exact parallel to be drawn from
the hon. and loarned member's words. After
having listened very attentively t o the
speeches of hon. members on the subject
before the House, it came as a great sur-
prise to me to hear a man of the character of
the Premier claim that the fulles opportunity
had been given at all times to the people of
Frenmantle to make out a good case for the
non-removal of the Workshops. Why, I aml
remember the time when the hon. gentleman
would not receive a deputation which desired
to protest against the moving of these shops.
As far as I can gather from the tone of the
lion, member for Fremantle, he would rather
keep the Government in and lose the shops
than turn the Government out and keep the
shops. That is the position of the hon.
member for Fremantle. As thle hon. member
is never tired of impressing upon his hearers
that he has had 25 years' Parliamentary ex-
perience. turely he ought to know that the
question on which the House will divide will
be"1 that the words proposed to be struck out
do stand part of the question," and by
standing part of the question it will mean
that the Workshops shall be removed to the
Midland Junction. Hence those who vote
against the amendment of the hon. member
for Albany, will be voting for the removal of
the shops to Guildford.

Tan Pannane I do not think that the hon.
member is giving a correct ruling.

MRt. SIMPSON: I have never had the op-
portunity of giving a ruling in this House
yet. I will go a little further in connection
with thin matter. Not only was an arrange-
ment to purchase the proposed new site of the
Workshops entered into without the matter
being made public, but an unauthorised ex-
penditure has been devoted to providing an
artesian water supply upon the spot. I say
that the Government surreptitiously pur-
cased the land at the Junction, that they
clandestinely determined to move the shops,
and that they entered into an unauthorised
expenditure in order to educate the public to
regard the Midland Junction as the future site
of the shops.

Tar Pnssnsta (Hon. Sir 3. Forrest): I say
that that is untrue.

MR. SIMPSON: The Premier says that the
three statements I have mnade are distinctly
untrue. The hon. gentleman is as vulgarly
abusive as hie was on a former occasion,
when ho called a member of this Houste-a
young WVest Australian of whom we are all
proud-an "upstart ;" which was followed
by a surreptitious apology on his part ;and as
he was when hoe called the lion, member
for Albany a -"renegade "-for which he
has not apologised. Thle vocabulary of the
hon. member for Danbury (the Prentie)
largely consists of abuse. When it is not
abuse it is vulgarly rude, and when it is
Dot vulgarly rude it descends to Billings-
gate. 'Tbat is what I tell the bon. gentleman.
I say that the purchase of that land was sur-
reptitious, the determnination to move the
shops was clandestine, and the money spent
upon the landwasanuuatuthorisedexlienditure.
Now if the hion. gentleman says that those
statements arc untrue he will have an oppor-
tunity of refuting thenm.

hMR H-OOEY: I think the Government is
deserving of commendation for having secured
at a reasonable price the piece of land referred
to, as a suitable site for Railway Workshops,
a soon as it became evident that the shops
would have to be removed, because they had
outgrown the accommodation at Fremantle.
Had the Government delayed taking the
purchase until the House had decided to make
the change of sites, I am sute that instead of
being able to buy the land at.£10 per a'cre,

which is what the Government gave, the
Iprime asked to-day would certainly be £100
Iper acre, and probably £200 per acre,

Mn. MORAN: It seems to me that the
action of the Government in regard to this
Workshops question has been tusatisfactory.

IWhen it was contemplated to remove the
shops the issue should have been submitted
to the decision of the House upon a direct
motion, instead of the Guildford I-and being
bought and improved in readiness for the
shopu before the sanction of the House had
been obtained. 'lhe hon. member for Fre-
mantle has been charged this evening by the
hon. member for Gc'raldton with belonging to
a species of animal called a rat.

MR. Smorsow: Permit me to say that I
should be sorry to allow it to go forth for a
moment that I had ever used such an ungentle-
manly word in connection with the hon.
member for Fremantle. If my suggestion

iconvoys such an idea T certainly withdraw it,
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so far as the bon. member (or F±remantle is
concerned.

Ida. MORA&N. The bon. member for Fre-
mantle is quite prepared not only to vote
for any resolution that will keep the
shops at Fremantle, but even go so
far as to vote for turning the Govern-
ment oat, if occasion should require it;
and, so far as I know. I shonld be quite pre-
pared to follow his lead. This Workshops
question is a sufficiently important question. to
turn the Government out upon. The erection
of Workshops at Ipswich, in Queensland, sown
distance from the seaboard, has been cited as
one of time precedents for the establishing of
our Workshops at Guildford, a long distance
front the port. But the example cited rather
tells the other way, for when the Ipswich
shops ware built the railway started frtom
Ipswich, and the Brisbane River wee navigable
right up to the Workshops.

.THE SPEAKER.L I mjust remind the hon.
inemuber that the question he is discussing bits
nothing to do with the amnendmient under
discussion.

Mfa. MORAN: Sir. I have an amendmnent
to move, which will give bon. members an
opportunity of deciding whether the salutary
rule of keeping the Railway Workshops at the
seaboard is to bp departed froni. This rule
has been adhered to in several of the Austra-
lian coloniesB, whose c~ases are eases in point,
because they have, like ourselves, to iniport
their raw upaterial. It is no use quoting
English examples, for we nll know that
England produces her own raw material for
her Workshops' use. Hence the railway com-
panies inu the Homen country always build their
Shops in the centre of an .iron or coal
field, to save freight upon those stores. What
I wish to propose is an amendmwent on the
amendment moved by the hon. memrber for
Albany as follows :-to add after the word
'unsatisfactory" the following words-" and
that the site of the Workshops should be re-
muoved from their present site to that site
proposed at Richmond. or to somne other
more convenient and suitable site in or near
'Fremantle."' In proposing this amendment
Ilam acting in sympathy with thme boa. mem-
bers for Freniantle, because I amt convinced,
on looking at the question in an ttubiased
manner, that there is not one instance in all
the Australian colonies that will justify
thZ Government in removing the Work-
shops inland to the Midland Junction.

Ipswich, at which the Queensland Workshops
are =lcted, is the port of landing, and is
the centre of the coalfields of the colony, and,
that being so, it is the most suitable locatio-n
for the Workshops.

TaE ATToBLNEv-G ENERAL ,The hon. member
is again out of order.

'Af. MORAN: Well, then, you can call me
to order, in the proper way.

Tax SPELAKI Pt.: I called the hon. member to
order when he was discussing the same paint
before.

MAt. MORAN: I am discussing an amend-
ment now, Sir, with the view of keeping the
Workshops at Fremantle. I have not the
slighitcat doubt that, if it were possible, the
Comimissioner of R il ways would have brought
forward a resolution to have these Workshops
placed at the Collie coalfield. His argument
-that by placing them at the Midland Junc-
tion, they would be 23 miles nearer the centre
of our railway system-is not a sound one,
becan se there is n o doubt but that thea systema
will be extended farther to the East, to the
South Australian boundary, and sume 1,500
miles to the northern portion of the colony.
'Ihe argument of the Commnissioner of Rail-
ways is therefore a ridiculous one, especially
in view of the fact that the Governme-.t are
constracting harbor works at Fremantle in
order to make it the chief landing port. Mr.
Young, who is a very able engineer, and a
gentleman whose estimate 1 would willingly
accept, says it will cost £25,000 to establish
the Workshops on the Richniond site; and
what is thabt as against the cost that will be in-
curred in duplicating the line froiu F5remantle
to the Midland Junctionh Estimiating- that
work to cost £1,500 per mile, I think it will b e
seen that the cost alone of the work will be
far greater than the cost of preparing the
Richmond site,-to say nothing of the extra
haulage which will be required to cart the
materialt to and froint the Midland Junction.
In addition to that, the Midland Junction site
will require to be thoroughly drained bef ore it
can be used, for when the Parliamentary party
visited it recently it presented the appearance
of a quagmire. Admitting that the present site
of the shops is level with the sea, the Rich-
mond site is not and never will be. Another
arguutiont which has. been used against having
the Workshops near the sea is, that the sea
sir rusts the iron. It is nonsense to talk like
that, for if that argument held good, Great
Britain, which is surrounded by the sea, would
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have to be planted in the middle of Europe,
to prevent its ironworks from rusting from the
same alleged cause. In New Zealitnd, Victoria,
Now South Wales, and South Australia, the
Railway Workshops are all near the seaboard,
and, in the ease of New South Wiles, a strik-
ing instance of the mistake in locating them
inland is furnished, in that it cost that colony.
£100000 to remedy its error-a similar error
to that, which the Government of this colony
now propose to make. In Queensland aS I
have already said, they are located inland, be-
cause Ipswich was at the time they were es-
tablished, the port of landing; but many
bitter debates have ensued in the Prliament
of that colony since, as to the necessity for
removing the shops to the seaboard, while
numberless accidents have occurred on the rail-
way line leading to them. The Forrest Govern-
ment are always very fend of following pre-
cedents established by the other colonies, and
any new idea put forward hero is tabooed,
by them if the Eastern colonies have not
yet adopted it. Why, then, should they
not follow Eastern precedent in the pre-
sent ease, and allow the Workshops to re-
main at the seaboardF I move this armed-
ment wvith pleasure, and in doing so I may
state that if I were the member for Fremnantle
I could not help but resign my seat if I did
not find myself free to bitterly oppose any
Government who proposed to do a wrong such
as the one now proposed to be done, not only
to Fremantle but to the whole of the colony.
I am sure the argument of the bon. member
for Fremantle, that 131,000 per annumn would
be lost to Fremnantle if the Workshops were
removed, was noteven strong enough, because,
in years to come, the expenditure at that place
and indeed in every other portion of the colony,
will expand proportionately with the fast
increasing population. We must remember
that we are legislating for the future as well
as for the present, and, in years to come, the
loss to Fremantle by the removal of its most
important institution, will be much heavier
than it will be at the present time. Then we
are told that vested interests must not be con-
sidered. But I maintain that vested interests
demand our attention. If the capital of the
colony were removed to Geraldton. because it
ivas Hearer the centre of the colony than Perth
is, what a cry would be raised about the vested
interests in the present capital ! The same
argument applies to Fremantle. As a Pairlia-
went we should protect the vestal iatjresta of

the whole of the colony, and we can do that
only by first safeguarding the interests
of its individual centres. MIany of the
men employed in these Workshops have pro-
vided homes for themselves and their wives
and famail ies at Fremantle, and, in doing so,
have raised mortgages on their property, which
they are now paying off front the wages they
are receiving. By forcing them to go to the
Midland Junction, the Governmtenit will also
compel them to give up all their interests at
Fremantle, and to Sacrifice the little property
they have acquired there. If transferred to the
Junction these people will have to buy build-
ing blocks there, blocks which are now being
sold at enhanced values, and they will have to
cuter into further obligations, in order to
build tup their homes again. Then there
is this point to be considered: the value
of property at Fremantle will decrease if the
Woskshopa arm removed. The fact that a few
thousand pounds is being spent there in the
construction of Harbor Works-whichi is only
a spasmodic expenditure-will not palliate
the severity of the blow which is aimed at this
old established and rapidly Spreading town,
by taking away the industry which has helped
to bring it to its present flourishing condition;
and I cannot understand hew any hon.
member, particularly the hon. member for
East Perth, who professes to be a friend of
the working mn, can vote against the interests
of the working a" on this question. No
reason for the removal of the Workshops has
been given beyond the statement that the
present site is unsuitable, and the Eugineer-
in-Chief himself has said, in the presence of
some hon. members, that there is no objection
to the Richmond site being utilised, should it
be determined to remove the shops at all,
except asto the cost. Are we gotug to fly in
the face of precedent for the sake of £225,000 P
I argue that that figure is not excessive, be-
cause if the Midland Junction site is agreed
upon, the cost of duplicating the railway line
to that spot wvill be niuch greater. On my
last visit to the Richmond site, I saw that
there were many acres of Government land
available -

MR. CLARK~SON: Sir, is the hon. member in
order?

THE SPEAKER: The hen, member is refer-
ring to the Richmond site, which is included
in his motion.

Mu. MORAN: The amount of Gevernntet
land available at the Richmond site must be
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regarded as an asset, becauseay additional
work men employed in the Workshops will be
able to take same of it tip, and establish their
homes there, while those already ptovided with
homes will be able to go to and from the
Workshops and their homes with ease, as the
distance is net great. The whole of the colony
would, I contend, benefit if this site were
utilised, whereas if the site at Midland .Junc-
tion were adopted, a system of landlordism
would arise, and many other difficulties, some
of which 1 have referred to, would have to be
faced. I have much pleasure, Sir, in moving
the amendment I have already read.

Mu. MOSS seconded the amendment.
At 6-30 p.m. the Speaker left the chair.
At 7.30 p~m. the Speaker resumed the chair.
THE SPEAKER: I1 wish toD inform hon.

muembers that, since I left the chair, I have
had the opportunity of considering this
question as to the second proposed amend-
mient, and have come to the decision that it
cannot be put, util the original motion is
disposed of.

Mn. MAIM ION: Can hon. members speak
to that amendment?

Tus SPEAKER: Certainly not. No one
can speak to an amendment which I have
ruled is out of order.

Mn. RANDELL:- I move that the House
do now divide.

Ma. COORWORTHY : I second that.
THE SPEA KER : If the House now decides

to divide, I shll then put the question that
the words proposed to be struck out do stand
part of the question, and that will be at
once deided without debate. Then those
members who have not already spoken on the
original motion can speak to it.

Ma. LEAKE - Suppose that question is not
carried P

Taw SPEAKER: If the House negativejs
the motion (Mr. Randall's) on a division, the
debate will then go on.

Tun PREMIER:; After this division takes
place, the original motion will be before the
Honse, and I suppose those memhers who have
not spoken to it can then do so.

TILE SPEAKER: Yes; those members who
have not spoken to it, or who have not moved
or seconded an amendment, can speak to the
original motion after this division is taken,
assuming that the question I am about to put
is carried.

Ma. MOSS: The hon. member for Yilgarn
has not moved or seconded any amendment,

arid r suppose it will be competent for him to
move an amendment after this division.

TJHE SPE AKER: Yes, if itis relevant.
Motion-that the House do now divide--

put, and division taken with the following
result :-

Ayes
Noes

16
... 8

Majority for ... ... .- 7
AYiS. Noms.

Mr. Hurt Sir. Leake
Mr. Cookworthy DIV. MarMion
Sir J. itorrest Mr. Moran
ir. G~eorge Mir. Mess
Mr. Harper Mr. Simpson
Mr. Hassell Sir, Selomon
N1r. Loton Mr. Wood
Mr. Lefroy Mr. IL1ingwortb(Tellr.
Mir. Phillips
Mir. Piesse
M1r, Randell
Mr. Richardson
Mr. Throssell
Atr. Veun
Mr. Clarkson (Teller).

M otion thus passed.
THE ItE M [E R: Before you put the ques-

tion, Sir, we shall feel obliged if you will tellI
hon. members exactly how the matter stands.
There seems to be some difference of opinion
as to the proceduare.

Thu Sl EAKER: The position we are in
now is that, the House having decided to
divide, I shall proceed to put the question.
The question is that the words proposed to be
struck out of the original resolution do stand
part of the question. Ron. members wilt
understand now what the House is voting
upon.

Division taken as follows
Ayes .. .. .. ... 16

Noes ... ... .. . S

Majority for
Ay ies.

8
NES.

Mr. Burt Mr. Con~nor
Mr. Clarksoa Mr. Leake
SMr. ('ookwurtby Air. Slarmion
khir J. Forrest Mr Moran
Mr. George Mr. Mloss
Sir. Harper Mr. Simpson
M r. Hassell Sir. Solomon
Mr. Lefroy Mr. lllingworth(Tfelter).
Mr. Phillips
Mr. Piesse
Mr. Randal
Mir. Richardson
Sir. H. W. Sholl
Mr. Th rossell
Mr. Waen
Mr. Loton (Tr~er).

QuLestion thus passed.
Tas SPEAKKR: The question now before
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the House is the origmnial question as proposed
by the Commtissioner of Railways, nal0y
"That in the opinion of this House the railway
Workshops should be removed fromt Fremantle
to ai site near the Midland Junction."

Aln. MORAN-: I understand that the
antenalment I moved, before the adjournment
for dinner, has been ruled out of order. Does
Ihbat niiean I have spoken, or can I speak flowF

Tus SPEAKER: I think the hon. member,
nuder these circumstances, will not be allowed
to speak1 except on the wtarn question now
before the House.

Alit MNORA.N : Then f will speakt to that. The
division that has just been taken cannot be
isaid to hie a division outhe main question, be-
cause,if it were so,the actions of some members
who have just voted for applying the cl~ture
would need a good deal. of explaining; partic-
ularly when we find the hon. member for the
Alurraty votitig with the Government, wbereas
alalong he has been a pronoumned supporter
of the Frenmantle case; nor could we under-
stand, without explanation, the action of time
hen. memnber for West Perth in leaving the
Chauulur just before this division was takcen.
ItL id evident thoise members have regarded the
divis;ion now taken as not bearing on the final
issue. Before I sit down I will move another
auuenument, and I hope that, before the final
division is taken, the large majority which
ruled against uts in the division just taken-
that is the solid majority which voted for the
applictation of the clltslre in A celon1iul
Assemubl y-will be found rising in their plaes.
to reply to the arguments of these who have
taken up the case of Freinantle on this
occasion. I tail to see how those gentlemen
onn justify their action on a question of this
large importance, which involves net the
paltry.£30,000 a&year which the member for
Frenmantle has pointed out will be lost to Fre-
Mantle asi a result of the removal of these
Work shops, because that amount represents
only the every-day expenditure, butithe vastly
larger anun t to which that expenditure may
grow in the futu~re, with the necessary growth
of the railways and the progressive in-
crease in the business of these Workshops;,
-an1 increase Which may amount to
£100,000 R yeAr or more:t so that by the vote
of this Rouse you would be roibbinig Fremnantle
of a progressive increase in the Workshops
expenditure amounting to £100,000 a year;
and you would be doing that contrary
to the teaching of experience in other Cole-

nies,-iu one- other colony partic-ularly,
where a former mistake of this kind has
had to be undone at an enormous outlay; and
the mistake made here, if you do make it, will

Ihave to be undone for the sanme reasons within
a few years, when the wisdom of the country
realises hew great has becen the mistake of
removing the Workshops from Frenmantle
to ta site at the Midland Junction.

7 I hope that those hon. members who
deliberately intend to do this, by
supporting the Government in this unwise
policy, will rise in their placed and give an
explanation, and good reasons, for doing, so.
The question of vested interests, I do not
mind saying, is the main question on this
occasion. There is no doubt about it, and it
is of no use to shirk that issue. The Coin-
missioner of Railways passed over that
part of the question very lightly, saying
we must work for the good ot the
whole colony; but I s~ay this Parliament
exists for protecting the vested interests of
the whole colony, and if a, measure wore
brought in by ilia to-morrow to butild a
nuliway fromn Esperance Bay to Coolgardie,
what would be the argument against it in
this HouseP Ministers itnd members would

Isay : 'What :a monstrous proposal ! What
about the veeted interests of Perth, and
}reznantle, and the old-settled districts in
this part of the colony, through which the
only railway to those golddields now runs F
Why should a new railway be made for
taking away the traffc of this part of the

*coleny and handing it over to traders connected
with otherecolonies, after all the money we have

*expended ott this railway, besides all the
monvy spent in making damuson the gold-
fields, and all the investments that have been
and are being made by cur own people on those

1fields-why should you take away the traffic
from the existing line, ned interfere injuriously
with the vested interests in this part of the
colonay P Therefore I say vested interests are
thle umain question we have to consider, in
relation to the removal of these Workshops. if

*that is not so, then let us-to be consistent-
establish thecaipital of this colony at Gerald-
ton, simuply because it is more central on the
6oast line of the colony. Bu~t, if that were
itroposed, what would he the only answer?
Simply this:- You must no t destroy the vested
interests of Plerth ; for here is a population of
20,000 people, who have bought hind, built
houses, -and made homes for themselves, on
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the strength of Perth loeing the capital city.
So I say the question of vested interests is the
only question, realty, now before uts. We have,
ort the one hand, the question of vested
interests and the blow dealt at Fre-
mantle by the taking away of the
present and prospective expenditure in
connection with these Workshops, Land the in-
jury to all the vested interests which will re-
sult from that removal ; for we know that, by
removing those workmen to the Midland
Junction, there wilt be many houses left empty,
there will be loss of business to local traders
who have been dealing with these men and
their families, there will be depreciation in
the value of land-and we know that dealers
in land usually say, "Do notlook at the present
value, but look at the prospective value, look
at the growth of Fremantle and the increas-
ing business in the Railway Workhops, and the
great demand there must be for land in the
next few years." Then there is tholoss to those
workmen who have made their little homes in
Fremsantle, men who have got houses erected
through building societies, and are paying off
the nmony gradually out of their earnings;
surely the case of these workmen should be
represented in this House, when you are pro-
posing to take them away from their homes
and their vested interests in Fremntle, and
compelling them, by your action, to create
new homes in the bush 23 miles inland;
nd you propose to do this, not for
their benefit nor for anybody's benefit
except that of a few private landowners,
who have sections in the bush which they
want to sellito these railway workmen. The
Engineer-in-Chief has admitted, in the presence
of myself and others, that the Railway Work-
shops an be pat on a new and larger site at
Frenmantle, but that it is a question of money,
which means X20,000 or X30,000. The Govern-
ment and their supporters are proposing to
create a new town at the Midland Junction,
for the benefit of a few private landowners;
whereas at Fremantle, if you keep the Work-
shops there, you will enhance the value of
many acres of hand, which could be out up and
sold in blocks, and could be disposed
of gradually to the new workmen
who must be employed in the increasing
business of these Workshops. The lbalance
of argument is in favor of those who contend
for the Fremantle view of the question. The
duty of every representative in this House-
although we hear men preaching about re-

presenting the whole colony, and we know
how much that is worth - is to do fairly
and well by his own constituency first; and
the ditty of every Fremsantle mactuber is to
see that their town is not robbed. 'Then
there is this larger proposition, which we
have endeavored to establish by argument,
that by leaving these Workshops in
Fremantle you will be doing no in-
justice to the whole colony. By leaving the
Workshops at the port where the railway
material is landed, you will he following out
the precedent of other colonies and tme
teching of common sense, instead of following
the opinion of the Engineer-in-Cheif, against
whose peculiar opinion we have, the matured
opinion of a experienced engineer who stands
as well, in relation to Railway Workshops.
as does the engineer-in.Chief of this
colony. In the plan drawn by Mr.
Young, showing what can be done at the
Richmond site, we have the very scheme of
Workshops, in extent and arrangement, which
th e Engineer-in-Chief requires for his new
site; and, in the face of that demonstration,
the Engineer-in-Chief is reduced to the one
aind sole argument that the areat of this land is
not suffliint for the prospective requirements
of these Workshoj s. He is the Archinsedean
lever who is moving the whole thing. It is
he who has cauised the Government to spend
public money on a site at the Midland
Junction, unfairly, in order to make that
sight look well in the eyes of the public,
before this irouse liae given it verdict; and I
say this money has been spent stnrreptitiously
and clandestinely, with that object. Here is
the plan of workshops as required by the En-
gineer-in-Chief, [ad as designed by Mr. Young
for the Richmond site: and the only objection
now urged against it is that the area of land
is not, or rather will not be, sufficient for
future possible requirements The area re-
quired by the Enigineer-in-Chief is a rising
quantity. It hasgrown fromt 20 to 60 acres
ini a short interval, and is rapidly rising,
a- that his demand is like the hydra with its
many heads-no sooner do you cut off one
head than another rises in its place. The
Engineer-in-Chilef admits that the Workshops,
as planned by Mr. Young, are. feasible and
desirable, but that to p~repa~re the Richniond
site for them will cost £30,000, being equal
to the sum which he says will &udiee to
remove the Workshops to the Midland
Junction. Mr. Young says the estimate
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of the Engineer-in-Chief is a biassed one,
and makes the expenditure on the Richmond
site appear to be double what it should be. -I
say. lot the Government settle that point by
calling for tenders on the basis of Mr. Young's
estimate, and I guarantee thle Engineer-in-
Chef will prove to be as far above the cost as
is the difference between his ostlimate and that
of Mr. Young, Like the argument of the salt

sea air eating away the engines, which has
vanished into thin air, the other objections
have also been vanishing one by one. The
argument that the only site available at Fro.
mantle is too low and liable to be flooded has
been dispelled by Mr. Young's plan. The
next argoment was that the Rocky Bay site
was too cramped in area, although we at
present see the business of the Workshops in
connection with all the Goverlnment railways
is being carried on upon a site of three acres!
All'the opposing arguments have gone by the
board, except the question of cost ; and I
believe the opinion of Mr. Young on this point
is worth more than even that of the Comn-
inissioner of Railways, who is now reduced
to that one point. It has been mnentioned
in this House-and, if this motion is car-
ried the idea will certainly have to come
before this llouse as a definite preposition-
that there must be a. duplication of the railway
line between Fremantle anud the Midland
JIuction It has been talked about, and must
be done; therefore, I say, on this ques-
tion of cost, that this expense may he avoided
and no duplication will be necessary if you
adopt the Richmuond site for the Railway
Workshops. The outside cost of that
site, us estimnated by Mr. Young, will
be £25,000; whereas the cost of dunpli-
eating the railwa~y line to the Mlidland
Junction cannot be less than.£30,000. I hope,
for the sake of the pcople of the colony,
that. bon. members on the Government side
parlaculurly, who have voted solidly on the
question of the clfure, or we will call it the
gag, will stand up in their places and en-
deavor,on this large and important question,
affecting the safety of the people travelling
on our railways, and perhaps affecting
the lives of people who have to use
the dangerous crossings over the rail-
way in Pprth especially-I hope hon.
members will give reasons for dealing
this dealy blow, this cutting tbA throat of
Fremantle. I should hesitate even before
conferring % benefit on every other place, if

thle effect of it would be to deal a deadly blow
at a leading part of the colony. Somie hen-
members may not care to heaLr these argu-
ments reiterated. The member for the Irwin,
the member for the Murray, the member for
Sussex, and thle member for Beverley es-
pecially, will, I hope, give us their opinions

Ion this mattev; 'The member for Katanning (I
I mean the Williams), the member for the A gri-
*cultural Bnreall (I mean theMinisterforLands)
*will, I hope, give some sound reasons in contro-
verting the arguments of the hon. member for
Fremantle. I now propose, as an amendment.
to strike nut from the original motion all the
words after tile word "removed."

THE SPEAKER: You cannot do that. 'TChe
House has already decided that the words of
the motion stand.

MRi. MORAN: I am afraid I shall have to
stand too, if that is the case, and keep on
standing. If bon. members will look at the
plan suppied by Mr. Young-of course those
members who do not wish to give an intelligent
vote need not look at the plan, because per-
haps they won't understand it-

Tusz SPEAKER:- Is the hon. member going
to address himself to the original question, or
going to proposeanamoudment? Ilecauseiflhe

Iis going to propose an amendment I should like
to seeif it is in accordance with the observa-
tions he intends to mke. The hon. member
must conlfine himself to the amnendument, if
hie is going to propose one.

AIR. MORAN: This matter is of such
Jmprance that it reqnires to be dealt with in
a. careful manner.

M9H. HlauALoer: May I ask if something may
be added to the original motion?

Tan, SPEAKER: Certainly.
Mu. MORAN - I suppose it will be compet-

ent for me to conclude my remarks by moving
an amendment for adding certain words to
the motion.

THEs SPEAKER-. Yes, so long as they are
relevant.

Mu. MORAN: They will affect. the ques-
tion very much, I can assure the Rlouse. At
the beginning of this session, in speaking on
thle Address-in-Reply, and referring to the
question of removing the Railway Workshops,
the member for North Fremantle made soale
reference to the character of the engineer
whom the Government had chosen to look
upon an their guiding star on this question. I
mean air. Allison Smith. I said then I was
sorry anyth ing depreciatory of that gentleman's
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private or public character as an engineer
should be said in this House ;but I do not
wish, in a debate of this kind, when the inter-
ests of Fremantle are so deeply concerned, to
question the right of the member for North
Fremantle in bringing f~rward reports pub-
lished in other colonies concerning this engi-
neer's ability. I am of opinion that Mr.
Allison Smith, when he camne here to report
on the Workshops question, had some sort of
intuition that the Midland Junctkni was
the site that would meet with favor in the
quarter where he wanted to find favor. I
say that, although he is a friend of mine, and
an estimable citizen, yet a hin~t might be
dropped to him by the Engineer-in-Chief, or
the Commissioner of Railways might remark
that it was going to rain and thatthelilidkind
Junction would be a good site for Worhops.
Any way. lbelieveMr. AlIlison Smith never did
byoitcoidentdlrojion thatspotof land which was
under offer to the Governmenint. I believe
there was a wish, which was father to the
thought, that the Workshops should leave
Fremnantle. I say that, because I do not
think that Mr. Allison Smith's report and
opinion on that point can be looked upon as
wholly uniasoed. I am farther convinced
that, in order to meet with favor from the
Engineer-ia-Chief, and from the Commissioner
of Railways, Mr. Allison Smith found it con-
venient to express the opinion that the Mid -
land Junction was the best site for Railway
Workshops. He nay have had an idea of
settling in this colony, and I am firmly
convinced that he, by a hint, or a
word, or at look, or a gesture, was
led to suppose that if he recommended
the Midland Junction site it would meet
with favor in certain quarters. This being so,
can we, as, a deliberative body, consent to deal
a deadly blow to a particalar community. and
do something which has been done by mistake
in other colonies, and has Lad afterwards to
be undone at great cost-can, we afford to set
.aside the force of example nll over the world,
merely opon the recommendation of Mr. Alli-
son Smith PI am further strengthened in my
opinion by subsequent events, particularly the
expenditure otGovernment money on the site
at the Midland Junrction, and the fact that in
initiating the artesian boring in this country,
the first place at which the boem was put down,
along the whole range of the Darling Hills,
was right in the centre of this site at the
Midland Junction, where the executive

engineer was instructed to boem for water.
There is a strong chain of evidence sh.)wing,
to my mind, that the ruling power had detor-
mined upon a certain course-hadl determined
(if I may take the only parallel from ancient
history applying to this case) that Carthage

i must be destroyed-in other words, that the
Workshops must he removed from Fremnantle.
The G..vernmcnl now say that, out of consider-
ation for Fremantle, they did not wish to
bring this question forward; hut there is
the fact that the Engineer-in Chief had his
officers at work1 beautifying the intended site
at the Midland Junction. A dam was built
there to store the water-no doubt where the
Workshops were intended to Ice-a beautiful
dam, and it will help to damin the cause of
Fremantle. Then the artesian supply was
bored for and struck, right where these Work-
shops were proposed to be placed. There
never wast such a chapter of accidents. What
is usually the object of an artesia boem P it
is to find wvater where none is on the surface;
but here the boem was put down alongside the
Swan River. Thea the Government conmc to
this House and tell us there was no intention
on the part of the Government to anticipate
a vote of this House by spending mioney upon
that land at the Midlund Junction. I siun
entitled to doubt that assertion, and I anm
certain the Engineer-in-Chief expected the
Workshops to go there, and the Commissioner
of Railways expected them to go thoe-. I do
not know whether the Premnier did so or
not. I maintain the present action of
members of this House, in using
every legitimate nmeans to defeat this
end, is justified, because when we find
the opinion of Mr. Allison Sm..ith is dis-
counted to a large extent by the opinion of
another engineer who, although out of work
in at strange colony, is perhaps a good man in
his profession, and may stand as high in it, as
regards this question, as does that of the pr-
fessionnl head of the Works Deopartmnent in
this colony, admittedly a man of great
eminence; and I say the opinion of Mr. Young
on this question is at least equal to that of
the Commissioner of Railways, who is also a
man of great eminence. We are told also that
the Engineier-in-Chief is not an expert on the
question of Railway Workshops, and has never
superintended such works before, whereas Mr.
Young has curried out works in almost every
part of the world, and coming here in mature
years he is prepared to stake his reputation
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on the report and estimate he has given with
regard to the Richmond site. Taking all this
into consideration, I do not believe any mern-
ber of this House is justified in giving a silent
vote on this question. I will now propose an
addition to the original mnotion. I propose,
as ain amendment, to add, after the
words "1Midland Junction,' these words :
" at a period not earlier than five years [roein
this date, in order that the vested interests of
the town and district of Fremantle may not
be immediately and seriously affected." Hon.
Ineiiber Will now see that the question of
vested interests must be looked upoin as a very
important one; end if the fiat has gone forth
that " Carthage must be destroyed;' all we
have to do is to give to the population of this
important town of prominent citizens a reason-
able period for arranging their affairs, so that
all who have invested capital in lend or
houses at Fremantle, or embarked money in
business there, may have time allowed them
to at least consider the prospect that is before
theme, end to strengthen their position finan-
cially, against the impending injury and
depreciation in value of the vested interests in
that town, which must take place in five years'
time, when "Carthage must be destroyed."

Tan ConuessoNEa oP CROWN LANns:- Five
years' reprieve.

Ma.. MORAN. No, another five years in
which to cut up the sites at the Junction,
and during which time the Government can
drain the site, and cut a canal for taking the
shipping from Fremantle to the Midland
Junction. All1 this is to be done because
the situ of 60 to 100 acres we suggest at
Richiud is not sufficient for the Engineer-
in-Chief, when we know that the present
business of the Railway Workshops of the
colony is being done on three acres! Is it con-
templated by this House that the Government
railway system in this colony will be increased
by 600 per cent ? Is it contemplated that in
five years the 700 miles of existing railway
will increase to 3,003tI iles P 1 say such an
increase is impossible. The people of Pro-
mantle are not prepared, at present, and
therefore they need time to prepare, for the
great change that will be forced upon them if
this motion of the Government is carried into
effect. Th'ose who have veibted interests there
have not believed it was possible that this
Hfouse Would consent to inflict such a great
and unnecessary injury upon that conmnum-
ity, and they have not been preparing for it,

as i know rron) the numerous acquaint-
ances I have there. If the Govern-
went are relying on the Midland junc-
tion as a future port of callI for large
ocean stea,1ers- visiting this colony, then
its was suggested to the Engineer-in-Chief
when we were invited to visit the place, the
Government should try to make acme use
of that land by making an aquai mum there.
'The oue redeeming feature of the laud is that
it would make a splendid aquarium.

TH'Es Coxsmorm or Caowrx LANDS
(Rlon. A. R1. Richardson): I rise to a point of
order. The hon. member's amendment con-
cludes with the words that the WVorkshops
should be removed to the Midland Junction
within aL certain time, whereas all his argu-
ments are against the removal to the Midland
Junction. Are his arguments in consonance
with his amendment.

THE SPEAKER:. I do not think they are.
Certainly the hen, member's observations
are very wide of the amendment that he gave
us notice he was going to move. The hon.
member now must confine his observations to
the an, eudmentP

Mn. MORAN (continuing): There is some
satisfaction in the fact that tbis question is at
last being settled, for the reason that it has
been hanging like a sword over the head of
Frenmantle for a long time. On the other hand,
if this postponement of the actual removal is
granted, it will give the Fremantle people
further time to look round, and, before the
five years are up, they will have had a chance
of getting out of the difficulty. Before five
years are over there will be many fresh faces
in this Assembly, and many who are here to-
night will not be here then, I do niot think
think any other Assembly would dream of
removing these Workshops. There should be
Some consideration shown to those railway
employds who have built houses at Fremanite,
and who will have to lie dragged away to this
Midland Junct ion, with their wives and families,
and Suffer great loss. The removal] of the
WoDrkshops, too, will Send down the value of
land in Freiuantle, and send it eip at the
Junction; and the unfortunate part of it is
of coarse, that the whole of the land at
the latter place is. in the hands of
private owhinrs. It has already been
proved beyond contradiction that Mr. Allison
Smith was a false prophet, end that no re-
liance shobuld bie placed on any report he pre-
sents. If the question is postponed for five

C&SSEMBLY.] 8ailway 1110-ekshops.



Railay ~srs hps. (6 unarsr 185.) Railwayj Work-shops. 863

year-s it will be one the people can discuss at
the ensuing general election; and, possibly,
in five years also ire shall have the harbor
works, of which so mnuch hits been said. conm-
pleted as wel.

Ma. CLARKSON:. I rise to a point of order.
Is the hon. member not discussing irrelevant
matter P

Tfli SPEAKER: I have spoken several
times to the hon. member. He really must
confine his remarks to the qunestion befre the
House, or I shall have to make him sit dawn

MR. MORAN: There is no doubt in my
mind that we shall be committing a grave
error if we go in for the erection of huge
Workshops at one site, when we recollect that
according to the surveys now being made
there must be two or three al together different
railway systems in this vast colony. lhis
will necessitate Workshops having to be pro-
vided at mare than one centre. In addition
to all this, we have the admission that, when
the reclJamation works at Wremantle are con-
cluded, the Government will have .quite
another hundred acres to work on. There
will then be no necessity for the removal of
the shops at all. I think the postponement of
this important question of their removal
would be a fair thing for Fremntle, and, con-
sequently, I have much pleasure 'in moving
the adidition of the words I have read.

Ma. ILLINGWOR''H : It appears that I
shall have to second this amendment in order
to get an opportunity to speak on this ques-
tion. That opportunity I have not previously
had this evening, owing to the action of some
hon. members in applying the gag ;and, Sir, I
desire to enter my determined protest against
the adoption of such extreme measures. I
warn this House that grave dangers will arise
to it out of the applicattion of this rule. Every
hion. member who sits in this House has a
right of being heard. Every hon. member,
when matters of importance involving the in-
terests of this countr~y, are before the House,
had the right of expressing his views upon
that question ; yet we find when less than one
half of the members of the House have
spoken, a motion is carried to close the de-
bate. I any that was an act or injustice. If
there bad been any sense of right, or any de-
sire to have this subject fairly and properly
discussed, when that question was put, the
Ministry, which absolutely holds in its hands
the votes of seventeen members and controls
the Rouse, would have voted against that

motion. If for no other reason, they should
have voted against it in the interests of fair
play.

'VHS PutEmIEL: We voted for itas against

obstruction.
Ma. fILIYGWORTI{: There has been ito

obstruclien. 'There could ba none when not
one half of the members have hafl any oppor-
tunity of speaking. I very nmueh regret that
a gentleman of so mucnh experience as the
hon. Member for Perth should have been lad
away to move a motion, the practical effect of
which was to close the niouths of one half of
the mnembers of this House, and the representa-
tive~s of probably more than one half of the
people, on a question of such vital importance
as this of the Bail way Workshops undoubt-
edly is, I also have to clatiml my right to
speak on another queatin It is an under-
stood rule of Parliamentary life, that, when an
bon. member makes statements of an incorrect
nature against %my other hen. member who
has not then an opportunity of correcting
them, he should have that opportunity when
the same question is again under the consider-
ation of the I louse. When this subject was

Ipreviously before the House I addressed
myself to the subject; and the hon. th6
Attorney-General tine other evening was
pleased to say that until the hon, member for
Nannine saw there would be an opportunity
for gaining a little repute by supporting the
people of Frenmantle, he had sat on a tail so
far as. this question was conacerned.

MRl. LrEraor: I rise to a point of order.
Should the hon. member not address himself
to tho amendment of the bon. member for

*Yilgarn ?
i THE SPEAKER: I thinjk he has a right to
say what he is saying, by way of personal

* explanutiou.
Ma. ILIJINGWORTJI : I am perfectly irk

order, and am merely taking the opportunity
of my right of replying to certain remarks
made on this subjet, concerning tnysof, on a
previous occasion, and which were not correct.
At the #ame time I will say that I in

*sufficiently conversanut with Parliamuentary
law to always observe the rules Of PaLrliamnent
*-tany rate there is nething I h1AVe0 to learn

that the hon. member for Mloore could possibly
teach me. The words made use of by the
Attorney-General indicated that until there
was an agitation at Fremantle I had Sat on a
rail in regard to this question; and he quoted
rrom Mansard to bear out this allegatiou
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Now, Sir, the Position taken up by the Hon.
the Attornoy-Gecneral puts mae in mind of a
very old circumstance. A gentleman bad e
himseLf to justify an organisation known as
the Society for Suicide, and he was finally
told-" Judas went and hanged himself ; go
thou and do likewise." The hon. gentleman
carried out that suggestion when he only pro.
ceeded to give the House one side of the
statements I made, for, lower down on the
page he quoted from, were these words- I
"say it is admitted that the present shops
"must be removed, and to that extent I am
"prepared to go with the mover of the resolu-
"tion, but 1 am Dot prepared to support him
"when he says they must be removed to
"Guildford and nowhere else." Now, facing

this is the quotation the Attorney-Ueneral
made use of, in an attempt to show that may
arguments might be qualified. As a wetter
of fact he knew full well that I concluded with
an amendment which declared that in my
opinion the proper site for the Workshops
was not the one at Midland Junction, and
that these words in the resolntion shonid be
struck out. Another suggestion, I muds,
that the Workshops be removed from Pre-
mantle, was sgreed to. In the face of all this
the A ttorney-General has been good enough to
say that I wos " sitting on a rail." He says
this on the strength of a quotation from
Mansard, when on the very page he quoted
from appears the proof that I was doing
nothing of the kind. So much for the
value of the hon. and learned gentleman's
quotation. Before &came into this House I
hod the borer of the friendship of the
late Mr. do Hanmel, end on one occasion
I was privileged to receive an invitation
from the Commissioner of Railways to join a
party about to inspect the Harbor Works at
Fremantle. When we were pasing Rocky
Bay, I said, " That is where the Railway
Workshops should be." When I entered this
House as a member, one of the first subjects I
addressed myself to, in dealing with the
Address-in-Reply, was that of the proposal to
remove the Workshops to the Midland Junc-
tion. I then said: " I am also informed-I
"hope I have been misinformed-that the
'Government have secured a piece of land at
"Guildford. for the purpose of removing the
"Railway Workshops there, from Fremantle.
"If they have done so, they have doue 'so
"without the authority of Parliament, and
"they have taken a step which no Govern -

" ment ought to take in recess; and theyr
" have committed the country to the removal
" of the Workshops at Fremantle to Guildi ord,
"simply of their own will end pleasure, and
"without Parliament being consulted upon
"the question. TJhis is a thing which I object

"1to, and which I protest against." This was
in July, 1804. I have already quoted what I
said later en, and yet in 15905, we find the
Attorney-General saying that I am sitting on
a rail. Now. Sir, I come to speak to the amend-
ment. The longer I think over it, and the
more information I get, the more satisfied am I
that the Government is going to make a hope-
less, irremediable mistake, if they carry out the
proposal now before the House. If I could do
no more in this House than delay the ation, or
prevent this nction being carried into effect at
presen t, it would be a good thing don e, foar I
have no doubt the ultimate result would be
that wiser counsels would prevail. The whole
of the arguments, and the whole of the evi-
dence to be relied u-pon on this question, is in
one direction, that is in. favor of the position
taken up by the hon. members for Fremnantle.
If these railways of ours belonged to Jay
Gould, or to a Vanderbilt, or to any
private person, they would never dream
of doing what the Government propose
should he done. The whole of the arguments
used on this question have been against the
rembivnl of the Workshops to the Midland

Junction. There has not been one argument
raised in favor of this place since the Com-
missioner of Railways himnself spoke. It is
not pretended that there is not sufficient land
in the vicinity of Fremantle for these Work-
shops, but only that there is not sufficient
level land. That is really where the whole
question arises. The Government admit, the
Engineer-in-Chief admits, and everybody else
admits, that it is always efivisable to have
Railway Workshops as near the port as
possible. There can be no question of the fact
that, if the Government were willing, a site
could easily have been made suitable for these
Workshops without taking themn far from the
coast. Let us take heed of the experience
of the other colonies. Have we not the f act
that New South Wales found that the experi-
went of having her Workshops only twelve
miles from the corit, was a most. costly one,
and that they had to pay £100,000 for
land in Sydney in order to get near the coast
again l The only obstacle in the way of our
keeping these Workshops near the coast is the

CASSEMBLY.3 Railway Workshops.



&sitee Wrksops ( SETEMER 185.] )IRilway W-orkshopt, 85

necessity to provide a certain quantity of level
ground. Boiled down, that is the cricx of the
whole question. There may be some subsi-
diary questions, but I will not dwell upon
these just now. It has been suggested that it
is personal inte'rest which guides the Govern-
ment in this matter. I do regret this state-
ment, because, whether it is true or false, I do
not think this is the proper place to mnake it.
1 also say this, that we, as representatives of
the people, should he most careful to guard
against the future of the country being pre-
judiced by any lack of wisdom or lack of in-
terest on the part of the Ministry. The ex-
perience of otlrr countries has been that the
Railway Workshops, while they should be
near the coast, sl ould not hen right on one of
the main lines of traffic. In Melbourne they
had ample room for their Workshops at
Spencer-street, and there the land was not
level until Batman's Hill was cut away. They
lad plenty of space there. There is ample
space there to-day. The question will be
asked, "Why should the Workshops have been
taken away?"' There were two primary rea-
sons. The first was that the site at Spencer-
street was too far from the port, and the second
was that there was too much heavy traffic so
80 close to the centre Of the railway
system, and one of the main arteries to
the city. The Government proposes to do here
what other Governments have round from
hitter experience to be a mistake. Not only
is the site proposed twenty-three 'miles from
the seaboard, but it is where the traffic is daily
increasing, and, if hon. members agree to the
removal of the Workshops to this spot, these
lines will not only require to be doubled,
hut quadrupled in order to carry all the
traffic. In other words, the Government will
have to provide about G9 additional miles
of railway, merely because they are going to
move the Workshops-not to what they con-
sider the best site, but for the reason that
there is no level groond to be had at Fremantle.
We should do in this matter just what aL
private individual would do if he owned these
lines; and no private individual wonld take
the Workshops out of the vicinity of Fro-
muan tie, although he might rentove them from
the prusent site. I do cal the attention of
lion. members to this feature of the question,
and that is, that we have no right to deal
with the business of the country in any
other way than we would if the country was
our own. What the Government propnSal

means is that there is to be a perpetual charge
on this country of the traffic over 23 miles of
.linn, and over the very lines bringing the
whole of the traffic from one side of the colony
to the railway centre. To my mind the Coms-
missioner of Railways is being led into doing
a very foolish thing. Hie is doing several
foolish things. One of them is in permitting
the erection of the cold storage premises on
the very spot he ought to be using for his
railway station, The passenger traffic of
Freman tie should he brought there, and the
other platform should be retained for Guild-
ford. Then, again they are. parting with all
the land between the station and Roe-street,
and, at no very distant date, the Commissioner
will find hinself compelled to buy some of it
back, at greatly increased prices. At the
present time the Railway-Department is being
hedged its, and some steps bhould be taken to
provide for future requirements. A good deal
has been said as to the question of vested
interests, and, personally, I think we should
carefully consider whether we are at liber-ty
to carry out aL proposal, the effect of which
will be to decrease the value of property in
oe part and increase that of private indivi-
duals in another part, when there is no
practical reason why such a change
should be made. References have been
made to the position of those men who have
built their cottages at lFromantle, and, wvhile
[ think they are entitled to every considera-
tion, I hardly agree that it is one we can dwell
very much upon in discussing this question.
I say, if we follow the experiences of other
countries we will keep the Workshops s near
to Fremiantle as we can. At the same time
our circumstances are not the same as those
of New South Wales and Victoria, where the
capital is the centre of each system. We are
extending our railways in all directionr.
There is the line to Mullena, and soon we
shall have the distance to Cue completed.
The terminal point of this line will be Gerald-
ton. In the process of time there will be a
railway to Pilbarra, and the terminal point will

bc Point H edland. The work of repairing the
rolling stock on these lines cannotbe brought to

IMidlandJunction, but smaller Workshops will
have to be providedinclifferentcsentres through-
out the colony. I say, therefore, it wifl notbaa
wise thing, apart from every other considera-
tion, to expend l arge sums of money on Work-
shops. in ansticipation of work that will never

ibe brought into them, hut which mnust lie doe
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*at sowe more convenient spot. There ii, not
the slightest necessity for 100 acres of land
anywhere for these Workshops, and the com-
parison with other colonies as to area is of no
value whatever, because the circumstances
of those colonies and the circumstances of
Western Australia are not at all identical.
Whde I deny that 100 acres of land-or
indeed 50 acre-sate wanted for those Work-
shops for all the railway stock
that will ever have to be provided for,
I say that there is enough level lu rid at
Rocky flay to meet all the wants of the colony
for the next twenty years. and, after the
Ratbor Works at Fremnantle are finished,
there will be enough level land at Rocky Bay
as a Workshops' site for all. time. If 100 acres
of flat land are required it would he cheaper
to level that area at Wreinantle than it would
be to quadruple the line to Gnildford. in

*order to carry the traffic, if these Workshops
are placed there. The cost of levelling would
be the whole cost, and, once done, the shops
would, virtually, still be at Frenmantle, where
they ought to be; whereas the cost of addition-
al haulage Wo the Midland Junction will go on
for all time. It is time that we dealt with
this matter from a practical commercial
standpoint. just .as we would do if (as I
have already said) the railways belongedl to us
personally. We should not approve of any plan
simply because theGovernmcnt propose it. Cer-
tainly better arguments should be brought
forward to induce us to vote for the Midland
Junction site than those of the Commissioner
of Railways, when he says that because the
English companies build their Workshops
inland-that is, where they can get their coal
or iron on the spot-our Workshops should be
taken away from the port. Tlhis is childish
reasoning. What is the parallel between
Great Britain, which produces her own raw
material for herralways and their equipments,
and West Australia which imports every ounce
of that material ? Now I want hon. memnbers
to look at another important point. If yon
increase the capital cost of the railways by
having unnecessary haulage to the Midland
Jeuction yen must add to the cost of the
traffic, and this extra cost becomes a per-
manent charge upon the whole public. Rally
the only arguments submitted in the course of
the debate in favor of adding to the haulage
and increasing the cost of the traffic by taking
the Workshops to the Junction is, as I have
already suggested, that there is no level

ground at Fremante. I think that some
better reason than that should be advanced
to justify so serious a. step. To say tiat wel
must have 100 acres fnr the Workshops site
is a mtere fad-nothing more nor less. I
would ask this House to consider whether
hon. members should authorise ain
act in the removal of these shops which
means - ruin to individuals and ruin to
the State, for the sake of indulging a fad of
the Engineer-in-Chief's-ni fad which, if acted
upon, will restilt in fire, ten or twenty years'
time, in these shops having to be taken back
again to the seaboard. The Premier says
thtit in this matter Fremnantle must bow to
the interests of tihe colony. Quite so. I say
that the people of Fremnan tie have suifficient
national spirit to bow to the necessities of the
interasts of the country, when those interests
are clearly defined. But let us ho satisfied
that it is in the interests of the colony that
these shops should be placed at the Midland
Junction. It masy be to the interest of indi-
viduals. and no doubt is to their interest to
have the proposal carried out; hunt we are
discussing a national question. aind not the
interests: of individuals. It is not in the
interests of this colony that all the traffic
cren ted by these shops should have to go
through Perth ; and, in this matter, the costly
experience of the Victorian Railway Depart-
meet should b.e instructive to us. In Mel-
botirne, it was neccessary to bring the Gippsland
traffic through the city, rind the Glovernment
had to spend something like £400,000 in
building a viaduct along Flinders-street
to bring a certain amouitnt of the traffic
from the City to Spencer-street ate tion; and
they spent £2365,000 upon at circular railway
to bring the stock and goods traffic round, and
int o the city. If we agree to the proposal to
change the site of our Woirkshops to the
Jnction, we shall have to do the same

because the bottle neck in the lines in
Wellington-street will not carry the traffic.
I say the House is going in for a useless ex-

peniditure of hundreds of thousands of
pounds in countenancing Ihisproposal, and the
reisponisibility for this waste of public mioney
will rest upon thiree who vote 'orthe schemee
which is now under discussion, and which will
not be supported by any hon. member whoi has
the interests of West Australia at heart. The
opinion of Mr. Young, the engineer who was
consulted tby the Fremantle people, and the
experience of New South Wales (which has
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had to move the Railway Workshops from
inland to the seaboard), should surely have
some weight with this House; and I hope
that if I have not been able to convince hon.
members that it is not desirable to take the
shops to the Junction, I1 have at leasit said
enough to convince them that the proposal to
move the shops should he deferred for farther
consideration, and utstil more of the light of
experience is thrown upon it. For these
reasons I earnestly ask the House to exercise
a wise judgment in voting upon the question
now before itr-a question in which so much
money and such large interests are at stake-
and not to vote with the Gorernment, as a
blind majority.

'lxE PaRrsia (H~on. Sir J. Forrest) :There
is no blind majority.

MR. I1.LINGWORTH II I say a&blind majority
because they have Toted with the Government
for the iron hand and the closure, and it is a
weak cause that demands such a thing as that,
When a staunch supporter of the Government
like tho, hon. member for Fremantle finds that
he has te vote against them on this question,
it should he clear to them that they are
taking a false step-at least this would
be dlear to them if they ha sufficient
intelligence to receive the lesson. Seeing
that up to the present time all the requi-re-
menta of these Workshops have been wet
upon a site of three acres, surely six, or ten,
or at any rate fifteen acres, would be sufficient
for some years to corns, especially as the con-
struction of the Coelgardie and Kalgoorlie line
would demand the erection of a branch shop
elsewhere. In any case, the saving which the
Engineer-in-Chief estimated he would save by
taki ng the shops to the Junction, namely,
£100,000, is not a very great deal, in co)mpa~ri-
son with the interests at stake, tot', at 5 per
cent., the interest on that sum would only
amount to £95,000, Therefore I do hope the
gouse will not commit the great mistake of
carrying the motion ofthe Commissioner of
Riailways, and of removing the Fremantle
Workshops to the Midland Junction.

Hmn. LEAKE: I rise, perhaps hurriedly, to
avoid the possibility of the Government or any
of their supporters again adopting those ques-
tionable tactics which were resorted to earlier
in the. evening ; and I hope that other mem-
bers who desire to speak will, with the same
object, be equally prompt to address -the
House. No doubt we shall not hear another
speech from the Commissioner of Railways

upon the subject of the Workshops, because
he has not had sufficient time to prepare and
write out another oration ; and perhaps we

sallI not be treated to further observations by
the Premier. If we do, I hope the hion. gentle-
man will he careful of his methods, and also
of his tongue, for when he addressed himself
to the question before the House be reflected
discredit upon the hon. members on this side
of the House, and sneeringly observed that
when he looked at the three members oppo-
site, representing Her Majesty's Opposition,
he could not help laughing. Well, I watched
the hon. gentleman's demeanor when he
uttered these words, and it did not strike me
that he was at all hyst -rial. Perhaps the
hon. gentleman will have another opportunity
of consuming himself with laughter. I pro-
pose, at any rate, to give him a&text to go
upon. One result of the unfair tactics which
have been pursued is, that aithoughat one time
the Premier had apparently made up his mind
to give his P rem antle friends what he regarde d
as a fair fight, on a fair issue, on this Workr-
s.hops question, we now find that hon. members
in this House have been refused the privilege
of free speech, and have been prevented from
expressing their views.

Txn Pasrxas (Hon. Sir J. Forrest) -That is
correct, T suppose ?

MR. LEAKE :That is correct. The nction
of the hon. member for Perth in introducing
the cloture was ungenerous.

M& RANDELL: It brought you back to the
main question.

Ma. L2EAKE: Although the hon. member
has disclaimed having intended, in moving
thatt motion, to prevent a free expression of
opinion, I believe that his moation was a
deliberate and concerted move on his part to
assist with the Government The Governmnent
have done that this evening which they depre-
cated in me. I have been accused of resorting to
all sorts of practices, but I do not think I ever
resorted to anything like a subterfuge;
but I am sorry I cannot say the same of all
the members sitting on the other side of the
House. Aud I may tell the Premier that I am
nearly tired of baring nothing but abuse
showered upon me. I would just as soon
have the hen, member's abuse as his praise,
but it is becoming- monotonous, and somne-
times interferes with the course of the debate.
When the Premier is tired of using such
words as " upstart," " jack al" and " renegade,"
perhaps he will also give up accusing hon.
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members of untruthfulness, and then the
House may be treated to some new do-
parture. It has been my practice in the
House always to treat and to regard the
Premier as an honorable gentlemnan, but 'so
are all liable to make mistakes, and, if I find
that I have used an inapproprintb expression
in referring to the P~remnier as an honorable
gentleman, I shall be quite readCy to withdraw
it. The hen. member for Fremntle very ably
summed up the case against the Govern-
ment on the Workshops Qufestion. Yet it

appears the hoe. member is going to vote
against an amendmenit which condemns the
action of the Government in this matter. As
I have told the Premier, I have not yet reached
that stage in political life when I can barter
my vote with ansy one, with any mnember, or
with ay constituency.

THE Pasassa, (Ron. Sir J. Forrest) : You
have done worse that that.

MR. LEAKN: Oh, yes; that is the us811al
ans11wer. But I shall repeat what I have junet
said. The attitude of some hon. members on
this Workshops question is very surprising,
particularly that of the lion. membiers for WVest
Perth and for the Murray. The hon. member
for the Murray, in saying that he could not
support my amenduient because it says that
the action of the Government "1 is " (insteadl of
"has been ") unsatisfactory is not so cons is-

tent as the hon. member's actions u'sually arc.
The hon. mnember has always been loud in his
support of F'remantle, a nd the member gm-aced
with his presensce the mass mneeting that was
held in the Fremantle Town Sfall, to protest
against the remroval of the shops; but what
does his support amount to now ?The hon. mem.
her for West Perth has always said he should
oppose the removal of the shops, but, as soon
as the division bell rang, hie ran. away. TJhe
question is very largely one of vested interests.
Surely the vested interests of Fremantle de-
served some consideration. I do not say tha~t
the remoad of the shops should be postponed
for so long a period as five years; but, if hon.
members will consent to reduce that term to
two years, I should support that proposal-
And I hope that those who have so much to
say in favor of the vested interests of Pro.
mantle will at a later btage remember the
vested interests of AlbarPy, when we come to
deprive that place of the privilege of being a
port of call for the mail steamers.

Tusz Pux=Eu- That will be a. long time
hence.

111. LEAKl1?: It will be a long time; still,
I hope that the vested interests of Albany
maky be regarded then by those who now cham-
pion the ve~ted into rests of Freniantl e.

Tue PaFria: What about your umotion
last year P

Mu. LE&ARE: I thank the lion. gentleumn
for reminding meal it. As originally framed,
my motion aked for the removal of the shlops
"1without delay," hut when it was pointed out
thnt these words dealt too harshly with
Prenjautle, hon. members will recollect that I
struck nut those words. I also accepted the
amendment of the lion. Member for Nannine;
striking out the words that the shops should
be reinfved " to a site at the Midand Junc-
tion," in order that another site might be
chosvi, if possible, at Fremnantle, and that the
shops should not be taken train that town
Or its vicinity. 'There is no doubt that the
proposed site at Richmond could be made a
suitable one for the Workshops. bitt it is a
question of ways and means. It is a
singular thing thvir we bas e no detailed report
from the Engineer-in.-Chief in regard to this
particular site, and the omission proves that
the Government had made up their mind
long before lest session, that they
were going to remove these shops to the Mid-
land Junction, altbough the.Brainier promised
that nothing would be decided upon until the
House had had an opportunity of discussing
the question. When the Premnier said that,
the hen. gentieanin must have. had his tongue
in his cheek. I at in favor of open discussion,
and am not in favor of squelching discussion,
as the Glovernmeint have done to-night by
resorting to t eclftre; buLt, as the Fremantle
members have been beaten on the question of
site, I should advise them to mnake the best
terms they can to postpone as long as possible
the removal of the shops. The time they ask
for is five years, on something of the same
principle that the Churches ask for com-
peonsation in connection with the abolition of
the 1'nclesiastical Grant, upon so many years
purchaste of the amount of the grant. Fre-
matle should have sufficient time before the
shops are rarnonved to complete the Iharbor
Work~s and to establish new industries to
make up for the l oss of the Government shops,
and the circulation of money which they bring
about. [ think, however, that the five years
grace Fremantle asks for is a little too emuch,
and that the case is one for that compromise,
which often has part in public life. At the
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same time I think the Government should en-
deavor to deal liberally with the Fremantle
people under the circumstances. In conclu Lion,
I incst again express my regret that
theGoverument have not permitted this ques-
tion to he debated on its merits, Lnd that they
should have checked fall dliscussion, simply
beauatue they knew full well that a very large
majority of members would be prepared to
support the very ingenious motion of the lion.
member for Perth, which resutled in stifling
discussion on so important a question "s this.

THE PREMIER (lion. Sir S. Forrest): I do
not think I have spoken on the main question
yot,-certaiiily not on the amendment before
the [louse, and I do not intend to say very
mucli on the present occasion. But, what I
felt sure wrould occur to-night has occurred,
in the no: ion of the hon. member for Albany.
I told him when I last spoke on this question
that, notwithstanding that be had himself
moved last year a similar resolution to that
now proposed by the Government for the
removal of the Workshops, the hon. member
would vote, on this occasion for the retention
of the Workshops at Fremantle.

ME. LrARE: I have not done anything of
the Eind.

THE PREMIER (Lion. Sir J. Forrest):
SThat is what the bion. member intends to do.
At any rate, hie intends to vote in the direc-
tion of having the removal of the Workshops
delayed for another five years.

ME. Tjnxr: Sit-, is the lion, gentleman in
order in attributing to me observations; I have
never made P

THE SPEAKER: Certainly not.
TILE PRtEMIER (Mon. Sir S. Forrest) : I

wish, Sir, to remind the lion. mtember for
Albany that last year hie moved a resolution
which was couched in the very terms of the
motion that is now before the House. If hon-
members will look at Hansard, on page 1362
of last yeaur's debates, they will find the speech
which the bon. member made in moving the
resolution I have referred to. He commenced
his speech by complimenting Mr. Allison
Smnith (of whom we have heard so much this
evening) as a great authority on the Work-
shops qnestion, Land added:-" There are many
"1members, I am happy to say, who will be
"able to take impartial views npon this
"question, and who will be able to follow the
chain of reasoning set forth in the report of

"Mr. Allison Smnith. and in the report of the
Condtssioi, I referred to, and also in pro-

"vious debates on this subject. When a
"gentleman in the position of Mr. Allison
"Smith, am acknowledged expert in such
'matters, is brought round from Melbourne

"with a view of reporting upon matters within
"Ihis special knowledge, no doubt his opinion
"must earry considemable weight in the

"mwinds of every unprejudiced person.' Yet,
in the face of that statement, Sir, the bon.
member for Albany 'sow comsplimeonts the
hon. membler for North Fremnantle for do'-
noancing, Mr. Allison Snsbh, and cresting the
most serious reflections upon that gentleman's
professional reputation. Further, the hon.
meimber in his speech of last year, when ro-
ferring to the report of the Royal Commission
which sat on this question, a majority of the
members of which reported in favor of the
removal of the Workshops f rom Fremanti to
the Midland Junction, said :-" I have thought

it advisable to biring the matter forward
*oni*e more, in order to have a distinct
expression of opinion on the subject by this
House," and, generally speaking, the lion.

member on that occasion made out it very
go~od casne in favor of removing the Work-
shops from Fremantle to the Midland
Junction. He further said:-" Mere,
"then, we have all the conditions that
"should weigh with twin the consideration of
"this question-weve got the laud, we've got

"the water-, and, what is of still greater hui-
"parlance, we have the necessity for the
removal of the Workshops from their

"present site.. .... ff1 have anticipated
"the Government in bringing forward this
resolution, I will not exactly say that I
regret it, but I hope, all1 the saute, that hon.
members will vo t e for it, k-cause it is merely
an anticipation of the Government, policy,

"and emphuaises, the fact that the proposed
change is desirable. All things aire favor-

"able, at the present moment, to the removal.
"It is absolutely necessairy, that more money
"should lie expended in providing better
facilities than the present Workshops afford.

"That being so, let us at once .ay that we
"will spend that money in permanent works,
"and not in tinkering on what, oven at the
present moment, is admittedly inadequate.

"Lot it be spent upon a site n hich will
answer our purposes for all time, aod which
is in every way an advantageous site;I and
let us build upon that site Railway Work-
shops which will meet all our requirements
for many, Lanny years to come."
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'Mu. LzansE: Don't you wish you could
make so good a speech P

THE. PREMIER (Hon. Sir J. Forrest): That
is a portion of the speech which the bon.
member made last year. and hou. members
have heard what he has said this evening,
If hot. members have any admiration for the
members sitting on the front; Opposition
benches, when their leader turns somersaults
of this kind, and jumps about like a political
Jim Crow, as the hen. inember for Albany
has done, all I can say is,-welJ, I really do
not know what to say. Now, the hon. memnber
would have the House believe that the action
of the hon. member for Perth, in moving that
the question should be put, was something
very dreadful. The object of the hon. mem-
ber for Perth was simply to try and get
members to come back to the mnaan question.
Had it not been for the action of the Won.
member for Albany, in moving a resolution
which was; foreign to the subject before
the House, tho hon. members for Fremantle
would have been able to move an amendment
to the effect that the Workshops should not
be removed to the Midland Junction, but to
some other site. We know very well that the
hon. mnember for Albany did not move his
amendment in deference to the wishes of
the hen. members for Fremutle; he did
so simply for the purpose (as the Attorney-
General has pointed out) of drawing a red
herring across the track, so us. to hamiper the
Government.

bin. Lstxn: I amn certainly not going to
assist the Gove rnment.

THE PREKIE K (Hon. Sir J. Forrest) : His
desire is not to help the people of Fremuantle,
as ho states, but to hamper the Government
at every turn.

Mn. Lxsxs: I want to break you up.
TaE PREMIER (Hon. Sir J. Fonrest): Yes,

that's it. The hon. member is trifling with
the House. He has now, after two debates
upon this saubject, come to the conclusion that
he will support the hon. members for Wve-
mnantle in their opposition to the proposal of
the Government. Ilam glad to hear it, for I
would much rather he would vote straight out
with the Frumantle members than employ
tactics which serve no other end than to
hamper the Government. and to obstruct the
business of the House. The remark made by
the hon. member for Fremuantle, to the effect
that the Government are dealing a. deady blow
to Fremnantle in seeking to remove these Work.

shops, is Dot altogether proper, and is cer-
tainly undeserved. In addition to that, it has
been stated that the personal interests of
Ministers are concerned in the action we pro-
pose to take in removing these shops to Guild-
ford. As a matter rf fact, as I have al ready
said, all our interests are centred at Fro-
mantle. We were irresistibly forced to the
conclusion we have come to in the interests
of the country, and I defy anyone to say theat
any mnember of the G overniment has been in-
fluenced in the least degree by personal in-
terests in the action he has taken in regard
to thisquestion. Seeing that the Government
have done so much for Fremnantle since 'we
have been in office, in trying to make it the
port of cnil for the mail steamers, and to
make it a port worthy of the growing import-
nce of the colon3y, by prosecuting vigorously
the comUJpletion of its haLrborV works, how can
anyone say that we are animated by a desire
to deal a deadly blow to the interests of Fre-
mantle in the action weu now propose to take?
It is absurd to say so, and the members for
Fremantle know it is. They know also that
the Government have been macob troubled
and concerned with this question of removing
the Workshops, knowing that the people of
Fremantle would be placed somew hat at a dis-
advakntage thereby. Hut, in the interests of
the country, which, after ll, are the
paramouunt interests for our con sidera-
tion, we are bound to do it. We have been
charged by theo hon. member for Albany and
others with having delayed this question.
The hon. memlber, in thc first place, tells us
that our action in not hurrying on the re-
moval of the Workshops is un-ntisfactory,
and yet he gives his support to a proposal to
put off their removal for another five years.
If the hon. member would try and be consis-
tent, I would have a little more respect for
him, and for those who are associated with
him;, but., if ho will persist in a course of
inconsistency, and at the same time sneser at
the a~ctions of the Government, and lose no
opportunity fur misrepresenting us, and insult-
ing the Government and iM6 supporters-who,
he says, are expected to vote as they are
directed-how can the hon. member expect
us to spare him'P

Mu. LEASE: I have never said your sup-
porters voted its they were directed.

THE PREMIER tMon. Sir J. Forrest): The
hon. memiber for Nannine is always saying so.
lie is always telling the Government that
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they have seventeen votes in their pocket. So
long as the Opposition continue to resort to
such tactics, so long will the followers of the
Uovornwent continue to give the Government
their cordial support. I have very little more
to say, Sir, eXccept that I do not blame the
people of Fremantle when they try their
utmost to retain these Workshops at Fre-
mantle, or in its iwimediate vicinity, bcuse
they will, no doubt, l0se slikething by their
rem~oval. Bot I believe theo loss that will
accrue is very much exaggerated. In regard
to the vested interests of the employks
engaged in the Workshops, I venture to soy
that there is not a piece of land they possess.
or a house that 'they have built, which cannot
be sold ait the present moment for more than
it cost then,. I may say that theQ Government
-and I think lecan speak, too,for those who are
helping the Government-mucant accept the
amndinent. It is absurd to propose that the
emoval of these Workshops should be delayed

for arnother five years. We have been
strongly urged by our professional advisers
to move them as Eoon no possible,
owing to the fact that the country is losing
money by their being- placedl at Fremantle,
and that to postpone their removal would
involve the country in a still greater loss.
I have personally given this matter so much
consaideration that I have convinced myself
that the blidland Junction site is the best site
available for these Workshops. I nut fortified
in my opinion by the opinions of others that
this site is admirably suited for thc. purpose,
by rmason of the large level area available, its
convenient situation, and the abundance of
water obitmaiabe on the spot. That being the
conclusion I had arrived at, I informed the
deputation of Fremantle residents that waited
upon me on the subject, of the conclusions I
had arrived at. I say again, that, Aobwith-
standing the fact that the removal of these
shups is against our own interests, and against
the interestp of some of our staunchest sup-
porters-whose votes we shall probably lose,
both here and in another place-notwithatand-
irg these considerations, the Government
cannot he,,tate, in its duty to the country.

m,. GEORGE : Unfortunately the hon.
member for the M urray (according to the hon.
member for Albany) seems to be in a particu-
lurly unhappy fram of mind this evening. I
do not propose to pit myself against the hon.
and learned member in regard to the amend-
mnt which he has moved, Aliegin unsatis.

factory action on the part of the Government
in this matter, because it would be impossible
for a mere layman-or (as I have been called)
a mere business wani-to attempt to deal with
those plausible turns of expresion which a
legal training enables the hon. member to
employ. Hut Cstated in nanmistakable terms
the reason for the vote which I gave
on his amendment. I stated then, and I repeat
it no-, that this Workshops question is a
practical question, and one that should be
dealt with in a pracetical manner, and should
not be used for political purposes. My
constituents sent me here to vote on straight.
forward issues, and I shall deceive them very
much if I do not respect their wishes. If the
amendment, " I have already aid, had been
made to read that the action of the Govern-
ment had been unsastisfaictory in regard to the
question in the past, instead of being made to
affirm that it is unsatisfactory now, I would
have been in accord with the hon. member;
but I stated that, although the conduct of the
Government in the past had been unsatisfac-
tory, by reason of their vacillating policy, the
question before the country now is-What
shall be done in the present emergency ? This,
I maintain, is a practical question. 'lI h on.
member for Albany says that the memb~ers for
Fremantle are already beaten on this question.
SO far Us my vote is concerned, I do not think
that they are beaten yet. and I shall be sorry
if they are beaten. My vote against the
amendment of the hon. umemuber for Albany
was given on principle, and I shall endeavour
to show why I intend to vote against the pro-
posal of the Government. The hon. member
who moved the amendment which is now
before the Hone, affirming that the removal
of the Workshops should be delayed for five
years, cannot have thought out the question
at all ; for, if it were carried, it would mean
that the Workshops, which are now inadequate
and are not properly equipped, must stand
still for five years. Now, suppose the House
affirms that it is desirable to remove the
Workshops to Midland Junction-i hope it
will not do so-it will take at least two years
before the work of removal can be accsom-
plished, and I really think thant, after all,
the Fremantle people can survive the re-
moval of - 300 working meen from their
centre. I would like, however, to have it
clearly shown that there is no site available
nearer Fremantle than the Midland Junction.
fortI am unwilling to believe that there is not.
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I believe th ere is sufficient land at Rocky Bay
for this purpose, if the Engineer-ina-Chief
chose to recominendit. Anyhow,! cannot accept
the abatement of the Government, that the
Midland Junction is the best and the wily site
procurable, simply because the only informau-
tion given to the House on this question of
sites is that which bears upon the Midland
Junction site. I would like to see some expert
evidence secured, outside the Department, in
regard to the Rocky Bay si te, upon which we
could form an unbiassed. opinion. With re-
gard to the area necessary to be acquired for
this purpose, I deny that there is any necessity
for anything like 100 acres of land. If the
whole of the railways of the colony- those at
present in existence, and those which wvill be
constructed in the future--were to radiate
to either Fremnantle or to the Midland Junc-
tion. it would perhaps be necessary to have
so large an area for the Workshops; but, with
the enormous extent of territory that will
have to be served by our railway system, and
with the knowledge that there must be other
centres f romn which ourrailways will radiate, I
say that the scheme which hase for its basis the
securing of nothing less than 100 acres for the
Workshops is a suicidal one. We have only
to tnrn to the great Wiorkshops at Newport,
in Victoria-which are big enough to do the
whole of the railway engineering work of the
whole of the colonies-for an instance of the
folly of a too lavish expenditure in this direc-
tion. Do we want to repeat the blunders of
the neighboring colonies? Do we wish to in-
flict on our small population the mistakes and
gross incapacity shown in the erection of
those workshops at Newport? We knew that
the Enginieer-in-Chief swears by Mr. Allison
Smith. who snperintended the building of
those Newport Workshops, as the only man
who can speak with authority on these ques-
tions. Now, as it happened, I was in New
Zealand at the time when at Royal Con]mission
was sitting, some twelve or thirteen years
ago, on the question of railway management
in that colony, and, at that time, Mr. Allison
Smith was connected with the New Zealand
Railway Department. It wuas elicited by that
Commission, from a Mr. Conyer-s, the chief of
the New Zealand Railways, that Mtr. Allison
Smith was a aman who habitually resorted to
falsehood, intrigue, and mnlice. The Engineer-
in-Chief of this colony, in giving evidence
before the Commission which sut, in 1803, to
consider the condition and Organ isation of the

Railway Workshops at Fremantle, said of Mr.
Allison Smith:-"When the regime he was
"working under in New Zealanud required

" thrift and rigid economy, Mr. Allison Smith
" shone as a, imiost thrifty man, and is capable
"of doing so still under similar circum-
stances." TIhat is the Engineer-in-Chief's

opinion regarding this gentleman. But
the New Zealand Cosumission to which I
hav'e referred reported as follows on Mr.
Allison Smith's wanageient of the Rail-
waty Department Of that colony: -The

"Railway Department is the one in whit.h

" te greatest amount of useless expenditure
"exists, and the greatest waste of public

"1money occurs in the Railway Workshops,"
Yet our E ngineer-in- Chief - level-headed.
careful. and clever an expert as he undoubtedly
is-pins his faith to this geantleman, in the
face Of the fact that a. Royal Com~mission in

-New Zealand reported that the Department
he controlled was one in which the greatest
waste of public money and extravagance
occurred. Subsequently, we find that his
career, while connected with the railway
system of Victoria, wats similarly marked by
the greatest extravagance and the greatest
misuse of the pubjlic funds- acts which would
probably haLve placed himt in the dock had he
been connected with a private business. I
do not hesitate to make that statemnt.u I
simply point this out in order to prove that, in
spite of the ponderous lectures of the Attorney-
General, the peevish scoldings of the Premier,
and the mild rebukes of the Commissioner of
-Railways--the Commissioner of Crown Lands,
by the waty, leaves ine alone, and I have to
thank himt for it--I say I simply point
out these facts to show that I amn justified in
the position I take with regard to Mr. Allison
Smith. Now, there is another point I wish
to make, and it is this: the plans, I under-
stand, for the workshops at the Midland
Junction. bear the signature of this gentle-
muan (Mr. Allison Smith); but I warn hon.
members that, whatever they may do with
regord to fixing the site for the Workshops,
they should throw Mr. Allison S nmitli's plan
for the Wlorkshops buildings into the fire. Mr.
Allison Smith camne here from Victoria with a
great flourisjh of trumpets tou prepare these
plans. but what did he do in Victoria ? li
appropriated plans which had bjeen prepared
by someoneu else, altered them in some res-
pects, and called them his Own, in the same
waty as hie once altered the plan of
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a, refrigerating car, and then sent it
to the Chicago Exhibition a" his own in-
vention. In altering the plans of the Work-
shops he made the biggest mess of theta that
a Lima could possibly jnako. The H-on. the
Cowinissione,- of Railways tolls us he has all
this information in his possession, or has read
it. If so, [ am astonished to find the boit.
gentlemau attempting to defend Mr. Al ison
Smith. Mr. Carter, a well-known and res-
pected member of the Legislative A ssemnbly
of Victoria, commented most strongly on one
occasion on the ruess; that this gentleman, had
made in erecting the machinery in the Work-
shuis of that colony. His own witnesses, in
his recent action for libel against one of the
Melbourne newspapers, admitted that lbe had
tangled the erection of this machinery, stat-
ig that some of it was place 1 at the wrong
end of the building, and that. it wast faulty in
detail, aned that the shafting was wrongly
erected, In connection with that libel case, I
might mention that the juryanswered foiironly
out of the twenty-seven questions submitted to
them in Mr. Allison Smith's favor, and the5
awarded him the nmgnificent sum of one far-
thing damages as a sotatium IC.- his wounded
feelings. Yet this is the man who claims to be
ain expert on Railway Workshops Dmage-
ment, and whom the Government of this
colony swear by.

InE Panate (lion. Sir J. Forrest) : He
Was lent to us.

Mn. GEORGE: I'll talk about that pre-
sently. Surely, there nmust be some other-plans
for the proposed new Workshops buildings in
existence. The Hon. the Commissioner of
Railways must know, if he has studiedl the
question at all, that the plans submitted by
Mr. Allison Smith are not sufficient upon
which to form an opinion upon this question.
I hose plans are almorst Similar to those from
which the Newport Workshops in Victoria
were built.

THE PREIR (HOn. Sir J. Forrest):
There is no harm in that.

Ma. ILLINGWORU: Only that they are
a failure.

MR. GEORGE: I amn sare they will not
surit the requirements of this colony, for they
propose to arrange the Workshops in such a
WaLY as to necessitate the raw material being
carted aill over the establishment in order to
he dealt with. Now, I ask the Government
this question: When Mr. Allison Smith came
here, did lie know anything about the Rocky

Buy site, or about any other sites, and was he
aware that there was laud available between
Porth and Fremnantle which would provide a
good site for the WorkshopsP

TILE PREMIER: NO!
MR. GEORGE: I am not prepared to accept

that denial, and I want to be satisfied on the
subject before I give my vote. I mustern-
pliaise the point in regard to those plans, and
1 shall do everything I possibly can to defeat
their adoption.

TILr PREMIER (E1on. Sir J. Forrest): We
are dealing with the site, and not the pla of
the Workshops.

Mu. GEORGE: Yes, and Mr. Allison Smith
is your authority for the proposed siteo. It is
an accepted rule in mechanics, that if
one little detail in a machine is faulty, it will
be found on examination that more important
parts of the machine tirc faulty also; and I am
endeavoring to show that the past history and
post mistakes of Mr. Allison Smith are not
such ats will justify us in accepting him ats an
authority to be relied upon. If I succeed in
proving toe the satisfaLction Of this House that
Mr. Allison Smith's opinions are altogether un-
reliable submitthat the besitthing we can do
with his designs is to throw theta intothe fire.

TIL Dine-ron OF PUBLIC WORKS: Perhapsa
We shall have designs fromt you.

MR. GEORGEt No, I am here to express an
opinion upon matters which concern the in-
terests of the colony. I have a perfect right
to express that opinion, and I mean to express
it. I do not wish the Government to regard
ale ats an expert on the subject. Let me now
discuss Mr. Allison Smith's capabilities as a
mechanic. Mr. Allison Smith, when in Vie-
toria, went in for experiments, and, in doing
so, hie did exactly what all mechanical laws
said hie should not do. He experimented with
twenty-eight of the splendid eingines belong.
ing to the Victorian R{ailway system, with
most disastrous results. On one ,ccasion he
tried to balance them by putting on a
counterweight of 5561bs. as against Il5lbs. ;
and the result was that 100 tons of rails near
Lanoefield, covering a distance of three miles,
weare smashed up. There is no question about
it, this experiment bad the saute effect as that
of a powerful sterna hammer striking the rails
at every twenty feet would have had. An
enquiry was held into the matter, and Mr.
Allison Smith Could not convince the Conomis.
sion that he had done right, and he was
accordingly instructed to reinstate thaie 2!s
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engines, the costly parts of which were buried
iu the Cotudations of the Newport Workshops.
'I liei hie tried another Iexperimnt. He pat On
four compensating beams on an engine.
instead of two, against all recognised and
tested rmules of engineering and mechanical
RciCeicl', mid.1 i deflauice of the person who drew
i uts plans of the engine. It is said that the
14 c(.IIOtivI: wen. downright madW, rocked like a
ship ait sea, and wont ploughing into the sand.
This little experiment cost Victoria £1,000.
That %%as -Mr. Alison Smith's work. Now, an
impressioni prev Ails, that Dot only would this
gentleman like to come to this colony to
manage our own Workshops, but that those in
authority desire that he should come.

IiHE DuxEsroit OF FannIe Wonas -There is
no foundation for it whatever.

Ma. GEORGK: I am pleased to hear it.
lily object in thus referring to Mr. Allison
Smith is to warn the Government not to accept
his plans for these Workshops, and to urge
them to have the designs prepared by someone
out of the colony, if they cannot get ayone in
the colony who is competent to do the work-
although I belieave they can-in suach a way us
will not entail useless expenditure. There are
tafly two other points which [ wish to refer to
in regard to Mr. Allison Smith, and these came.
out at the trial of his recent action for libel
againbt a Melbourne newspaper. It appears
that some refrigerating cars were built on
his designs, at a cost of £927,000, and a most
peculiar ipsult, followed. The temperature
inside those crs- Was U good deal warmer than-
it, was outside, and, as a consequence, butter,
which was comparatively hard before it was
placed in the cars, melted soon after it was
put in. That shows what a genius we have
in Mlr. Allison Smith. We also find that, al-
though hie was only authorised to order
to the extent of.£100 at a time without call-
ing for tenders-when he held a responsible
position in the Railway Departmentof Victoria
-yet, contrary to the regulations, he ordered
£664,000 worth of goods for his huge dep~t at
Newport without . calling for tenders
-an action which wonld probably have
led him into serious trouble had he been
employed by a private firm. One of
the miost peculiar features oif this matter is
that Mr. Conyers, who reported Mr. Allison
Smith as being untrustworthy in New Zea-
and, was one of the gentlemen from whom
he ordered o. portion of those stores, and, at
the trial of his action, he attemupted to make

it appear that Mr, Conyers was insae. I
think I have said 4-nough about Mr: Allison
Smith, I have very little more to add, but I
do hope we shall hear from the Government,
before the question is put to the vote, a
definite and authoritative statement that there
is nositenearer to Frenmantle than the Mid-
land Junction avail able for the locaution of these
Workshops. There should be, in my opinion,
plenty of other sites available, seeing that the
Governmwent have such a large quantity of
land at their disposal. I would also like to
take this opportunity Of erpressing a hope
that when the hon. member for the Murray
is seeking information, or feels it necessary,
in his duty to the colony and his constituents,
to speak on any subject in this House, the
members of the Government will he good
enough to refrain frim sneering at him, or
scolding him, or rebuking him, because I tell
them the bon. member for the Murray has had
quite enough of it, and is not going to stand
much more of it. In conclusion, Sir, I would
express the hope that this will be the last
practical1 question that will be Used as
a6 sort of poliia red-mag to be brought.
before this House and the country
during the life of the present Parliament.

Mit. SOLOMON: I think lion. members
must have been surprised to-night to find an
hon. member endeavoring to apply thle clfture
to a discussion on a question wh ich is one of
the most important questions that hats ever
come before this H-ouse. It must have ben
a greater surprise to the Government. The
amendment limits, to a very great extent, the
scope of the debate, but I would like to point
out that Mr. Allison S, mith was introduced to
this colony by the Engineer-iai-Chief as a pro-
fessional man, and that that is the capacity in
which we have to deal with him. When that
gentleman suggested the M11idland Junction as
the site for the Workshops, he had not given
tbe matter the full consideration it required,
nor had he inspected other eligibleg places
between Perth and Fremantle. The plans
he prepared were for buildings which would
cover 80 acres of ground; but it is evident, ic
view of the fact that the present Workshops
occupy only V2~ acres, that his ideas are too
expansive altogether. Further, he compiled
a certain return in ord, r to show that the
celony wats losing Xt15,01.0 by the present
Railway Workshops. On that Occasion, in
arriving at that concusion, he made a coin-
parisun between this colony and New Zealand;
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but, in the comparison which has been made
ait the present time, New Zealand is left out
altogether, and Western Australia, with a
population of 90,000, is placed in comparison
with New South Wales, which has a popula-
tion o. 1,200,000, and fotir or five times as
much railway facilities. The question that
appears to we to require to be now settled is
that relatting to the length of time that
should be allowed to lapse before the Work-
shops are removed from Frenmantle. Ever
since 1801, when Mr. Allison Smith made
his report the Workshops have been mnaking
an annual profit, and they are now in a very
good condition financially. I would like to
read the report of the Engineer-in-Chief on this
poin t. Ref erring tothe additional machinery ob-
t mned forthetocomotiv' orkshopshesays:-

Another imiportant improvement, which has
"conduced very considerably to the reduction

of expenditure in the locomotive branob~ot-
the Department, has been the procuring of

"a large quantity of modern machinery (to the
"value of about X8,000 during the last 4j
",years) which has very considerably reduced

the cost of repalirs, as well as also very con-
siderably reducing the cost of construction
of new waggons, etc. It is also worthy of

"note, that the circumstances attending the
"introduction of this machinery have been
"somewhat peculiar and exceptionol,inasmueh
"as the condition of things 4e years ago was,
that there was a locomotive workshop of
co'nsiderable size, with fairly good aoommo-
dation for the vehicles which then required
repairs, but with scarcey any inachinery in
it at all, wheres, at present, the same work.
shop is practically filled up with machines,

"leaving hardly tiny space for the accom o-
dation of vehicles which have to be repaired,
the result being, that nearly all the repair-
ing work, as well as; the construction of new
vehicles, has, for want of space for additional

"shed room, to be done in the open. In any
Iclimate less genial than that which exists
here, this would be practically impossible.
This state of things will, however, I hope, be
shortly remedied by the selection of some

"suitable site for Railway Workshops, and
"by authority being given to construct such
"Workshops tl'ere as rapidly as possibile. To
the above extent, as regards improvements
in works and machinery already made, and
their effect upon the working expenses, I

"have thoughtit mayduty togo, in justification,
"not:O~one of myself, for having recommended

"them, batialso in justification of the action
of the Government in accepting my recoin-
toudatioins (in July, 189 1, aud Mare'n, 1892,

"respectively) that these works should he
unidertaken, on account of the savings which

"would undoubtedly accrue from them; and
I have no doubt whatever, that savings,
fully up to what were reckoned upon, have

"accrued from such of them as are completed,
and that even more than the estimated

"savings will also accrue, in due course, from
those which have still to be completed. In

"addition to the improvemrents above men-
tioned (namuely, heavier rails, more powerful
locomotives, and additional machinery for
the locomotive workshops-which han

"operated immediately and directly in reduc-
ing thle working expenses) there have been

"also very numerous; improvements of Various
"kinds on the orened railways during the
" 1" years herein referred to, all tending,

" more or less, to facilitate and reduce the coat
" of dealing with the growing traffic."
It will therefore be seen that, instead of losing
money, the Workshops have been making
money; and, if a proper return wore compiled
as to their operations and cost to the country,
I believe it would be found that they stand a"
advantageously in this respect in this colony
s the Workshops of the other colonies dio.
In 1801 some 300 waggonst were in use, aid
since then the number has been increased to
1,5W. The number of carriages hits increased
since that yeatr from about 30 to about 70.
T'hat alone shows that extra work has I-een
done in these Workshops, ns some of the
waggons and the carriages were built there.
With regard to the proposed site at Rich-
mond, I would like to mention that, whall the
construction of the railway Line between Fre-
mantle and Perth .wasi contemplated, the
people of Fremnantle, at great expense, had
surveys made in order that the line should
run upon the south side of the river. rleir
wish, however, was not complied with, and I
would like to know from the Hon. the Coin-.
missioner of Railways, whether the Govern-
ment intend that the boridges which spane the
river at Freumantle are. to be removed higher
up the river, so as to allow Vessels to colle
to Perth fromt Fremiantle. I think the
Premier stated that the other evening.
Tax PREnisa: I never said anythingaiboutit.
Tan SPEAKER: That does not affect the

question before the House.
MR. SOLOMON: The reason why I men-
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tion this is to point out that if at any time it
should I-e decided to run the railway line
akonz the south side of tHes river, it
mill paiss ismuediately in front of the pro-
posed site at Richmond, which would, in
con~sequence. L-e a most convenient site. I
think the Government, in this case, might
he liberal, and give those who have in-
vested their earnings in PRxmanatle a chance
to realise on their property before removing
the Workshops. Vested interest, will suffer
to a very large extent by the removal of these
shltoj, but I do not thank it is going to ruin
Fremnantle, although it may take yam to
recover fronm the injury it will receive. in.
dealing with this part of the question, We Must
have regard for this future, as well as for the
present, and consider what other public in-
atitutiuns airc likely to be removed from Pro-
inantik. It is quite on the cards that the
Asylum, with the expenditure of public money
it incurs, is to be rumiored; and, in a few years
hence. when the h rhor improvements and
other public works now in progress there are
completed, the expenditure on these works
wrill ailit cease. All these aire matters that
should 1)e taken into consideration in dealing
wi~th this question. It is not much use, per-
haps, to labor the question now, because I ame
af raid that the removal of the Workshops is a
foregoes conclusion. Still, I think something
should be done to palliate the blow, and, if the
shops are to ho removed, 1 hope it wvill lie done
by degreesand that some time wilt be allowed
to lapse bc-fore the final blow is struck.
Cortain things have been said about the men'
hers for Fremantle, particularly by the hon.*
memober for the Gascoyce, which, in my opinion,
arc quite uncalled for. On no occasion have
the meimbers for Fremantle voted against any-
thing that lies been proposed in this House
that would benefit Perth, if they considered
they were acting in the best interests of the
coony in supporting the proposaJ. I hope
that Ivill be borne in ained, and that, before
voting on thi questionmmnembers will generally
ivalise that Fremantle is losing at groat deal
in the removal of these Workshops. I need
hardly say I shell vote for the amendment.

Mus. IJEFROY: I think the hon. member
who has just sipoken paid the lion. member for
Albany a great compliment when be said that
the amendmenut moved by that boo gentleman
w"Rmiot unjortantonie. Itlhasbeenstatod
that tile motion moved by the hon. member

f*r Perth-" that the question bie now put"-

was intended to stifle discussion. I disagree
with that statement, because it seemis to weo
that the hon. member merely desired to stop
a discussion which was irrelevant to the ques-
tion before thelHonse. I regret that the hon.
member for Nannines, in speaking on this
question, should huve used language which
I think was almost an insult to the constita-
encies of this colony. He told us, Sir, that
those who would] vote for the proposal of the
Government were Jacking in intelligence,
t~tat they w, old vote blindly as, they were
told to do, and that they even lacked common
sense. Hle told us also that he is a old Par-
liamentarian himself, used to Parliamentary
forms and P arliatuentary procedure. That
may beaso. But 1 really th ink ho must have
been carried awaty by the warmath of the tise-
eussfien, when he made use of such insulting
remarks as, I have referred to. The gift of
eloquence which the hon. member possesses
should ho used to better advantage, for fels
sure lie will never have a following in this
House if lbe uses such arguments as lie has
employed this evening. 'Ihe very worst way
to try and convert a man is to call bias a
miserable sinner ;and the hon. member, iu
trying to convert hon. members on this side
of the House to his way of thinking, bugan by
tolling them, not exactly that they were
miserable sinnters, but that they had no
intelligence.

MR. ILLIN4JWOSTH: I never dreamt of
such at thing.

Ma. IsEFtOY ; 'I[he hon. member, in the
course of his speech, referred to a late
lamented member of this House (Mrv. Do
Hamnel), whom he spoke of as a gentleman
whose opinion was entitled to respect. It may
interest the boa. member to know that thle
gentleman referred to stated that Mr. Alliso,
Smith's report on the Workshops question
was one of the most admirable reports that
had ever been, presented to Parliament. That
is the language used by a gentleman in whose
footsteps the hon. member for Nannine
attempts to tread. I have never heard ainy of
the advocates for the retention of the Work-
shops at Fremantle go so far as to say that
they should remin on the present site. ]1,.t
they are very fond of quoting the Hion. J. A.
Wright, the consulting engineer of the
Gloverament, as ain authority supporting their
own views on this point. I may remind the
House that when Mr. Wr-ighit gave evidence
before the Royal Commission which wat in
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189?, to enquire into the condition 2and organi-
sation of the Rtailway Workshops at Fre-
mantle, he was asked the following
questions, and gave the following answers--
First of all he wss asked, " Are you of opinion
that sufficient area exists at the present site
for further expansion, aind tire development
of the service ?-Decidealy, I am." TIhen he
was asked:- " Even taking into consideration
the possible expansion r-Every possible ex-
pansion." Asked if he took into coconut the
reclamation of the foreshore, his answer
was: "To a certain extent I do, ]But, evean
without that, there is plenty of room-heaps
of room."' The gentlemen, therefore, who is
brought forward as a. supporter of the views
of those who do not advocate the retention
of the Workshops on their present site (al-
though they oppose the remocval from Fre-
mantle) says distinctly that there is plenty of
room at the present site for these Workshops.
But I think even the most a~rdent opponents
of the Government proposals have given up
that point entirely, and I really believe that if
Mr. Wright were now asked to give an opinion
on this question of sites, hewouldld say that
the Midland Junction is the best site. In my
opinion, too much attention altogether has
boon paid to the report of Mri. Allison Smith.
We have gone beyond that report now, and
should let Mr. Allison Smith alone, as far as
this question is concerned. We have had three
years in which to thresh this question out
amongst orrselvcs, rind, although (as the hon.
member for Nannino tolls us) we mjay lack
intelligence and commion sense, I think we
are able tW romme to a conclusion on this
question without dragging Mr. Allison
Smith into the question at all. it has
been said that Mr. Allison Smith only
inspected the places he was told to inspect,
and that, even at that time, three or fonr years
ago. the Government were quite convinced that
the site at the Midland Junction was the only
plape where the Workshops bhould be placed.
The Governmrent has theadmainistration of the
business of the country placed in their hands,
and the fact t hat all throughout this period
the Government, which is comDposed Of sensible
maon, have steadfastly adhered to their belief
in this site for the Workshops, is really a big
point int its favor-to my mind, at any rate,
The Government has had this question under
eonsideration for some timre. and they are to-
day of exactly the same opinion they were four
or five years ago. It is only a comlmon-sense

point tof v iew to, support at sch enme wh ich hias
had such careful -attention at the hands of the
Government of the country. I muay say that
when the question was; first, brouLit up, sonic
years ago, I was distinctly under the imipres,-
sion that the site at Midland Jun ction WI'S
the only suitaie site for .,nr Railway
Workshops, and Otha there IVas not
sufficient v0011 at Fremntle. There
appear to he two questions involved herv,
-ono, that the Workshops should lie
remjoved to Midland Junction, the other that
they should only be removed as far as Rich-
mond, and in that wvay proteuct the intcrests of
Fremantle. Personally, I do not claizii to be
an expert in this matter, and I really do not
see how any hon. gentlemian ini this Ifouse can
profess to be oine either. No doubt they are
men of con] alon sease, and it is coil)Ilon senise
that has brought about the resolution of the
Government, We have been told that the
Midland Junction is an ideal place for the
X% orkshops. Some people do not believo in
the ideal. t believe in getting the ideal if it
is to be got ; and that appears to be the case
here now. The Midland Junction site hus
advantages that the Richmond site never can
possess. It is a well-recognised fact that in
Workshops of this description you want plenty
of elbow roe. Practical men, like the hon.
memnber for the Murray, know full welt, that
it is very essential there should be plenty of
room at the site of these Workshops ; and
thalt cannot be given at Richmojnd, ex-
cepting with the expenditure Of at large
sum of money. It would 10e imlaginied, fro'nt
what somie hon. gentlemen have Said durinig
the coarse of this debate, that th.' sit0 aIt
Midland Junction is nothing better than aL

swmp hat is not so. No drier or hotteir
site could possibly be found. It is perfect ly
dry, and I fomnd it so wheu ( inalveted it. It
is IL Zite On which tire water never lies, rind] is
in every way an ideal Spot for th0 arection of
ideal wvorkshops, which I hope the colony wvill
sometime possess. Seine stres4s hais hue il laid
on the questioin of the position of theNe
South Watles Workshops. Now, Sir, 1 do0 lnt
think we can coiraru the Workshops i 1 this
colony with these of Sydn-ey. Sydney is the
contra of a. great railway service, with railwa~ys'
entering it from each end of the colony. it is
really the centre of the system, and, being also
the capital as well as the port, it is natutrally
the most coaivenient place for the Workhrps.
It is admitted that, if the port Af a colony is
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suitable in other respects, it is certainly thea
most convenient for Railway Workshops.
If it is not suitable, then - the best
available site has to be chosen. If the
Workshops are retained at Fremantle, it means
that all the repairs required to the whole of
our rolling stocki tiust be brought down there,
and, to my mind, this will be most incon-
venient. The Midland Junction is by far the
more suitable site. Considerable rtress has
been laid by lion. members on the question of
haulage. Well, I do not think that is such a
very gieat matter as settne lion, members
appear to believe. The raw material for
carriages, trucks, &c., will only have to be
brought to the Workshops once, and the site
proposed by the Government will be more
conivenient in this respect than the one at
Fremntle, so far as the general system is
concerned. The argument as to haulage is.
one which I do not think will hold water.
'I'hot is my opinion, and that opinion is based
on good gronids. References have also been
made to the fact that the removal of the
employees will Ice necessary if the Workshops
are taken away f romt Fremnantle. It is said
these men will suffer greatly by the loss on
properties they have acquired; bat I do not
believe there is any fehr of this occurring,
because every one of those who owes any
property can sell it to advantage. We have
been told by the Commission that there are
only some twenty men who will be affected in
this way.

MR. SIMPSON :not.

Ma. LEFROY: I am only stating what the
evidence given to the Commission was, and I
anticipate that Mr. Samson and the other
geut~enien, who signed that report knew what
they were Saying, and that it was based on the
eviden,.e. I amn sure every member in tile
House is disposed to deal fairly with thcsenmen,
and, for toy part, I was going to suggest that
the Commtissioner for Railways should set aside
a site for the erection of cottages, so that the
men could have their own homes, their own
gardens, and be able to combine ecreation
witli mattersof ueruliness. In thisrespeet these
people will be far better off at the Midland
Junction than theynre at Fremantle. Theylhave
soilin the one place, and only sand in theother.
One of the arguments put forwaird by the heon.
members for Frenmantlc is, that when Mr.
Allison Smith reported in favorof the Midland
Junction, he made his report to suit the wishes
of the Government. Now, Sir, whether that

I)e so or not, these hon. gentlemen cannot pre-
tend 'to tell this Hlouse that those they enm-
ployed to support another site did uot draw
up their report to suit what they knew were
the views of the Iehople of Fremantle. They
were employed to advance the interests of
Fremsantle, and they would not be doing this
if they reported in any other way than the one
they did. Then, again, we are told that the
action the Houese is going to take this evening
will deal a terrible blow at Fremantle. This
can never be done, unleas itsexistenee depends
on the workshops being therc, ano, if that is
the case, all I an say is, Heaven help Fre-
mantle! However, we ail know that, with the
enterprising people there aire at Fremantle,
there is no likelihood of their being affected
by such a small miatter, or that Fremnantle will
be placed in the shade by it at all. We also hear
of the vesited interests o. Fremantle. When
it was a caue of affecting Albany's vested
interests, in a certain mnatter, the hion.
mem bers for Fremiantle did not come forward
then to see vested interests protected. They left
Albany to fight its own battle. Ido noitthink
that Fremantle will Suiffer by the removal of
these Workshops in any material degree,
while, on the other hand, if these shops are
retained at Fremantle, it means that the
Government will make one of the greatest
mistakes made under its regtnwe. I am very
pleased indeed that, at last, this question is
going to be settled. It has been hanging over
the country for somae years. and the people of
the colony will be glad to see it settled. I ani
pleased to support the Government in tlhe
action they are taking in this matter. I am
Dot ashanmed to support them, nor am I afraid
to speak my opinion on any important ques-
dion that cmes before this Hlouse; but I do
not feel called npon to act, the part of a
mnountebanik, and waste the time of the
House by jumping up to speak onl every pos-
sible occasion. I thoroughly believe that, in
voting to-night for the removal of these Work-
shops, I am voting in the interests of the
country, and for its present and future
prosperity.

MR. JAMES: I ought to apologis to the
House for adding a few words to the debate,
for the reason that, with the exception of the
address of the lion. the Commnissioner of Rail-
ways and the hon. member for Fremantle, the
debate has been full of words, and nothing but
words, Everything that could have been said
in favor of Fremsantle was said in the most
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cogent and eloquent manner by the hon.
"tember for Fremantle himself, and, in voting
against Fremantle, as I amn going to do this
evening, I cannot help a feeling of regret
that the members who have fought so ener-
getically against the Action of the Government
in this psatter, will not succeed in their op-
position. Are we not all unanimous that the
site is going to be changed? Is I not the
place to which the removal is to be made
the only issue before uts? That the site
should lie it the Midland Junction
is the opinion of experienced and competent
'ie~n. We have also had the opinion of men
not experienced, perhaps, or competent either,
who have formed a different opinion. We have
the opinion of Mr. O'Connor, our Engineer-mn-
Chief, and that is strongly in favor of the
removal of these Workshops to the Midland
Junction. So far As Mr. Allison Smith is con-
cerned, I do not think v'e need trouble very
imuch about him, and I have no doubt the
Government will now hesitate a very great
deal before they pay any attention to any of
his plans. It has been suggested that Mr.
O'Connor i's not competent to build there
Workshops, but, at present, it is only a ques-
tion of site with which we have to deal. SUrely
it must be admitted that, outside of the pro-
sessional point Altogether, our Engineer-in-
Chief is as competent as anyone else to form
proper conclusions from the experiences of the
sister colonies, and also to say whether the
question of haulage is an insuperable difficulty,
and a fatal objection to the Midland site. He
certainly muns t be far more competent than
any menmher of this House can be to
draw these conclusions. One big argu-
ment in favor of the absolute fairness of
the Engineer-in-Chief in this matter is the
way in which he has treated the engineer
employed by the Fremantle Committee, Mr.
Young caine iuto this question recommended
by the kindly words of Mr. O'Connor, and, in
dealing with the report of Mr. Young, bon.
memubers must not forget that he was only
aLsked to say whether the Richmond site could
be made suitable,-not whether the Midland
Junction. site Was a bettor one. Mr. Young
hits not even challenged the Midland Junction
site. We Are. not dealing with the question of
whether Richmond could ho made at suitable
site. We are simply dealing with the ques-
tion, which is the better site of the two?
Surely, also, Mr. Young must have been asked
Pomething about the question of haulage.

Surely he must have given an opinion on th-it
point.

Ms. M~Am IoN: it was not wanted. Our
own Engineer-in-Chief can t-11 us all about
that.

MR. JAMPS: It. has been said that this is
a question that only requires Corn umn sense to
deal with. I aim one of these who look upon
men of training and experience as being some-
thing more than mecn of ordinary conmmon-
sense, and in this csase the professional opinion
of Mr. O'Connor is indisputable. Those who
are opposed to this view have had the oppor-
tunity of getting Mr. Young's advice, and we
must draw our own conclusions from Mr.
Young's silence on this point. I ami positive
the course we should take in this matter is to
rely on the advice of our professional advisers,
more especially bearing in mind the very
generous way in which Mr. O'Connor hastroated
the people of Fremnantle in regard to thin
question. In famct, I have been much struck
with the generosity of Mr. O'Connor, when he
declered that, in Mr. Young, the Fremantle
people had an engineering expert who was
quite his equal. The responsibility of the
advice which we follow rests upon those who
give it to us. Ilam. free. to confess that the
hon. members for Fremnantle have fought an
energetic fight, but I really believe the ques-
tion is one to he decided by expert opinion,
and this House would be doing a very unwise
thing if it accepted the view of what is ima-
properly called comnmon sense against that, of
our professional adviser.

MR. SIMPSON: I have been much st-ruck
by the altered views of the ]Premier en this
Workshops question. Only a few mnoni hs ago,
on the 12th November last, the hon. gentle-
man, in speaking on the proposed appointment
of a Commission to consider this question, was
disposed to take time for discovering whether
the shops should hie removed from Frenantle,
but now hie tells us that it is absolutely neces-
sary to place them at Guildford. I would like
to ask the bon. geeulleunan, whether anyth ing
has occurred in the last few 'months to make
the expenditure of a huge sum of money at
GuildforI an urgent matter.

Tut Pasussa: Yes.
Ma. SIMPSON: I will refresh the memory

of hon, members as to the views so recently
held by the Premier, as compared. with those
he has put forward in the course of this debate,
by again reading those extracts from the
speech of the hon. gentlem~an Of the 12th
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November, which the bon. member for North
Fremuantle (Mr. Moss) quoted last evening in
the corse of his address. Now, as farma I
know, the Government railways aire in the
same condition now on they were in Novein-
l.er last. 'There may have been sorne adi-
tions to the rolling stock, but I am afraid not,
if I am to judge from the present demand for
it. What, then, if the conditions surrounding
the sulbject are the same in every respect
as they were in November, has caused
the Premier to be so inconsistent as
to wish now to press on i ith the removal of
the Workshops immediately, when hie so
recently denounced any haste in the matter?
TIhe member for North Fremnantle, in the
course of his speech, challenged the Govern-
mnent on two points. In the, first place, the
hon. meniber asked the Commissioner of
Railways if ho had fully considered the extra,
cost of haulage wvhich would be involved in
placing the shops at the Midland Junction,
and, secondly, the hon. member requested to
know whether, when Mr. Allison Smith was
engaged to report upon the Workshops ques-
tion in this colony, the Commissioner was
aware of the nature of the report upon Mr.
Smith's work in New Zealand, which was
brought up by the Royal Commission which
sat to enquire into the subject in that colony.
Neither of those questions have been
answered. So much for the truth of the
Premier's allegation that the speech of the
hon. memior for North Premantle was; devoted
to nothing hut traducing the reputation of
Mr. Allison Smith. '1%, Premier has also
used some very improper and disparaging
language towards the hon. member for
Albany, not only this evening, but on many
other occa~sions. I think it is time that this
sort of thing wats stopped in this House. I
want, in this connection, to tell lion. members
a fact that will come perhaps as a surprise to
the House and to the contry. When the
Premier wast forming his Cabinet it is a fact
that any position in that Cabinet was prac-
tically Offered to the hon. member for Albany,
except the Premiership itself.

THE Panirtia: It is a jolly good job that
he dlid not accept the offer.

Ma. SIMPSON'; I wish to show the
very great inconsistency of the Vremier.
Now, I wish to ask, is there ainy r'easonable
cause why tlh, amendment declaring the
action of the Government in connection with
the workshops to be unsatisfactory should not

be entertained ? Do we place such absolute
confidence in the Commisajoner for Railwvays'
administration of his deportment ? 11mm that
administration given such satisfaction to the
public that the department should be beyond
adverse criticism? I deny that such is the
case. Night after night, wee], after week, and
session after session, the walls of this House
have resounded with complaints against
the wvay in which the department is admninis-
tered. Yet the Commissioner tells us lie is
quite satisfied with what is being done, lie
new asks the Hlouse to follow his advice, and
shift these Workshops, for reasons which
were not his own reasons, but the reasons of
the Engineer-in-Chief, delivered by the hon.
grentleman by proxy. I ask bon. miembers,
will they attach mchl weight to the counsel
of the Commissioner as to the wisdom of
removing these shops, when they consider
his administration of the Railway Departiment?
I have, after carefully looking into the matter,
come to the conclusion that the shilly-shally-
ing policy of the Government in connection
with this Workshops question is unsatislac-
tory, and have voted conscientiously
for the amendment declaring it to be so. As
responsible Ministers, the Government should
have dealt with the removal of the Workshops
upon their own judgment, instead of sayin~g
to the House-" This is a ticklish question;
we ask you to settle it for us,eo that we may
keep our seats." If the Government were
satisfied that the Junction wans the proper
place to have the Workshops, and that there
would be a saving of public money by having
them theire, they should have made the change
years ago.

Tu PREMIER: Yet you want us, to postpone
the change for another five years.

Ma. SIMPSON: I want to give Fremantle
another opportunity of considering this ques-
tion, and I shall not vote for the removal of
the shops oe the Junction, because I am not
satisfied that that land [may be made available
for such an establishment. As the hon. menm-
ber for Nannine pat it, the country is develop-
mug too rapidly f,r it to be possible for uts to
have only one contrml repairing shop for our
railways. 'the finding of a suitable site for
Workshops at Roe ky Bay was, as the Engineer-
in-Chief admitted, purely a matter of money;
and, in an important matter of this kind,
Premanrtlebhaaright toakthat the interests
o! the town should be considered. As I an,
not attisfied that the best site obtainable is at
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the Midland Junction, I shall vote for the
amendment, which will. give the Government
an opportunity of finding out sonme other
site.

Up.. WOOD.- At this late hour I do not
intend to say very much, especially as, in the
excellent speeches of the hon. members for
Fremuantle, North Fremuantle, and Natnnine
everything has been well said that could be said
against the removal of these Workshops. I
intend to support the amendmpnt that is now
before the Rouse, for, if the removal of the
Workshops is postponed for five years, the
Government, before the expiration of that
time, may see fit to avoid the great mistake
they would make in removing the shops to the
Midland Junction. Notwithstanding that
the Commissioner of Railways thinks so lightly
of the matter, the fact remains that it is a
very serious matter indeed, to undertake the
increased haulage of all the raw material
required in the Workshops to such a distance
from the seaboard as Guildford is. lintapart
from the purely departmental merits of the
question, the injury that will be done to Fre-
mantle will be so great that the Rfouse should
pause before it depreciated propertLy, and
throws a blight upon the prosperity of the
town. Already, in anticipation of the proposed
removal, enterprise has been stifled, specu-
lation is dead, and property at Fremantle is
opily worth a third of what it is in Purth. in
relative positLions.

'Ins PHnsansa All through the proposed
re moval of the Workishops !

Na. WOOD . Yes, all through the pro-
posal to take the Workshops away, thus caus-
iag a feelinig of unrest and uncertainty. In
any case, I hope that, if the Government should
persevere in their intention to remove the
shops to Giuildford, they will retain the present
site of the shops at t'rnantle, in order that
land may be available when they carry the
shops back to the port, as they are sure to do
within the next ten years. It has often beeni
said that a debate never wins ab vote, hut I
hope that the able speeches of the members
who have put the case on bebhalf of Fremnantle
on this occasion will prove the exception to
the nile. I hope, at least, that the hon. mem-
hers for Toodyay and the Williamis, who have
not. yet com mi tted themselves as to which side
they wilt support, have been convinced by
one of the most able speeches that has been
delivere~d in the course of a long Parliamentary
career by the hon. member for F'remantle

(Mr. Marmion), and that they intend to oppose
the removal of those shops to the Midland
Junction. As I said at an earlier stage in this
debate, I did not permit the amndment of the
hon. member for Albany to lead me into a
trap.

MR. IrAHe. You ran away.
Ma. WOOD: Yes. as I could not support

the amndment, and I could not support the
Governm ent on the question, I left the Rouse,
and I1 think I did tre right thing. I hope, at
ay rate, that we shall soon come to a decision
that will let the House and the country know
what is to be doue with these Shops. In con-
elusion, I would like to point out that hon.
membhers, in voting on the amendment, will
not commit themselves to vote for the reten-
lion of the Shops at Fremantle,

Mn. CLARIKSON; I believe every member
in the House has his mind made up as to how
he is going to vote on this question. I have
listened in vain all through the debate to hear
one substantial argument ii favor of leaving
the Workshops at Fremantle. The hon. mem-
ber for Fremnantle was eloquent, 6 ut his argu-
mients were feeble, and I am not prepared to
accept the hon. member's opinion upon a
technical railway question like this-as to
whether it is wise to remove the shops-in
preference to the opinion of the Engineer-in-
Chief, in whose professional ability I have the
very greatest confidence. The site at Rich-
mond, which is advocated by the hon., mem-
ber for Fremantle, has two objections. One
is, that it is in the wrong place, and another
drawback -is that it will require a very con-
siderable aniount of money to make the
round suitable for the purpose it is proposed
to devote it to. The hon. member for Fre-
mantle estimates the cost of preparing the
land for the Shops at £225,000, but the
lingineer-in-Chief estimates it at a little over
double that amount. Well, I am inclined to
accept the opinion of the Engineer-ia-Chief.
I think the hon. member for Fremantle said
he was willing to spend ten times £225,000 on
at new site in or near Fremnantle. lion, members
can count up that tetal for themselves. I
cannot imagine why Fremantle should have
a large sum of money expended there, in
order to make a certain piece of land suitable
as a site for Workshops, when we have a most

*suitable site, which will not entail any special
cost in its preparation, only about twenty

*Miles aray.
THR COMMISSIONER OF RAILWAYS

Railway Workshops. RWIVay Workshops
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(Eron. H. W. Vents): . am glad to exercise my
right of reply on this occasion, in order to give
to. lion, members some information which they
have asked for in the course of the debate.
Speaking first of the alleged discrepancy
between the figures of Mr. O'Connor, the
Engineer.-in-C1hief, and Mir. Young, the
Consulting Engineer of the Fremantle Comn-
muittee, it is not sutrprising that there
should be a. slight difference in the
estimates of two experts ; hut-Mtr. O'Connor's
figures are, I think, likely to be very near the
mark, because he lies had very great ex-
perience in this colony, and is familiatr with
every detail of local current prices for wages
and material. After all, there is Only at
difference of £6,000 or £10,000 between the
figures of the two engineers, and that cannot
affect the question either way. Referring to
the statement of the lion, members for North
Fremnantle and Geraldton, that, in the speech
I maide to tue House in introducing the
Workshops question, I was merely acting as the
mouthpiece of the Engineer-in-Chief, I have
to say that there is no truth in the allegation.
The views I expressed I hold upon tuy own
responsibility, and I think lion. members will
know that I am not likely to be led
by the views of the Engineer - in - Chief
in the servile way that is insinuated by
the hors. member for North Fremantle.
I believe I suhmitted to the House. in my
opening speech, a sieries of argumnents which
remain practicai!y unanswered. I hold a very
strong opinion on the question of the removal
of the Workshops from Fremantle, but, in
order to meet as far as possible the wishes of
say late colleague, the hen. mnember for Fre-
mantle, I have allowed a long time to laps
before taking any definite step in the matter.
I really cannot follow the hon. inember for
North Fremantle in his crucifixion of Mr.
Allison Smith. The hion. memonber hats not
acted properly in alluding to that gentleman
in theswanner he did. It may be a part of him
sceme, in opposing the propcsaal of the
Government, to traduce Mr. Allison Sinith's
professional character, but there was no
neccessity to make such personal attacks uon
at man who is not here to defend himself. The
hon. member, howeover, thought fit to crucify
him, and, the hon. member for the Murray
having buried him, I think we tony now let
him rest. Tho question has gone beyond Mr.
Allison Smith altogether. Jt now requires to
be dealt with in a practical and common-

sense view by this Rouse. It does not mnatter
if you crucified Mr. Allison Smith twenty
tines over, the suggested site still remanins;
antd, when it conses to the test, I believe the
majority of the House wiUl decide in favor of
his recommendation. In reply to the question
put by the hors. member for North Fremantle,
as to whether the Government knew of the
existence of the report of the New Zealand
Costniission, as to Mr. Allison Smith's manmage-
meat of the railways of that colony, I tony
say that, personally, I did not know of it. I
have only read up that gentlemn'sn career
lately, and have only recently made myself
acquainted with the report of the Comisision
which the hen. member referred to. It was
not incumbent on the Government to enquire
into BMr. Allison Smith's professional character
when they sled him to conic to this colony.
He waa it that time the honored and respected
officer of the Government of Victoria; and
the Government of th is colony considered that
they were quite justified in asking him to give
an opinion on this question. I never met Mr.
Allison Smnith when he was in this colony ; I
was away in the North at the time. But I
met him in Melbourne subsequently, and
then heard from him of the recommendation
he had made. lie came here untrammelled in
his actions in every way, and no departmental
influcew of any kind wats brought to beaar to
induce him to borm an opinion one way or the
other. 'The lion. mnember for North Fremantlea
has sought to brintgdiscredit on everyone con-
niected with the matter. He endeavored to
prove that the Government in genenrl, and
myself in particular, were influenced by per-

sonal motives in moving these Workshops to
the Mliland Junction. The hon. mnemrber a!so
attacked the Engineter-in-Chsief. I say he was
not justified in traducing the pro-
fessional character of the Engineer-in-Chief.
When in New Zealand, Mr. O'Connor was
engaged in very imporbi~nt railway work in
thlat colony, previous to which hec was similarly

iemployed in ireland. The hon. member
therefore has no reason to justify him
in throwing discredit upon Mr. Conner's
opin ion on this question as against that of Mr.
"Young. f can tell the hen. inemler that Mr.

*O'Connor's opinions are respected, and very
much respected, in !Ll' parts of the world he
has been in, "t wail as in this colony. Mr.
O'Connor is now at Fremaustle, and I have not
been able to see him, otherwise I would have
obtained from him some particulars detailing

[ASSEMBLY.] Railway Work-shops.
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the various works upon which he was profes-
sionaUy engaged in Ne.w Zealand, in order to
satisfy the House as to Mr. O'Connor's qualim-
cations to express an opinion on this question.

MnR. RaANnr,: It would lje quite unneces-
sary.

THEs DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS
(Hon. H. W. Venna): As serious reflections
have been east upon him, I think it would
have been as well to furnish the information,
If time permitted I would traverse the whole
of the statements made by hon. nenmbers in
the course of this debate, bnt, as it is rather
late, or rather early in the morning, I shall
not trespass on the tutne of the House at this
hoar.

MR. SnIpSON : Yon can adjourn the debate
until Tuesday if you like.

THE DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS
(Eton. H. W. Venn):t No, we are pledged to
take a division to-night. The hon. member for
the Murray has asked me to give an assurance
tha~t there is no intention on the part of the
Government of engaging Mr. Allison Smith as
the Locomotive Superintendent in this colony.
The statement that there is an intention to
do so is altogether without foundation. It ia
the intention of the Engineer-in-Chief, before
the designs for the new Workshops are conm-
pleted, to make a personal inspection of the
whole of the Railway Workshops of the
other colonies; and hon. membiers may
therefore rest aissured that plans of the best
aLnd most modern character will be decided
upon. With regard to wbat has fallen from
the hon. incauber for Gerald ton, I shall treat
his remarks, as I generally do, with silent con-
tempt. 'The hen. member has been a bitter
personal enemy of mine ever since he entered
this Hionse, and has never lost an opportunity
of trying to throw discredit upon my admnin-
isi ration. But I way point to my five years
work in connection with the Railway Depart-
ment of the colony, and to the presentlourish-
ing condition of our railways, to show that
there has been no m~aladministration, at any
rate on my part. I really think the hon.
member for Fremantle, and those who are
oppostd to the resolution of the Government,
are mak ing too moth of the vested interests
of Fremantle, and of the probable injury that
will bie inflicted On that town in the
removal of the Workshops. The present
expenditure per annifla by the Government
at Frems..ntle, as I have said before, is
£160,700, of which £624000 a year is Being

spent on the Hfarbor Works, the rest of
the expenditure being incurred in the
*sdiistration of the affairs of the State there
in connection with the public service. Is it
likely then, in the fae of this large and per-
imanent expenditnre, that the vested interests
of Fremantle will snffer materially by the
wit hdrawal ef an expenditure of the paltry
sum of £031,000 in connection with the Work-
shops. I do not think that the permanent
prosperity of Fremantle wrill, in any way, be
injured by the removal of the Workshops. I
am interested very mncb in ]Fremsantle, and, I
say again, it is against my personal interests
to take this action. I have nothing more, Sir,
to add to this debate; it has been a very pro-
longed one, aild I think the Honse may now
divide.

MR. CONNOR: This debate baa certainly
proceeded at greaxt length, but, as aeverasl hen.
members, who have not yet done so, would
like to speak on the subject, I move that the
debate be adjonrned.

MR. MARMION- I have very much plea-
sure in seconding the motion; and, in doing so,
I may say-

TI'n SPEAKER, Thes hon, member cannot
discuss the motion.

The House then divided on the motion to
adjourn the debate, with the following
result--

Ayes.........- . 9
Noes..................1

Majority against......9

Avmw.
Mr. Connor-
Mr. lltiugworth
Mr. teaks
Mr. Marmion-
Mr. Moran
Mr. Moss
Mr. Solomon-
Mr. Wood
Mr, Simpson (Telter)r-

Noss.
Mr. Burt
Mr. Clarkson
Mr. Oookwortmy
Sir John Forrest
Mr. Ceerge
Mr. Harper
Mr. Hiassell
Mr. Hooley
Mr. James
Mr. Let roy
Mr. Lotou
Mr. Phillips
Mr. Randell
Mr. Richardson
Mr. R, F. Shoti
Mr. II. W. sholl
11r. Venn
Mr. Plesse.XTdler.)

Motion thus negatived.

MR. RANDELL: I move that the House
do now divide.

AIR CONNOR .I have not yet spken to
the question before the Hfouse.

Railway Workshops. F5 SErTrmana, 1895.]
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Tniz SPEAKER-. The lion, member will
please sit down.

MRt. CON NOR - I protest against that.

'173i SPEAKER:- The lion. memnber inust
sit down.

Ma. CONNOR: Hon. mrembers were not in

their seats when a division was called for.

PME SPEAKER: The hon. meumber will
please sit. down.

Mt. CONNOR: If Sir, r am in order-

THas SPEAKER: I have told thle hon.
member that he is not in order, and I asked
him to sit down, I shall order the him.
member t62)leave the House directly, if he
does not sit down.

Mt. CONNO4R: I do not mind if you do or
not,

The House then'divided on the motion of

MR. RkND]nTLr-that: a division be taken-

with the followugrobult:

Ayes . ..

Noes .....

..18

Majority for ... ......... 8

Airs.
Mr. Burt
Mr. Cookworthy
Sir .lohn Forrest
Mr. Harper
Mr. Hassell
Mr. Hooley
Mr. Jamnes
Mr. Lefroy
Mr. Loton
Mr. Phillips
Mr. Piesse
Mr. Baudell
Mr. Richardson
Mr. R. IF. Sholl
Mr. H. WV. Sholl
Mr., Traylen
Mr. Veuin
Mr. Clarkson (Teller).

Motion thus passed.

Nons.
Dir. Connor
Mr. George
Mr. Leake
Mr. Marmioti
Mr. Malss
Mr. Simpson
Mr. Solomon
Mr. Wood
3ir. Illingwortb

(Teller).

The House then divided on the aniendrent

proposed by Mr. Moran-l" That theo words

proposed to be added to the resolution be

there added "-with the following resut:-

Ayes .. ... .. ., - 1

Noes.................. .. 1

Majority against ... ... 6I

Arma
Mr. CJanitor
Dir. (Jeorge
Mr. lllingwurth
Mr. Leake
Mr. Mariulon
Mr. Moran
Mr. Moss
Mr. Solomon
Mr. Traylen
Mr. Wood
Mr. Simpson (Teller).

NoRs.
Mr. Burt
Dir. Cflarkson
Mr. Cookworthy
Sir Jobs; Vorrest
Mr. Harper
Mr. Boolay
Mr. *lames
Dir. Let roy
Mr. Lotonj
Mr. Phillips
Mr. Piae
Mr. Randall
M1r. Richardson
Mr. R. F. Shall
Mr. H. W. Shall
Mr. Veen
Mr. Rassell (Teller).

Amendment thus negatived.

MR. CONNOR then rose.

Tas SPEAKER:- Whbat does the hon. mem-
her propose to do?

MR. CONNOR: I propose to speak on the
main. question. as submitted by the Cons-
missioner of Railways. I shall preface my
rem~irks bysaaying thatlI should be ereuedingly
sorry if you, Sir, occupying the high position
of Speaker of this Assembly, should find it
necessary to cheek me for anything I may
say; for it has always been my desire to con-
form to the rules of this Hfouse as far as I
know them, and particularly to your decisions,
which I respect, and which an all occasions I
shaill bow to. I say that, b ecause I cannot
help thinking that your decision just. now
woa rather severe-I willI not say unjust. The
question before this House is whether or not
these Workshops shall1 be remrooved from Fre-
mantle to the Midlntd Junction, end I am
absolutely opposed to the proposal. we
have been told that thu port of Pre3mentle will
benefit to a large degree by the construction
of the Harbor Works; but, to follow that
idea out to its logical conclusion, it must he
evident that the intention of the Government
is not so much to benefit Fremantle, as to
ultimately liring all the shipping to Perth by
way of the River Swan. In regard to the
removal of the Workshops, it will 1t o re-
memnbered that the people of Fremantle
only gave up their recreat ion ground to he
used as the site far the railway station, on the
distinct understanding that the Government
would retain the Workshops at PFe mantle.
Therefore, to remove those Workshops now,
will be perpetrating a great injustice. The
Government any it is necessary to do so be-
4cause there is not sufficient room at Freman tie
far them. B4t the Engineer-in-Chief hasire-

Ipom*d t hat there is plenty of land availa bl e

Railway Workshops.[ASSEMF3LY.]
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for the purpose at North Fremnantle. If it is
necessary to remove the Workshops from their
present site at all, I amn strongly of opinion
thart they should not be taken any farther
away from Fremantle than Richmond or
Rocky Bay. Then we should have due regard
paid to the vested interests of the people of
Fremnantle. Many of the men who are emn-
ployed in these Workshops have built houses
of their own, on land which. they have bought
for themselves; and I do think that, ini coin-
polling these men to sell their property at a
sacrifice, the Government will be doing them
a great i njustice, as the removal of the Work-
shops is sure to depreciate the value of pro-
perty at the Fort. Welhave had a great deal
of talk about al1ternative sites, and the
Government have almost promised. that if a
more suitable site were suggested than that
at the Midland Junction, they would be in-
clined to fall iD with our Views. I think myself
that the best sites for the Railway Work-
shops of this colony will be found on the re-
claimied ground at East and North Fremantle.
I can state on the authority of the Engineer-
in-Chief that there is plenty of room there.
It is not my intention to say anything
as to the qualifications of Mr. Alli-
son Smith, or of the Enginieer-in-Chief,
to express an opinion on this question, be-
cause it is out of my line of business. But,
withL regard to the former gentleman, I do
think that his opinion as to Gbe absolute
necessity of removing the Work-shops to
Midland Junction must be discounted a good
deal. I do not think the Hon. the Commis-
sioner of Railways lies been kind to Fremantle
over this question, although I will not believe
that he has acted viciously in the matter,
because the hon. gentleuan is net of a vicious
disposition. At the same time, he has lost no
opportunity, since I have been in the House
at any rate, to try in every possible way to
bring aboAt the downfall of Fremantle.

Tnz DrazEcTro OF PUBLIC WORKS No, no.
MRl. CONNOR: Yes, the downfall of Fre-

mantle, as against the uprising of the Midland
Junction. Many of the arguments that have
been brought to bear to-night with the object
of supporting the proposed remioval of the
Workshops, have really told in favor of their
being retained at. Fremsantle. I ask the
House to look at the experience of the other
colonies, and, if they will &. that, they will
recognise that., in a few years, the Workshops,
if remnove] nrow, will have to be brought bAfl'.

to the coast. Unintentionally, perhaps, the
Hon. the Commissioner has been most unjust
to Frenmantle, and I appeal to hon. members,
I appeal to the Premier, and [ appeal to the
Attorney-General, whose judgment we know.
and whose generosity we all understand, not
to deal this terrible blew which the great in.
justice of thisimotion, if cartied,will inflict upon
Fremantle. If this motion is carried, I say it
will be a wrong to the people of Fremiantle,
who have alwvays been so loyal to the interests
of the colony and to the present Govern-
ment.

MR. It. F. SHOLL: I think, after what we
have already heard, that nothing of any
moment can be added to this debate. It is
now like thrashing a dead horse, It has been
a long debate, and 1 compliment the members
for Frernantle on fighting such a good fight;
but, as% it would be useless to prolong the
debate, at this hiour, I move, Sir, that the
main question be now put, and that the
HoLuse do now divide.

Motion put and passed.
Tatc SPEAKER then put the original

question " That in the opinion of this Hoeuse
the Railway Work shops should he removed
from Fremnantle to a site near the Midland
Junction."

The House divided upon the original
resolution, as follows:

A Yes
Noes ..

Majority f or.. ..
Ares.

Mr. Burt Mr. Con
Mr. Cookwortby Air. 0eo
Sir John Forrest Mr. 1lil
Mr. James Mr. Ma
Mr. Harper Mr. Moa
Mr. Habsell Mr. Mn
Mr. Hoolcy Mr. Sin
Mr. Lefroy Mr. Sob
M1r. Loten) Mr. Tma
ir. Phillips Air. We
Mr. Fiessa Mr. Lea
Mr. Handel]
Mir. Richardson
Mr. R. F. Sholl
Mr. H. WV. Sholl
Mr. Vrenn.
Mr. C2larkson (Teller.)1

Question thus passed.
ADJOURNMENT.

rge
igworth
rmiou
ran

93OI
q=en

he (Teller.)

The House adjourned at 1.25 o'clock an.

'3
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