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a petrol bowser., It was said that £30 or
£30 a week could be made out of the bowser.
Whether that is so, I do not koow. It oec-
curred to the board that it would be a goed
thing 1f, instead of having to pay out
money for the purchase of kerosene to ap-
pease the health authorities, we could turn
the land to profit. The bloek is of no use
for garden purposes. The Chinaman who
had it would not stay there for nothing,
though we begged him to do so. However,
we thought we conld do something with the
land and in order that we might have the
power, we agreed to put up a Bill author-
ising us to lease the land. I assure mem-
bers that we are not bound to lease the land
to Mr. Bradley or to anyone else. When
the board get this power, tenders will prob-
ably be called for the lease of the block and
purposes to which it may be applied will be
mentioned. If we can get a satisfactory
offer, a lease will he drawn up 2nd no one
will he able to object to anything that is
carried on in that portion of the park. The
Chief Seeretarvy suggested that it might be
used for a jazz hall site or a tin hare course.

A cabaret.

Hon. A. LOVEKIN: Whatever it may
be called, ean anyone imagine Mr. Nichol-
son, Sir William Lathlain, Dr. Saw, Mr.
Poole, myself and others eonsenting for a
moment fo a ecabaret, a jazz hall, or any-
thing of the kind? So that we cannot go
astray, it is provided in the Bill that the
board may make a lease only after it has
been approved by the (Government, thus
providing two strings to the bow, so that
it would then he necessary to get rid of the
present board and secure one agreeahle to
a cebaret, and al=o get rid of the present
Government and seeure a npew one that
would let thines ron riot in such a direetion.

Hon. A. J. H. faw: A Government that
can swallow the White City would not
strain at a cabaret.

Hon. A. LOVEKIN: Perhaps not. T
have been rather long in my reply, but I
considered it only right to explain the mat-

ter fully. I hope members will agree to
the Bili,

Question put and a division taken with
the following result:—

The Honorary Minister:

Ayes - - .. 19
Noes .. .. .. 3
Majority for . 16
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ATYES.
Houn. J. R. Brown Hon, W, J, Maon
Hon. J. Cormell Hon. J. Nicholson
Hon., J. T. Franklin Hon, E. Rose
Hon. G. Frager Hon. A. J. H. Saw
Hon. W. T. Glasheen Hon. H. Seddon
Hon. E, H, Gray Hon. H. A. Stepbenson
Hon. E, H. H, Hall Hon. Sir E. Wittenoom
Hon. V, Hamersley Hon. C. H. Witienuwom
Hon. Sir W. Lathlajn Hon. E. H. Harris
Hou, A. Lovekin {Teller.)y
NoEs.
Hon, J. M. Drew Hon. G. W. Miles
Hon. W. H. Kitson (Teller,)

Question thus passed.

Bill read a second time.

In Commitlee.

Bill passed throngh Committee without
debate, reported withont amendment and the
report adopted.

House adjourned at 6.13 p.m.

Regislative #Hsgsembly,

Wednesday, 19th September, 1928.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p.m., and read prayers.

QUESTION—FRUIT EXPORT.

Alr. SAMPSOX asked the Premier: In
view of the good work done in Eorope by
the London representative of the Fruit Ex-
port Board of New Zealand in assisting
growers and shippers of fruit to organise
and expand their markets by essential in-
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formation and necessary powers, and the
successful efforts of the representative of
California in organisation and advice, is it
the intention of the Government to take
action to ensure similar assistance in respeet
to the export of Western Australian fruit?

The PREMIER replied:
receive consideration.

The matter will

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

On mution by Mr. North, leave of absence
for two weeks granted to the member for
North Perth {Mr, J. MacCallum Smith) on
the gronnd of urgent privaie business.

BILL—RAILWAYS DISCONTINUANCE.

Introduced by the Minister for Railways
and read a fivst {ime.

BILLS (2)—THIRD READING.

1, Electoral Act Amendment.
2, Kulja Eastward Railway.
Transmitted to the Council.

BILLS (2)—REPORTS OF COMMITTEE.

1, Dried Fruits Aet Amendment.
2, Abattoirs Act Amendment.
Adopted.

MOTION—FREMANTLE HARBOUR
DEVELOPMENT.

To Inquire by Select Committee.

Debate resnmed from the 12th September
on the following :notion by Mr. Thomson
(Katanning) :—

That a Seleet Committee be appointed to
inquire into the scheme proposed by the En-
gineer-in-Chicf, Mr, Stileman, for the develop-
ment of the Fremantle Harhour, and that in
the opinion of this House no further expend-
iturc should be ineurred on the Leighton-
Robb’s Jetty railway, including the bridge
over the 8wan River, until sueh time as this
House shall have an opportunity to discuss
the report of such committec.

HON. SIR JAMES MITCHELL (Xor-
tham) [4.40]: I cannot help being struek
by the disadvantage under which a private
member of this House labours, ss eompared
with the position of a Minister, who has the

henefit of the professional assistance of his
expert officers, The Minister for Works
in the preparation of his speech on the
motion moved by the member for Kai-
anning  (Mr. Thomseny, kad the ad-
viee of the Engineer-in-Chief to help
him. very Minister will naturally take
full advantage of his staff on occasions of
that sort. So it was that the Minister for
Works was able to make a statement which
was in effect an exposition of the views
held by Mr. Stileman. I suggest that it
was rather an unfair advantage to take of
the member for Watauning. It was a per-
fectly legitimate advantage, and is usually
availed of, hut the Minister will appreciate
the diffienlty in which the member for
Katanning was placed.

The Premier: He was backed by advice,
too.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I do
not think so, at all events not by suth ad-
vice as was available to the Minister. The
extension of the Fremantle harbour is an
important work. We have to decide sooner
or later what shall be done. It is of nu
use talking abont eommencing an under-
taking in a small way, for we have to look
ahead and make provision for the future.
Tiven if extensions were begnn immediately,
vears would elapse hefore any part of the
scheme would be availahle for shipping.
The Minister was caveful to explain that,
in expressing technieal views on this ques-
tion, he was using the words of the
Engineer-in-Chief. No doubt he was ahle
by that means to give the Hounse better ad-
viee than if he used his own words. He
was, however, wrong when be said laymen
could not decide these questions. In the
end laymen always decide. T do not mean
they would decide the actual engineering
proposal, but this House has to decide
where the harbour has to be. We also
have to find the money before the work
can be undertaken. I think it was Phillip
Gibbs who said, that the man in the street
has to watch the scientist. We must
all agree with that view. We have to
wateh the professional man, the engineer,
no matter how ecapable he may be.
When it comes to the actuzl carrying oung
of the work, there is no question about a
professional man being required, but, as to
many other factors incidental to a situation
such as this, the layman is quite as im-
portant as is the expert. The Minister has
told ns that the Engineer-in-Chief had the
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advice of many other engineers. I am sure
he would avail himself of all the advice he
could get from members of the Government
staff. When we have in the service yoanger
men who are probably very ecapable, their
opinions in association with those of the
more experienced Engineer-in-Chief must
be very valuable. I agree that this work
has not been submitted to us by the
Engineer-in-Chief without Lis being forti-
fied by all the advice he could get. What
the Minister did not touwech npon was as fo
whether all the engineers agreed with Mr.
Stileman. Important work of this kind is
not carried out after an interchange of
opinion between junior and senior officers,
and between members of the semior staff
also. No doubt they diseuss wmatters, bat
there is no record of the result of these
discussions. I should like to know whether
all the engineers did agree with Mr. Stile-
man. Perhaps we should have a Royal Com-
mission to find that onl. We have had Sir
(George Buchanan’s veport, and also the
report of our own Engineer-in-Chief, sup-
plemented by his farther explanation of the
scheme, as furnished in  the DMinister’s
speech. 1 repeat that all that is very use-
ful. The more discussion we have and the
more information we gei about this prob-
lem, the better it will be for the State. We
must keep our eyes on the gquestion beeause
of the big expenditure involved, to which
we shall be definitely committed once we
make a start. The Government intend to
seck further adviee, and I believe they are
quite right in adopting that attitude. Not
only bave we two prominent engineers, Sir
George Buchanan and Mr. Stileman, in dis-
agreement, but we have reports from other
engineers, including that of the late Mr.
C. Y. O’Connor.  Their reports, however,
were furnished years ago, and the position
has changed. What we want now are the
views of engineers based on the altered
sitnation, such as we have in the reperis
of Mr. Stileman and Siv George Buchanan.
1 presame the Government are looking for
an engineer to advise us as between the re
ports of those two enginecrs, I do not think
Mr. Stileman would wish it otherwise. I
take it the Government realise it would he
perfectly useless to requisition the services
of a third engincer unless he be a man of
great ability, and, if possible, of grenter
experience than either of the two engineers
upon whose reports he is to express an
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opinion. Shounld the third enzineer be sueh
a man, then his report will carry weight,
That would not be the position if he were
not such a man.

The Premier: He must he an ontstanding
man. ]

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Ves, a
man of vast experienive in fhis class of work,
I doresay it will be a troublesome matter
to find such a man. T the Foderal Govern-
wmeni had such an engineer in their serviee,
it would be of advantage.

The Minister for Works: The Federal
Government bave no harbour man.

Hon, 8ir JAMES MITCHELL:
had one.

‘The Minister for Works: Yes, but he went
back to England.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELIL: For a
{ime the Federal Government appeared to
be anxious to lend a hand by having a
highly capable engineer who could assist
in conneetion with harhour works. Had the
Government persisted in that attitude, it
would have been of advantage to Australia.
If the Tederal engineer were a mnan of suf-
ficient sianding, he could become a consult-
ing engineer to the State Governments on
matters such as that under discussion. [
such a4 man were available, many of our
dilficulties would be solved. Not only would
that engineer be of service to the Common-
wealth, but to the States as well. We do
not often construet harbours anywhere in
Australia in these days, althongh we do ai
times extend cxisting ones. If Australin
iz 1o develop as rapidly as we hope, and f
Western Australia in particular is to pro-
gress as we desire, there will be 2 good deul
of impertant work to he undertaken.
Shortly after the war there was an idea
that the harbours of Ausfralia should be
enlarged and standardised as far as pos-
sible. I do not know whether anything
became of that seheme whieh, I think, orig-
mated with the Pritish Governmeni. How-
ever, in considering the Fremantle harbour
problem we should not lightly set aside the
opinion of the Tremantle Harbour Trust
Comnwissioners, nor should we treat them
other than as men of considerable exper-
ience  Certainly the Commissioners have
lind move experience than anyone else in the
State in the real work of the harbour. I
do not vefer to the engineering side, but to
the handling of cargo and ships. When
thay ¢peak on thase points, naturally we

They
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wust listen to them. I was glad to hear the
Minister say at Fremantle that he hoped
the Commissioners and others would be per-
fectly irank. That was a very proper atti-
tude o adopt. Anyone who has anything
to say that will be of value in the consid.
eration of such a big problem, should bave
the righi to speak frankly. The pilots are
master wariners and as such, have a right tu
be heard. They are the men who have o
handle the ships that come to Fremantle.
They have spoucn, and whben it comes to
questions reluling to the bandling of steam-
ers, they know much more about it than
the Harbour Trust Commissioners, the En.
gineer-in-Chief, or anyonme else.  Then
again, the newspapers bave published letters
and articles, including sometimes illustra-
tions of proposed harbour extensions, anil
for doing that the newspapers deserve
the commendation of the people of
Western Australia.  All that is for the
good of the State, although some of the
letters and articles may not have been of
much value. On the other hand, the publi-
cation of those lefters and articles shows
that the people are interested in this prob-
lem. As I am in favour of an up-river
scheme, Mr. Harwood’s snggestions seem to
me to be well worthy of the consideration of
the Engineer-in-Chief. When I express
that opinion, I do so from the point of view
of a layman and that is the position in
which the Minister finds himself as well,
If it is to be an onter harbour scheme that
we shall ultimately go in for, and if it
should be found possible to construet the
outer larbour on the south zide of the ex-
isting moles, T would prefer an outer har-
bour there to one on the northern side. T
suppose there are difficulties regarding an
outer harhour on the southern side, but there
seems to be more protection there and that
localitv seems to be a more natural one, if
it is essential that a harbour shall be con-
structed outside. I hope we shall not find
it necessary to look outside the river for
additional harbour space for many years to
come. In the end, Parliament will have to
vote the money necessary for the construe-
tion of the harhour seheme, and we shall
have to decide upon the scheme fo be
adopted. In those eircumstances we require
not only all the information we ean gather.
but the hest advice we can get. This, I am
glad to say, will be supplied by the third
engineer for whom the DMinister is now
searching. A harbour consists of more than
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mere dredging aund wharf construction.
When at Fremantle recently I was struck
with the improvements My, Stileman is
earrying out there. He pointed out that
the added conveniences would do much in
the way of quicker despalch of vessels. If
that is accomplished, the available aecom-
modation will do more than it is eapable of
doing to-day. The Minister for Works also
told wus that the introduction of a bulk
handling scheme wounld facilitate the de-
spateh of vessels, particularly if a terminal
elevator were ereeted to enable that work to
be carried out. When T was in Manchester
some veuars ago, I saw the bulk handling of
our wheat in operation.  The bags were
empticd on the wharf and the wheat pumped
into the elevator, cleansed, and re-bagged
for despateh by canal boats.

The Minister for Works: The wheat goes
up by suction.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Yes, it
can be taken as far and as high as desired.
I think they told me that the works cost
about £12 a ton of sforage capacity. It will
be seen that it iz a fairly costly matter.

The Minister for Works: Did you see
the reinforced conerete one?  There are
several in operation there now.

Hon. Siv JAMES MITCHELL: I ean-
not remember for the moment. They told
me that the cost of building was £12 for
every ton of stornge capacity.

The Minister, for Works: I had a leck
at one in Manchester and the wheat was
being unloaded when T was there.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: While
such a system wonld be of deeided advant-
age in connection with unloading, it would
be of much greater advantage for loading
operations. T understand that in Newfound-
Jand iron ore is put into the ships by means
of bulk handling. T think Sir Newton oore
told me that 10,000 tons had been loaded
into a ship in less than 12 hours. I think
the time was six or eight hours. The ore
went into bins and the operation was carried
out with great despatch. If we could intro-
duce bulk handling here with a terminal
elevator, the hags could be used again after
they had been emptied, and that would be of
considerable advantage. It would be en-
ormously eostly fo provide a scheme to cover
the whole State. We could do as they did
at Manchester and have an elevator at the _
port. If that were done, it shonld be a
State undertaking, for the convenience of
the port.
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The Minister for Works: Some of the
bulk handling plants in England are owned
by private enterprise, but at some centres
they are the property of the port authority.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: If the
system is installed in Western Auwstralia, I
hope it will be a port convenience owned by
the State. The wheat growers will have to
pay interest and the cost of operating the
plant. The Government would make charges
that would cover those costs; that wounld be
natural. It would be better if all such eon-
veniences at the port were owned by the
State. We control the gantries and eranes,
and so we should own and contro! the bulk
handling plant, partiecnlarly as the charges
made will cover working costs and interest,
That being so, there is not much reason why
we should not own and control our own
elevators. In Western Australia the prin-
cipal wheat that would be handled through
the elevators would he pool wheat. T am
sorry that the Minister for Works made an
attack upon Siv George Buchanan. T do
not think that was nt al necessary. It will
not enhance the valne of Mr, Stileman’s ad-
vice for it does not make any difference in
our consideration of the position. We will
think no more, or no less, of Mr. Stileman
because of what was said regarding Sir
George Bnchanan. 1 do not think we should
be enconraged to think badly of either Sir
George Buchanan or Mr. Stileman, unless
there is some fnet in econueetion with the
report of cither and with that phase the
Minister had a perfect right to deal. In
this House n few months ago some hard
things were said ahout Sir George Buchanan
and he replied to them:. TIn his statement
the other day the Minister made it appear
that Sir George Buchanan had attacked us.

The Mini-ter for Works: Did he not
throw his hat into the ring?

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELI: No, the
Minister did that.

The Minister for Works: T was away.

Hon. Sivr JAMES MITCHELL: I know
that when the Minister does throw his hat
in the ring, it generally means a fight.

The Minister for Works: But T was away
at that time,

on, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: At any
rate, the Minister was the moving spirit, so
that it did not matter mueh whether he was
here or away. There is no doubt that Sir
George Buchanan is a man of wide encin-
eering experience. T met him on one occa-
sion only and that was for a few minutes.
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Ile has a world-wide reputation; he is a
man of wide experience. Of that there can
be no doubt. [ understand he was selected
by the British Government at the request of
the Federal Government to come out to Aus-
tralia. .Anyhow, it does not alter the man,
nor the fact that he was here, and that we
asked the Federal Govermment to let him
come fo Western Australia. We may say
be was wrong and that we do not agree
with him, but we are not likely to encoarage
other engineerz to come here if we treat
them all in the way the Minister for Works
ireated Sir George Buchanan the other
night.

The Minister for Works: He had not been
in the country more than a few honrs before
he started attacking people.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: T know
he made remarks that the Minister resented,
those remarks referring to labour eonditions
in Australia. T myvself thought he was un-
wise, Anyhow, it does not matter a jot.
If we were to trouble ourselves with every-
thing visitors snv of us, we should be nlways
tronbling.

The Premier: Sir George Buchanan was
only three dayvs in Australia when he pro-
nounced judement on the whole of the
Queensland railways—something nuite out-
side his sphere.

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: But the
Preomier will vealise that the professional
gentlemen who eome here and have been
connected with this kind of work everv-
where, have read all the reports issned in this
and every other State. So when Sir George
Buchanan eame here he knew a good deal
about the Australian railways. All the same,
he did not come here with the objeet of in-
quiring into railwayvs, and so it was unwise
in him to say anvthing about them.

The TPremier: He attacked the White
Australia Policy, and the railways, and
evervthing else as soon as he eame here.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELT: But that
is not the point.

Mz, Thomson: Tt is ag well that oceasion-
ally we shonld see nurselves as others ser ns.

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL : The
Minister for Works made many speeches
when he was in England, 1 saw what he
had to say about Western Ausiralia. That
was all right, but no donbt he gave some
advice to Englishmen while he was there.

The Premier: The wisest man that ever
lived would not be justified in making criti-



(19 Sepremper, 1928.]

cisras of ether
through them.

Hon. Siv JAMES MITCHELL: No, but
they all do it. I agree that Sir George
Buchanan was not quite wise in some of his
remarks. However, I am sure that some of
the published remarks aseribed to him were
not uttered by him.

The Minister for Works: Some of the
things published about me were quite un-
founded. One paper said I had given an
order for a bridge to cost £2,000,000.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Yes, I
saw that. The Minister, when in London,
felt, of course, that he was of some import-
ance, We all do when we find ourselves
there. We feel that we are representing an
enormons territory, and of course we feel
quite bucked at the thought that we do
represent so mueh. So we are inclined to
say things that sonnd fairly big. The
Premier himself is no exception to the rule.

The Premier: You do not remember what
I said in England.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Yes, I
remember all that you said.

Mr, Griffiths: We all remember what he
said about the park at Windsor.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL : Some-
times statements attributed to men like
the Minidgter for Works and Sir George
Buchanan scarcely represent what was said.
But apart from that, Sir George Buchanan
did have a good deal to say about the con-
ditions in Australin. Probably we ecould
have told him a good deal more than he
eould tell us. But, after all, what does 1t
matter? 1f we were to allow ourselves to be
concerned about all the things that all our
visitors say of us, we should be very much
worried indeed. Of course we should be. If
the Minister for Works had to shoulder the
load of all that has been said about him,
he would feel the weight of it.

The Minister for Works: I would have
been dead years ago.

Hon., Bir JAMES MITCHELL: Of
course s0. But do not let us diseount Sir
George Buchanan’s work as a harbour
engineer in consequence of what he said
about the Queensland railways. And they
are not of a paitern we shonld like to fol-
low, losing as they do so many thousands of
pounds every year. In that connection, a
man coming to Australia must find diffieulty
in understanding the Queensland railways,
sinee so many of them run through sparsely
populated pastoral distriets.
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The Premier: I do not think any man
coming from a thickly populated country
in the Old World ean understand our rail-
way system, which is largely devoted to
development purposes and the opening up
of the country.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: No, in
this country we have so many miles of rail-
way built exclusively for development pur-
poses in & sparse population. The position
must be difficult to understand for anybody
coming from the Old Land. Yet by some
strange, fortunate chance our railways do
pay, and render wonderful service, too. The
position is that we do need greater harbour
accommodation now, and that we shall need
much greater accommodation in time to
come. The Minister for Works drew a com-
parison between Fremantle and Sydney.
Fremanile is the first Australian port of
call, and one day may be the only Austra-
lian port of call, for certain boats. But
Sydney is the centre of several thickly
populated States, whilst we are entirely
isolated. Therefore, whilst Svdney harbour
for some years to come may be used by the
people of several States, our harbour at
Fremantle will depend more or less mpon
the people of this one State whose work it
does. So the position as between those two
harbours is mot quite the same to-day,
although it may be more nearly comparable
in years to come. To-day we are faced with
the need for increasing our harbour accom-
modation. We knew what money we are
likely to have available for the work. If
we get expenditure well ahead of produe-
tion, taxation necessarily becomes so great
that we are only impoverishing ourselves.
So there are many considerations for this
House to face in disenssing this question.
There seem to be three ways, the east, the
north and the south. Somewhere in the
Secriptures we get a reference to three ways,
the way of the eagle, the way of the snake
and the way of a man with a maid, what-
ever that may mean. But I think we ought
to prefer the way of the eagle, and take the
straight way, and eneourage everybody who
can say anything about this question to say
what is in their minds. It can do no harm,
at all events. I have already said that in
the end Minisfers will decide to accept some
seheme and will then come down here and
submit that scheme. They did, of course,
submit a scheme in the Bill we dealt with
last year, and I suppose the nexi proposi-
tion under that scheme that we shall have
before us will be for the construetion of the
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bridge of which we have heard. That, I
suppose, will mean a Bill, for the bridge
will touch certain streets that will require
to be legally closed. 'That Bill will decide
whether we are to have a river scheme or
the outer harbour schermse. I am sure the
Premier will agree that the expenditure of
a few thousand pounds before we make a
start, if it will suffice to produce an engineer
who ean advise us and whose advice will be
aceeptable, will be a few thousands well
spent. In the Railways the amount we used
to allocate for smiveys a few years ago was
a mere trifie. The result was that the cost
was considerably increased before we fin-
ished. We are regrading all the time, one
railway or another. Naturally, with the
inerease in traffic we have to improve the
railways. But a great deal of subsequent
expenditure would bave been saved had we
spent more upon the railways in the frst
place. Between here and Northam, it is
wonderful to see how many times we have
changed the track. And I do not know that
we have finished yet. Coming along from
Waoroloo down fhe river, we are told,
we can get a one in 80 grade. So in the
end I suppose we shall desert all the tracks
we have built between here and Clackline.
Again I regret that the Minister for Works
should have thought it necessary to atlack
Sir George Buchanan., The position now
is that when we do bring out apother engi-
neer or ask for one to be sent, we may find
difficulty in getting him. It is a pity to
attack officials of eny sort in this House.
It cannot result in any good. In that
respect, our words uttered here probably
carry more weight than they should  Sir
George Buchanan is a consuliing engineer
and a specialist in harbour, dock and
river work and economics of transport,
He is a member of the firm of C. 8.
Meik and Buehanan, consulting engineers,
Westminster. He was educated for the pro-
fession of a civil engineer on harbour and
dock works on the River Tyne, 1882-1886.
He was employed on railways, harbours,
docks and river works in Venezuela, Can-
ada, the Argentine Republic, Spain, Jam-
aica, and England during the period 1886-
1896. He was Engineer-in-Chief, Dundec
Harbour Trust, from 1896-1901. He was
chairman and chief engineer, Rangoon Pori
Trust, from 1901-1915. He reorganised the
Port and carried out at a cost of one mil-
lion sterling the Rangoon River Training
Works. He served with the Mesopotamian
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Expeditionary Force from 1915 to 1917. He
reorgunised the Port of Basra. He was a
member of the Indian Munitions Board in
control of Indian ordnance factories from
1917 to 1919 and he is a member of the
Insiitute of Transport. I did not get that
information from Sir George Buchanan; I
got it from a publication.

The Premier: But it came from him. I
am not reflecting upon it, but those things
are supplied by the individuals themEEL\'es.

Hen. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The Pre-
mier does not know where it came from.

The Premier: You said it came from a
publication.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: There
are several hundred publications in the
library.

The Premier:
Wheo.”’

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: At any
rate, I did not bring the book into the
Chamber.

The Premier: All those particulars are
supplied by the men themselves. 1 remem-
ber the member for Mupray-Wellington
(Hon. W. J. George), in giving his bio-
graphy, showed as his recreation, “work.”

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHEILL: Then he
was a very brave man. .\t any rate {hose
are Sir George Buchanan’s qualifications.
We had great faith in him and in the work
he had done. The Federal Government
would not have consulted him if he had not
been capable of giving advice; neither would
the State Government have brought him
here to report on our harbours. It is frue
that he was here for only a short space of
time, while Mr. Stileman has been here
much longer and that is in Mr. Stilecman's
favgur. For all I know, both those gentle-
men might be equally ecapable of advising
the Government. T cannot decide between
the merits of Mr. Stileman and the merits
of Bir (leorge Buchanan. It is not my
business to do so. While I have great
respect for Mr. Stileman’s advice. I have
no disrespect for the advice of Sir George
Buchanan. The member for Katanning has
moved this motion with the idea of letting
all people concerned express their views on
the proposed 'work, not so much on the
actnal engincering features as on the work
itself. A select ecommittee would at least
give all the engineers in the State, who
knew anything abouf harbours and who
cared to express an opinion, an epportunity

It came from “Who's
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tu give evidence, and it would also give ali
other people specially eoncerned the rignt
tuo be heard, There is no other way
in which they wmay be heard; they cannot
come to the bar of the House. The member
for Katanning has elected to move his
motion at the present stage. I should have
thought it would be better to move it when
the Bill for the construction of the bridge
¢ame down, but we are not quite certain
that it will be necessary for the Government
to submit a Bill to authorise the construe-
tion of the bridge. If it be necessary, then
the hon. member could withdraw his motion
and move it.when the Bill comes down,
but unless we are perfectly certain that that
will be the first step taken, I think his
motion might be approved by the House. 1
do not consider that a select committee ap-
pointed from this House would be qualified to
express an opinion, but it would provide an
opportunity for those who possess the know-
ledge to come forward and give evidence.
My. Thomson: 'That is the intention.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I con-
fess that in my experience of Parliament,
such reports, as a rule, have not carried
very muech weight, but in an important mat-
ter of this kind, particaularly as there is ap-
parently no hwiry, the inquiry might well be
held. I understand that another engineer is
being sought by the Government and, if his
services are secured, then all the work, ex-
cept that inzide the river and not including
the bridge, will be held in abeyance. I assume
that whatever is decided for the future es-
tension of the harhour within the river would
be proceeded with, If that is the position,
it alters the case somewhat. Perhaps before
we vote upon this motion, we shall be in-
formed whether 1he services of the other en-
gineer can he ohtained, when he is likely to
eome here, and whether we shall be asked to
zo any further in the matter of voting money
for the work before we get his advice. I
know that Ministers are anxious to have the
old railway bridee replaced as soon as pos-
sible. We have all been anxions about the
old bridge for the last 20 years, I suppose,
hut that notwithstanding, it is important that
we should do the right thing and should not
make the mistake of erecting a barrier across
the river at the wrong place. We might
well pause and await the coming of the
other engineer. Meanwhile, if the House
approves of the motion, we shall have a
select committee inouiring, althongh the in-
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quiry would be far more helpfu] after the
report of the third engineer had been re-
ceived. I congratulate—no, I cannot con-
gratulate the Government on anything—I
commend the Government for their decision
to seek Further advice. The Minister for
Works was at first inelined to resent the sug-
gestion that further advice should be ob-
tained, but he has melted a bit since bis trip
abroad and has come back broadened in
mind. We are told that everyone who goes
abroad dees so to broaden his mind, but I
think most people succeed in broadening
their bodies a bit!

The Minister for Works: I was never
asked to express an cpinion on it,

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: But the
Minister did express an opinion; as I have
already told him, he did not wait to be
asked. The Minister nafurally gained ex-
perience during his frip and now he re-
alises there is need for obtaining additional
advice. I hope that the engineer whom
the Government expect to secure will be
available, and I trust that when we get his
report, it will enable us to decide the ques-
tion, fortified by the best advice possible.

MR. SAMPSON (Swan) [5.22]: This
guestion was hefore the Hounse prior to the
close of the 1927 session. Since then theve
has been additional eriticism of the schemes;
as a matter of faet the criticism has heen
widespread. The magnitade of the work is
full justification for giving the proposals
the utmost econsideration. The proposed
work will be undertaken for all time and
accordingly the fullest information obtain-
able is desirable. Experts differ on many
subjects, but a select committee could make
the fullest inquiries, sift the evidence, and
bring down a recommendation that I believe
would be of great value. If the Govern-
ment approve of the motion, I feel that
their action would be a great relief to them-
selves as well as to most of the people in
the State. The Government have been urged
on many sides fo secure additional adviee
and go more fnlly into the matter. If that
is done, we shall all feel better satisfied than
we do feel in existing cireumstances. The
matter certainly justifies the fullest inquiry
and the widest possible comsideration. T
suggest that jsearcely any publie work un-
dertaken in Western Amnstralia has been
fraught with greater importance to the
State, T should not for a momen! presume
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to condemn the report of Mr. Stileman or
that of Sir George Buchanan—we realise
that we are laymen—but sinee their reporis
vary so greatly, and sinee both those gen-
tlemen stand so high in their profession,
it behoves us, seeing that the amount anid
the issues involved are so tremendous, to
carry the wotion. I am unable to say
whether Sir George Buchanan was justified
in passing any of the remarks he may have
mede gbout Australia. There is a tendency
amounting almost to a temptation to eriti-
cise the industrial difficulties with which the
Commonwealth is faced, but I do not know
that that has anything to do with the
motion. Really, it is beside the question.
Sir George Buchanan has & high reputation
as a harbour engineer and his opinions
should be considered with respect. As I un-
derstand the motion, however, there s npo
intention to set Sir (George Buchanan
against Mr. Stileman. The object is to give
such consideration to the evidenee obtainel
Ly the select committee as will enable the
Government to go ahead with the seheme or
with such wvariation or alteration of the
scheme as circumstances may  justify.
Apropos of remarks made by visitors, when
I was in London a few weeks ago, the op-
timism of Sir James Mitchell and of Mv.
Collier was mentioned to me by a ecrtain
gentleman and I think the optimism was
well justified. Then I had the pleasure of
Learing the Minister for Works make a very
fine speech at the Western Australian annunal
dinner. I was heartened and pleased with
what T heard.

Hon. G. Taylor: It was a good place 1o
make & speech.

Mr. SAMPSON: It was a good speesh
and well received. DBecause people are en-
thusiastic when they go to the (Hld Country,
is no detriment to them. We cannot help
heing enthusiastie when we are in the Old
Connlry and when we vecall the delights
and opportunities that exist in this State.
I am only sorry that more of our brethren
from Great Britain are nol here enjoying
the opportunities. The Government would
be unwise to accept the responsibility for
this work without first making the fullest
possible juquiry. I daresay Mr. Stileman
would weleome the appointment of a selecl
committee, but whether he did or not, the
importance of the subject warrants the car-
rying of the motion. The wide divergenve
of opinions expressed is a full justifieation

[ASSEMBLY.]

for the uppointment of a seleet commitiee
and I hope the Government will approve
of it. Oue might say that Western Aus-
tralia is only at the comencement of its de-
velopment; Tt is developing as a wheat
growing country and in a very few years
our present production will appear very
small indeed. Canada, it is said, will pro-
duce 600,000,000 bushels of wheat this
season. I am not going to prediet that we
shall ever produce 600,000,000 bushels, but
I suppose that before another deeade has
passed we shall be producing 100,000,000
bushels. That, then, is an added reason
why, before proceeding with the scheme, the
Government should obtain the fullest evi-
dence and be fortified with the best opinions
available,

7 MR. SLEEMAN (Fremantle) [5.30]: I
do not wish to cast a silent vote on such
an important matter. If T said nothing, it
wight be assumed that 1 did not Eavour
any inquiry. That view would certainly
be wrong. 1 spoke against the S60ft. pro-
posal last session when the Leighton-Robb's
Jetty Railway Bill was before the House,
and again voiced my objection on the Ad-
dress-in-reply. I have heard nothing since
to make me alter my opinion. The Minister
for Works, speaking on this motion, said it
could be taken under three headings, and one
he mentioned was the objection to up-river
extension because of the tidal effect on Perth
waters. Mr. Stileman may be right in his
view, but he is the only engineer who has
declared that a flooding of Perth waters
might result. From time immemorial en-
gineers have differed with regard to tides in
the Swan River. Sir John Cuoode was
brought out to report on the matter many
years age. Sir John Forrest, in moving a
motion expressing approval of proposed
harbour improvements at Fremantle, said on
the Gth January, 1892:—

We lhave had the opinions of Mr, Doyne and
Mr, Wardell, and the report of Sir John Coode
in 1877. Not satisfied with these the Govern-
ment, at considerable expense, induced Sir
John Coode to eome to the colony in 1886

and to report again on the matter from per-
sonal observation.

This is what Sir John Coode had to say:--

A reconsideration of this yuestion (that is
the river mouth), now that T have had an op-
portunity of personally examining the site and
of studying the further data which have been
provided, has tended to confirm the views ex-
pressed in my report of 1877, viz.,, that the

.
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cenditions are so adverse that it is quite im-
J-¥actieable to treat the existing entrance to
the Swanp with a view to the formation
and waintenance of n  deep-water approach
from the sea with any degree of success, and
that any operations of this character, except
to the limited extent to which I shall hereafter
refer, wonld be attended with failure and dis-
appointment . . . . . The cost of the works
required to open up the entrance to the river,
putting aside for the moment the practie-
ability of maintenanee of depth swhen so
formed, may be put down at £530,000. This
stim would cover the construction of two pro-
tection moles, internal training banks, the re-
moval of the rock bar, and the formation of
a channel below the bridge. The aim of these
works would be to afford a navigable depth of
1% feet at low water, but, as 1 have previously
intimated, there is not the slighteat prospect
of Auch an entranee heing kept open or the
depth maintained therein I cannot
bring to mind any successful treatment of =
river entrance of this character unless accom-
panied by an adequate scour of fresh and
tidal water, more particularly of the latter.
Tn the foregoing remarks as {o the river en-
trance, T have dealt with works of compar-
atively small magnitude for the accommoda-
tion of coasting and other steamers, but if the
design  were . extended for the reeception of
lurger vesscls, the cost would be immensely
increased by reason of the greater length of
the moles and the additional outlay on the
formation of the channel; in fact, it would be
quite impraeticable, at any reasonable cost, to
provide hereafter, under such a project, far
the reception of ocean-going steamers.

There we have the opinion of Sir John
Coode, that it is quite impracticable to open
the mouth of the river. In those days some
people said that the opening of the river
would mean the flooding of the foreshore all
along the river. Then we have Mr. C. Y.
O’Connor recommending that the harbonr
should be made inside the river. A motion
was moved in this House that the harbour
should be taken to Owen Anchorage. On
top of that it was decided that a joint select
committee from both Houses should ingnire
into the matter. Thus there were laymen
dealing with the conflicting opinions of
engineers. One said it could be done; the
other said it counld not.

Mr. Mann: You are putting up a good
case for the motion.

Mr. SLEEMAXN: I believe I am pulting
ap a good ease for inquiry, though not for
the kind suggested by the motion. I do
favour inquiry. Mr. O’Connor, when he
came to the aetual opening of the river,
said, “I am an engineer, but I am not the
only man who knows anything about -har-
bours.” So he ealled in conference certain
rentlemen who were regarded as experts ir
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that particular line. Among them were
Captain Russell, the chief harbour master,
Captain Morrison, Captain Scott, and other
pilots, and also Mr, John Bateman. M.
C. Y. O’Connor gave consideration to the
views of all these experts, and, having first
decided that the entrance to the channel
should be 800ft. wide, resolved to make the
width 1,200ft. Captain Angus, the repre-
sentative of the P. and O. Company, next
made his appearance and had something to
say. He declared that unless the harbour
was made snitable for the reception of ships
then considered big—ships of 6,000 tons—
by the entrance being widened to 1,400ft.,
Fremantle would not be a port of eall for
the P. and O. steamers. That was the de-
ciding factor. When the Government learnt
that the P. and O. steamers were not likely
to come to Fremantle unless the entrance
to the harbour was made 1,400ft. wide, that
width was adopted. 1 maintain that our
present Engineer-in-Chief, although a ecap-
able engineer, is not the only man who can
offer a reasonable opinion as to the building
of a harbour for vessels using the port of
Fremantle. If the channel is built 800ft.
wide, we shall have vessels lying on either
side of the harbour and other vessels will
have to come in through the channel between
them. Mr, Stileman eriticises the pilots for
their declaration that they could noi nego-
tiate the narrower portion of the harbonr
that is proposed, and refers them to the fact
that they are ai present negotiating an
enfrance channel of about 450ft. At the
same time Mr. Stileman resognises the need
for widening the entranee channel. As re-
gards the 450ft. entranee, vessels have to pass
pass through it at their best possible speed,
without manoeuvring; they are manoeu-
vred only when they have passed through.
Here is what Mr. Stileman said at a con-
ference of engineers held in Perth in the
early part of last year:—

The entrance channel was originally designed
and dredged for a width of 450 feet on the
bottom, and to a depth of 30 feet. When
deepened to 36 feet the width was ot in-
ereased, but bell-mouthing at the entrance to
the channel is being undertaken at present in
order to faeilitate the handling of the longer
vessels mow entering. The widening of the
channel threughout its lemgth is one of the
problems of the early future, and such widen-
ing, it is hoped, can be designed to take out
part of the curve in the existing channel.
Though this will almost certainly involve re-
moval of a portion of one or other nt the
breakwaters, the necessity for a wide channel

as well as inereased berthage in the harbour at
an carly date must be anticipated,
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‘When the harbour was built 1,400ft., it was
built to provide for ships of a maximum of
about 6,000 tons. To-day we have vessels
of 22,000 tons entering the harbour, and it
is safe to predict that vessels will not bhe-
come any smaller, but that in the next few
years we shall have steamers of considerably
greater tonnage than 22,000 tons entering
the port. It does not behove us to build the
harbour to a width of 800ft., thus making
& bottle-neck, beeause there is the possibility
that before many years pass over our heads
shipping may come past the proposed site
of the bridge. Even though the present
Parliament may decide that shipping shall
not, come more than 1,000ft, past the antiei-
pated site of the bridge, we must look ahead
to possibilities. It is no use saying we will
build for the purposes of the present day.
Ships, I repeat, are becoming larger and
larger; and Fremantle is likely to become
the terminal port. We must provide for
years ahead. The Minister for Works re-
cently quoted the “Olympic” and other huge
vessels entering Southampton through a
narrower space than that provided at Fre-
mantle. My information, however, is that
the “Olympie” was handled by seven tugs,
and that sometimes she was pulled out of
her berth stern first. If the same thing is
to happen at Fremantle, we may as well
hand over the harbour to the tug pro-
prietors. It is necessary that an inquiry
should be held. I do aot favour an inquiry
by members of Parliament, but would sug-
gest that the matter be referred to men
outside, competent men who will be able to
bring in & report on wlhiech Parliament can
confidently proceed. What will be the posi-
tion if an engineer brought from London or
New York happens to be of the same
opinion &s Sir George Buchanan?

Hon. 8ir James Mitchell: T hope he will
agrce with either one or the other.

Mr. SLEEMAN: Are we then to say that
Sir George Buchanan is right and that Mr.
Stileman is wrong? Or are we to get
another engineer, who may possibly agree
with Mr. Stileman?

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Youn take your
fences before you come to them.

Mr. SLEEMAN: Evidently the hen. mem-
ber interjecting does not believe in looking
ahead. An engineer bronght out at con-
sideralle cost might prove to he of the same
opinion as 8ir John Coode, and where are
we then?

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: Heaven knows!
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Mr. SLEEMAN: The evidence of some
people in this counéry is just as valuable
as that of any engineer.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell :
should stiek to the river.

Mr. SLEEMAN : I do not think the
Leader of the Opposition or I will ever see
an outer harbour. However, there are
people whose views on the building of a
harbour at Fremantle should be respected.
1 refer to the Fremantle Harbour Trust
Commissioners, and to the pilots; the
people who respectively manage and work
the harbour. I find that the Commissioners,
in their reply to the criticism of the
Engineer-in-Chief, write as follows:—

I think we

After very carcful consideration of the
whole matter, and with every respeet paid to
what Mr. Stileman writes on the 28th Novem-
ber, I am directed——

This is written by the secretary of the Fre-
mantle Harbour Trust:—

to suy that while they have no desire to
enter into anything in the nature of a con-
troversy, nor do they wish to criticise any
purely engineering detail in the proposals of
the Engincer-in-Chief, thvy must, as the per-
sons charged with the working of the port of
Fremantle, adhere to the principles they have
already placed in the hands of the Government
as being essentials which must be given effect
fo in any design that is prepared for the cn-
largement of Premantle harbour, The Com-
misgioners faney from the tone in which the
Engineer-in-Chief now writes, that he regards
the remarks of the Commissioners as a criti-
cism of his work as an engineer, and in fact
unfortunately goes to the length of practically
declaring that the deciding of sueh essentinls
as the position as well as the breadth and
depth of a harbour is a purely engineering mat-
ter, but the Commissioners disagree with this.
They have already said plainly that they have
no wish to eriticise any engineering proposal,
and this they repeat, but in reyard to the in-
clusion in any work of essentials in design
dictated by actual cxperience of work, the
Commissioners suggest that this is not a purely
engineering matter, but comes decidedly with-
in the realms of admivistration, Obviously,
while it is possible to make a suceess and a
credit of a good and well-thought-out design,
there might be other desigmas which, although
containing very excellent engineering practice,
might fail in operation to give the same satis-
faction . . . .. The Cominissioners are en-
deavouring to see the matter with the perspec-
tive before them of the years to come. 'They
carnestlv advise not to build for yesterday or
to-day, but for years ahcad, when Fremantle
shall hecome, as it is surely destined to be-
come, a great port,

Then there are the views of the pilots,
highly condemnatory of the 800ft. width
and also of the outer harbonr. I shall not
worry much about the outer harbour, be-
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cause my personal opinion is that many
years will pass before the suggestion of
such a harbour will be entertained. Some
of the views expressed by the pilots are as
follows:—

We do not wish to write at the great length
sueh an important subject demands, so beg to
suggest that arrangements be made wherchy
we could, with the consent of course of the
Commissioners, confer with Mr, Stileman,
when we feel certain we could put before him
faets which would make him, or any other en-
gineer, hesitate hefore recommending for a
harbour, above all things, certain principles
whie¢h to our minds, as nautical men, involve
trouble, grave risk of danger, and perhaps the
impessible pesition arising of not being able
to get ships in or out as required.

It is not my intention to speak at lengih
on the motion. I have now given the House
my views. Certainly T consider that there
should be an inquiry before the work is
proceeded with. T am just as anxious as
any other member of the House to see that
Fremantle gots a bridge. Even at the risk
of holding up the praoject for a few months,
I am prepared to put up a fight, havipg no
wish to spoil the ship for the sake of a
penny worth of tar. We should look far
ahead and not confine onr work to the pro-
vision of a narrow waterway, remembering
the large steamers that are now afloat and
the possibility of even bigger vessels being
constructed. We have all the space that
is required to provide a harbour wider than
has been suggested, and it would be more
economical to acquire land in the neigh-
bourhood at the present time than let the
purchase of it stand over until some fofure
date. Then again, the opinions of nautical
men should be taken inte consideration on
the subject of the width of the harbour.
My vote will always be given against any
propesals to limit the width to 800 feet
nnless nautical men’s opinions be first ob-
tamed to show that they agree to the nar-
rowmg of the harbour.

MR. ANGELO (Gascoyne) [5.46]: Quite
reecently a big business man who had spent
many years in Western Australia and whe
was returning to the Eastern States after
a visit to Perth, in responding to a toast,
expressed the opinion that before many de-
cades had gone by the two most important
cities in Ausiralia wonld be Sydney and
Perth. That was his considered opinion re-
garding the importance of Western Auns-
tralia in the near future. Whether his
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forecast will prove to be correet or mot,
members of this House must be firmly of
the opinion that Western Australia must
develop into an important State, and that
Perth, with Fremantle as its port, must
also gain in importance, Therefore it
looks as if the subject matter of the motion
we are disenssing is going to involve the
cxpenditure of a large sum of money. Up
to the present time the expenditure auth-
orised by the Bill that was passed last ses-
sion will be a mere flea-bite compared to
the expenditure that rounst be involved in
effecting improvements to the harbour. T
should not he at all surprised if it amounted
to ten mitlions sterling hefore the complete
scheme was carried out. Tt is obviously
important, therefore, that the foundations
be corrcetly Inid. To my mind, the founda-
tions rest on the reports of the engineers
who are to be consnlted and who are to lay
out the plans for the work. I would not
presume in any way to criticise the report
of an engineer of the calibre of Mr. Stile-
inan, and neither do I think any other mem-
her would do so. I do hold the opinion,
howevar, that the House should not agree
to expenditure on any work that might in-
volve the ontlay of, say, £1,000,000, on the
opinion of one man, no matter whether he
be the most capahle man in the world. The
tmember for Fremantle (Mr., Sleeman) has
already referred to what I intended to al-
lnde, namely that many years ago the
State engaged an eminent engineer in the
person of Sir John Coode to report to
the then Government on the advisibilty of
constructing an inner harbour. That engi-
neer's report was not in favour of an inner
harbour, and it was through the late Lord
Torrest’s disappointment that the services
of the late Mr. C. Y. O’Connor were en-
gaged. Mr. O’Connor’s opinion and advice
were obtained, and the resmlt is that we
have an inner harhour at the present time.
When two such eminent engineers give
different opinions it is advisable that a full
inquiry be held. The Leader of the
Opposition mentioped the scheme set
ont by Mr. J. J. Harwood. To a
layman, that would appear to be the
very thing requoired. Mr. Harwoed
suggested docks hetween our present railway
bridge and Rocky Bay running inte North
Fremantle, but there must be a reason why
that proposal is not satisfactory., If there be
a reason, we have not heard it. From a lay-
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man's point of view, it should meet all ve-
quirements. Another comprehensive scheme
was proposed by the late Mr. G. A. Lefroy
and published even in the London news-
papers. That also should be inquired into.
I really consider that Mr. Stileman’s pro-
posals should be checked. I would Le de-
lighted it his report were supported by any
other engineer the Government thought ad-
visable to engage. At the same time, the
visiting engineer might suggest something
that Mr, Stileman had overlooked. It is just
possible thai an estimate or something elsc
had not been correctly put up; so that be-
fore we embark upon expenditure of tke
dimensions that the proposals will neeessi-
tate, we should certainly have a eheck at the
hands of another capalle engineer. I am
pleased to think that when Mr., Stileman's
report was placed before the House in Octo-
ber last I took the first opportunity on the
budget debate to express the views 1 am
voleing now. I said I had no desire to
criticise the report, but expressed the belief
that the Government would be well advised
to have a check made by an independent
enginegr. T still hold that opinion, though
with a slight modification. At that time I
did not snggest that a select committee
should earry out the work because such a
committee would take a very long time to
gain all the information that would be neces-
sary, and even then the members of it would
have to be guided by the evidence of en-
gineers. 1My opinion is that we should have
a committee of engineers.

Mr. Mann: A Royal Commission of En-
gineers.

Mr. ANGELO:; I should like to make an-
other suggestion and it is that if the ser-
vices of an engineer of outstanding ability
cannot be secured in Australia, we should
ask two or more of our sister States to
loan to us their engineers so that a con-
ference might be held of three or four en-
gineers with Mr. Stileman,

Mr. Mann: Did New South Wales do
that before they started their big harbour
works?

Mr. ANGELG: T do not know, bm 1
would like to see a precedent established.
A job like this will mean a great deal to
Australia 0s a whole. Therefore, why not
establish a precedent by inviting two or
three engineers from the other States to con-
fer with Mr. Stileman, to either agree with
his scheme or amplify or modify it

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. Stubhs: Or condemn it

Mr. ANGELO: Later on another Siate
may ask us for the services of Mr. Stile-
man. If the engineers are of the opinion
that Mr. Stileman’s proposals are wrong,
they will condemn it, but I do not think they
will 30 s0. What I wish to stress is that
when there is an important job like this
involving the expenditure of a huge sum of
money, we should take the opportunity to
engage the best possible brains in Austra-
lia. Why not let all the prineipal engineers
come together and have a conference, as
under seeretaries of departments often do?
I have no desire that the Government should
go outside Australia for advice or assistance.
At the same time, we must not forget that
the late Mr. C. ¥. O’Connor came from New
Zealand. From a conference of engineers we
should secure a report in a third of the time
that it would take a select committee. After
all, a seleet committee, to do their job pro-
perly, would have to obtain the views of en-
gineers. I presume that if the Government
did invite other engineers to consult with
Mr. Stileman, they would seek harbour en-
gineers. The Commonwealth have no har-
bour engineers and it would be of no use
looking to the Federal Government. A
Dominion like New Zealand, possessing
numerous harbours would naturally employ
capable men. Queensland, also, is a State
with a number of harbours, and would also
employ harbour engineers. My suggestion
is that we should make use of whatever en-
gineering ability there is to be found in
Australia, not only on this job, but on all
future works of similar dimensions through-
out Australia, It should not take more
than a month to earry out the investigations,
and if the visiting engineers could prove
that Mr. Stileman’s projeet was the corrvect
ore to carry out, no one would be more
delighted than I. Mr. Stileman’s suggestion
is that the outer harbour should be to the
north, T hope the Government will not lose
sight of the fact that experts in defence
shonld be asked te give an opinion as to
whether that would be the right position for
an outer harbour. We must not forget that
that would be a most vulnerable point, and
that ships wonld be safer in a harbour up-
river, or south of the existing harhour, Not
only will any harbour that might be built
outside o the north be subject to north-
west gales, but will also make a good target
in the event of an attack. That is merely a
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suggestion. I suppose it has been considered;
if not, opinions should be sought on the point
This huge undertaking should be considered
entirely from a nou-party aspect. Every-
oue, the Government, the Opposition, and
the people of Western Australin should he
out to get the best job done. 1 take it the
Government have decided, from what we
have been told by the Minister, to get a
check on Myr. Stileman’s report. I should
like to see the conference enlarged to three
persons.  Whether one, two, or three en-
gineers report on the Stileman projeet, 1
would suggest Lo 1he Premier that he should
invite the Leader of the Opposition te join
him and the Minister for Works in making
the seleetion. ILet this be a purely non-
party business. Let us, on the Opposition
side, take our share of the responsibiliiy.
if it was konown that the selection of the
engineers, who are going to report on the
Stileman scheme, had been made by repre-
sentatives of all interests in Parliament, the
people of the State would be better satisfied.

MR. STUBBS (Wagin) [6.2]: I feel con-
vineed that the mover of this motion was
actuated by a desire that all expenditure of
public money on engineering schemes should
be made on solid and soand lines. A fow
years ago it took two or three Ministers of
the Crown u long while to see the defécts
of an engineering scheme that was launehed
in my electorate. On one occasion the En-
gineer-in-Chief of that time was invited by
the Minister for Works, then the Hon. W.
J. George, to pay a visit to the scheme. He
did so. When asked for an opinion upon
if, he declined to give one. In my presence,
and that of other representative men, lLe
declared that he had not designed it, had
not been consulted with regard to it, and
point-blank refused to enter into a disens-
sion upon it. The result was that between
£10,000 and £12,000 of public money was
wasted on that scheme. To-day it stands
as a monoment {o the ineapacity of the en-
gineers who designed it and carried it out.

Hon. G. Taylor: Were they Government
engineers?

Mr. STUBBS: Yes.

Hon. (. Taylor: Was the scheme carried
out without consulting the Engineer-in-
Chief ?

My, STUBBS: Yes.

The Premier: Tn those days the Engineer-
in-Chief was not consulied about anything.
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Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Whose Engin-
eer-in-Chief ?

The Premier: Yours and ours.

Mr. STUBBS: My reason for rising to
speak this afterncon is to endeavour to en-
sure that the mistakes due to the incapacity
of our engineers during the last 15 or 20
years shall not be repeated. Every mem-
ber of the Chamber is responsible for the
control and expenditure of public funds.
We have to nssist the Minister for Works,
aod the Premier who provides the money,
to ensure that whafever is voted for publie
works is wisely expended. Can any mem-
ber deny that in the past huge sums have
been expended on engincering works that
have proved a failure? T fake it the de-
sire of the member for Katanning is that
there shall be no wasteful expenditure on
the Fremantle harbour development., No
doubt the importance of the work has been
carefully weighed by the Engincer-in-Chief.
1 do not think the mover of the motion de-
sires to reflect upon the integrity or the
ability of that ofticer. Mr. Stileman was
selected, from a number of applicants, by
the Premier. I believe he is a first-class
officer in every way, and that his eredentials
are undoubted. He has had considerable ex-
perience, I would point out to the Pre-
mier, and the Minister for Works, who is
relying upon the seheme propounded by My,
Stileman, that only a week or ten days
ago one of the most experienced captains
in the interstate shipping service, in com-
mand of one of the largest of the vessels,
the “Katoomba,” said to me, “Stubbs, if
your inlluence with your colleagues in Par-
lament will prevent the scheme from going
in a northward divection, for God’s sake do
the best you ean to prevent a calamity.”
The eaptain in question does mot live in
Western Australia. e had no more idea
of doing an injury to Mr. Stileman or to the
State than the knife I hold in my band.
Am I not justified, from my seal in this
House, in saying that the adviece of a cap-
tain, of 20 yenrs' experience is worthy of
consideration? If Mr. Stileman’s scheme
is ecarried out, it will mean the expenditure
of millions of money. Most of us desire
to prevent the repetition of the mistakes
that have been made in the past in connec-
tion with the expenditure of the State’s
funds. Nearly 21 years ago, when T first
entered Parliament, there was a great out-
cry on the hustings, from the general pub-
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lic as well as from members, eoncerning a
fiasco which involved the expenditure of a
quarter of a million pounds. This money
was sunk in a wild-cat scheme, contrary, I
understand on the best of authority, to the
advice of the leading engineer in this State.
I refer to the dock at Fremantle, It was
said, and I am not going to deny it, that
this was a political! ramp, carried out in
order to keep a certain member in Parlin-
ment.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: You cannot say
that.

Mr. STUBBS: I believe I am right in
making that assertion.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: 1 know you are
wrong.

Mr. STUBBS: The hon. member has a
perfect right to his opinion, and T have a
right to mine. ¥ say that a certain gentle-
man was promised the support of many
people in Fremantle, if he would induee
the Government to agree to the construetion
of. this deck.

The Premier: It
right.

Mr. STUBBS: It was the opinion of a
large number of people that the Fremantle
dock was a political job.

Hen. Sir James Mitchell: Oh no, it was
nof,

Mr. STUBBS: It does not make any
difference to me what the Leader of the
Opposition may say to the eontrary; it
does not alter my opinion. I was told this
by men in whom 1 have every confidence,
and whom I esteem as much as T do the
hon. member. That was what prompted me
the other night to ask the Minister for
Works where it was proposed to spend the
first portion of the money. He replied,
“Tnside the river” T was glad to hear that
interjection. The Engineer-in-Chief of that
day, the late Mr. C. Y. O0’Connor, was the
best engineer the State ever had. He was
in favour of the up-river extension of the
harbour. If the Stileman scheme is adopted,
the Government must first get the authority
of Parliament for the expenditure of the
money. I was one of a party of members
who accompanied the Harbour Trust Com-
missioners on their recent tour of inspection
of the harbour. T have no destre to criticise
the Premier because he interjected that he
would prefer to take the opinion of an
eminent engineer like Mr. Stileman to that
of laxmen who control the Fremantle har-

was a politieal job all
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bour. The Premier was justified in making
that interjeetion.

Hon. G. Taylor: It was one of his jokes.

The Premier: It was one of my few
#erious moments.

Mr. STUBBS: Individual members should
be very earelul about adopting any one
srheme, without first getting a cheek upon
it from other responsibie engineers of equal
status with the gentleman who is responsible
for propounding it. I would be the last to
cast the slightest reflection upon the in-
tegrity or ability of Mr. Stileman, but would
point out that he has been in Western Aus-
tralia only five or tem minutes.

The Premier: To whom do you refer?
Mr. STUBBS: To Mr. Stileman.

The Premier: He has been here for three
years, but tle other man who reported on
the matter was here only three days.

Mr. STUBBS: 1 am with the Premier
in that matter. I am not for obe moment
pitting Mr. Stilewman’s judgment against
that of Sir George Buchanan. Some 20 or
30 years ago a gale seriously affeeted ships
coming into Fremantle from the North-
West. Tt is from this point of the compass
that storms frequently arise. We have seen
in the papet during the last two or three
days what terrible results have followed in
the train of a tornado that reached the coast
of America. No engineer can provide
against the violence of nature,  What we
have to do is to endeavour to make the har-
bour at Fremantle as secure as possible
from the elements, and prevent disasters fo
shipping. Mr. Stileman has not had a
sufficienily long experience of the coast of
Western Australia, and the prevailing con-
ditions, to enable him to form a elear judg-
ment as to the effect of the periodieal dis-
turbances that attack Fremantle from the
North-West. His short experience does not
warrant the Hounse in adopting his scheme
without first having a check report made
upon it. S'ome other advice must he sought
as to whether he is right in extending the
harbour to the North-West.

The Minister for Works: We have given
our word that we shall have a check made
upon it.

Mr. STUBBS: T am glad the Minister
for Works views the matter in the right
light. T am not actuated by any politieal
motives in the speech T have made this
evening. My objeet is to see that publie
moneys, which have been wasied on the Peel
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Estate and in other directions, shall in
future be wisely spent.

Sitting suspended from 615 to 7.30 p.m.

Mr. STUBBS: Betore tea 1 was endea-
vouring to justify the motion before the
Chair. While not desirous of being paro-
chial in regard to harbour extension, I wish
to emphasise the importance of ensuring
that not enly the primary producers, hut
every man and every woman residing in the
outlying distriets, should get a fair deal
Tn furtherance of that objective let e point
out the importance of many other harbonrs
which, like Fremantle harbour, require the
expenditure of public money. T trust, and
1 bhelieve, that the Government stand to the
prineiple of every port receiving the benefit
of the produee grown in its hinterland. If
T thonght that the expendiiure of millions
of pounds on the extension of Fremantle
harbour was for the purpose of hauling
wheat and other products hundreds of miles
away from their natural ports of shipment,
I would, even if T stood alone, speak as long
as my voice and my strength held out in an
endeavour to show the people of Western
Auctralia that sneh a eourse was not in the
best interests of the State. T do not sup-
pose for one moment that the Minister for
Works desires to earry over the Western
Anstralian railways enormous quantities of
grain and produce to any bub the nearest
ports of shipment. WMy experience of 21
yvears as a member of Parliament warrants
me in saying that the advice I have received
from various engineers necessarily leads me
to be most carveful in regard fo engineering
schemes. This is so, especially in view of
our unhappy experienees during that period.
One has only to look upon the monuments
of engineering folly for which the Western
Australian taxpayer has to foot the hill, to
recognise the costliness of some mistakes
made by our engineers. I have no desive
to do any injnstice whatever to the profes-
gsional men in our Government service, but
I do not think the Minister for Works can
find fault with me for pointing out the im-
poriance of making sure that the expendi-
ture on the Fremantle harbour is such as
can be justified. As T said earlier in the
debate, the scheme now before us was
put forward by an engineer who has
been in Western Australia for only five
minutes, so to speak. That gentleman, be
he the cleverest engineer the world hasg
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known, still has not had sufficient loeal ex-
Perience to warrant him in patting up a
recommendation asking the Government to
expend millions on a scheme without hav-
ing bis figures checked by some equally
capable engineer., What will the Minister
for Works say to the engineer who comes
here to elheck Mr. Stileman’s figures? 1
desire to acknowledge that the Minister's
speech on the motion was lueid and fair-
minded, and such as no one counld cavil at.
Still, I urge upon the Minister that the
point I am raising is highly important. No
professional engineer is likely, execept on
excellent grounds, to eondemn the figures
and recommendations of an engineer of the
eapacity and world-wide reputation of Mr.
Stileman,

Mr. Thomson: That is a2 geod point.

Mr, STUBBS: Then what is wrong with
the suggestion I am about to make, that if
the proposal for a select comunittee is not
approved by the Government, some profes-
sional committee should be appeinted? If
the Minister thinks that members of the
Chamber, as laymen, are incapable of judg-
ing a scheme put forward by Mr. Stile-
man or any other engineer, what is wrong
with the appointment of a board of experts,
as snggested by the member for Gaseoyne
(DIr. Angelo)?

Mr. Angelo:
in chief.

Mr. STUBRBS: That brings me to
another point. The engineers-in-chief of
the ather States may be, and no doubt
are, highly capable men; but still one
hears a man like the master of the
“Katoomba,” Captain Moodie-Heddle, who
bas no other interest than that of perform-
ing his duties as skipper of one of the
finest boats that ever entered Fremantle
harbour, stating definitely that anyone who
proposes a scheme involving a harbour
north of the mole does not understand hig
job. What object ean Captain Moodie-
Heddle have in making sueh an assertion
if he does not honestly believe it to he neces-
sary in the best interests of the people
of Western Australin? He is not an engi-
neer, hut he has entered and left the port
of Fremantle in all weathers. The gales
that attack our eoast come, in nine cases
out of ten, from the north-west,

The Minister for Works: There you are
wrong. The strongest gales come from the
south-west. The records show that.

A committee of engineers
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Mr. STUBBS: Then Captain Moodie-
Heddle is wrong. Does the Minister sug-
gest for a moment that Captain Moodie-
Heddle does not know wmore about the gales
that attack—

The Minister for Works: He does not
know more than the records show over a
number of years. The records speak for
themselves. They are compiled by experts.

Mr. STUBBS: The Minister’s conten-
tion is open to reasonable discussion.

The Minister for Works: I can only
state what the records show.

Mr. STUBBS: Let me go a step further
and say that the most capable engineer
Western Australia ever had up to the time
of Mr. Stileman was Mr C. Y. 0'Connor.
This Parliament has expended millions of
pounds in carrying put Mr. (’Connor’s
scheme of developing the harbonr within
the river. Now, according to Mr. Stile-
man, we have to serap all that Mr. C, Y,
(’Connor did.

Members: No.

The Minister for Railways:
scrap nothing.

Mr. STUBBS: With all respect to those
who differ from me, the fact stands out
clear as the sun at noonday that eventunally
millions of pounds will be expended on a
harbour outside the Swan River. Can any-
orte deny thal?

Mr. Marshall:
day.

Mr. STUBBS: But we are supposed to
be legislating for the future prosperity of
Western Australin. Any mistakes we
may make in regard to Fremantle harbonr
during the next few years, will rebound
upon us, especially if we perpetuate the
costly errors of the past. That is my ex-
cuse for delaying the Honse in pointing out
the importance of hastening slowly in re-
gard to this all-important scheme. If my
memory serves me rightly, Mr. O'Connor’s
idea was to bring the shipping up the river
as far as Rocky Bay.

Mr, Thomson: Then why did the .Gov-
ernment of the day repurchase all that land
at Cottesloe?

Mr. STUBBS: I am guided by the ex-
traordinary action of the then Government
in commandeering all that land, and giving
resumption notices to property owners on
the hanks of the Swan River right up as
far a« Rocky Bay. If my statement is in-

We will

We shall not see that
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aceurate, what was the need for running
the country into an expenditure of many
thousands of pounds in aequiring private
property ?

The Minister for Works: 1 do not fecl
quite sure, but [ am fairly confident that
the land was purchased long after Mr.
O'Couninor’s time.

Mr. Thomson: XNo.

Mr, STUBBS: With all due respect to
the Minister for Works, it was generally
vonsidered at the time that the land pur-
chases were in accordance with the scheme
which Mr. 0'Connor had econceived and
on more than one oecasion had made publie,
Tf that were not so, why was all that meney
expended on testing the Swan River bed at
a point nearly a mile further np from where
the (Government, under the Stileman scheme,
propose to construet a bridge across the
river? During that wonderful day when
members of Parliament had the privilege of
inspecting the present harbour at Fremantle
and had had explained to them the pro-
posals regarding future extensions, I counld
not help being struck by the fact that an
enormous amount of money would be re-
quired to pay for the resumption of house-
hold property and other lands on the south
side of the river hetween the present rail-
way bridge and the site of the proposed new
bridge. It is because of that that I, as a
country member whose produce does not go
through Fremantle but is chipped from
Albany or Bunbury, point out in all serious-
ness that before the Government recommend
Parliament to spend any further money in
eonneetion with the Stileman scheme, fav-
ourable consideration should be given to the
snggestion that further evidence should be
obtained. What I want to impress upon
them more than anything else is the danger
that if an engineer is to be asked to check
Mr. Stileman’s estimates, that engineer may
merely look at the figures from a profes-
sional point of view.

Mr. Thomson: He may be acensed of un-
professional conduet!

Mr. STUBBS: The engineer who is called
in may consider that he is asked to check
the fizures and not to express an opinion as
to whether the scheme will be sound in the
interests of the State. He may simply con-
sider it would be better for him to keep his
mouth shut and merely check the acenracy
of the estimates,

The Minister for Works: I will give you
an assurance that no restriction will be
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placed npon whoever iz appointed as to the
expression of his opinions.

Mr. STUBBS : That serves to still further
pave the way towards a proper understand-
ing of the whole position. I would like to
pay a compliment to the Minister for Works.
‘When he was speaking, I believe he endeav-
oured to point out that he was not wedded
to the present scheme if it ecould be proved
to bhis satisfaction that Mr. Stileman had
not made out a good case. I think he said he
had an open mind, I believe that the Minis-
ter, when he asks some engineer or engineers
to confer with Mr. Stileman, will point oot
that a considerable difference of opinion has
been expressed by laymen regarding the
scheme. e will also point out that some of
those who have expressed doubt have heen
eonnected with the Fremantle harbour for
a great many years. The Premier said that
he would not for one moment accept the
judgment, of laymen against that of a pro-
fessional man like Mr. Stileman. Probably
the Premier is rizght, but it is neverthe-
less a fact that in all parts of the world
varions Government have realised that there
is sufficient business acumen to be found
in laymen to warrani them iu appointing a
certain number to act as a public works
committee to scrutinise schemes involving
the expenditure of public moneys. I hope
that fact will not be lost sight of by mem-
bers of Parliament. I regret to say that
past experience justifies me in referring to
the faet that we have often been told in
this Chamber and in conferences with party
repregentatives from either side of the
House, that a certain scheme that may have
been under discussion at the time wounld eost
2 certain sum of money. We were told that
all the flowers in the garden were lovely,
but after & few years the faet leaked out
that the scheme, instead of costing, say,
£100,000, had cost £500,000 or 600,000, and
thai the thing was a damned fajlure! I
speak feelingly because private members of
the House have often been hoodwinked by
speciozs arguments advanced to show that
schemes were in the best interests of the
Siate, whereas in subsequent years we have
found that not only were the schemes down-
right failures, but that we had been parties
to the expenditure of money although we
had nothing to do with the proposals, any
mere than the lights in this Chamber. I
hope that in the futnre we shall have no
more instances of the rotten underground
engineering that has taken place in the past.
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MRB. GRIFFITHS (Avon) [7.49]: I do
not intend to deal with this question at
length because the Leader of the Country
Party has already discussed fully the vari-
ous features of the Fremanile harbour ex-
tension scheme. In the early days when the
Fremantle harbour was first mooted and the
Coolgardie water scheme was in the air, the
newspapers of the day, particularly the
“Morming Herald” and the “Sunday Times,”
claimed that the Fremantle harbour pro-
posals merely represented a waste of money,
that the harbour could not be construcied
there, and that the scheme meant the throw-
ing away of £500,000 for nothing. The
Press advoeated that the main port for the
State should be at Albany. Later, when
the Coolgardie water scheme was discussed,
a further attack was made upon Mr. C. Y.
(’Connor and that scheme. In those days
the “Morning Herald” was the leading
attacking paper, and that newspaper pointed
out, in the course of elaborate articles, that
the scheme would be a ghastly failure, that
the pipes would not last, and that there
would be a reckless expenditure of money.

Hon. G. Taylor: The “Morning Herald”
was the opposition paper!

Mr. GRIFFITHS: That is so, but the
point I wish to make is that something of
the same sort is going on to-day. Opinions
outside are much divided now, just as they
were then. Mr. Stileman is probably the
most talked about man in Western Aus-
tralia to-night, and his ears must be burn-
ing.

Mr. Stubbs: No one has criticised him,

Mr. GRIFFITHS: That is so. My idea
in speaking in support of the proposal of
the Leader of the Country Party is to save
Mr. Stileman from criticism such as hounded
that great engineer, C. Y. ’Connor, to his
grave.

Mr. Angelo: Had his proposal been sup-
porfed by another engineer, he would not
have cared a iinker’s curse for the Press
criticism!

Mr. Marshall : He was supported by
another engineer,

Mr. GRIFFITHS: T would like to make
it clear that the Leader of the Country
Party did not table his motion on his own
initiative. The members of the Country
Party requested him to take that action, not
in any party spirit nor with the intention
of attacking anyone. The motion was sug-
gested merely from the standpoint that we,
as representatives of an industry the pro-
duce of which will be the main eargo to be
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handled at Fremantle, should see to it that
the producers were not reguired to shoulder
any undue burden in common with, of
course, the general taxpayer. It was made
clear that the question should be discussed
in an impartial manner. I have heard it
said that if the motion were agreed to and
a seleet committee were appointed, the
Leader of the Country Party should not be
chairman, as he would be biassed. If any
hon, member took the trouble to read the
speech delivered by the Leader of the Coun-
try Party, he would admit that he dealt with
the question fairly and impartially. Other
speakers have said that we shall never have
an outer harbour while we are alive, either
on the northern or the southern side of the
existing harbour. In 1923 the wheat pro-
duction of the State amounted to 13,000,000
bushels. According to the statisties, the pro-
duction inereased by the end of the last
financial year to 36,000,000 bushels, an in-
crease of 300 per cent. Mr. Stileman, I
believe, based his ecalculations regarding
wharfage accommodation at Fremantle on
the fact that for every one ton of wheat
handled, three tons of general merchandise
had to be dealt with.

The Minister for Works: He said that
was the position up to the present.

Mr. GRIFFITHS : Our produetion has
increased 300 per cent. inside five years, and
Mr. Stileman forecasts that by 1936-37 we
shall be exporting from Fremantle some
27,000,000 bushels of wheat, According to
the “Statistical Abstraet,” during the last
financial year, which ended on the 30th June
last, our wheat exports totalled 26,193,333
bushels,

Mr. Marshall: But not all through Fre-
meantle! That total is divided among sev-
eral ports. The exports have nearly ceased
at Fremantle.

Mr. GRIFFITHS: At any rate, that was
the quantity exported from the State. If
we have a 50,000,000 bushel harvest, and
the usual percentage is exported, it will
mean that 53 per cent, or 27,500,600
bushels, will be exported daring the next
export season.

Mr, Stubbs: From Fremantle?

Mr. Marshall: No, the other ports will
be included in that.

Mr. Thomson: Nothing of the sort. TIf
so, why spend all this money on the Fre-
mantle harbour?

Mr. GRIFFITHS: With the member for
Toodyay (Mr. Lindsay) I have heen making
inquiries regarding bulk handling, and re-
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cently I asked the Minister whether provi-
sion had been made in the Stileman scheme
for bulk handlinz. 1 was informed that pad
been considered. I should like to tell the
House what is the position in respect of
bulk handling und bag handling. Let us
take our bag huandling in Fremantle, We
have 3,200ft. of wharf spaec devoted en-
tirely to wheat under the bag bandling sys-
fem, and we are cramped for room. We
have sent away about 18,000,000 bushels of
wheat from Fremantle, and with ail that
3,200ft. of wharf space, we are cramped for
roont. At Glebe [sland a new system of econ-
veyor gallies is being evected, and when
these are compleied 2,000 tons can be loaded
into a ship in an hour with ten men. There
they have 1,5400t. of wharf space at the
‘terminal elevator, which, with the new con-
veyor gallies, is sullicient to load 45,000,000
bushels in the season. T want to stress the
fact that bulk handling will greatly curtail
the space that is at present vequired for the
loading of wheat under the bag system, [
do not want anvbody to think I am a erank
on the bulk handling system. I have taken a
very great interest in the matfter ever sinee
I saw bulk kandling in operation in America,
and T am convinced that it will he a good
thing for us, Tn supporting the motion for
inquiry into the Tremantle harbonr scheme,
I consider the two things should go hand in
hand and full inquiries be made into hoth.
Bulk handling will come, whether we wang it
or not. It has to come before many vears
will have passed. There will be published
shortly Hgures showing that the scheme can
be introduced at a very muech lower cost
than was previously estimated, that prices of
material hove gone back and that a con-
siderable cut can he made in expenditure on
the mechanical side. The Engineer-in-Chief
in his report on the extension of the Fre-
mantle harbour bases the oxtra wharfage re-
quired on the inereased production of wheat,
and states that for every additional ton of
wheat exported three tons of other cargo
will be handled. He estimates that 27,000,0{10
bushels will be exported from Fremantle in
1936-37. Based on this figure, 7,931ft. of
new quay is rvequired; and 5,750ft. of new
quay in the inner harbour, with equipment
ete,, would cost £2,000,000. On the above
figures, £300,000 would be required for exira
wharl aecommodation for the handling of
wheat. The member for Wagin (Mr. Stubbs),
speaking a little while amo, appealed to



{19 SEPTEMBER, 1948.]

members to treat this guestion as a thing of
national importance, with no suggestion of
trying to take a rise out of anybody or to
attack anybody. He simply falls behind the
Leader of the Couniry Party in agreeing that
the proposed inguiry is.called for. This even-
ing I heard an inferjection from the Pre-
mier in regard to a certain terminal elevator
at Manchester which the Minister for Works
inspected while in England. The Premier
interjected that it was not on high ground.
But it is well known that the erection of
silos on high ground meang an immense sav-
ing, That Manchester elevator, possibly on
the level of the water front, would have to
use power to discharge wheat into ships. The
idea of having & silo on high ground is to
do away with the necessity for that power to
discharge the wheat into ships. That was the
iclea behind the report we recently issued on
the bulk handling of wheat.

The Minister for Works: But you would
require power to 1ift the wheat into the ele-
vator.

Mr. Thomson: 1In an ordinary elevator
the wheat has to be lifted in and lifted out
again. With an elevator on high ground,
the wheat could be ran out by gravitation.

Mr. GRIFFITHS: These are things that
must be inquirad into. The one secheme has
to work in with the other. In New South
Wiales the bulk handling scheme has not
been a financial suecess. But I know that
when a prospective farmer is out to pur-
chase a farm, the first thing he asks is as
to whether it is near a silo. Tf told that the
farm under offer is not near a silo, the
prospective purchaser says, “Oh, I want one
that is somewhere near a silo.” So¢ appar-
ently it appeals to the farmers that silos are
a decided nequisition. The bulk handling
scheme in New South Wales hag not been a
success because it has been overloaded. There
is lying in Sydney to-day something like
£600,000 worth of machinery that has never
been used. When people talk of going
to Canada for information on the subjeet, I
think of the bhage drying plant that will
never be used and I always advise them to
go to New South Wales and find out what
mistakes have been made with the system in
that State. In my view it would be per-
fectly safe to base a scheme on that scheme
minus (he obvions errors that have been
made. The terminal elevator erected there
is of 6,500,000 bushels capacity, but has
never heen more than one-third filled. 8o,
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too, in the country districls the silos bave
never been anything like fully used. The
trouble was that in the first place the scheme
was converted from a bulk handling into
a storage scheme. Bulk handling is going
to be foreed upon uws. At present we ave
finding a good deal of difficulty in handling
26,000,000 bushels of wheat. The railways
have had to work at top speed to get the
harvest down. Every credit is due for what
the railways have accomplished. But when
we reach the 50,000,000 bushel standard and
zo on beyond that mark, the question will
be as to what is to be done to get the wheat
shifted from the country sidings to the port.
In this evening's newspaper we find the
following :—
Bagic Industries.

Whent and Wool.
Sir B, Morgan's Warning.

Hetpful adviee and a warning were forth-
coming from Sir Benjamin Morgan, chairman
of the British Empire Producers’ Organisa-
tion, in an interview shortly after his arrival
to-day.

I do not know yet to what extent it applies
te Western Australia, bnt the wheat induatry
as a whole is badly in need of modern methods
of handling and shipping. The time has come
when bulk handling must be adopted, and,
cither State or co-operative enterprise must
produce proper sterage accommedation in dis-
triets as well aa at ports of shipment, and ob-
viate the present laborious method of handling
in sacks, The present method, with all the
loss by vermin, increased cost of truckage to
ports and vastly inecreased cost of both load-
ing ships and freight charges is wrong.

The wheat industry mus. be prepared for
inereased competition from many countries,
and it 35 cssoentinl that cfforts should be made
as soon as possible to lower production costs.
Western Australia, with its marvellons record
of progress in this industry should be the first
to examine and adopt modern methods. In this
matter of warehousing and handling, apart
from the immense cost of bags, she conld effect
congiderable economies.

In conclusion, 1 agree that the requested
inquiry is called for. Without any reflec-
tion at all upon Mr. Stileman, I realise that
there is an uneasy feeling amongst laymen,

and that conflicting opinions are being
voiced by experts and so-called esperts.

Since I was one of those who asked the
Leader of the Country Party to bring in
some such motion as he has moved, I will
support the motion if it should go to a
division,

Mr. BROWYN: I move—

That the debate be adjourned.

Motion put and negatived,
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MER. BROWN (Pingelly) [8.12]: As one
of those who, last session, favoured the ap-
pointment of a select committee to make
further inquiries into this harbour ecten-
sion seheme, 1 confess [ am still of the
same opinion. It would be advantageous to
the House and to the public generally to
have Enrther intformation. There must he
vested interests at stake. The other day
when I went down with a party to have a
look over the harbour, I drew my own con-
clusions. They are only a layman’s, but it
appears to me the outer harbour scheme
could be made practicable, At the same
time I shonld like to know what the cost
is to be. We have had no estimate of cost.
If we are to pledge ourselves to a scheme
that will cost millions of money, we should
have the fullest information before we vote
for that scheme. I have the greatest faith
in Mr. Stileman. He is an engincer of high
qualifications, but nevertheless no man is
infallible, and I should say that Mr. Stile-
man would weleome further investigatione.

The Jinister for Works: I have told you
that.

Mr. BROWN: If a committee were
formed with power to take evidence, and if
qualified persons were called to give evi-
dence, it would he advantageous fo every-
body. I understand the Minister is pre-
pared to engage a qualified engineer to con-
sult with Mr., Stileman, But it seems their
deliberations will be held in eamera, and we
shall know nothing about it until they make
2 joint veport, whereas it we had a select
committee or a Roval Commission the whole
of the members of the House could follow
the evidence as it was tendered. It appears
o me that if the proposed bridge be built
on the site that was poinfed out to us
it will not interfere with the {own of Fre-
wantle. If, on the other hand, the bridge
were to be brought a couple of miles fur-
ther up, possibly Fremantle would lave Lo
suffer; for the strip of land between
the present site and the ocesn 1o
the north is only very narrow, and
ne town of zny magnitude conld De
huilt on that Jand. On the other hand, there
i= nothing to prevent the building of a rail-
way on the south side of the river, and the
penple of Fremantle who wanted to come to
Perth conld travel via the south side of the
river. Anyone who was born in Vieforia
knows that the River Yarra was very shal-
low, but the hottom was dredged (o a4 con-

[ASSEMBLY.]

siderable depth so that steamers of larg:
tonnage can now berth right up in the town
That was an up-viver scheme. It seems t
me that the day might come when we shal
have to deepen the Swan River so tha
steamers may come right up to Perth.

The Minister for Works: Save us from
that!

Mr. Angelo: Yes, God forbid!

Mr. BROWN: Why?

Mr. A. Wansbrough: It would be vandal.
ism, pure and simple,

Mr. BROWX: But commerce is alway:
prepared to let beauty go to the wall. Ti
would be very convenient to have our mer-
chandise unloaded from the ships right in
the heart of the city. I fail to see how i
could affect Perth if the boftom of the river
were dredged, because the river is a wide
one. The Yarra, on the other hand, is a very
narrow river. If the centre of the river
were dredged, there would still be consider-
able waterway on either side of the channel.

Mr, Angelo: Is this the Brown scheme?

AMr. BROWN: I am merely giving my
ideas.

The Minister for Works: I think it must
be the chareoal scheme.

Mr. BROWN: Members should pay heed
to the remarks of the member for Fremantle
(M. Sleeman) and the member for North-
East Fremantle (Mr. Rowe). Both of those
zentlemen live at Fremantle and are in a
position to judge of the effect of heavy
winds and storms, and of the difficulty that
ships experience in herthing close to the site
of the proposed outer harbour. Those mem-
bers are in a position to judge what is best.

The Minister for Works: How long have
I lived there?

Mr. BROWN: Perbaps a little longer
than either of the members T have mentioned.
But T take it that the Jlinister for Works
lives at South Fremantle and it is quite
possible that the scheme might affect his
distriet.

The Minister for Works:
the strong blows come.

Mr. BROWN: And South Fremantle
might suffer if the bridge were constrizeted
much higher up the river.

The Minister for Works: You are trying
to force it on me by punshing it to the sounth.

Mr. BROWN: We know exactly what
will hapren at Fremantle, with =ll its large
buildings, if the harbour is extended up-
gtream. The town must suffer.

That is where
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Mr. Angelo: Youn eannot accuse the Min.
ister of being parocbial in this matter.

Mr. BROWN: Ne, be is very broad-
minded as vegards his own electorafe. My
principal objeetion is that the House does
not know the estimated cost of the scheme.
Is the work going to cost five, ten, or twenty
nillions of money? XNo one knows. Neither
Sir George Buchanan nor Mr. Stileman has
gone into that phase of the question.

The Minister for Works: Yes, Mr, Stile-
man has.

Mr. BROWXN: What does he say the esti-
mated cost will be?

The Minister for Works: Read his report,

Mr. Thomson: Between five and six
millions.

Mr. BROWXN: Apart from the eost of
the bridge.

Mr. A. Wansbrough: What would it cost
to bring the ships right up the river?

My. BROWXN: TIf the ships were brought
np the river, we would have the satisfaction
of knowing they would be in a safe harbour;
there would be no damage caused by ships
bumping against the wharves, and there
would be no difficalty in gefting in or out
of the harbour.

Mr. Angelo: You would destroy all the
algae in the river.

Mr. BROWN: Perhaps that would be a
good thing.

Mr. Clydesdale: Oh, well, put it up theve.

Mr. Thomson: Yes, at South Perth.

Mr. BROWN: If the harhounr is extended
up-stream for a distance of 1,000 feet it
will meet all requirements for some years.
Reference has been made to the bulk hand-
ling of grain, but I am afraid that day is
far distant, I believe terminal elevators will
have to be provided ultimately, and when
they are provided ships will get quicker
despateh.  We mmst not forget that the
population of the State is growing by leaps
and bounds; therefore merchandise in larger
and larger quantities will be coming from
overseas into the Fremantle harbour. Even
if quicker despateh is given to the grain
ghips, the harbonr accommodation will be
taxed as mueh as ever. Consequently it is
essential that sufficient harbour accommoda-
tion be provided. YWhen members inspected
TFremantle harbour the other day, it was
almost fully oceupied with shipping. There
was hardly room for another hoat, and one
vessel was tied up in the stream.

Mr. Angelo: Some boats are anchored
outside now.
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Mr. BROWN: But we know the reason
Esr that. They cannot get their ecargo un-
loaded; hiarbour dues are high, and so they
have moved into the open roadstead. I fail
to see what harm would be done by ap-
pointing a select committee. Some mem-
bers have asked where it would be possible
10 get additional expert advice, and whether
there are engineers of sufficiently high quali-
fications available to give evidence, I take
it there are. There is no escaping the fact
that consideration should be given to the
views of the pilots and of members of the
Harbour Trust. They know from experi-
ence something of the peculiarities of the
elements, and evidence from such men must
earry a certain amount of weight. Judg-
ing by the attitnde of the Government, I
flo not think a seleet committee witl be
granted. 1 am pleased, however, that the
Minister for Works realises it would be
advantageous (o the House and the country
to scek further expert advice. That being so,
I hope the Government will obtain the hest
expert available to consult with Mr, Stile-
man. If they ean agree upon a scheme, it
will he more satisfactory for everybody.
Suppose, however, there was a disagreement
hetween Mr. Stileman and the third expert.
I take it that any man called in to advise
would adhere to his own opinion, and if he
differed from Mr. Stileman, what would be
the result? We should be in the same posi-
tion. Suppose the third expert did not
agree with the outer harbour scheme but
favoured the scheme of Sir George Buch-
anan, what would be the resuit? Will the.
Minister give ap assurance that he will adopt
the scheme of the majority, or will he still
adhere to Mr. Stileman’s scheme?

Mr. Angelo: Let us take the hurdles as
they come.

Mr. BROWN: That attitude might be
satisfactory to the hon. member, but this
matter is of vital importance to me. A few
people have taken me to fask and told me
T must go bald-headed for a new bridge on
the existing site, because otherwise it might
affect the RobW's Jetty scheme and, if that
ratlway were not built, it might affect the
Prookton-Armadale railway project.

Mr. Angelo: It will not affect that at all.

Mr. BROWN: No, becanse if the bridge
is constructed further up stream, the Robb’s
Jetty railway will be built, and so it will
not make the slightest difference to the
Brookton-Armadale line. TFrom the infor-
mation placed before us, and from the
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opinions expressed by people of Fremantle,
» considerable expenditure for resumptions
will be involved in the eonstroction of the
Robb’s Jetty line. I understand that 30
or 40 streets will have to be crossed, and
that the route lies through the thickly popu-
lated part of South Fremantle and Fre-
mantle, Perhaps it would be an advantage
to have the bridge further up stream. The
bridge will cost a large sum, but I take it
provision will be made for pedestrian, road
and railway traffic.

My, Thomson: That is the intention.

Mr. BROWN: T have no objection to
that; it is only right that the bridge should
cater for all classes of traffie. 1 support
the motion.

THE PREMIER (Hon. P. Collier—
Boulder) [8.253]): T de mot propose to pro-
long ibe discussion, but T should like to
express the hope that the motion will not be
carried and that o select committee will not
be appointed. From a very considerable
experience of the work of select committees
in this 1louse, I have long since come to the
conclusion that they have never been of any
real value. In faect, it is safe to say that
not one-half of the members of the House
ever take the trouble to read the reports of
select eommittees, much less to attach any
weight to them. We know, too, that even
the method of selecting the niembers to eom-
prise a select committee does not——

Hon. G. Taylor: Recommend itself.

The PREMIER: —does not as a rule
_give us the men best fitted to sit in judg-
meni on the particular question.

Mr. Thomson: Who is responsible for
that?

Hou. G. Tayior: The system.

The PREMIER: The practice that has
«rown up in the House—

Hon. &. Taylor: That is right.

The PREMTER: —the practice that has
heen associated with the appointment of
select committees, nnder which at the last
moment some member is asked if he will
act, nearly 2ll the members refuse to do se,
and there is difficulty even to induce mem-
bers to undertake the duty. After 23 years
in this House, I can say that T have never
served on a select committee, and I know
that many other members are in a similar
position. There is the point also that it
wonld be utterly impossible fur a seleet com-
mittee to run side by side with an inguiry
hy an expert authority. The Government
‘have announced their intentivn to secure the
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services of one of the most highly qualified
men that can be obtained even in the whole
of the British Empire. Efforis will be made
to do that. If we should secure the services
of an officer of that deseription, to have a
select committee of members of this House
investigating the question at the same time
would, in my opinion, be the limit of
absardity.

Air. Thomson: Could not the select com-
mittee collect the evidence in order to sub-
mit it to the expert authority when he eame
liere?

The PREMIER:  Colleet the evidence!
All the evidence he would require is already
available, because the hon. member’s high
authority gave as his justilication for his
hrief stay in the State—a stay of only
three days—that he was here long enough
to peruse all the evidence he required, He
said, “If was all available to me and I
eould not have learnt any moare about it
had I stayed for three months.”

Myr. Thomson:  Which high authority
are you quoting?

The PREMIER: Sir George Buchanan,

Mr. Thomson: I have not quoted him
as an authority at all yet.

Hon. Sir. James Mitchell:
guote him as an authority.

Mr. Thomson: I am not taking him
specially as my authority.

The PREMIER: Then I shall take him
as my authority and say he is a high auth-
ority. T do not say the hon. member has
taken sides, but he has frequently referred
to Sir George Buchanan as a high auth-
ority.

Mr. Thomson: Quite correet.

The PREMIER: Then is there anything
wrong in my saying that he is the hon,
mewmber’s high authority?

My, Thomson: He is one of them.

The PREMIER: Well, one of them. Sir
George Buchanan himself said that the
brief time he stayed in this State was saf-
ficient to enable him to aequire all the in-
formation that was necessary in order to
form a judgment.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell:
had all the printed stuff.

The PREMIER: That is so, bui T am
answering the point made by the hon. mem-
her. Consequently, any other professional
authoritvy that might he appointed would
similarly he supplied with all the printed
matter and all the information. The hon.

But we must

Of course he
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member now says that a seleet committee
might be a help to the new man by col-
lecting the evidence for him. Yet we have
from the Engineer-in-Chief on the onea
hand and from Sir George Buchanan on the
other hand the statement that they have
had ali the information they required. Can
any member imagine that the evidence
which would be eollected by the select
conmittee wonld be of any assistance fo an
expert anthority? Of course it would not.
Let us assume that the person selected en-
dorsed either the scheme of the Engineer-
in-Chief, or the scheme of Sir Gceorge
Buchanan, and that the select committee re-
commended some other propoesal.  Three
engineers would lhave pronounced judgment,
on the seheme, Sir George Buchanan, the
Engineer-in-Chief, and the man whose ser-
vices we hope to obtain. Let us assume
that two of them support one scheme, let
it be either, and that the third man stands
by his own: The select committee then
comes along and finds in favour of the man
who stands alone, and recommends his
scheme. What are the Government and the
House to do then? Are they going to accept
the views of the two engineers, or of the
one backed up by the report and finding
of the seleet committee?

Hon. G. Taylor: And appoint another
seleet committee to inquire into the find-
ings of the first time.

The PREMIER: Yes, we wonld have to
appoint another seleet committee to sit in
judgment on the first. These are not th:
possibilities, but the probabilities. In view
of the announcement that the Government
are going to obtain the services of the best
man availabie, it would be foolish to pro-
eeed with the appointment of a select com-
mittee from this House, appointed in the
haphazard way that we know seleet com-
mittees have been appointed in the past, to
anll evidence from ail over the place, and
make a report.

Hon. G. Taylor:
nualified to do that?

The PREMTER: 1 am sure we are not

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: We ean have
a eommittee of the whole House to decide
the guestion,

The PREMTER: 1In a scheme of this
marnitude it iz better for us to do that
when we have before us the views of all
three men. Sir George Buchanan, the En-
gineer-in-Chicef, and the third man whom

Do von think we are
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we shall appeint. Let all three opinions
be laid on the Table of the House, and let
us bave a select committee of the whole
House to determine the point that will
ultimately bave to bhe determined in any
case.

Mr. Angelo: It must come to that.

Mr. Stubbs: Parlininent has to decide in
the end.

The PREMIER : Before Parliament could
be asked to decide such a question, it should
have the whole seheme investigated from
every angle by a competent authority, not
by five laymen., whao would be membhers of
the House. .

My, Stubbs: If you ave going to ask an
engineer to tuke Mr. Stileman’s figures, will
you not be placed in rather an invidious
position, und will he not be similarly placed?
He has ether to say that Mr., Stileman's
scheme is a goud une, or come to some other
conclusion.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!
ber muast not make a speech.

The PREMIER : If any engineer cares to
come into consultation on this guestion, he
will have been willing to give an opinion
before he accepts the position. No man
would aceept the position having made up
his mind beforchand that he wonld not ex-
press an opinion one way or the other.

Mr. Angelo: A doetor gives his opinion

hefore lhe ealls in another to eonfirm hix
own,
The PREMIER: Of ecourse! XNo man
would accept the position unless he were
willing to express an opinion upon fhe
scheme, Then we are going to have a select
committee of this House that will eall evi-
dence and make s report. I ean imagine
the waste of time invelved in that, let the
select committee he ever so conscientious.
All the kerbstone harbour autlorities in the
State would present themselves to give evi-
dence.

Mr, Angelo: And they would come from
port and starbozrd.

The PREMIER: They would enme from
Carnarvon, Port Hedland and Wyndham-—
from every port around the coast.

Mr. Angelo: Every important port.

The PREMIER: The Chamber of Cown-
meree at Albany would come up to show
that the harbour ounght to be built at Al-
bany and not at Fremantle.

Hon. . Taylor: Or extended down there
from the oufer harbour.

The hon. mem-
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The PREMIER: All those authorities
who have heen filling the columns of the
newspapers for months past would be eom-
ing forward to give evidenee, The printed
evidence would stand a fopt high, and to
begin with would seare off anyone from
looking at the proposition. Let us do the
common sense thing, and agree to have a
further investigation by someone quali-
fied by his standing and training to express
an opinion. I do not say this offensively,
but I do think it would be reducing the
whole question of bharbour extension to a
farce if we appointed a select eommittes.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell : You cannot say
that the submission of any question to a
select committee is a farer

The PREMIER: T am dcaling with this
particular question.

Mr, Angelo: A highly technical one.

The PREMTER: I have expressed the
opinion, formed from my experience in the
House extending over many vears, that in a
great majority of cases seloct committees
accomplish nothing and de no good, As a
rule they carry no weight.

Hon, 8ir James Mitehell: You have voted
for a few of them.

The PREMIER: Yes, as the hon. member
knows, with the object of conveniently shelv-
ing a question, very often, or getting it out
of the way., Whilst both of ns have voted
for the appointment of select committees we
have religiously kept off them onurselves.
That is the position that would be created
here. If after receiving the report of an-
other engineer, the House should still re-
quire a further investigation to be made,
that would be the time for us to take action,
but not now.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: You did not
announee that you would submit the scheme
for further investigation.

The PREMIER: We have never an-
nounced our opposition to any further in-
quiry. From the very beginning we have
never said, “This is the scheme. We have
embraced it. We will listen to nothing else.”

Hon, G. Taylor: You have not yet put
the whole seheme hefore us.

The PREMIER : We had not reached the
stage when it was necessary to make a fur-
ther pronouncement upon it Neither the
Minister for Works nor I have ever ex-
pressed opposition to any further investi-
gation. Tt has always been open for fur-
ther investigation, but we had not reached
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the stage when that was necessary. We
have never entertnined any idea of an in-
vestigation by a select committee, or a board
of engineers, as suggested by the member
for Gaseoyne. An investigation by a single
engineer was in our minds all along.

Me. Stubbs: What about the rumour that
the line to Robb's Jetty was the first step
towards the Stileman scheme?

Mr. Thomson: The Minister for Works
said it was. That is in “Hansard.”

The PREMIER: That has not determined
the matter,

Mr. Thomson: The Government aecepted
the scheme.

The PREMIER: Last session the Minister
for Works gave an assurance to the House
that a further opportunity would be given
to members to consider the whole question.
He most distinetly gave that assurance.

Mr. Thomson: But the Government ac-
cepted the scheme,

The PREMIER: Of course the Govern-
ment have accepted it.

Mr. Thomson: Then that is correct.

The PREMIER: I have not got up io
say we have not accepied it. We as a
Govermnent have accepted it.

Mr. Thomson: No one is faking any ex-
ception to that.

The PREMIER: The responsibility was
ours fo take some stand.

Mr. Thomson: Of course!

The PREMIER: We could not come
down and throw the scheme upon the Table
of the House and say, “Here is a scheme.
We have no opinion ourselves concerning il.
Please tell us what vou think abouf it.”

Mr. Thomson: That would he absard.

The PREMIER: Of course. The whole
position will be best served at this stage by
allowing the investigation proposed by the
Government. I am not takiug exception to
the motion moved by the hon. member, but
I think at this stage an investigation along
the lines suggested by the Government is
the proper one and the better one to take.
Later on, if the House is not satisfied, it may
take any action that may be deemed de-
girable.

HON. G. TAYLOR (Mount Margaret)
[8.407: The motion asks that no further
action shall be taken in this matter until
the Stileman scheme has been investigated
by a select committee. I have had some ex-
perience of select committees, and I do not
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think one on this question wonld prove of
very great value if appointed. The Leader
of the Country Party would be well advised
to withdraw his motion in view of the state-
. ments that have been made by the Premier
and the Minister for Works. The Govern-
ment do not intend to eonfiie themselves to
the Commonwealth, but are going fo search
wherever they can to obtain the most com-
petent engineer available tv go info this
scheme and report upon it. I daresay much
will depend upon the instemetions that the
engineer in question receives from the Gov-
ernment. I hope he will receive ingtruetions
to give his opinion as to what scheme he
favours. We should know what he econ-
siders is the most suitable place for a bhar-
bour at Fremantle, apart from the reports
that have already been furnished. He counld
of course go into those reports.

The Premier: He would do so.

Hon. G. TAYLOR: He may say that we
can improve matters by doing this, that and
the other. I should think he would have
power to recommend what he thought best.
This question should he discussed without
any effort to depreciate or sully the capaeity
of any competent engineer, whether he be
Mr. Stileman, Sir George Buchanan, or any
other. Engineers have been discussed by
members of this House in a manner which,
in my opinion, did not tend either towards
the carrying of the motion or its rejection.
I must say that the Leader of the Country
Party indulged in a great deal of research,
work upon these reports. He certainly
placed before the House a synopsis of what
he gathered. After the speech in favour
of the motion had been made the Minister
came forward and replied with a very care-
fully prepared speech, largely, as he said
himself, representing the opinions of the
Engineer-in-Chief. There ix no doubt Mr.
Stileman put up a good case in defence of
his scheme, while the Minister in the course
of his speech in defence of it, also did very
well. T would say. without endeavouring to
irritate the Minister, that he spoilt a good
speech by allowing his feelings to carry him
away, and by being rather severe on Sir
(ieorge Buchanan. That is only my opinion.

Mr. Tutey: He only gave him a light tap.

Hon. G. TAYLOR: It is not my purpose
to condemn Mr. Stileman. I know nothing
about that officer. I am satisfied thai when
the Government appointed him they had
every caonfidence in his being able to hold
the position. Naturally they are prepared
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to accept his scheme. He is employed to do
this work. Their responsibility in the mat-
ter is not very great. Governments come
and go. If the Government act upon the
report of an engineer, and he fails to carry
out the terms of that report, aud we spend
a lot of money, it is the State that loses.
We lost about £211,000 on the graving dock
at Fremantle.

The Minister for Works: It was £230,000,

Hon, G. TAYLOR: I remiemher attacking
that scheme in 1907, and again in 1909,
The Premier will remember the occasion.

The Premier: I was numnbered amongst
those who opposed that scheme.

Hon. G. TAYTLOR: T think the Premier
voted on the side that T was uwpholding.
We put up a most reasonable case against
the expenditure, but the only result was the
loss of £200,000 odd to the State. The Min-
ister for Works of the day told me person-
ally, by way of interjection, that he was
taking the responsibility and that the Gov-
ernment were taking the responsibility. T
replied, *“T would like the Engineer-in-Chief,
who has advised the Govermment, to take
the responsibility; and if he fails, let us get
rid of that gentleman and obtain the ser-
vices of someone on whom we can depend.”

The Premier: The trounble was that the
Government of the day took the responsi-
bility without having the hacking of the
Enginecer-in-Chief for the scheme.

Hon. G. TAYLOR: We were led to be-
lieve they had that backing. I have here
the reference to the Minister’s statemnent
that he was taking the responsibility on the
advice of his Engineer-in-Chief. What was
the valoe of the responsibility which the
Minister took on that occasion? And if this
scheme fails, the present Minister will have
no more actual responsibility than the Min-
ister of the past. The motion seeks further
inquiry. In my opinion, an inguiry of the
natnre suggested by the motion will, how-
ever, be of no value. I may be wrong, hut
that is ny view. The Minister for Works
and the Government have promised to
search the earth’s surface, so to speak, for
the most capable engineer to advise on the
matter. T understand that they are pre-
pared to give him a free hand to snggest
what he, as a highly qualified man, thinks is
the best position in which to place the har-
bour. We cannot go far wrong in those
cireumstances. I am sorry that so much
heat has been imported into the debate. In
Parliament more especially, one gets into
the habit of pressing one’s view, though in
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all good-faith, even to the extent of damag-
ing reputations which men have taken years
to gain. I think you will agree with me,
Mr. Speaker, that the longer one is in Par-
liament the more reluctant one becomes to
adopt such a method. The member for
Katanning (Mr. Thomson) has served his
purpose of obtaining a full-dress dehate on
the subject. Last session, when the House
was asked to vote £2,000 for preliminaries
such as the taking of soundings and the pre-
paring of a report, the Minister told mem-
bers that they would not be committing
themselves wholly to the support of the
main scheme, beeanse that scheme involved
the expenditure of millions as against the
£2,000 required to mcet preliminary ex-
penses. The money was voted; T think T
supported the Government,

The Premier: There was no opposition,
but every member did not feel that he was
committing himself,

Hon. G, TAYLOR : No. The Minister
for Works told us that before the scheme
was proceeded with, it would be submitted
to Parliament for discussion. As a matter
of faet, the scheme has never yet been sub-
mitted to Parliament. It is impossible to
debate the scheme fairly without seeing it.
Some members, however, have gone so far
as utterly to conderon Mr. Stileman, or at
least to pit someone else against him. This
raised the wrath of the Minister for Works,
who came forward to defend the stand he
had taken. I hope the Leader of the Coun-
trv Party will withdrvaw the motion, resting
satisfied with what he has achieved. We
shall have a most competent engineer fo in-
vestigate the scheme. A select committee
would merely call persons interested, per-
sons living in Fremantle. The witnesses
would be bound to come from Fremantle.
The mayor would be called first, and he
would know all ahout the matter.  Then
would come several councillors.

The Premier: Whose properties would be
affected,

Hon. G, TAYLOR: As scon as the evi-
dence had been placed before the select
commiftes, people would say that this
gentleman owned property at such and such
a place, and that gentleman at some other
Place. Tt is no use winking at things and
trying to deceive ourselves. If the Com-
missioner of Railways put forward a pro-
posal to remove the Katanning railway sta-
tion to some other spot, the member for the
district wonld be besieged with representa-
tions from people whose properties were
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going to be affected by the removal. Would
their evidence be worth while if the place
to which the railway station was to be
shifted was better in the interests of the
distriet?

Mr. Thomson: There might be a proposal
to shift the station in the interests of the
department, and not in the interests of the
district,

Hon. . TAYLOR: The Fremantle har-
bour is to be placed where it will prove of
most advantage to the commeree and ship-
ping of the State. I know these select com-
miftees, and 1 know who eomes along to
give evidence, Most warmth is put into the
demand for a select committee when some
aggrieved person has put np what seems a
really good case to be brought forward by
an hon, member. On the evidence before
him, that hon, member does his very utmost,
and the House becomes sympathetic and
says, “Yes, let us grant an inquiry.” A
seleet committee is capable of inquiring into
a matter of that kind. But this subjeet is
above laymen altogether, I hope the mover
will withdraw the motion and accept the
Government’s assurance that the question
will be investigated by the highest authority
they can find.

MR. THOMSON (Katanning—in reply)
[8.53] : Judging from some of the eriticisms
that have been offered, it would almost seem
as if T had a personal motive in asking for
further inquiry. My justification, however,
is eontained in the report of the Engineer-
in-Chief, which refers to the fact that 75
per cent. of the cargo exported from West-
ern Australis and 23 per cent. of the total
cargo handled in the Fremantle harboux
eonsists of primary products. At a com-
bined meeting of the party which I have the
honour to lead, 15 out of 16 representatives
being present, it was resolved that further
inquiry should be made into the proposed
extension of the Fremantle harbour. In
proposing the motion I endeavoured to in-
dicate clearly to the House that I had no
desire to criticise either Mr. Stileman or the
Government. 1 was merely animated, as
were the party hehind me, by a sincere de-
sire to ensure that the best possible scheme
for the future development of the Fremantle
harbour should be adopted. 1t is a matter
of some regret fo me that the Minister, in
the course of hiz speech, conveyed an im-
pression that I was acting as the mouth-
piece of Mr. Sicvens, the secretary of the
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Fremanile Harbour Trust. Indeed, the I’re-
mier gaid by way of interjection that if a
select eommittee were appointed, its findings
would be Dbased on the evidence that Mr.
Stevens would give,  The hon. gentleman
added that he knew a good deal of what
was going on. In eommon justice to M.
Stevens and to wyself I make the statement,
which I am prepaved to repent on oath, that
I never saw or met Mr. Stevens, or had any
communieztion with him, until I came 1n
contact with him on the day when the Par-
liamentary section publicly inspected the
Fremantle harbonr. That fact shows the un-
fairness of the Minister for Works and the
Premicr in sngeesting that T spoke in thes
House as the monthpiece of the Fremantle
Harbour Trust. I shall not enter inte the
question of my supposed bias, To me per-
sonally it is a matter of absolute indifference
how the Fremantle harbour is developed,
because my port, the port which supplies
the wants of my district, is Albany, I want
to see Albany developed. Therefore I have
not approached the subject of the motion
in any parochial spirit.

Hon. &. Taylor: We have always heard
in this Housc that anything connected with
Fremantle iz 0 national nuestion.

Mr. THOMSON: To me personajly it
does not matter whether Fremantle gets un
outside harbour or one at Rocky Bay. How-
ever, I would Lave heen lacking in my duty
as a public man if I had not heeded the
notes of warning sounded in this Chamber
and elsewhere as to the position in which
the proposed bridge is to he placed. When
introducing the Leighton-Robb's Jetty Rail-
way Bill the Minister expressed himself
-clearly and definitely—

1his is a very small Bill. hut it involves

highly important issues, and carries with il a
very snbstantial expenditure, In it we provide
for the deviation of the railway that now serves
Fremantle to the site of the anggested bridge
.over the Swan River, as recommended by the
Engineer-in-Chief in his veport on the brilge
and the suggested improvements to the Fre-
mantle harbour. So the Bill carries with it
the acceptance by the Government of the En-
gineer-in-Chicf's report.
That statement, T contend, fully justifies the
Housze in asking that further inquirv be
made. The Leader of the Opposition, when
speaking on this motion, said that last year
was the time T chould have applied for a
seleet eommitfee.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: No.
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Mr. THOMSOXN: Well, that it woald
have been better if I had done so.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: No.

My, THOMSON: 1In the course of this
debate somebody said that when the Bill was
first introduced was the time to ask for a
select committee.

Hon. Sir Jawes Mitchell:
that.

Mr. THOMSOXN: I am sorry for the mis-
take. T did not make any notes, beeause L
intended to he very hrief in veplying, How-
ever, I personally walked across the floor of
the Chamber last session to ask the Min-
ister for Works whether he would grant a
select commitiee to make further inquiry
inte this matter. Thut was long before there
was any report from the Harbour Trust,
and long before we knew the opinions of
that body or of any other section of the
commnnity. T felt that in a matter of such
tmportance we should have an opportunity
to collect evidence, The Minister for Works
will correet me if I am wrong in my state-
nmentz. T know that he, like myself, is man
enough to stand up to what he has said. His
reply to me was that it would he a piece of
gross impertinence for this Chamber to ask
that a seleet committee should he appointed
to sit in judgment npon the Engineer-in-
Chief of Western Australia,

The Minister for Works: I said, for lay-
men to do so. .

Mr. THOMSON: T am quoting the state-
ment only to show that last year the Minister
for Works had made up his mind that as
far as bhe and the Government were con-
cerned, it was finally and definitely decided
that——

The Minister for Works: Not at all. T
sroke of an inquiry by laymen.

Mr. THOMSON: That the Government
had finally and definitely accepted the
scheme. .\And of eourze they had done that.
There is tangible proof that they had se-
cepted the Engineer-in-Chief’s scheme, for
they hrought down a proposal to Parliament
to sanction the expendituve of £2000 on
essentinl preliminary work, and al-o to give
the Government anthority to do what was
necessary in connection with the vespmption
of land. T mention that point te show that
mv  attitnde now is eonsistent with that
which T adopted last vear. Ay only desire
has heen to do what iz best in the interests
of the State. T regret that the Minister's
reply was somewhat contrarv te mine in
tone, T endeavoured to be fair and impartial

I did not szay
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in my criticism of the scheme and owing to
my desire to be as brief as possible, I asked
the House to helieve, if I said anything or
omitted anything that could possibly be re-
garded as a reflectior upon the Engineer-in-
Chief, it wounld be unintentional and I asked
members to exoncrate me from any such
intention. T regret that the Minister went
out of his way to attack Lir George
Buchanan, an eminent engineer whose report
we have had the opportunity of comparing
with that presented by the Engineer-in-
Chief. It is true that Sir George Buchanan’s
repoit was not as full as that of the
Engineer-in-Chief, but the former was never
asked to present a full and detailed report,
such as we would expect from our own
Engineer-in-Chief, who was asked to pre-
pare a full and definite scheme.

The Minister for Works:
Buchanan went into figures.

Mr. THOMSON: But he did not go into
the details we would expect from the
Engineer-in-Chief.

The Minister for Works: He went into
figures regarding the wharves.

Mr. THOMSON: That is so.

The Minister for Works: And he provided
nothing for dredging!

Mr. THOMSON: Quite so, but we could
not expect from Sir George Buchanan the
same complete and detailed report that we
are justified in expecting from our Engineer-
in-Chief,

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: The tidal ques-
tion that has cropped up lately is the great
point.

Mr. THOMSOX: All T ask is that there
shall be further inquiry. The necessity for
that has been clearly demonstrated by the
statements of the Minister himself when he
referred to the railway question. His state-
ments then =howed how essential it is that
we should have further information. In the
course of his remarks the Minister said,
when referring to what took place rezarding
the presentation of the railway proposal—

Sir George

He submits those plans as merely conveying
an idea. There is no trouble as regards re-
moval of the line a mile or two either way to
get over any difficulties in that respeet, On
that point there should not he much controv-
ergy hetween the contending parties. Mr.
Stileman already has his engineers out to see
whether a hetter approach can be obtained.

The Minister says it is absurd for laymen
to put up their opinions against those of
the Engineer-in-Chief, but we have had pre-
senfed to us a definite scheme hy Mr. Stile-
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man. The Governmeni asked for the ex-
penditure of £2,000 so that they ecould inm-
vestizate the condition of the river bed to
ascertain whether a secure foundation could
be obtained for the hridge. I certainly took
it at the time that proof that the scheme was
a definite one was to be found in the fact
that Mr. Stileman set ont that the bridge
was to be taken from Bruee-street aeross
the river. If, however, the line can be
deviated a mile one way or the other, as the
Minister stated, it emphasises the necessity
for n closer and more thorongh investi-
gation than apparently has been undertaken
to date. There was no doubt in my mind
at the time that the Engineer-in-Chief had
arrived at a definite deeision that the bridge
would be taken from Bruce-street. I may
be pardoned if T acense the Government of
displaying & certain amount of bias in
arriving at a decision on this important
developmental scheme now under diseussion.
The member for Pingelly (My. Brown)
asked the Minister the following question :—

Ts it his intention to lay on the Table of the
Housge, for the information of members, the
papers containing the scheme submitted by
Mr. Stevens to the Fremantle Harbour Trust,
for extensions to the harbour, also the latest
eomments of the Harbour Trust Commission-

ers nnd reply to Mr. Stileman’s scheme, and
the pilots’ reply to Mr. Stileman.

The Minister for Works: How did he
know that Mz, Stevens had furnished a re-
port?

Myr. THOMSON: When I was speaking,
the member for Fremantle (Mr. Sleeman)
interjected that later information was
available, and to-night when he was speak-
inz, that hon. member quoted some of the
very information that the member for Pin-
zelly and T were desirous of having placed
before the House.

The Minister for Works: That was not
from Mr. Stevens’ report at all! As I fold
vou at the time, you asked for Mr, Stevens’
report although it had not been in my hands
an hour and a half!

Mr. THOMSON: That is not correct.

The Minister for Works: It is, and 1
told you so at the time,

Mr. THOMSON: T repeat the statement
that I made st an earlier stage. I have
never met Mr. Stevens, and if he were here
now, I do not think I would know him. I
have never received a single communieation
from that genileman concerning the Fre-
mantle harbonr. The only indication we
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had that later information was available
was gained when I was rcading from the
reports submitted by the Fremantle Har.
bour Trust Commissioners and the pilots,
at which stage the member for Fremantle
interjected that there were later reports.

The Minister for Works: That was re-
garding the pilots’ reply, and had nothing
to do with the Harbour Trust.

Mr. THOMSON: I can only say that T
took it he was referring to the pilots and
io the Harbour Triast Commissioners as
well. What was the reply the Minister
mnde to the member for Pingelly? It was
as follows:—

For the reason that the Government eannot

give serivus consideration to the opinions of
a man who has had only a e¢lerieal training, in
regard to proposals submitted by a highly
qualified engineer, it is considered that no pood
purpose eould he served by laying the papers
referred to on the Table of the House.
In other words, the Government in their
reply retfused to give the members of this
Chamber an opportunity to peruse the lat-
est replies of the Harbour Trust Commis-
sioners and of the pilots, to the Engineer-in-
Chief’s statement upon their eriticisms. In
the cireumstances, I think I am perfectly
justified in saying thai rather than that
I am bhiassed, the Government themselves
are biassed. If Parliament had had the
advantage of the informaiion furnished by
the men who have been the practical ad-
ministrators of the Fremantle harbour for
many years and by those who have brought
the ships in and taken them out of the har-
bour, it wounld have assisted ns in dealing
with this gquestion. Let me again quote the
Minister—

The Government have been asked to adopt
the ideas advanced by the Fremantle Harbour
Trust Commissioners, but we cannot subseribe
to that propesition, The Fremantle Harbour
Trust Commissioners are all layvmen, not one
of them is an enwrincer. When they ask the
Government to submit the people of this State
to the responsibility of undertaking an en-
gineering proposition involving millions of
money merely on the advice of laymen, thev
agk us to do the impossible.

I admit quite frankly that I have never
asked the Government to aceept the opinions
of laymen, and certainly I have never asked
them to accept the opinions of the Fremanile
Harbour Trust Commissioners. If Parlia-
ment agreed to the appointment of a sclect
committee, the evidenee that would be col-
lected would include information submitted
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by the Fremantle Harbour Trust Commis-
gioners and by the pilots, as well ns by others
coneerned. Surely the evidence that such
a commitiee could procure, would be of
value and assistance to the engineer who
may be asked to investigate the position
later on. However, we have apparently a
new order of procedure. The Engineer-in-
Chief is to have anthority to comstruet the
work, and the practical men who will have
to administer the barbour will be considered
only after that work is eompleted. The
Minister pointed out, with a great deal of
pleasure, that Sir George Buchanan had not
provided for a bridge in connection with his
seheme.

The Minister for Works: T said that in
his estymates he had not provided for ihe
cost.

Mr. THOMSON : During the conrse of his
remarks, the Minister gave the House a
lengthy, interesting and instructive address
upon the outer harbour scheme, which is the
proposal formulated by the Engineer-in-
Chief, As I told the Minister, I eonsider
the most instructive time I have ever spent
in this House was that oceupied by the Min-
ister in his address, which had been skil-
fully and carvefully prepared Ly the En-
gineer-in-Chief. -

Mr. Angelo: T thought it was the Min-
ister’s own prepared speech!

My. THOMSON : It has been stated that
Sir George Buchanan omitted to tell us what
the bridge he regarded as essential, would
cost to the State. Yet when the Minister
went into so much detail regarding the outer
harbour scheme that Mr. Stileman has pro-
pounded he did nof tell us what that scheme
would cost!

The Minister for Works: Mr. Stileman
said he had not gone into the question of
costs.

Mr. THOMSON: There you are!

The Minister for Works: What is the
good of giving an estimate of the cost for
such a work now, when the work may not
he undertaken for 20 years? That shows
what a had case you have.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. THOMSON: I am just drawing at-
tention to that faet.

The Minister for Works: You have been
furnished with detailed eosts for the work
that is te be gone on with now. The bridge
is the first thing that will have to be built,



g22

and Sir (icorge Buchanan in his estimales
did not include any provision for a bridge.

Mr. THOMSON: We are disenssing one
of the most important subjects it has ever
been my lot to consider since T have been
in the House. The future development of
the harbour means an expenditure of many
millions of pounds: yet when we ask what
is to be the cost of the outer harbour we are
told thnt we shall get that information
when the harbour is about to be constructed.
The main renson why I have asked for this
further inquiry is the fact that the Govern-
ment have sdopted the Engineer-in-Chiel’s
proposal to place a new bridge above the
Fremantle road-brmidge, which means that
they are effectnally committing the State
to the outer harhbour scheme, although we
do not know how much it is going to cost.
The -Government stand condemned when
the Minister for Works says they have never
taken that phase of the scheme into eon-
sideration.

The Minister for Works: Nonsense!

Mr., THOMSOXN: It shows the necessily
for a further and more searching inquiry
than apparently has been given to the sehewe
thus far. The House is entitled to know,
by an uiwlependent engineer’s check of the
ficures and of the seheme, the cost of the
scheme, plus the outer harbour with all
necessary expenditure. Then, as the State
progresses, we shall add to that scheme
year by year until we arvive at its ultimate
ecompletion, The Government have asked
the Engincer-in-Chief fo prepare a eompre-
hensive railway scheme. Why?  Beecause
they desire to avoid the blunders of the past,
which resulted in pushing out railways here
and there. 8o they have asked for a compre-
hensive railway scheme to which they ean
work for many years to come. Yet when
we get a scheme of harbour extension, in-
volving many millions of pounds, all we
are asked to do is to authorise the eon-
struetion of a bridge that will prevent the
utilisation of the Rocky Bay scheme if, at a
later stage, that should be considered the
better one. I ask that we should have a
full and complete estimate of the cost of tha
Stilemen scheme. We shounld also have the
estimated cost of Bir George Bnch-
anan’s seheme as outlined in his re.
port, with comparisons of faeilities
provided for shipping and other fae-
tors in the two schemes. Then there are
other schemes that might be considered.
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There was that scheme introdueed into the
House many years ago by Lord Forrest, a
scheme extending down to Robb’s Jefty. In-
quiries might well be made as 1o whether
that scheme would be practicable for the
bulk handling of wheat and the send-
ing away of our wool and uther
heavy export cargoes. The Minister for
Works charged me with stating that the
Government had no option but to aceept
their Engineer-in-Chief’s report. These
were the Minister’'s own words: “T feel that
the case that has been submitted, the infor-
mation contained in Mr. Stileman’s origi-
nal report, plus the facts T have heen abla
to present to the House, will justify the re-
commendations that Mr. Stileman has made
to the Government.” Tf that is not an ahso-
lute statement that they bave aceepted the
scheme, what is it? T cannot see how any
Government, any Minister, conld do other
than feel morally hound to aceept the scheme
submitted by the Engineer in.Chief. The
Minister for Works suggested that when T
said a select committee wounld assist the
Governmment, T inferred that if a few of
us examined this scheme, we would supply
all the information that our highly quali-
fied official eould not supply. 1 never
claimed anything of the sort. Bat I do say
we require more information than appar-
ently the Jinister is prepared to give us.
The Minister for Works said—and I do noi
claim any cvedit for havingy brought this
about—“At the present moment we are in-
quiring with a view to securing the services
of a highly qualified consulting engineer to
confer with the Engineer-in-Chief upon his
scheme,” If that statement wade by the
Minister last Wednesday is put into effect,
I do not think it will give nz the careful
consideration we think necessary for the
two schemes proposed. For, after all, it
means that we are going to ask a highly
qualified engineer to come here to confer
with Mr. Stileman upon his scheme. I wil!
he frank and say that if (that is all this
highly qualified eonsulting sugineer is going
to do, the engaging of him will be a waste
of money. If ihat is all that is to be done,
1 am doubtful whether we are going to
achieve what we hoped for, I appreciate
that we have accomplished purt of what we
set out to do, namely, that a consulting en-
gineer’s opinion is fo be sought. But I
must confess—and I hope the Minister will
not think I am approaching it from any
hypereritical standpoint—I do not think
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from the Miunister’s statement that oppor-
tunity will be given to place the opinions
and views of others hefore the consulting
engineer- [u my opinion the evidence and
experience of the Fremantle Harbour Trust
members and officials should be of value to
the gentleman who will be asked to give an
opinion. Alzo I think the practieal experi-
ence of the pilots shonld have consideration.
In addition, T hold that the naval authovi-
ties of the Commonwealth should he re-
quested to submit evidence. For it is essen-
tial that, seoner or later, a doel: be provided
on the west eonst of Aunstralia. Although
Sir George Buchanan stated that a dock
could e constructed in the river, I fail to
ind in the Engincer-in-Chief’s report any
mention of a doek. So T maintain we should
have the henefit of the opinion of the naval
anthorities before we embark on this outer
harbour scheme, Despite a statement made
by the Premier, I want to repeat that some
of the select comnmittees appointed by this
House have performed very useful functions.
If the Premier is desirous of improving the
methods of appointing select committees, the
position is entively in his hands. There is no
reason why we should not get a committee
of men quite capable of sitting and collect-
ing evidence on this subject. Ministers have
said it is absurd for a layman to ask that
we should go into the views expressed by the
Eungineer-in-Chief. May T point ont that
years ago in this House the Premier himsel?
was very keen on the appointment of a
public works committee, I am sorry he is
not in the House now.

Mr. Kenneallv: He is very Incky.

Mr. THOMSON: I presune the hon.
member will give his leader credit for being
sincere. Since the Premier made a state-
ment in 1921, T hope the hon. member will
give him the credit of being prepared to
stand by it

Mr. Kenneallv: It has remained for the
hon. member to question that.

Mr. THOMSON: It is vou who are ques-
tioning it, T am not. T never raised
the question at all. On page 1544 of
“Hanzard” of the &th November, 1921,
it iz shown that the Premier, in supporting
the appointment of a public works com-
mittee, said this—

Thus the House will gain a more direct con-
trol over the finaneeg, not only as regards the
expenditure of publie money on new publie
works, hnt also as regards the management of
vartous departments and public utilities. To-

dav the House has ne direet control, exeept in-
sofar as it eontrols the Ministry,
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And on page 1545 of the same volume of
“Hansard” the Premier is thus reported—

I do not desire to indicate any such works,
but had we had in the past a standilng com-
mittee, such as is proposed by this Bill, the
measure anthorising the eonstruction of the
FPremantle doeck would not have been ¢nacted,
and this State would have saved a guarter of
u million pounds of public moncy, which has
heen thrown inte the river.

That is the Premier’s statement regarding
the appointment of a public works com-
mittee, a committee composed of laymen of
this House. In 1921 he considered that a
commitiec of three from this House and two
from another place would be fully qualified
to review the whole of the financial and the
departmental management of this State.
There is a public works committee of the
Commonwealth Parliament, and I under-
stand there are similar committees in New
South Wales, Vietoria, Queensland and
South Australia. By way of comparison I
want to show the duties that fall upon such
a committee, and those that would fall upon
the shoulders of a select committee if ap-
pointed from this House to investigate the
Fremantle harbour scheme. Part ITI. of the
Commonwealth Act, headed “Powers of the
commitiee,” states—

The cotmmittee shall, subjcct to the prov-
isions of this Act, comsider nund report upon
every public work (except any work already
authorized Ly Parliament or which is nothoe-
ised durving the present session, and except
works for the naval or military defence of the
Commonwealth exempted by Order in Couneil
from the operation of the Act) to be executed
after the passing of this Act (and whether
such work is n continuation, eompletion, re-
pair, reconstruction, cxtengion or new work)
in all eases where the estimated cost of com-
pleting the work exceeds twenty-five thousund
pounds,

Hon, G. Taylor : When was that Act
passed ¢

Mr. THOMSON: Tn 1913,

Hon. G. Taylor: Is that commitiee respon-
sible for the wilful squandering of Federal
money?

Mr. Griffiths: The committee has exposed
a good deal of it—Jervis Bay for instance.

Mr. THOMSON: Some of the Federal
expenditure eomes under the exemption of
works for naval or military defence and
therefore the Public Works Committee had
no control over it. The Commonwealth Act
confinues—

In considering and reporting on any work
the committee shall have regard to—(a) the

stated purpose therenf; (h) the necessity or
adviyahility of carrying it ont; and where the
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work purpoerts to be of n reproductive or rav-
entte-producing eharacter, the amount of rev.
enue which it may reusonably be expested to
produce; and (¢} the present and prospeetive
value of the work; and generally the eommit-
tee shall in all cases take such measures and
procure such information ns may enable them
to inform or satisfy the Parliament as to the
expedience of carrying out the work.

The Aet goes on to provide econditions
precedent to commencing public works.
That is my justification for asking for the
appointment of a select committee on the
question of the Fremantle harbour. Letter
for letter and clanse for clause this House
in 1921 passed a similar Bill for the ap-
pointment of a public works committes, the
Bill having been introduced by the member
for Northam when he was Premier. When
Myr. Scaddan was Premier, he on two oceca-
sions submitted a Bill for a similar purpose
and it was passed hy this House, but when
it went to another place it unfortunately
was defeated. T quote that to show that
what I am asking is nothing new. I am not
suggesting suddenly that laymen of this
House should be invited to express an
opinion on such a vital matter. For it there
is a precedent in all the other Parliaments
and we have the precedent that in this
House on three occasions & Bill was passed
for the appointment of a public works eom-
mittee “to take such measures and procure
siuch information as may ecnable them to
inform or satisfy the Parliament as to the
expediance of carrying out the work.” That
is sufficient to show that in moving this
motion I was not animated by any personal
motives. Let me now quote what took place
in tbis House on the 6th January, 1892. Sir
Jobn Forrest, the then Premier, said—

I now rige to move, ‘‘ That this House ap-
proves of the scheme of harbour improvement
for the port of Fremantle us proposed by the
Government, which includes opening a passage
through the Success Bank into Owen Anehor-
age, the constroetion of a wharf at or near
Catherine Point, and a connection by railway
from such wharf to the Customs House and
goods shed at Fremantie. in accordance with
the plans and sections on the Table of the
House. !

After the Premier had submitted that
motion, Mr. Pearse, the then member for
North Fremanile, secured the adjournment
of the debate. On the following day Mr.
Pearse moved for the appointment of a
joint select committee and the select com-
mittee was appointed. Consequently, I am
not asking for anything new when I request
that this matter be submitted to a select
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committee of this House. According to the
records, after the select committee had con-
cluded the inquiry, it was moved by Mr.
Harper and seconded by Mr. Pearse—
That the evidence given and opinions ex-

pressed to this connmittee by the engineers and
nautical authorities consgulted:

May I emphasise the yeference fo the
nautical authorities and remind the House
that they have not been consulted in this
matter at all.

——point strongly to the superior advauntages
of opening the mouth of the River Swan over
any other project, and this committee is there-
fore of opinion that the scheme as recommended
by the Engineer-in-Chief and shown on draw-
ing P.W.D| 1468 should be adopted.

That was the finding of the select committee.
What did Sir John Forrest say when, on
the 9th March—three months later~he in-
troduced a Bill for the construction of the
Fremantle harbonr wororks. He staled,
inter alia—

I aw very glad indecd that our proposal did
not meet with the concurrence of hon. mem-
bers, and alse did not meet with the concur-
rence of the people of the eountry. I admit
most freely that I was under an erroneous im-

pression as to the cost of the works necessary
to eonstruet a breakwater at Fremantle.

Thus, in asking for the appointment of a
select commitiee, I am asking nothing new.
In 1892 in the Legislative Assembly of this
State, on the question of the ineeption of
harbour works at Fremautle, it was not con-
sidered beneath the dignity of the Govern-
ment to appoint a joint seleet eommittee
composed of members of both Houses. As
I have shown, the select committee actually
reversed the decision at whiech the Govern-
ment had previously arrived. Surely that
is sufficient justification for the action I have
taken on this occasion! Unfortunately,
efforts have been made by the Minister and
others to infer that I was actuated purely
by personal motives. As I stated in my
opening remarks, T had no unlterior motive
in submitting the motion. My desire was to
do what was best in the interests of the
State. I am pleased that as a result of the
disenssion that has taken place, we have &
definite assurance from the Government that
further inguiry will be made, Still, I con-
sider we are not going to get the full and
sufficient inquiry necessary, that is if we
may judge of the commission that is to be
handed to the consulting engineer by the
statement of the Minister when replying to
me. I offer no apology for having intro-
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duced the motion. By doing so I have done
my duty to the State, and I have endea-
voured, as far as is humanly possible, to
steer ahsolutely clear of personal criticism
either of the Government or of any offieial
or enfgineer. My whole desire is o ensurc
that the future development of the Fre-
mantle harbour will be carried out on lines
caleulated to serve the State to the best
advantage, I regret that the Government
apparently have made this a party question,
whereas 1 introduced the motion from a
non-party point of view.

The Premier: When did the Government
make it a party guestion?

Mr. THOMSON: I am only assuming
they have done so.

The Minister for Works: You made an
admission that the resolution was earried at
vour party meeting.

Mr. THOMSON: But on the distinet
understanding that it was to be approached
from a national and not from a party point
of view. There are members sitting on the
Government side of the House who have
adversely criticised the proposed scheme,
and yet we find they have now changed their
minds. Apparently—I do not say definitely
—the Government have made it a party
question.

The Premier: This motion was never dis-
cussed or mentioned at a party meeting of
onrs, but it was decided at a party meeting
of yours.

Mr. Griffiths: That it should be entirely
non-party.

The Premier: You pledged yourselves to
vote for the motion. There is no one on
our side pledged to vote against it.

Myr. THOMSON: We shall give them an
opportunity to show where they stand.

The Premier: I do mot eare about the
opportunity. I am speaking the truth when
I say it was never disecussed by our party.

Mr, THOMSON: T have no desire to
doubt the word of the Premier, but I wish
he would give me eredit for equal sincerity.

Question put and declared negatived.
Mr. Thomson: I think we had better have
a division.

Mr. SPEAKER: Does the hon. member
desire a division?

Mr. Thomson: Never mind.
Question thus negatived.
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BILL—CITY OF PERTH SUPER-
ANNUATION FUND.

Second Reading.

Order of the Day read for the resump-
tion from the 12th September of the debate
on the second reading.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Commilttee,

Mr. Lutey in the Chair ;Mr. Mann in
charge of the Bill.

Clause 1—agreed to.

Clause 2—Fixtension of powers to make
by-laws:

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I ask
the hon. member to agree to report progress.
There ave certain phases that I wish to have
examined and on which I wish to get the
views of the department before we proceed
further. I wndertake to he rveady to proceed
on Wednesday next.

Progress reported.

BILL—DOG ACT AMENDMENT.
In Commitiee.

Resumed from 12th September: Mr. Lutey
in the Chair; Mr. Lindsay in charge of the
Bill.

Clanse 2—Amendment of Section 5:

Mr. THOMSON: The hon. member who
is in charge of this Bill is unavoidably
absent to-night, and T think this measure
onght to be postponed.

Progress reported,

House adjourned at 9.35 p.m,



