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Mr. PICKERING: I am proud to belong
to such a party.

Hon. P. Collier: I did not say that.
Mr. PICKERING: You may niot have

sail it in so ninny words, but you said it,
and I thank you f rom the bottom of my heart.

Amendmnent put and a division taken with
the following result-

Ayes . . .. 1
Noes . - - 12

Majority against -. I

M r. Eroun
Mr, Denton
Mr. Durack
.Mr. Harrison
Mr. Johnston
M11r. Money

Mr. Angwln
Mr. Carter

-Mr. Chesson
Mr. Collier
Mr. Gibson
Mr. H. K. Maley

Ares.
Mr. Pickering
Mr. Please
Mr. J. H. Smith
Mr. A. Thomson
Mr. lAtham

(Taller.)

Neoss.
Mr. Mann
Sir James Mitchell
Mr. Sampson
Mr. J. M1. Smith
Mr. Un2derwood
Mr. Muliany

. (Teller.)

Amendment thus negatived.
Progress reported.

House adjourned at 10.48 p~in.
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The PESIDENT took the Chair at 4.30
p.m., and read prayers.

QUESTION-RAILWAY CONRTRUCTION
AUTHORISED AND IN PROGRESS.

H~on. J1. WV. K[RWAN asked the Minister
for Education:- 1, What are the railways the
construction of which has been authorised by
Parliament but niot completed? 2, What

length of rails has been laid and what
length remtains to be laid, of e-ielu authorised
line!

THE 3rrNiSTsR FOR EDUCATION re-
plied,-

Name of Railway
DistanceI

(m les) I lth
laid

Esperaace-Nortbwnrds Ril- 89 .. 0
way

Bnsseltqn-&iargsmet River 40 li 384

WysathmML 4lasbalR 234 231
Extension

Kondlnlo-ierredln Railway 85 a1l 53f

Nyabing-Plngrup Railway ... 214 1 21
Dwarda-Narrogin Railway_. 331 ... as*

Piawanlag-Northwrards Rail- 24 ... 24
way

QUESTION-ALCOHOL: INSANITY AND
DESTITUTION.

Hon. H. SEDDON askced the Minister for
Education: 1, What percentage of the eases
treated in the Hospital for the Insane can be
attributed to aleohol-(a) directly, (b) in-
directly? 2, What percentage of the expen-
diture of the Charities Department can be
attributed to the same cause?

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION re-
plied: 1, The Inspector General of Insane ad-
vises that to get out tile percentages in re-
spect of the 1,000 odd inmates would take a
considerable time. He has, however, furnished
the following statistics in respect of the last
three years' admissions, but points out that
the figures can be regarded onl ,y as approxi-
mate, for the reason that the ''Contributing
causes" on which these are based are as at
the end of seven days only after admission,
and later information in the way of letters
and statements by friends frequently adds al-
cohol as a contributing factor. His figures
are:-Admissions three year-s Pndbed 1921,
574; directly attributable to alcohol, 88; in-
directly attributable to alcohol, 320. 2, So far
as the Charities Depertment is concerned, no
records are available from which the percent-
ages could be worked out. The onzly reference
to this aspect is contained in the following
extract from the Royal Commission's find-
ings on Causes of Distress:-' 'With one ex-
ception the Departmental officers were unani-
mous in the opinion that intemperance is the
largest factor responsible for the! need of the
operations of the Department."

BILLS8 (3)-RECEVED FRlOM THE
ASSEM-%BLY.

1, 'Married Women's Protection.
2, Attorney General (Vacancy in Office.)

3, Pensioners (Rates exemption.)
Read a first time.
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BILL-COMPANIES ACT AMENDMENT.
Introduced by the Minister for Education,

and read a first time.

J3ILL-ADINI1STRAT ION ACT A'MEND-
MENT.

Second Reading.

lion. J. NICHOLSON (Metropolitan)
[4.39) in moving the second reading said:
This is a short Bill, and has run the gauntlet
of a good deal of criticism it another place.
It was introduced there by Mrs. Cowan, and
its object is to effect an amendment in the
Administration Act, 1903. Section 14 of that
Act provides--

(1) A husband or wife shall be entitled,
on the death of the other, as to the pro-
perty as to which he or she dies intestate,
to the following shares onily:-(a) Where
the net value of the property of the do-
eased does not exceed the sum of £500, to
the whole of sueh property; (h) Where the
net value of sueh property exceeds the sum
of £500, to the sum of £500 absolutelyan
also to one-half share of the residue where
there is no issue surviving; and where such
issue survives, the husband or wife shall
be entitled to one-third share of the residue
and such issue to the remaining two-thirds,
the division among the issue being per
stirpes and not per capita. (2) Subject as
aforesaid, the property of such deceased
husband or wife shall be divisible among
the next of kin.

The amendment which the 'Bill now before the
House proposes to effect is, in my opinion,
highly beneficial. The intention is to confer
upoit the mather an equal share where the
father survives a son or a daughter dying
intestate. Clause 2, paragraph (a), provides
that in the ease of any person who dies in-
testate leaving-

a father and a mother but no issue, then
if the whole or any part of the estate of
suich intestate would now by law be distri-
butable to the father, the same sall be
dictributed equally to and betwveen the
father and mother.

The position under the law as it stands is
that if a son dies intestate and unmarried,
leaving a father and mother surviving him-
the position would be the samte if the son had
been married and his wife had pre-deeasedl
him without issue-then the father by virtue
of these ancient Statutes passed id the reigns
of Charles IT. and JTames IT., known as the
Statutes of Distribution, becomes entitled to
the whole of the property of the child who
dies intestate. That is most unfair.

Hon. J, W. Kirwvan: Would it not be
equally unfair if the mother became entitled
to the whole of the property?

Hon. J, NICHOLSON: I do not think so.
Hon. 3. W. Kirwan: If it is unfair in one

case, it is unfair in the other.
The -Minister for Education: This Bill con-

templates equal distribution.

Hon. J. W. Kirwan: But perpetuates the
unfairness.

Hon. J. NICHOLSONT: No; we do not want
to perj etuate any unfairness.

The PRESIDENT: I think we had better
hear what the lion. member has to state.

Hon-. J. NICHOLSON: The amendment
that is desired to be effected is to bring about
an equ,3l distribution between the father and
mother in such a case as that. Clause 2 pro-
vides for that, and that would be an equit-
able distribution of the estate. An amend-
ineat to that effect was carried in Victoria,
in 1916 by the Intestate Estates Distribution
Act. It was found in Victoria, I1 believe, that
miany eases of hardship occurred during the
war. Many of the young men who made the
great sacrifice did not leave wills.

lion. J. Cornell: Not too many of them
did not leave wills.

Ron. J1. NICHOLSON: Most of them left
wills. The military authorities, of course1
took the wvisvi precaution of seeing thc t wills
were made as far as possible. Soldiers on
active serri.e, moreover, enjoy a certain ex-
empition in connection with the making of
wills which is not enjoyed by the ordinary
civilian.

Hon. A. Lovekin: But this is not the whole
of the amendment made in Victoria.

lion. J. NICHOLSON: No. I am going to
explain that. It was recognised that certain
hardships had been suffered by mothers who
did noL participate. One can easily imagine
a ease where the father and the mother were
living apart, the mother possibly sn- porting
the children of the marriage, while the father
was more or less a ne 'er-do-well. Under the
existing law, the ne 'er-rio-well father would
be, entitled to the whole of the money left
by the s0o1 who died intestate. We tan think
of many cases where the mother is working
hard to support children who are not gettimT
support fromj the father. The money left by
a son dying intestate would he of great value
to her. One might also view the matter in
another light: Assuming a son on making a
wrill were asked, ''To whom do you wvish to
leave your property?"1 In 99 eases out of
100 that son would say. " I want to leave it
to my, mother," AU will agree that the son's
anxiety would be to extend every possible
conifort and benefit to his mother.

Hon. J. Duffell: Do -you think he would
elate his bowels of compassion to his brothers
and sisters?

Hon, 3. NICHOLSON: No, but that is not
the point.

.Hon. J. Duffell: It would be the point if
the mother wiere to get married again.

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: Assuming there are
children, the mother has the care and re-
spensibility of them.

Hon. T. Duffell: I do not think too much
sentiment should come in here.

Hon. T1. NICHOLSON: I am not introduc-
ing any more sentiment than is necessary to
expound the provision.

The PRESIDENT: Hon. members might
let the hon. member explain.
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Hon. J. NICHOLSON: Paragraph (a) of
Clause 2 will eltect an amendment which is
seriously required. Such an amendment has
been passed, and is law, in Victoria. But in
comiing to paragraph (b) of Clause 2 we
find a difference. That paragraph provides
that where the intestate dies leaving a mother
but no wife, husband, issue or father,
the whole of the estate shall belong
to the mother absolutely and exclu-
sively. That is a provision to which Mr.
Duffell 's interjection might more properly
apply. He asked, did I think it right that
the mother should get the whole estate if the
son died intestate, without leaving a father,
but leaving brothers and sisters? The answer
is that the mother would he as much en-
titled to the estate as is the father under the
present law.

Hon. A. Lovekin: Is not the father
primarily responsible for the maintenance of
the family?

IHon, J. NICHOLSON: Either parent is
resronsible.

Hon. 3. JDuffell: The father is usually
referred to as the breadwinner.

Hon. 3. NICHOLSON: But where the
mother is in a position to maintain the family,
the niother can be held responsible.

Hon. A. Lovekin: Our law provides that
the fatbier must come first.

Hon. 3. NICHOLSON:- Yes, because be is
recognised as the breadwinner. However, the
Act provides that either parent shall be held
responsible.

Hon. A. Lovekin: But the father must
come first.

Hon. J7. NICHOLSON: Yes.
Hon. 3. Cornell: Paragraph (b) does not

operate where tl-e father survives.
Hon. 3. NICHOLSON: That is so. It is

only in cases where the father has pre-
deceased the son that the mother becomes
entitled to the wvhole of the estate. Mfore-
over, if the intestate dies leaving issue or a
widow, the position will be wholly dufferept.

The Minister for Education: What is the
present method of distribution in circum-
stances contemplated in paragraph (bY?

Ron. 3. NICHOLSON: The whole of the
estate is thien divided equally between the
mother and the broth'rs and sisters. Where,
howvever, the mother survives, it is intended
that she shall get the lot.

Hon. J1. Cornell: So she shiould.
Hon. 3. NICHOLSON: I think this is just

giving effect to what sons themselves would
decide if they were ma king wills; that is to
say, every son would make the will in favour
of his mnother. In the Victorian Act para-
graph (b) limits the mother's right to £500,
the balance to be divided amongst the next of
kin, whoever they may be.

Hon. A. Lovplkin. Including the mother.
Ron. 3. NiCHOLSON: Yes. The Act pro-

vides that the father and mother shall share
enally in ease there be no issue, and pro-
vision is made that in ease of the mother
alone surviving she shall have the estate up

to £500. But that provision is not equitable,
particularly when one hears in mind that the
father, if he had survived, would have taken
the whole. The mother should be placed in
equal position with the father. If a man has
any property to leave, almost invariably does
he make a wiil. It is an obligation which
he should discharge. By will he can leave his
property in such a way as he pleases. In
introducing this amendment, we are only
striving to do what is fair and equitable.

Hon. 3. Duffel]: In what way is it unfair
to pro~ide that the' mother shall have the
estate u1p to E500, and that the remainder be
divisible amnong the brothers and sisters?

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: The brothers and
sisters are in much better position to fend for
themnselves. Surely they are not going to feel
themselves dependent on what they may get
from a brother who dies?

Hon. J, Duffel]: It might matter consider-
ably to their education.

Hon. 3. NICHOLSON: The mother will
discharge those obligations. It will be her
duty and her pleasure to see that the younger
children are assisted in every possible way.

Hon. 3. Duffel]: There will Dot be much
assistance for them if the mother gets mar-
ried again.

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: I do not know what
assistance they would get if the father, hav-
ing received the proceeds of the estat 'e, were
to get married again. From the Point Of
view of the children, the position probably
wouild be very much the same whether it were
the father or the mother who got married
again.

Hon. A. Lovekin: Suppose the father or
the mother had been divorced; what would
happenI

Hon. 3. NICHOLSON: 'the one would be
the father and the other the mother. it
would not matter at all. You could not have
two fathers or two mothers of the deceased.
The relationship will remain.

Hon. 3. Cornell: The blood relationship.

Hon. i. NICHOL4SON. Precisely. You
cannot get away from that. I ]Move--

That the Bill be now read a second time.

The MINISTER FOR EDUC 4T10N (Hon.
H. P. Colebatch-East) [5.0]: 1 have pleas-
ure in seconding the motion, but I ask the
lion, member to defer, at all evenats until next
week, consideration of the Bill iin Committee.
I support the Dill, because I think it does set
out to remedy what is at present a wrong. But
ii, remedying that wrong, we must be careful
to see that we do not do a further wvrong. 1L
can see in paragraph (b) of Clause Z the pos-
sibility of creating a wrong even greater than
that which we seek to remed1y. The bon. mem-
ber speaks of what should be. But we cannot
afford to legislate on the grouinds of what
ought to be and what is in the majority of
eases. Under the existing Act there is en
injustice in regard ti the father inheriting
the lot, but the distribution of intestate
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estates is otherwise made equitably. Under
paragraph (b) of this Bill there is a possi-
bility of somethlng monstrous being done.
All people who have large properties do not
make wills. Quite a number of wealthy people
'die intestate. I

Hon, A. .J. H. Saw: There %zis an instan-ce
of ant estate worth 'a quarter of a million
pounds the other (lay where no will was mvade.

The 'MINISTER FOR EDUCATION:
Mr. Nicholson says tht mother would desire
to do this, that and the other. There are
cases of mothers who are not worthy. Take
the ease of a father -wvho has dlied and hits
left a family of children. The mother may
be unworthy to look after them. Happily this
is not often the case, but it does happen. One
of the sons may be wealthy and may lie ites-
tate. Under oar Act an equitable distribution
-would follow. Under this Bill the whole of
the family which this wealthy son might have
been maintaining will be cot out conipletely,
and the whole estate may go to the mother
who mnay be unworthy-. We cannot afford to
pass legislation which would permit anything
of this kind being done. No doubt it was
for that reason the amount was limited in.
Victoria to £9500 in the ease of the mother.
She was the mother and was of course en-
titled to something, but to sa-y that the
mother should get the lot and the brothers and
sisters should he cut out completely is to
threaten an abuse even greater than the one
we are attempting to remedy. We should
also consider whether we should not make a
better job of our existing law, and whether
in the ease contemplated the an-ount that the
father and mother between them would 'be
entitled to take could not be limited so that
the brothers and sisters might have the same
proportion. I hope members 'will look care-
fully into the question. It is essential that we
should protect the brdthbers and sisters in the
ease of large estates. Mr. Nicholson will
agree with me that there are nmany eases of
large estates where no wills have been left.
We should be losing sight of our duty if we
passed this Bill upon the assnmption that all
mothers are certain to do the best possible
thing for their children, and that wills are
left in the case of all large estates.

Ron. S. W. KIRWAN (South) [5.61: 1
am pleased that the Leader of the Rouse has
taken a sensible view of this Bill. It should
have general support in the Chamber. It is,
honwever, one which requires miost care-ful ex-
amsination on the part of members. An
examination of Paragraph (b) shows that if
we pass the Bill as it stands, it will be Pos-
stible for a property, which might for genera-
tions. have been in one family, to pass away
to strangers without any consideration being
given to the next-of-kin who would he more
entitled to it. A property, which may have
been vested in an infant, may on the infant's
death pass to the mother. The mother
may marry again, and possibly the property
would be willed by the mother, either to her
own children by another husband, or to her
step children, or to her own family. In that

ntay the original holders of the property may
lost' it altogether andl it w-ould pass to straing-
er., who were niot really entitled to it. A
grave injustice mnight thtus be done to the
next-of-kbi). That is one of the injustices
which may arie front the Bill as it
is now before us. I am in favour of it,
hut the-re are samue aniendinonts which ought
to be pas(( hefore we finish with the Bill.
I1 have here a statement of the law as
it is to-day concerning persons who may
dlie intestate. The position as it has been
presented to me is as follows :If a
person dies intestate leaving a husband or a
wife, as the ease may he, and children, thee
the surviving partner of the marriage, the
husband or wife, as the ease may he, gets
£500 plus one third of the residue. That, 1
think, is quite clear. If a person dies in-
testate leaving a husband or a Wife, but no
-hildrcn, thenm the surviving partner, the hus-
band or wife, as the case may be, gets £500
plus half the residue. The other half goes
to the father if living, and if dead to the
irother, the brothers and sisters, and the
children of the deceased brothers and sisters.
In that ease the ntext-of-kin receives consid-
eration. If a person dies intestate, leaving
children only, thea all the property goes to
the children.

Hon. J. Duffell: In equal parts.
Ron. J1. W. KIRWAN: If a person dies

intestate without a husband or a wife or
children, but leaves a father, thee the father
takes the lot. It is that particular part of
the legislation as it stands at present that
this Bill seeks to remedy. Where a person
dies intestate without a husband or a wife or
children, tben under existing circumstances
the father takes the lot. This Bifl wsould pro-
vide that the mother should take the lot.

Hon. J. Nicholson: No.
Eoa. J. W. KIRWAN: If a person dies

intestate and leaves no father, then the
mother, if living, takes an equal stare with
the, brothers and sisters of the deceased, and
the children of the deceased brothers and
sisters, such children taking their parent's
share only. I claim that the law as it
staLnds9 at present, where the father takes the
lot, is unjust. If that be so, it would he
equally unjust if we said that the mother
shiould take the lot. This Bill Ought to be
aniended to provide that the next-of-kin
should receive some consideration. The
faither, to my mind, should not get the lot
unless there is no mother, brother or sister,
or nephew or niece. Paragraph (b) seems
to be manifestly unfair, inasmuch as the
brothers and sisters, and paurticularly the
children of the deceased brothers and sisters,
may be in absolute want. Like fathers,
mothers fail sometimes in their parental obli-
gations, particuilarly at the change of life
period. They may re-marry, and their
hursbands, total strannzers to the famnily to
which the property originally belonged, may
waste the money. I would suezest that a cer-
tain amendment be embodied in the Bill and
it should be somewhat on these lines. This
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is not the amendment as it will appear, but
it is the purport of it. If both the father
and mother are living, then, up to £1,000,
they should divide that sum equally; they
should have one half of the residue if there
are brothers or sisters, or brothers' or sisters'
children; and if there are no brothers or
sisters or brothers' or sisters' children, the
father and mother should take the lot. The
fnther should have no further rights than the
mother. The present £500 allowed to the wvife
under Section 14 of the principal Act should
be similarly allowed to the parents. When in
conmmittee I will propose an amlendmienit
which will give effect to what I have sug-
gested. 'My idea is that the existing law is
unjust. The father- should not take the lot
without somec consideration being given for
the next-of-kin, who may be entitled equally
with the father. If the existing law is tun-just, and 'we say that the mother should take
the lot without regard to the brothers or
sisters of next-of-kin, we shall be doing
something equally unjust. It should be
remembered that very often property is not
merely the property of the individual, but it
is the property of practically the whole
family. A family may have been responsible
for building up a large property. It hap-
pens now, and will happen agAin, that Inm
this country of land settlement there will
be estates practically the property of the
family, although nominally held by the bead
of that f amily for the time being. If the
Bill were to be passed as it stands now, it will
be possible that the results of the efforts of
two or three generations who have worked
together to build up a valuable estate, may
pass over to total strangers through the widow
marrying again and willing away the property
to, people who have no claim upon it, to the
detrimeat of the family originally in posses-
sion. It is as a safeguard against eases of that
Sort occurring under the Bill that I propose to
bring forward the amendments I have outlined.
These amendments will not interfere with the
principle underlying the Bill, which is that
the father and the mother shall have fair con-
sideration equally under the amended law.
The amendment which has been drawn up in
proper legal form, will be placed upon the
Notice Paper in due course, and it will then
be found that the object is to institute a safe-
guard against the dangers that may arise
tinder the Bill as it stands at present.

Ron. J. CORNELL (South) [5.16]: 1 rise
only to deal with another side of the picture
to that presented by members who have pre-
ceded me in this discussion. As the Bill stands
now, it appeals to me as a layman to be
perfectly logical in connection with the law
as it exists to-ay. I understand from the
debate that if a person dies intestate to-
day, learing no issue, the father gets the
whole estate. The Bill provides that,
notwithstanding anything in the princinal
Act, the father and the mother shall share
on a fifty-fifty basis. That merely perpet*!-
ates the principle operating to-day under

vhich the father grabs all and the brothers
dnd sisters grt nothing. As the Bill stands,
it merely continues a system that operates
now. The essence of the existing law has
characterized legislation back to the times of
King Charles, in which times women were
ruled with a club.

Ron. A. Lovekin: The Karrakatta Club?
Hon. J1. CORNELL: No, a, constitutional

club.
Hon. A. J. H. Saw: Charles II. dlid not

rule ladies with a club.
Hon. J. CORNELL: Re certainly ruled

them otherwise. Women to-day are regarded
in a different spirit, and it is proposed that
a mother shall be given equal rights with the
father. That is in keeping with the trend of
modern legislation. It has been pointed out
that in the event of paragraph (b) of Clause
2 becoming operative and the estates going
to the mother, she may marry again and she
may will the estate out of the family who
have possessed it for generations. That can
happen, hut it can happen just the same in
the cnse of the father.

Hon. 3. W. Kirwan: It is less likely in
the ease of the father than of the mother
because she may marry again.

Hon. J. CORNELL . It is true that if an
old man marries a young woman, it is not
easy to say what he wil do.

Hon. J, 3. Holmes: Ton are not far out
there.

Hon, J. CORNELL: It is much more
*likely that a father would marry a young
womnan than that the mother would marry a
young man, because a woman is as young as
she looks and a man is as young as he feels.
I think the law requites tightening up. I am
in accord with the Leader of the House and
other speakers, that if there is any amendment
it should apply with equal force to the father
and the mother, and with equal justice.
There is another point: The ne 'er-do-well.
father has been mentioned. There may be
ne'er-do-well mothers, but if my life has
taught me anything, I think that it is more
likely to be 75 per cent. in the case of the
man and 25 per cent. in the case of the
woman that such characteristics may be dis-
covered. It has been suggested that the
iie'er-do-well mother may benefit even when
she has been divorced, or that a ne 'er-do-well
father may be favroured. You, Mr. President,
are a worldly man, and you know that when
one begins to use that line of argument and
bring in brothers and sisters, you extend it
very considerably. We will find ne'er-do-well
brothers and sisters* who have not got any-
thing like the right to participate in the
estate as th e ne 'er-do-well father or the ne'er-
do-well mother, because after all the latter
are the persons responsible for these nee'r-do-
well brothers and sisters existing on earth.
When we endeavour to set up) these lines of
argument we bring about considerable com-
plications which will tend to Perpetuate the
ne 'er-do-well people and place them in a
jiositiont they are not entitled to occupy. I
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aim aninouis that all rights shall be protected,
and 1. simply refer to theme aspects as they
appeal to wie as a layman.

Hon, A. LOVEKIN (Metropolitan) [5.24]:
Mr. Nicholson omitted to mention that this
Bill is tuce first Bill presented in another place
by the first lady member of the Parliament
of Western Australia.

hon. .- Nicholson: I mentioned it was in-
troduced by Mrs. Cowan.

flon. A. LOVEEWN: It is probably the
first Bill introduced by a lady mem-
ber of 1Parliamient that is on record. That
being so, I anticipate we will treat it with
that couirtesy for which this House is genter-
ally noted]. The Bill is a simple one from
myV point of view. If we wish to continue the
existing law of distribution, this Bill is all
righlt, as the only amendment it makes
is to pait the mother on the same plane as the
father, leaving the distribution the samec as
it is now, The discussion that has taken
Place, Ii0o~Ver, very properly and righ~tly in-
dicates that the present law of distribu tion is
inequitable and] unjust, The Minister has
pointed out a ease by way of illustration that
goes to show that the present law is not right.
'Mr. Kirwan followed along similar lines, and
Mr. Cornell did likewise. I agree with what
has been said. I think with the Minister that
we could improve the Bill very materially,
regarding both paragraphs (a) and (b,) of
Clause 2. 1 suggest that after we have read
the Bill the second time, we should refer it
to a small select committee. It is a technical'
B3ill and the alterations desired must be cars-
fully Irained, otherwise it may make matters
viorse than the law is at present. We do not
want witnesses before the select committee I
suggest; it will be merely to draft the amend-
mecnts necessary to meet the views expressed
by the House. Should no other member
move iii Vie direction I have suggested after
the Bill has heen read a second time, I will
move to refer it to a select committee. I
Support the Bill inl question and I will work
to improve it in the direction I have sug-
gepted.

The PRESIDEN'T: Will you move that as
an amendinent?

Hen. A. IjOVEKIN: I will move that mo-
tion after the Bill has been read a second
time. Instead of moving you -out of the
Chair to consider the Bill in Committee, I
will move to refer the Bill to a select corn-
niittec. That I think is the proper course to
pursue.

The PRESI1DENT: Very well.
Hon. J. Nicholson: Will Mr. Lovekin be

satisfied if the Bill is held over for conisidera-
tion in Committee till next week? That will
give members an opportunity to discus, it
and consider necessary amendments. I do not
know that we would get any further by re-
ferring the Bill to a select committee. Tb-!
Bill is a short one, but I do not think it is
necessary to refer it to a select committee.

Huon. A. LOVEKIN: The only reason I
advocate a select committee is that we can

get legal assistance in drafting the amend-
ments.

The Minister for Education: Yen can. get
that without referring the Bill to a select
comnmittee.

Hon. J. Nicholson: Quite so.
On motion by lion. 3. Duffel! debate ad-

jeourued.

1111,L - WYALCATCHEM.YOLINT M.AR-
SHALL RAILWAY (EXTE.NSION
No. 2).

Second Reading.

Dehato resumed from the previou.s day.

Huon. X. COR'NELL (South) [5.Z91! The
attitude I ant about to adopt regarding the
Bill is one that is somewhat repugnant tc
me. To think t!'t I would oppose the second
reading of a Bill to authorise the construction
of a railw.y of seven miles is something that
is altogeother foreign to the attitude I have
Adoptedl towards similar measgures that hanE
been introduced since I entered the House
sonme ten years ago. I feel forced into tWE
1 osition through circumstances over which I
have no control. To-day IF made a hurried
retrospect of the railway Bills which have beer
authorisvd since I entered this House, andI
I found that the number authorised in the
last 10 years is 15. During the years 1916-17
191.7-18 and 1919-19, I could find none. ThE
Coolgardie-Merredin section of 183 miles ol
41t. R1, in. gauge was authorised in 1912
and other railways passed in the satn e yeql
were the Hotham; Crossing extpnsion of 51,J
miles, Newcastle-Bolgart .31 miles, Wa gin
Rowelling 58 miles, andi Wyalentcemer-Mouni
Marshall 50 milei. In 19131 the Flinders Bay
1Margatret River railway of 31 wiles was an
thorisedl. The authorisations in 1914-15 wer<
the Boynup-Busselton 37 miles. Esnerance
Northwards 60 miles, Katanning-Nyabiag 21
miles, Piajarra-Dwnrda 36 miles, Wacin
Kukerin 25% mile,;, and Villimining-Kon
dinin 88 miles. In 1915 the only exteisiot
was one of four mile-, of the NXewcastle-Bil
gart line. The next year in which a rnit ws'
was authorised was 1919, when the Wyalcat
chern-Mt. 'Marshall extension of 30 miles wa
patssed, and in the following year the Pin
wvanilig-Northa-ard railway of 24 miles wa:
approved. The total mileage antliorised it
the 10 years is 6841 n iles, and if we suob
tract the 183 miles representing the LMerre
dia-Coalgardie section of the 411. 81-%in
gauge, we find that 5013 2 miles of new lin
have been sanctioned to distri-ts where pre
viously no railways existed. The totail mile
age approved in 1912 was 1441[ and thi
whole of that line has been completed. Tb
flinders Bay-'Margaret River railway of .3
miles, autherised in 1913, still remains to b2
constructed.

Hon. G. W. Miles: I thought that rajlwa,
was purchased from a timber company.

Hrn. T1. CORNELL: The one authorise,
in 1913 Was a new rilway. Of the railway
anthorised in 1914-15 17 .2 miles have heej

1098



[18 Ocronsa, 1922.]

completed. Tito railways authorised and not
constructed are the Esperance-Northwards
of 60 miles, and the Pinjarra-Dwarda of .36
miles. Regarding the latter railway, a mem-
ber of this House and a member of another
place are talking of resigning their seats.

The Mfinister for Education: No, that is
over the Narrogin-Dwarda. railway.

Hon. J7. OORXVELL- That is so. The four
iniles of railway authorised in 1915 have been
completed. The 30 miles sanctioned in 1919
Itare been built, but the 24 micas passed in
1920 have not yet been cmtried out Out or
the total of 501%,t miles authorisod, 350ot{
miles have been completed. The railways not-
thorised and not built represent a mileage
of 151 and] comprise the Pinjarra-Dwardn
and the Esporance-Nortliwards lines. I have
given unqualified support to proposals for the
construction of railways to meet the needs of
settlers in this State. Of the .501 miles of
new railway autlioricted, only one railway was
in the province I represent, and there was
none ot all in the province represented by 'Mr.
Seddon. Members may search the records
of the House since the goldfields bave had
representation without finding an instance of
a goldfields member having voted against the
anthorisation of any railway. On the other
hand, it can be said that pra-ticallr the only
line in their portion of the State for which
authorisation was sought-the Esrerance-
Northwards railway-was voted out. It can-
not he said flint goldfields. members have been
yaroehial in the matter of railway construe-
tion. On every conceivable occasion they have
suprorted railway proposals. In February,
191.5, the Espcranee-Northwards railway was
assented to. This proposition had been op-
posrd, horse, foot and artillery by three teens-
herm of the present Goivernment., two in an-
other plae, and the 'Minister in this Hlouse-,
on the score of the prevalance of salt in the
Esperance district. Afte-r a battle cxtcndin"
over miany years and against ninny oppon-
cuts a majority of this House favoured the
construction of the railway. The s'icees-.4
of the Governmnt who sronsored the Bill
include the three Ministers I have indicated,
and their opposition to the measure has been
followed by various subterfuges to delay the
construction of this railway. A Roynl Coin-
raiasion was arpnted. Some members of the
Commissi-ni admitted at the outset that they
were hostile to the proposal, and yet they
brought in a report strongly commending the
Esperance district and its possibilities for
cereal growinu. Since then the Government
have resorted to procrastination. The war
wast made an exet'5e for not undertakring the
construction of any new railways. This might
bare been justified to a large extent, but I
maintain there was an obligation en the Gov-
ernment to construct the Eisperance line in
the order in whi-h it was anthori,4ed. All
kinds of subterfuges have been adopted. We
havo been told that rails were not avail-
able. Yet 2S3 miles of rails lifte-d fro-n
the Kalkoorlie-Coolgardie linae-rails whikh
had raid for themselves over and over
again by the traffic they had carried-

were taken from the goldifields and used for
the building of the Mt. Marshall line. Not-
withstanding all the promises made to tha?
goldifields people and the settlers in the
Esperance district, these rails were utilised
for agricultural centres. The settlers in
those centres had no more right to the rails
than had the settlers of the Esperance, dis-
trict, and it should be remembered that the
Esperanee-No rth wards railway was author-
ised in 1914-15, whereas the Wyalceatchens-
Mt. Marshall extension was authorised only
in 19.19. 1 understand that a large sum ot
money has been expended on preliminary
work in connection with the Esperanee-
Northwards railway.

Hon. H. Seddon: A sum of £79,000.
Hon. J1. CORYZELL: In ordinary circum-

stances that sum should have been sufficient
to cover the cost of the line. Yet not one
mails of railway has been laid.

The Miinister for Education : A. lot ot
earthwork has been done.

Hon. J. CORNELL: Yes, but it is wasteful
to form. earthworkcs in light country and not
proceed with the construction work; the,
formation frets away. I doubt whether we
shall ever get this railway. That is the
candid conclusion of one who has honestly
eurleavoured to bring this work to fruition
during the lnst 10) years.

Hon. J. V. Kirwan: When the present
Government go out, it will he all right.

Hon. J. CORNELL:- If I were asked
whether this railway would ever be cur',-
pleted, T should have no hesitation in
answering that it would sot, so lung as the
present Government renmain in office.

Hon. JI. AV. Kirwan: Not so long as tie
Milnister for Works and the Premier remain,
in. office.

lion. .1. CORNELL : I am noted for
candour and honiesty, and I believe in can-
dlour andl honesty being associated with ail
tl'eqe thin"z. I have stated what is myr
honest opinion in connection with the con-
struction of the Esperance line. It is a
work which could he carried out by a man
with a glass eve, for there are no engines-
ing difficulties of any description, no cul-
verts or bridges needed. We find that no
less a sum than £80,000 has already been
spent on this work up to date, a fact which
makes the position a lot worse. Not only
has there been procrastination,' but the
attitude of the Government has made con-
fusion worse confounded, and the policy of
procrastination is heaping sin upon sin and
evil upon evil. 'We k;now that without tbis
railway it will be impossible to carry on
cereal growing, because there are 15 miles
of sand plain to cover before the good land
can be reached. If the line were economi-
cally constructed, the position would not be
so bad, but there has been so much drift
that there is bound to he what we can onl-,
call a double incubus. The construction will
cost twice the amount it was thooght wrould
be involved, and consequently it will take
twice or three times as long for the lins to
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become a payable concern-My attitude in
opposing the second reading of the Bill be-
fore the House may seem petty, but we
know that when we are in trouble, or are
on our trial, it is the small things which are

thle last resort left to us. This Bill now is
the one thing on which we can make a pro-
test. in asking for support for the early
completion of the Espernan'2e line, the gold-

fields members are probal plTn a
burden on the other hon. members which,
perhaps, we have no right to impose. We
do so, however, because the farmers who are

to be benefited by the Bill we are now con-
sidering have to cart their produce a coin-
paratively short distance, whereas thle
Esperaflee people, or at any rate many of
them, have to carry their produce in soume
instances a distance of 40 miles. If hon.
members will not go so far as to reject the

second reading of the Bill as a protest

against the delay in the construction of the

Esperanee line and the policy of do nothing

and promise everything, I trust that they
will agree to do what wvas done in connec-

tion with the Machinery Bill, namely, insert
a clause which will bring about a delay in

carrying out the work. This may be a new

departure, but I am perfectly satisfied it

can and should be done. We can affirmn the

second reading of the Bill, and in Committee
we can make provision for the postponement
of the commencement of the work for six

or nine, or even 12 months.

Honl. j. j. Holmes: And what will prevent

the Government building the railway in the

intervall

Hon. 5. CORNELL: I admit the Govern-

ment can ignore Parliament, but it will give
us the opportunity of having a go at them

for flouting the wishes of Parliamnent.

Hon. 0. F. BAXTER (East) (5.sa]:
admit there is justification for the references
made by hon. members to the delay in the

construction of the Esperaiacc railway. I was
one of those who supported the building of
that line which, unfortunately, tor the Esper-
ance district, has been hung up for a period

of years. It does seem remarkable that the
Government are not able to discover a way

by which they can expedite Uue delivery Of

rails to that part of the State. When it is

decided to build a line,' the GIovernment should
use every endeavour to have the rails and

fasteningrs available so that the particular
work may be completed. But while there is

justification for the goldfields members' criti-

cin, I hope that the outcome will not be to

retard the building of the suggested exten-
sion, bilt rather that it will have the effect of

spurring on our Minister for Railways, who,
wecre he as efficient in his administration aS
he is wth his tongue, would have had the

wvorkcs entrusted to his care completed with-

out undue delay. I do not cons-ider that mern-
her ar jntifedin Aapting the attitude of

holirIZ up the construction of railways which

are of considerable importance. not only to

particular areas but to the State generally-

Hon. 3. Kirwan: What would you do if YOU
represented a goldfields province?

lion. C. F. BAXTER: I have no doubt
that 1, too, would voice as strong a protieSt
as the members representing goldlfields pro-
vinces have dlone. I would not, however, go to
the length of saying that I would vote against;
the extension of a line which was urgently
needed.

Hon. J. J1. Holmes: You would not call a
meeting of the primary producers executivet

Hon. C. IF. BAXTER: Whasever the Gov-
emuient may, have done in other directions
should not justify the House in rejecting a
Bill such as the one we have before us. There
are many settlers in that particular district
and all are attempting at the present time to
make wheat growing pay by carting over long
dlistances.

Hon. .1. Ihiffell: How long have they been
there?

Hol. C. F. BAXTER: Some have been
there a considerable time. It is one of the dis-
tric ts which, we are told, will be very success-
ful. The land is good and it will respond by
producing wealth, which is what we are look-
ing forward to at the present time. We have
heard a great deal about the construction of
lines of railway over long distances in the
south-ivestern part of the State. But that is
not the only part of the State that needs to
be developed. I admit there is good country
there, but that country will respond very
slowly to the work of the settlers. If that
part of the State becomes occupied, as has
been suggested, there will be no revenue ot
any conseqnence for 15 or 16 years. There-
fore, it is in the direction of building rail-
ways such as thle one proposed in the Bill be-
fore the House that we should turn our atten-
tion, for it will be from land like that which
the suggested railway will serve that we will
derive a quick return. It would be folly to
vote against the second reading of the Bill
as everything is available to permit of the
early and rapid completion of the work.

Hon. J. Duffell: And when this seven-
mile extension is completed, another seven
miles will be asked for.

Hon. C. F. BAXTER: That is a matter
which can be dealt with at a future date. But
I do not think that there is so much need for a
further extension as there is for the one asked
for at the present time. The extension now
sought I am convinced will pay, and the time
may not he far distant when it will be found
necessary to carry the railway even further.
The whole of this country, probably as far
as Bullfinch, will be producing wheat within
the next 15 years. All that wvill be required
will be modern methods, that is to say, not
the methods which are mostly in vogue to-day.
I hope hon. members will not vote against the
second reading of the Bill.

Hon. J. W. Kirwan: Your constituents
do not hare to cart 40 miles.

Hon. 0. F. BAXTER: I snpathise with
the constituents of the bon. meitmber, but th?
position in which they find themselves does not
justify the representatives of these people
oplposing the Bill under review. I trust that
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the H~ouse will agree to the second reading of
the Bill.

On motion. by Hou, R. G. Ardagh, debate
adjourned.

House adjourned at 6.0 p.m.

legislative assenb ,
W~ednesday, 1th& October, 1922.
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The SPEAKER took tire Chair at 4.30 p.m.,
and read prayers.

QUESTION-R-AILWAY CO-NSTRUOTTON,
'MARGARET RIVER-FLINDERS BAY.
Mr. PICKERING aked the Minister for

'Works: 1, When is it intended to proceed
with the reconstruction of the Margaret Rtiver-
"Flinders Bay railway? 2, Has an estimate of
cost been prepaired? 3, If so, whet is the
ertinrated cost of carrying out the necessary
works? 4, Has the site of the Margaret River
station been decided upon?

The MIINISTER FOR WORKS replied: 1,
2, 3, U~nder construction. *t, Yes.

QUIESTION-LOON-L PRODUCTS AND
OOVERNMENT ORDERS.

State Sawmills Tenders.
Mr. M.%cCAttt'M1 asked the Minister for

Works: 1, Is he aware that the tender forms
of the State S.1wiills Department specify
Eastern States manufactured biscuits, jams,
preserves, etc., to the detriment of the locally
manufactured article? 2, Will lie take the
necessary action to assure the locally produced
article haring at least an equal chance of corn-

poting for G-overnment orders with the im-
ported product?

The 'MINISTER FOR WORKS replied: 1,
Where the buyers insist on special brands of
jamrs, biscuits, etc., thme sawmill stores hiave
to stock sanie, lint every effort has been, and
will ctontinuc to he made to put forward West-
ern Australian productions, andI certain lines
are regularly stocked. 2, The sawmill atom
are in competition with Private storekeepers,
either local or in Perth, £'reianatle, Bunbury,
end Bririgetowa, and accordingly must caLter
(or their !ustomerfl.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.
On motions by My. Mullany, leave of ab-

shbuce for three weeks granted to Mr. Boyland
(Kalgoorlie) and to Mrs. Cowan (West
Perth) on the ground of ill-health.

MOTION-GOVERNMENT BUSINESS,
PRECEDENCE.

The PREMTER (Hen. Sir James Mitchell
-Northern) (4.40]: T move-

That for the remainder of the session
Government business shall take precedence
of all motions and Orders of the Day on
Tuesdays and Wednesdays and on each
alternate Thursday beginning with Thurs-
day, 19th October.

Mr, PICKERING (Sussex) [4.41]: This
presents a favourable opportunity to move in
the direction of reverting to private mem-
bets' business being taken on Wednesdays in-
stead of Thursdays as at present. With this
object in view I move an amendment-

That the word "'Wednesdays" be struck
out, and that "Thursdays" be inserted in
len.

'Mr. WILLCOCK (Geraidton) (4.42]: 1
support the motion, and in speaking against
the amendment I contend no reason has been
given for an alteration. The reason may be
obvious to the member for Sussex, but it is
not obvious to the House. I have carefully
watched the attendamnces of members since the
alteration fronm Wednesday to Thursday and
there baa been no difference. If any-thing,
there has been a better attendance of mem-
bers on private members' day than in past
sessions When their business was taken on
'Wednesdays. For instan ce, on last Thursday
night when private members' business was
token there was a larger attendance than
there was here last night when Government
business was mnder consideration. Thu Min-
ister fur Wnrks was not present last night.

The "Minister for Works: If you want to
know, time Minister for Works was ill last
night.

Hon. P. Collier: Hle has enough to make
him ill nowadays, too.

The 'Minister for Works: Don't you worry
about that,
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