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cisrus of much so-called advanced legis-
lation, his vigilance in financial matters,
and his opposition to seemning recklessness
in national borrowing and national
spending. Justice and prudence were
the leading lights of his life. As aspeaker
his utterances were marked by boldness
and force, and he -went direct to the
heart of his subject, and would not be
diverted from the course that con-
scienco directed him to follow. Like
most strong men lie was sensitive to
human suffering, and tender in his
sympathies. Independence, honesty, and
truth, charsacterised Robert Shall's happy
life, as in the old lines-

11ow happy is tic born and taught
That servetlh not another's will,

Whose arinour is his honest thought,
Awl simple truth his utmnost skill!I

I would suggest that this motion be
passed by hon. members standing.

Question passed, members standing.
House adjourned at 4-50 p.m.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p.m., and read prayers.

PAPERS PRESENTED.
By the Premier: 1, Regrulations made

by the Bunbury Harbour Board. 2, By-
laws passed by the Port Hedland Local
Board of Health.

OBITUARY-HON. Rt. F. SHOLL.
The PREMIER (Hon. N. J. Moore):

Before we deal wit the questions I de-
sire to move a -motion, without notice.
Since the House adjourned on Friday
night last one of our representative men,
in the person of Mir. Robert Shalt, has
been removed by death. It is with the
deepest possible regret that I -move the
following motion-

That this House places on record its
deep regret at the death of the Hon-
ourable Rt. F. Sholl, and tenders to his
family its sincerest sympathy in; the
loss they have sustained,' and desires
that the terms of this resolution be
communicated to the widow end family
of the late gentleman by the Speaker.

The gentleman refer-red to was, as hon.
members know, a native of the State,
having been born inl 184 in the town 1
have the honour to represent. He was
intimately associated during the earlier,
years of 'his life with the North-West of
the State, and spent a considerable
amount of his life time in connection with
the pearning and pastoral industries. He
was, in fact, one of the first to stock up
the 'West Kimberleys. His energies.
however, were not restricted to that pairt
of the State, for during. the early nineties
he invested considerably in connection
with our mining industry certaint indus-
trial and mercantile institutions in the
City. The money he made in the State
he freely invested in Western Australia,
thereby setting an example of practical
patriotism worthy of emulation. It was
in 1886 -that he was first appointed to
represent in the Legislative Council the
G1ascoyne Division. Later on, when Re-
sponsible Government was granted to the
State, he was returned as the first repre-
sentative of the same constituency to this
House. For some years he remained a
member of this Chamber, and he repre-
sented the State at the Federal Conven-
tion, Adelaide. He resigned the seat
in 1807, and in 1904 was returned to the
Legislative Council as a member for the
North Province. He was of a singularly
independent turn of mind, his wide
knowledge of the State. and all its ac-
tivities, beig of the grecatest value in
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the Chamber in wvhich he sat. He leaves
behind him an unblemished reputation;
his fearlessness and his integrity earned
for him the respect of all members of
the community. One by one the settlers
of the earlier pioneer days are passing
awvay, and it must not be forgotten that
it is very largely due to the determini-
ation of menl of the type of Robert
Shall that Western Australia has made
as much advancement as it has done. We
remember the benefits they have conferred
upon their successors, we mourn bheir
loss, and I trust that this Hoitse through
Mr. Speaker will convey to the widow
and family the sentiments expressed in
the motion I have proposed.

Mr. BATH (Brown Hill) : In second-
ing the motion, I wish to add on behalf
of the members of this side of the House
our expression of regret at the loss of
one who was a pioneer of this State.
Only recently I have had an opportunity
of reading an account of his work in the
earlier days, when he played a part in
exploring the Northern areas of this
State. Many of us knew him only as a
member of the Legislative Council, but
we knrow him to have been a muan of in-
dependent proclivities and straightfor-
ward character. I desire to add my ex-
pressions of regret on behalf of members,
and also desire that it should be conveyed
to the widow and children of the deceased
gentleman.

Question passed, members standing.

QUESTION-FERTILISER DE-
POSITS.

Mr. GILL asked the Minister for Ag-
riculture: 1, Is any work at present 'be-
ing- dune in connection with the fertiliser
deposits found on the coast north of Fre-
mantle? 2, Do the Government intend
supplying settlers with this fertiliser in
time for the next season.

The MINISTER FOR AG-RICUL-
TURE replied: 1, Work is at present
postponed, owing to the cost of handling.
2, The matter is now under consideration,
and it is hoped thst a. supply will be
available.

QUESTION-LAND SETTLEMENT,
DYLIABINO.

Mr. BATH asked the Minister for
Lands: 1, When was the Location Dylia-
bing, sout'b-east of Dumbleyung, made
available for selection? 2, Was an ap-
plication for a homestead of 160 acres
in the centre of block 9178 graneted prior
to the land being so made available? 3,
Was the homestead granted as an amended
application to an officer in the Colonial
Secretary's Department, w'ho had previ-
ously held a homestead some distance
away without effecting the necessary fin-
provementsq 4, Have one or more appli-
cations been received for block 9173? 5,
Is it the purpose of the Department to
grant the whole of the block 0173 to t-he
person who has already been granted the
homestead? 6, Have the Agricultural
Bank refused to grant loans on a number
of the blocks in the Dyliabing location,
even although this was surveyed prior to
selection and the prices marked thereon?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS re-
plied: 1, On thie 30th November, 1909.
2, Yes, but the amendment of the home
stead farm to this locality had been all-
proved prior to the location being sur-
veyed, when the laud was open for free
selection. 3, Yes, but lie had cardied out
improvements on other land in the local-
ity which he held jointly with others. 4,
Yes. two applications have been lodged.
5, No, the applications will be dealt with
by tile land board. 6, Yes, and the fact
was notified in the Government Gazette.

QUESTION-PASTORAL LEASE,
CAPTAIN BIDDLES'.

Mr. JOHNSON asked the Minister for
Lands: 1, Is it true that the Government
gave Captain Biddies notice to resume
his pastoral] lease? 2, Was an area of
Crown lands adjacent to this lease re-
served from selection? 3, Did a Air.
S. J. McGibbon attempt to secure a por-
tion of this reserve area! 4, Was his
application approved? 5, is this same
S. J. McGibbon now endeavouring to
secure the rights of Captain Biddies in
the pastoral lease proposed to be re-
sumed ? 6, Will the Minister explain this
matter to the House?
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The MINISTER FOR LANDS re-
plied: 1, Notice of intention to resume
Lease 516/97 was issued in June last
year, after which the then holder (A. F.
Grossman) transferred his interests to
Captain Biddies. 2, Yes; the whole of

the Crowvn lands in the vicinity have been.
temporairily reserved with a view to sub-
division. 3, Yes; Mr. 'MfcGibbon, who
acqluired Captain Biddies' interests be-
fore the resumption of the lease was com-
pleted, has applied for certain lands
around the Cumminin homestead within
the lease in question. 4, The application
hmu, not yet been formally approved. but

'rMG'ibbon has been informed that it
will be grainted subject to departmental
valuation of the lend whidh he agrees to
accept. 5. The department possess infor-
mation to show that Mr. McGibftn (with
three partners) has acquired all Captain
Biddies' interests in the late lease.

QUESTION-LAND , SELECTION,
YORKRAKINE.

Mr. JOHNSON asked the Minister for
Lands: 1, Was an area known as the
Yuiklrakine Reserve recently thrown open
for selection? 2, How many times did
the notice that it was open for selection
appear in the Government Gazette? 3,
How many times do these notices usually
appear? 4, Was the description given
in the Gazette clear and distinct so as to
be easily followed by the general public?
5, Did the conditions provide that the
applicant -was to be approved by the
M3inister? 6, If so, why was this con-
difion made? 7, Who secured the area,
and what position did hie hold? 8, At
what price? 9), Will he explain this
matter to the House?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS re-
replied: 1, Yes. Reserve 5235 at York-
rakine- 2, Once. 3, In the case of land
thrown open for the general public, no-
tices usually appear three times, but with
retard to land within this special settle-
ment, the notices, being merely formal,
have not appeared more than once. 4,
Yes; see page 3149 of Government Gaz-
s~te, 1909. 5, Yes. 6, This reserve
formed portion of the land set apart for
the Yorkrakiue settlement, the selectors

within rhiob are receiving special assist-
ance from the Government under the
direction of the Minister for Agriculture,
and all .applicants for land within the
area are subject to his approval. 7,
W. B. Hooper, late chief clerk of the
Agricultural Department. 8, The price
10s. per acre, plus £382 1s. 7d. for im-
provements, which amount was added to,
the capital value -of the land.

BILL-LOAN, £1,342,000.
.Second Reading.

The PREMItER AND TREASURER
(Hon. N. J. Moore) in moving the second
reading said: I may say that in view of
the somewhat exhaustive references I
made to the loan policy of the Govern-
ment when delivering my Budget Speecb,
and also taking into consideration the
information available in 'the public ac-
counts iii regard to this very important
matter, I feel there is very little informa-
tion that I tan give the House necessary
to an adequate understanding of how the
country stands in regard to its; present
indebtedness--information, I mean, which
is necessary to anyone who wishes to
judge the expediency or otherwise of
further burro-wing, or in other -words, of
the degree of wisdom. behind the policy
which has placed this Loan Bill on the
Table of -the House. In coming to the
question let me briefly refer to our pre-
vious loans. Eliminating £E5,253 author-
ised for the conversion debt increases,
our authorisations to date total ;C22 ,1 8 0,r
000. (Conversion debt increases means
the addition to nominal amount of debt
resulting from conversion of old 41/2 per
cent., 5 per cent., and 6 per cent. deben-
tures into 4 per cent. inscribed stock.) All
these loans were floate prior to the 30th
June last. The cost of raising them, that
is, discounts and floatation expenses, was
£E947,829, so we have had ab initio £21,-
232,171 cash available for expenditure on
loan works and services, while expendi-
ture totalled at the close of last financial
year £19,520,488, leaving us, as at that
date, an unexpended balance of £1,711,-
683. This balance, however, was not all
held in liquid form. As. a matter of fact
£C330,000 was sunk in stores, and f3 1 2,-
631 took the form cof a liability of rev-
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enue to loan account, and represented the
revenue accounts paid from loan moneys
uip to that date; paid onl account of the
dlefticicy in connection with the Consoli-
dated Revenue Pund]. Tihis will be replaced
to the credit of loan account gradually,
according as the deficit is wiped out.
Here therefore is C643.000 of the U,711,-
000 loan balance, and taking this into
aceount the balance of net proceeds
of the loan and flotation of May last,
which have come to hand since the end
of June-of loan fund onl the 30th
June we have in cash £1,068,000.
During the jive months to the
end of November we have expended
Out of this sumt £325,000 on loan works
and services, leaving a cash balance of
£743,000, as at the 1st of Deember. In
view, howvever, of the particularly heavy
demands that will be made on the loan
acctinnt during thle latter portion of the
finanicial year, anid more particularly in
regard to payment for rails and fasten-
ings, and Other stores in connection with
public wvorks, we expect to have to float
a loan towards the end of the financial
.year, about May or June. As a matter
of fact the indents up to the 18thi Octo-
ber, last, rails and fastenings, should. if
eanried out in time, leave us possibly,
as far as London accounts are concerned,
with a debit balance of £50,000. This, of
course, is a matter which con be easily
arranged. The wisdom of a borrowing
policy will inevitably he questioned, but
as far as the Government is concerned,
we pin OUr faith to this policy whole
heartedly. The words onl the lips of
every well-informed member of the coml-
munity at the present time in regard to
developmental work is "courage with
caution." The policy pnursued during the
last few years has been responsible for
uplifting the country and saving it from
paralysis during, the financial crisis wvhich
has prevailed during the last ,year or two
as far as the State finances are concerned
-a crisis brought about larg-ely by rea-
son of the failure of the customs
revenue, coupled with industrial stag-
nation which is the result of in-
tercoloniall free trade and a tariff
against the outside world, designed not so
much in the interests of Western Austra-

lia as in those of her sister States in the
East. In looking at the developmental
work which has taken place during the
last year, it is interesting to note that the
wheat harvest of 1910, ats now estimated,
shows an average increase in acreage over
last year of 113,000 acres, and a yield of
3,978,000 bushels, or 13.4 bushels
to the acre, an iiicrea~e in yield
upon' last year of 3,518,000 hushi-
els. Oats from an increased acreage of
J4,000 acres will give 18.4 bushels to the
acre or, in aggregate, 542,000 bushels mtore
thani last year; and barley, with 2,600
acres more under cultivation will yield
16.S bushels or 52,000 bushels in excess
of last year's returns. All this means
wealth, individual and collective
wealth;%bot mierely to the farme rs but to
thle community as a whole, while the
Treasury must also benefit by the expan-
sioni of trade and industry. It goes with-
out sain tat an increase of wealth
mneans increased returns uinder the Tax-
ation Act and increased business outside.
If, at the same time, we bad stagnation
in the Treasury revenue it would indicate
that there was something wrong in the
body, politic. I would like to emphasise,
a point in regard to the repronductive
nature of the wvorh. In my Budget
Speech, when referring to the trading de-
partments I said I wanted ever), adult
man and woman in the State to know
and realise the fact that while last year
interest onl our whole public debt amount-
ed to £706,000, the Government tradin~g
departments, notably the railways, water
supplies, and the Fremantle Harbour
Trust, paid into the Treasury £C686,000 to-
wards payment of this annual interest
bill.

Mr. Angwin: A very good argument
in favour Of the extension of the trading-
departments.

The PREMIER: In these circumstances
dloes it not pay to borrow judiciously;
and certainly uip to date no complaint
can be made that careful consideration
has not been given to every work carried
out from loan fnnds.

Mr. Jacoby: Do those figures include
sinking fund?

The PRD)MLER: No, interest alone.
As far as the indirect return is concerned,
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I would like to point out that last year
we received in dividend duties, stamp tax
and land tax, after paying the expenses
of collection, £170,000. Hlow much of
this would have been received had we not
built railways, water schemes, and har-
bour works'? Practically nothing at all.
Because, without these works the country
would have been really non-existent, and,
without borrowing, the works themselves
would have been non-existent. We could
never have constructed them from rev-
ernue. It has been argued on more than
one occasion thbat the State has been
borrowing much too rapidly, hut I hardly
think the figures I have quoted indicate
that that is so. Consider the fact that
during the last four years ended 30th
June we spent £E3,020,000 of loan money.
Our population on the 30th June amounted
to 276,000 persons. So, as a matter of
fact, our loan indebtedness during that
time wvent up by £11 per head, not on the
mean population, but on the manmmumn
population at the close of that period and
the increased indebtedness per capita
wn., only £1 17s. 10d. This, divided over
bhe four years, represents a per capita
annual increase of 9.s. 3d. per year. If
these facts are not justification of our
borrowings, figures can have no signifi-
cance. I have referred to our sinking
funds, and hon. members will see that
this Bill, in common with the Loan Bill
introduced last year, provides for one-
half per cent. sinking fund as against the
one per cent. sinking fund provided in
the previous Loan Bills. For the infor-
mation of bon. members I may say the
sinking fund comes into operation four
years after the loan is raised. The one-
half per cent. is the figure accepted by
the Federal Ministers as the contribution
which the Commonwealth loans will carry
in future, and in the present position of
our--

Mr. W. Price: It is not the Common-
wealth law yet.

The PRE'MIER: No, but in every
scheme brought forward by the Common-
wealth one-half per cent, has been the
amount fixed as the contfribution to the
sinking fund. I Would like to point out
that this sinking fund is invested in the
purchase of Western Australian stocks

on the London market. It has been ar-
gued that it should be invested in the
State, but I think this would be unwise
as, although the interest rates would cer-
tainly be higher, there would be no guar-
antee that when the sinking fund was
required the money would be avail-
able in liquid form to meet the pur-
pose for which it is designed. Again,
while the local trustees might succeed
generally in investing to satisfaction in
local works or properties, there is always
the possibility that such investments
mighlt turn out to be failures; so that
in my opinion the safer investment in
our own stock although returning smaller
interest, is preferable. Our practice
has been 'to invest these funds in
the purchase of our own stocks.
While we arc paying £3 9s. 4d. on
our pulic debt, the average interest
yield on trhese investments is £3 6s. Id.
per annum nominal, or an annual return
of £4 3s. 2d. on our own contributions to
the fund. That is to say, supposing we
purchase at £90, the return on the face
value of £100 is £3 6s. Id.; so it is ques-
tionable whether if the money were
brought out to Western Australia a higher
rate of interest would give at safe invest-
ment. One advantage of this systemn is
that thre constant purchasing by the trus-
tees haqs a tendency to maintsin our stock
quotations to the advantage of our loan
issues. As a matter of fadt it prevents
the stock from stagnating; it keeps it on
the move; and generally speaking, it has
proved to be of great advantage on occa-
sions prior to raising loans. It goes with-
out saying that in the event of the sink-
ing fund being invested locally, this ad-
vantage would be lost to us. As hon.
members know, this is a matter which
under the transfer of debts to the Com-
monwealth will gradually pass out of our
hands. As a matter of fact action has
been taken in this regard, and a Bill has
passed both Houses of the Federal Par-
liament providing for the transfer being
effected. The Loan Bill is self-explana-
tony. The schedule of works will, no
doubt, be debated; but a perusal of the
schedule will show it is designed to cover
all expenditure to the 30th of 'Mareb,
1911, and that a large percentage of the
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provision made is for the completion of
works already authorised.

Mr. Johnson: And for the starting of
other works never previously 'heard of.

The PREMIER: I do not know of the
works to which the has. member refers.
Some may not have been authorised by
Bills passed by the House, but there are
no works on the schedule which have not
been alluded to both in public speeches
and in the course of discussions in Par-
liament.

Mr. Johnson: There is the Kittanning-
Sharnan's Soak railway that bas not been
spoken of.

The PREMIER: The Katanning-East-
ward railway? It has been talked of for
three years, and a permanent survey has
been completed. A railway from Katan-
ning-Eastwvard has been referred to in
previous loan authorisations.

Mr. Bath: Have all these to be auth-
orised by Bills before they are uinder-
taken?

The PREMIHER: As a matter of fact,
most of these lines are in course of con-
struction. Those in course, of construc-
tion, and which have been completed dur-
ing the year, are-Neveastle-Bolgart,
23Y2 miles, opened yesterday; Pinjarrah-
Marrinup, 15 miles, which will be com-
pleted next month; Mt. Magniet-Black
Range, .93 miles, the rails for which have
been laid for 75 miles, and the comple-
tion of which is expected in June; Port
Hedland-Marble Bar, 1141/ miles, for
for which a contract has been let, and
for which construction of the first six
miles is in progress, and the completion of
whjich is expected in 1911: and the Up-
per Chapman railway, 26 miles. Provi-
sion has been made for these works. This
loan authorisation will simply carry them
to March, 1911.

Mr. flraper: If the works are passed
by the House?

The PREMIER: Yes; provision was
made on previous Loan Bills for the rail-
ways for which we are seeking the ap-
proval of the Rouse at the present time.
The Loan Bill gives authorisation to raise
the necessary funds, but the railways can-
not be built until they are passed by the
House.

Mr. Draper: Supposing they are not
passed by the House, what becomes of
the money?

The PREMIER: It can be re-appro-
ated for another purpose anthorised by
the House. In addition to these works
I have mentioned, there are the Bridge-
town-Wilgarrup railway, 22 miles, con-
structed departmentally, the completion
of which is anticipated in November,
1.910, and the Nannine-Meekatharra rail-
way, 24 mniles, for which a contract has
been let, and the construction of wvhich
is in progress. It is expected that be-
fore the 30th of June, 1910, the follow-
ing railways will be completed and
handed over to the Working Railways;
the Coolgardie-Norseman second section,
57 miles; the Newcastle-Bolgart-as a
matter of fact it is completed and was
opened yesterday; the Pinjarrah-Mar-
rinap, 15 miles; the Upper Chapman,
26 miles; the Nannine-Meekatharra, 24
miles, and the Mount Magnet-Black
Range, 93 miles. This means a total of
2381/ miles to be banded over to the
Working Railways within a year. Last
year 1011/ miles were handed over. The
total mileage of the railways opened to
the present date is 2,1011/ miles. The
new railways Parliament has been asked
to anihorise during- the p)resent session
are the Dowerin-Merredin, .92 miles: the
Boyup-Kojonup, 52 miles, and the Goo-
,nalling-Wongan Hills, 40 miles-a total
of 1.84 miles. The Bills for these rail-
ways are already before the House, hav-
ing been introduced by the Mlinister for
Works, and I do not propose at the pre-
.sent time to deal with them. Other rail-
ways proposed, and which have not re-
ceived the sanction of the House, are te
Greenhills - Quairading extension, 00
miles, to join the proposed 'Merredin-
Wickepin line; the Katanning-Shannan's
Soak, 20 miles; the Marrinuip-Marradong,
12 miles; the Merredin-Wickepin, 110
miles ; the Northampton - Murehison
River, 40 miles; the Tambellup-Crirrelli-
lup, 32 miles; the Wagin-Darkan. 44
miles: and the Wagin-Dtumbleyng ex-
tension, 10 miles; a total of 318 miles.
In connection with these lig-ht railways it
is interesting to read the report of the
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Commissioner of Railways in connection
with the annual report of his department.
The Commissioner says-

"Taking the results of the purely
agr cultural lines as a whole they may
be considered satisfactory, and may
reasonably be expected to become more
so as development tprogresses."1

When we realise that there was only a
loss of some £7,000 on the operations of
last year, it must be admitted that this
is very encouraging indeed. It was not
anticipated that these railways would re-
turn nearly as good a result as they have;
and as time goes on, it necessarily follows
that withi the increased development on
either side of the railways the returns
from freight must natuirally increase.
Owing to the large additional mileage
constructed and handed over to the Work-
ing Railways a lrge increase in rolling
stock is required. At the present mo-
ment there are 500 trucks being con-
shrueted, and die Commissioner of Rail-
ways states that very shortly 25 locomo-
tives and some thousand trucks will be
necessary as the development of the
wheat-growing area progresses.

Mr. George :You have not enough
money there.

The PEMIER: How much should
there be?

Mr. George: There should be £42,000.
The PREMIER: The hon, member has

not the Loan Estimates for the year on
which the unexpended balances are sfhown.
No better endorsement to the Govern-
ment's policy of opening up the country
could be expected than is shown by the
need for rolling stock for the railways.
In connedtion with the expenditure on
hairbours and rivers, £42,000 is asked for
in connection wit the Fremalntle dock
and slip, which, with the amount in hand,
will carry us over the next two years.
The progress made is that about one
quarter of the excavation has been com-
pleted, and inquiries are now being made
as to pumping machinery. I am glad to
say the Admiralty are apparently taking-
an interest in the work. They have asked
to be supplied with certain information
with regard to the capacity of the dock.
In regard to water supply for towns
generally, Parliament is asked to autho-

rise a loan of £4,000 under this heading
for carrying out works in various small
towns which by themselves would be un-
able to do so. Afterwards these districts
will be converted into water boards when
they will become responsible for the capi-
tal cost of the schemes, and for paying
interest on the same. In connection with
sewerage the progress made has been good
so far as Perth and Fremantle are con-
cerned. Practically the whole of the
main drains and sewers are completed or
in hand, and the reticulation sewers in
Perth are well forward. In regard to the
development of agriculture, authority is
asked to raise £26,000, mainly for drain-
age works in the South-West and Albany
districts. While the money on drainage
work is spent by the Government, it is
intended that the districts benefiting shall
form themselves into drainage boards,
taking over the financial responsibilities of
the various schemes. The work carried
out in the Harvey district has proved
very satisfactory, and it is proposed to
extend this principle wherever it is war-
ranted, nod wherever the local people are
prepared to rate themselves in order to
provide interest and sinking fund. The
schedule to the Loan Estimates gives the
various items on which it is proposed to
have loan expenditure in connection with
puhlic buildings, and the note on the sum-
maries of unexpended balances on pre-
vious loan authorisations gives the
vanris works for which the money asked
for is required. This schedule will enable
hon. members to follow the Estimates
very easily, and I think the most oppor-
tune time to discuss the various items of
the Loan Bill would be when we were dis-
cussing the Loan Estimates, because the
Loan Estimates are the warp and woof
of the Loan Bill. Therefore I propose,
if the adjournment of this debate is
moved, to move that we go into Committee
of Supply in order that the Loan Esti-
mates may he introduced, and the infor-
mantion which is available in connection
with the Loan Estimates placed in front
of hon. members. I move-

That the Bill be now read a second
time.
On motion by Mr. Bath debate ad-

journed.
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LOAN ESTIMATES, 1909-10.
Message from the Governor received

and road recommending appropriation
from moneys to credit of General Loan
Fund for the services of the year ending
the 30th June, 1910; and forwarding Loan
Estimates.

In Committee of Supply.
Mr. flaglisb in the Chair.

'Vte PREMIER AND TREASURER
IHou. N. J. 'Moore) in introducing the
Loan Estimates for the year said: I
feel sure that with the full information
before them in connection with the several
-works and services proposed to be carried
out, members will require little explana-
tion in regard to the proposals of the Go-
rernment for the expenditure from Loan
funds for the financial year ending 30th
June, 1910. On page 3 of the Loan Esti-
mates will ho found a suimary of the
,estimated expenditure from General Loan
Funds for the year ending 30th June,
1910, showing also the unexepended votes
for the year 19M-9. The Estimates for
1909-10. exclusive of the unexpended bal-
ances from last year, are as follows:-
Departmental, £72,846; Railways, £952,-
-078; Uibours and Rtivers, £.174,104 ;
Water Supply and Sewerage. £1I56,3291
Development of Goldflelds and Mlineral
Resources. £96,000; Development of Ag-
icultare, £202 .283; Roads and Bridges,

£33,344; and Public Buildings, £99,883;
making a total of £1,693.S99. There will
be a big obligation as to the purchase of
rails find fastenings in connection with
the new railways being constructed. On
pages 4 and 5 details of the expenditure
I have referred to are set ouL. In eon-
niection with the vote of £72,846 under
the heading of "Departmental," the
amount of £40,400 is for salaries in con-
nection with the W-orks Department,
while the incidental expenditure for that
same department totals £9,000. Therefore
there is a total of £49,000 for the Works
Department out of the £72,846 for D~e-
partmental generally. The total for the
department is approximately 6.2 per cent.
of the total expenditure. From pages 8
to 25 further particulars are shown in

detail as to what progress was made dur-
ing the last financial year in the various
loan works, and what is expected to be
done this year. In addition to that mem-
bers will find attached to the Estimates
a very comprehensive statement of the
unexpended loan balances. Practically
all the information which members re-
ferred to in connection with the provision
of railway stock will be seen. There is
shown on this page the unexpended bal-
ances of authorisations to the 80th June
last, the estimated expenditure to the end
of the financial year 1909-10, and pro-
vision for the nine months to the 31st
March, 1911. The -heading as to liabili-
ties under Section 36 of the Audit Act
means liabilities outstanding on the 30th
June last, while refervee to the recoup
to Loan Suspense Account means loan
expenditure diverted last year but not
covered by the Loan Act, whieh is put
down for expenditure this year from Gen-
erol Loan Fund. Passing on to the vote
for railways, it will be obvious to the
Committee that several new lines are pro-
vided for. During this year it is ex-
pected that a commencement, provided
that approval is given by the House. will
he made of the Iowerin-Mferriden, Goo-
malling-Wongan, and Boyup-Kojunnp
railways, wihile there is also provision for
the Bridgetown-Wilgarup, Katanning-
Shannon's Soak, Marrenup-Atarradong,
and Upper Chapman. Surveys of ie
Tambellip-Chirrellilup, Wagin-TDarkin,
San dstone-Lawlers, Leonora-Lawlers. and
Mferredin-Wiekepin wit) be in pron-ress
during the year. Notwithstanding the
passage of these Loan Estimates provid-
ing for the construction of new railways,
the lines, if authorised, cannot he pro-
ceeded with until the Bills authori singZ
them are finally passed by both Houces.
The item of £60,000 for additions and
improvements to opened railways covers
mainly the relaying with 601b. rail. of
that portion of the Great Southern Rail-
way between Yornaning- and Beverley.
It has been found necessary, in view of
the additional heavy traffic caused by the
increased demand for Collie coal, that
this portion of the line should be relaid
with 601b. rails. Those rails which are
to be taken out are 461/4 lbs. and they
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will be made use of for some of the
lighter agricultural lines. An additional
sum of Z10,000 has been provided for the
,cost of relaying the Northampton line.
In regard to the haitours and rivers ex-
penditure, it will be seeit that £:11,000 is
provided for additions and improvements
to jetties, tramways, and rolling stock in
the North-West, for the Bunbury Har-
bour Works £20,000, Busselton Jetty Ex-
tension £15,000, Fremantle dock £64,000,
Improvemen'ts to Harbours and Rivers
£30,000, and for Lighthouses £24,000,
making a total of £174,000. It is ex-
pected that the requirements up) to the
30th March, 1911, will amount to
£115,270. For water supply and sewer-
age for Perth and Fremantle £123,000 is
provided for the financial year ending
the 30th June next, and an additional
£89,071 it is anticipated will be expended
during thie subsequent nine months. In
eonnecffion with the vote, "Development of
Goldfields and Mineral Resources," the
sum of £96,000 is provided for this finan-
cial year, and an additional £72,779 is
provided for the following nine months.
In this £96,000 there is included the sum
of £44,000 for development in the East-
ern Goldfields, and £20,000 for the erec-
tion of State batteries, and provision of
treatment plants. For "Advancement of
Agriculture" £202,000 is set aside. A
large portion of this sunm will be spent
in connection with surveys hefore selec.
dion and in improvements prior to selec-
dion. An amount of £33,000, or f58,000
in all to March. 1911, has been provided
in connection with now roads and bridges
in the country and goldfields districts, in-
ttidirig feeders for the railways. The
sum of £99,883 has been provided for
public buildings, and an additional £43,000
it is anticipated will be expended during
the subsequent nine mouths. I do not
know that I can give a further explanation
generally in introducing the Estimates.
As the items are consideredl T hope I will
be in a position to give members more de-
tailed information, while the Ministers in
charge of the various departments will be
in a position to give particulars. T think.
of the information members require in
this connection. I beg to move the first
line of the Estimates-

Departmental, £72,846.

Progress; reported.

BILL-BOYUP-KQJONTJP RAIL-
WAY.

Second Reading.

Debate resumed from the 3rd Decem-
ber.

Mr. BATH (Brown Hill): In the intro-
duction of the railway measures the
greaiter portion of the Minister's time was
devoted to an explanation of the possi-
bilities of this line, therefore I presume
lie regards this as the most important of
the three Bills lie submitted. If one looks
it the details in the return placed before
us it might appear that this line has better
prospects than eitlher of the other two,
but I would call attention in the first
place to the information which was sup-
plied in regard to resident occupiers in
connection with the three railways. We
find that for the flowerin-Merredin line
there are 85 farms, for the Goomalling-
Wongan about 80-but whether that
means inhabitants or farms one is left to
determine for himself-while in the Boy-
up-Kojonup we are told there are 600,
approximately.

The Minister for Works: Does it not
say they are resident oecupiers 1

Mr. BATH: It is the first time I have
heard farms called "resident occupiers."
I take it the population is about 600 along
the proposed t-ailway, and in that respect
[he information differs from that given in
the same column respecting the two other
railways. Does the 600 mean population?

The Minister for Works: No, resident
occupiers; there arc 600 settlers.

M1r. BATH: I might point out, too, ia
reg-ard to this proposition that when the
Minister introduced it he said that 40
per cent, of the land within the influence
of the railway was firt-class, and that 40
per cent, was second-class. If we look at
thle figures given. however, as to the classi-
fication of the land, we find the area of
first-class is 163,600 acres, which is a long
way less than 40 per cent, of a total of
S;70.000 acres tinder the influence of the
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proposed railway, and the same applies
to the second-class land, of which it is
said there are 163,600 acres. That is a
long way less than 40 per cent. of -the area
influenced by the proposed railway. It
seems to me that the information the
Mtinister for Works had to band was dif-
ferent from that supplied in the table,
supposed to be for the information of
membhers. I am convinced in my own
mind that there are a number of districts
im Western Australia better entitled, and
more in need of railway communication
than the one to ho served by joining Ko-
jonup and Boyup. If one looks at the
Great Southern railway and at the coun-
try to the east of it to the rabbit-proof
fence, he will note there are settlers who
were induced to go there to grow wheat;
in order that they might carry out their
undertaking successfuilly it is essential
that they should have railway communi-
cation. If we look at the distance be-
tween the points to be joined by the rail-
way, and take a straight line between the
two, it cannot be much more than 40 or
42 miles, which would mean that settlers
half-way between the two points are al-
ready within 20 wiles of a railway either
way.

The Premier: The distance is 52 miles.
Mr. BATH: That is the distance of the

railway, but when one looks at the convo-
lution that the railway makes in, travers-
ing the country from Boyup to Katan-
fling, the actual distance is much less.

The Premier: It is a very simple thing
to measure it.

Mr. BATH: I assume, if the settler
were half-way between the two points he
would then be, at the outside, 22 miles
from a railway.

Mr, Johnson: At the most, 231/2 miles.
Mr. BATH: There are settlers attempt-

ing to grow wheat, or who intend to grow
wheat, to the eastward of the Great Sou-
thern, who are further away than that. In
my opinion they should receive considera-
tion before we should join up these two
points. The Minister, in replying to an
interjection by the member for Albany,
tried to make out that this was not an
attempt to concentrate the trade belong-
ing legitimately to other ports, to that of
Bunbury, and be said that as long as Al-

bany had railway communication no other
port would take from it -the trade which
belonged to it; but the Minister omitted
to mention the point that we are proposing
to give certain districts double communi-
cation, communication with two ports,
while, on the other band, we are denying
other districts communication with any
port at[ all. That is the way the argu-
ment appeals to me, and if our policy of
railway construction is to go in the right
direction, it should be in the direction of
giving railway communication to those
settlers who are doing their best to develop
their lands, and many who are developing
their wheat lands, are depending so much
upon railway communication for success.
I have heard conflicting statements with
regard to the quality of the land and ca-
pabilities of the districts which will be
served by this proposition. Some have
declared that there is a large area of very
good land, while there are others who say
that the land is not of good quality, but
that there is a great deal of poison land
there -which requires a big expenditure
before it can be made productive. Hon.
members are being asked to vote on this
railway proposition without knowledge on
these points, or as to which of these con-
flicting statements is right. I have al-
ready said that before railway Bills are
submitted to the House hon. members
should have information, acquired either
by a board of officers or by a committee
of this House.

Mr. George: It was advocated some
years ago.

Mr. BATH: It was advocated in this
House, and the advocacy -has been ignored.
In New South Wales they have a publis
works committee, which examines every
proposition placed before it, and the ad-
vantage of that is that all sides of the
House are represented on it, and first
hand information is obtained by personal
inquiry, and members are able to distin-
guish between the conflicting claims of the
different centres.

Mr. G3edrge: Who fixes the railway
route.

Mr. BATH: The determining factor, in
my opinion, has been the importunate de-
mands of the towns along the existing
railways. For instance, we have what
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might be termed unseemly conflicts be-
tween points on the Great Southern rail-
way as to where spur lines should start
from, and the noise has been made, not
by the settlers to be served, but rather by
those already served by the railway. A
committee appointed to inquire into these
matters could avoid a mistake being made
by the railway starting from the rong
place just because influence might have
been used.

The Premier: What could the commit-
tee do?

Mr. BATH: They could personally in-
spect and examine the proposed railway
route, go through the country, examine
the settlers, get information, and place it
at the disposal of members. Then, per-
haps, with die information of this com-
mittee members would be in a better posi-
tion to vote on tie railway proposition&
I am not in a position to speak with re-
gard to the district proposed to be served
by this railway. It may be all that is
claimed for it.

The Premier: Have we made any mis-
takes so far in the routes selected?

Mr. Bolton: You are making one now.
Mn. BATH: The information which the

Minister has supplied to us may be cor-
rect, although it differs from that which
is on the printed sheet placed before us.
I hope that a motion will be moved for a
committee to inquire into this work. I
would movre at the present time, but I do
iot wish to restrict the debate on this pro-
position. I hope, however, that some hon.
memnber will move that a committee to
hold an examination into this proposal
be appointed. This will not create un-
necessary delay, and will dispel the doubt
existing in the minds of some hon. mem-
bens as to the advisability of construct-
ing this railway in preference to others
which they think have a prior claim.

Mr. LAYMAN (Nelson) : In rising to
support the Bill for the authorisation of
this line I merely wish to point out a few
of the principal reasons why the work
should be constructed at an early date.
In the first place we have a line already
constructed from Donnybrook to Hoyup,
and I venture to say that this line has
proved to be the best paying line in the

State amongst those recently constructed
in agricultural centres.

Air. O'Loghlen: And what has made
it pay?

Mr. LAYMAN: A line is already con-
structed from Ratanning to Kojonup,
and the proposed railway will cover the
intervening space of 52 miles, and when it
is built it will complete the connection
between the Great Southern and the
South-Western railway lines. The line
will bring these farmers in the Kojonup
district very much nearer to a port, and
now that we have to turn our attention to
the export of wheat this will be a great
consideration. They will then be within
something like 110 miles from a port,
whereas at the present time they are 270
miles from Fremantle and 140 miles from
Albany. It will also bring the settlers
in the Katanning-Kojonup area much
nearer to our timber forests, whiich will be
a great advantage to them. This will per-
mit of timber being got at reduced rates
and it will assist in the development of
holdings. Since the line was constructed
to Boyrup there has been a great deal of
settlement in that district. A township
-has been surveyed, and blocks have been
sold by the Lands Department at satis-
factory prices. There are two banks
-there in addition to several businesses.
Another reason why this railway should
be constructed is that all the people who
are on the flinninup area, selected land
there on the understanding that the rail-
way was going to be built in its vicinity.
T consider it will be a breach of faith on
'the part of the Government not to con-
struct this railway line.

Mr. Johnson: What about the promises
to people who are 40 miles away from, a
railway.

Mr. LAYMAN: I know nothing about
those promises. I do not think any mern-
her in' the House can point to any posi-
tion 40 miles out where people have se-
lected land on the understanding that they
were to have a railway line built in the
near future.

Air. Rolten: What about the Arthur
River districtt

Mir. LAYMAN: I would like to refer
to this sheet of information which has
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been placed before members with regardl
to the three proposed line;, Dowerin to
Merredia, Gootnalling to Wongan Hills,
and Boynp to Kojonup. The informa-
tion given is, 8'5 farmers will be served by
the Dowerin-Aferredin line, S0 farmers by
the (loomalling to Wongan Hills line,
and no fewer than 600 farmers by the line
under consideration. A casual glance at
the map on the wall of this Chamber will
show whichi line will serve the greatest
innmber of settlers. The land which has
been takeii up, henri members will see is
maiked gre.,n on those mnaps. and it can
be seen which map shows the greatest
quantity oif green. I can, without hesi-
tation sayv, that this line will serve more
f armers than either of the ether lines, al-
though I am prepared to support all,
because there is justification for the con-
strnwtion of all these lines. Nearly thle
whole of the land taken up along the
route of this railway is held in small hold-
ings. Of the total of 280.000 acres which
has been taken up only 70,000 acres is
oen pied by persons hnl[ding more than
4,000 acres each; the remainder is held
by people who oceupy small selections.
Our first ditty is to serve those who are
already settled on the land, and in this
particular instance there is no proposed
line, or a line which can be proposed,
that can serve more settlers than that
to join Boyup and Kojonup. It has been
said that a great deal of that land has
poison on it. Anyone who knows, any-
thing about that land will readily admit
that the York road poison grows only on
good land, and it is easier to eradicate
than timber.

Mr. flheorge: Is there anly wire gr-ass
there ?

Mr, LAYMIAN: No, there is, not. In
thle Dinniuip area there is as rood Land as
is to be found in any other part of the
State, and that will he served by this
proposed rail-way.

Mr. Bolton: Are the Wilkie Brothers
in that diretion'

Mr- LAYMAN : They are 70 miles
away. There artc no veryv large areas
down themv. If the Wilkie Brothers, were
nahout there they would use their influence
to get this railway through. As I have

already stated all holdings exceeding
4.000 acres aggregate 70,000 acres. To
build these lines from Donnybrook to
Boyap -and from Katanning to Kojonup
would be a great mistake unless it were
intended to connect the two, by which
connection the line will become of the
greatest possible assistance to all those
in the district. I have much pleasure in
supporting the Bill.

M1r. GEORGE (M1urray) : In conec-
tion with this particular railway I mast
confess that the information placed be-
fore the House is not of so coiuprehen-
sive a chlaracter as it should be. We have,
of conurse, a lot of details given on this
sheet which are very useful, but I think
that in discussing any of these railways
we should have before us some informa-
tion that hon. members can grasp without
trouble. We are told here about so many
thousand acres belonging to small holders
and some few thousand acres belonging
to larger owners. I do not know that it
matters very much whether the holders-
are large or small so long as the land is
taken up and settled;, hut I think that if
the reports of the inspecting engineers
could be laid before honi. members we
might be well guided, and, perhaps, bet-
ter satisfied. For my own part I think
this railway should he- constructed, if it
is only to connect uip two short pieces,
namely, one from the Western, and the
other from the Eastern side. My reason
for saying that is in connection with the.
economical running of the trafflic. A line
connected up like that will assist materi-
ally in keeping down the expenses, and at
the same time enabling greater facilities
to be given to the public. In respect to
the cost of the running of these short
spur lines I have never differed in my
opinion-they are, absolutely, cash eat-
ers. They trouble the working of the
lines, and practically constitute a great
source of worry for the traffic mnanager
who has to control that work. The join-
ing up of this line will assist the Raitwayr
Department in giving greater facilities
for less money. I think myself the House
should he entitled to know hlow the dire-
tions in which these railways are to go
have been fixed. The leader of the Opposi-
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iONt made some remarks with regard to
the desirability of having a standing
committee, such as they have in the other
States, to inquire into all public works
and railways of a value exceeding £20,000.
My Parliamentary experience goes back
a great number of years, and I can hardly
remember a single session in which the
same proposition has not been brought
forward; but I have never yet known of
a Government desirous that such a com-
mittee should be appointed and should do
do its work. That such a committee is de-
sirable probably no member would dis-
pute. That it would be desirable even
from a Government point of view is
hardly open to question; because if a
committee formed of members of both
sides of the House were to inquire into
matters of this sort, their report would
naturally carry away at once any oppor-
tunity of flinging mud at tbe Govern-
mnent, or saying that the Government had
been improperly influenced this way or
the other in deciding upon the railway.
It would take away those ideas that the
Government were desirous of either pla-
cating their enemies or pleasing ther
suipporters, which in the course of a de-
bate usuially ge-t flung about for anyone
to catch hold of. I do not k-now whether
it wvill be my lot to see such a committee
appointed. but I am satisfied that it would
be of great use to the State. This par-
ticular line started from Katanninl-, or,
rather, one padt of it has done so. I do
not know any particular reason why it
should have been started from Katan-
ning. nor at the same time am I aware
of any reason why it should not have been
so started. But there must be some good
reasons for it, aind those reasons should
have been placed before the House.

The Minister for Works: They were
given at the time.

M1r. GEORGE: M1y memory is fairly
keen, and I do not remember--

The Minister for Works: You were
not here at the time.

Mr. GEORGE: 'No; but my spirit
was hovering over the place. My posi-
tion at that time caused me to watch these
railways even more closely than did mem-
hers of the H~ouse. However, members

of the House were satisfied, and they
agreed to the route.

Mr. Bolton: The reasons have never
been given yet.

Mr. GEORGE: Still, hon. members
passed it and, therefore, they have no
justification in grumbling, although I
perhaps have, seeing that I was not here
to demand the reason. I certainly think
that when a new railway is proposed the
House is entitled to know exactly what is
going to be done. It was never stated
when this particular railway started from
Katanniug that the intention was to join
it lip.

The Premier: If you turn uip Hanm-
sard you will see it very plainly stated.
Turn tip Hansard for 1906.

Mr. GEORGE: I withdraw my mis-
statement, and shall tUrn up Hansard for
the purpose of thoroughly understanding
a subject which I apparently do not un-
derstand, although I thought I did. Hon.
memiberrs should know exactly what is
going to be done, aind what is the in ten-
tion with regard to these lines.

Mr. laymlan: It was mentioned in the
Premier's first policy speech.

Mr. GEORGE: Suich a lot of things
are mentioned in the policy speeches that
o0n1 Can1not hope) to remember half of
them. I heard the Premier make a rat-
tling good speech at B~mhury not so long
ago, hut if he -remembers what was in it,
it is more than I do.

The Premier: You cannot show me
anything stated in any one of my
speeches which I have not carried out.

Mr. GEORGE: I did not say I could.
What I say is. it is a physical inipossi-
bility to remember what the Premier has
said in his policy speeches. I only know
that he carried his audience with him
and that I was one of that audience.

Mr. Bolton: That explains many
things.

Mr. GEORGE: I think the opinion of
the House as far as the Premier is con-
cerned is quite good enough for him or
any other man. The Government hare
this information in regard to these parii-
ciilar lines; they have the reports of
inspecting engineers, and these repons
would be of r-reat value toi the House if
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we had them. 1 think we should have
them laid before us. The information
to be given cannot be too f ull. I intend
to support 'this railway, because, as I
sa , it will join up twvo sections. But
about the other railways I may have
something of quite another nature to
say. I could raise the question as to
the construction of this line, as to
whether it is of a sufficiently permnanenit
character; but as the Government -have
adopted a policy of building light lines,
and as this House and former Houses
have supported them in it, I take it they
are satisfied, and my individual opinion
must remain mny own property. The
country will have to pay for these ligat
lines, as indeed it is paying to-day. The
Minister in introducing this line spoke
of certain lines cost-ing more money than
the original cost laid down. It will be
within the memory of hon, members that
a certain itinerant authority on railways,
who was once in this State but has since
left it, and who, it seems, is coining back,
used to talk about building railways at
£C600 or £1,000 per mile. The Govern-
ment of the day took him seriously, and
the G3overnment of to-day is finding that
these £1,000 a mile lines are about the
worst investment, as far as anything like
substantial capital invested is concerned,
which any Government could make, fur
they have now to spend more money to
bring these lines into decent shape. This
particular line is to cost £C1,558 per mile.
There is a considerable difference be-
tween this price and the price put for-
ward by that itinerant authority to
whom I have referred.

The Mlinister for Works: We never
took him seriously.

Mr. GEORGE: Then the hon. member
never took anything seriously in his life,;
because I notice that in connection with
this particular cost hie lays down that
the extra £500 a mile is rendered essen-
tial by the necessary fencing of station
yards, by the putting in of loading
ramps, and by the erection of small
shielter sheds.

The Premier: And the cost of sleepers.
Mr. GEORGE: No; not on this par-

ticular line: because if the cost of sleep-

era was so much more, how was it that
the Minister told us we were going to
be connected up with the best bit of
jarrab country in the State. Whatever
the extra cost, therefore, in connection
with this pa-rticular line it has nothing
to do with the cost of necessary eon-
veniences which should be provided with
every line. The Government have no
right to dump passengers down by the
side of a line; there should be a bit of a
platform and a loading ramp, and the
station y-ard should he fenced. In res-
pect to the fencing, etcetera, of this par-
ticular line the hon. gentleman wants the
House to believe that some £15,000 or
£20,000 is wanted for that purpose.

The Minister for Works: It is not £100
in excess of the original cost.

Mr. GEORGE: They are going to
spend £C1,558 a mile.

The Premier: The Donnybrook to
Boyup cost £C1,430 a mile.

'Mr. GEORGE: It may -be so. If I had
the plans here I might be able to tell the
Premier why it cost that amount. But
that is not the question. My point is
that the Government are going to give
to the settlers what they have a right to
demand.. namely, loading ramps, plat-
forms, and shelter sheds. The -Minister
has promised that, and I shall endeavour
in my small way to see that hie carries
it out. I have tnt the slightest doubt
that he will carry it out, because I do
not think for a moment that he makes9 a
promise without intending to fulfil it.
Still, Ministers require to be watched.
Another important point is the grades.
The ruling grade is one in 40. I have
not seen the surveys, but I wish the
Government could see their way clear to
provide even more money, and cut the
grades down to 1 in 50 or even 1 in 40.
It is all very well to try and ge-t a cheap
capital cost, hut we must have some re-
gard to the maintenance, and 1 in 40 is a
very expensive grade indeed to work. I
think myself. in fact. I am quite sure,
that a very little extra expense in the
first instance would cut these grades
down: and it must be remembered that
once the lines are constructed they are
there for all time, and the cutting down

W
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of the grades on an established line
usually means a deviation, which may
cost a lot of money, such as we had to
provide on the Eastern Railway.

The Premier: Many of the grades are
1 in 60.

Mr. GEORGE: I have only the in-
formation that the ruling grade is one
in 40, but I know sufficient about the sur-
veying of lines, perhaps not sufficient as
the hon.* member who is a surveyor, to
know that wvhen instructions are given
to seek for a grade of one in 40 the sur-veyors look for it; but if these grades
are sought for blhe expense is ttrown on
the Working Railways, -and the taxpayers
of the country hvave to pay for the extra
expense of working and maintenance.
When we are borrowing money we should
borrow a little more so as to give a decent
grade on which we can do the work. It.
wvill be cheaper in the long run; and since
we 'have got over the silly foolishness of
attempting to provide decent Lines at two-
penny-halfpenny figures, whly should we
not go a little further and make a decent
line that wvill dto the wvork-? I can see
very clearly' that on these lines the Gov-
ernirneut are building to connect the Great
Southern railway with the South-West
the traffic will he somnething very large.
I an) not speaking from personal know-
ledge of the country as the Minister for
Lands 'will be able to do. but. I know
sufficient of Western Australia to know
-that where these lines run they mnust carry
a lot of traffic provided the land holders
go -there. We are going to get that traffic,
and it is our hounden duty to build lines
so that it will not cost -the Working Rail-
ways too nmueh to carry it, and I would
be very glad if it were possible to vote
a little more money in order to make the
lines of a sufficient grade to work them
economically. It is intended to provide 45
pound rails and Sin, by 4in. sleepers. If I
had my way I would not put in a single
sleeper less than 9in, by 41/2in. The Sin.i
by dlin, sleepers after a little wear will
not -hold the dogs. That is why we had
to throw many of them out. They are
more susceptible to have broken backs by
heavy locomotives running over them. I
really thought Western Ausatralia had

grown out of the position in which I
found it 20 years ago, tlat of using Sin.
by 4in. sleepers. I thought we had got
into using a decent size of sleeper, and
I think the House should have sufficient
common sense to devote the money to put.
down a road that will last. The engine-
driver knows the difficulties he has to en-
counter on light lines. With a good line
you hav~e a good road, and you can save
money in nhintenaice and in the cost of
running. I would like the Government
to consider the question of putting in Din.
by 4'A2in. sleepers, and of making them
Tft. long instead of 6?t. Bin, Long as at
present. Those now used are too short.
I know it is possible to get 'the opinion
of some engineers to uphold the use of
the Oft. Bin, sleepers, but there is no en-
gineer of any note in Australia who
would give his candid opinion that the
6ft. (lin. sleeper is sufficient. We should
have 7ft. by 9in, by 4'/2in. sleepers. The
Sin, by 4in. sleepers are too small, and it
is only a question of a little time when
they will not hold the dogs and must be
replaced at the cost of the Working Rail-
ways. It is one of the factors that has
tendeO to keep down the votes for wages
andi salaries. That extra expendit'are has
been required for the maintenance of
lines starved in the first cost of construc-
tion.

Mr. Taylor: 'What wvould he the addi-
tional cost of having 9in, by 41/2in. sleep-
ers ?

Mrv. a FORGE: I do not suppose there
would be a difference of more than 2d.
or 21/2 d. per sleeper between the Sin, by
4i11. sleeper and the 9in, by 4'/2in. sleeper;
but it might be 3d. Two thousand sleep-
er' to the mile at 3d. a sleeper would be
something like £25; but as to the value
to the Working Railways. well, ask the
Commissioner of Railways and his oli-
cers, and they would tell. It does not
require much railway experience to know
that if you put down a decent foundation
you can expect the driver to run safely
and quickly. I should like to see that
alteration made.

Mr. KEENAN (Kalgoorlie) : It is
difficult for any private member to ex-
press an opinion as to whether this rail-
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-way should be constructed or not. The
most private members can do is to take
what the 'Minister in charge of the Hill
lays before them1 and to give it that
scanty consi(Ieration which the limited
time at disposal for a debate of this
character allows. I do not think anyone
is justified in forming an opinion that
the Ministry are not honestly asmured
that this line would he a distinct benefit
to the couintr if it were eon~tructed. Not
for one moment would I take up the posi-
tion of chiallenginz that oJpinion. That,
lhowevver. is not the real question accord-
ing to the view I take of this matter. The
real question is somewhat of a different
kind altog-ether. and it is whether, when

aMinister brings down a Bill for the
construcetion of a railway and lays before
the House reasons for the construction
of that line, we fully discharge the pro-
per functions thle House should discharge
when determining on the building of rail-
wats which are meant to develop our
agricultural resources if we consider
those reasons and] those reasons onlyv.
r'he result of the present practice is
that we have either to throw out
the proposal made-and we are not
justified in takinw- that course except
oin the facts brought before the
House by the Minister-or, if we accept
the proposal. to very possibty exclude the
contstructioii of other railways, which.
had they heen before the House, would
have rect-ived greater support. than those
brought downu by the Ministry. What is
the obvious rnrc for this state of affairs
is that instead of these lines being merely*
laid hefore thle House for assent or dis-
sent and, as it happens in this case and]
in other eases. with very limited tinme for
considering the granting of that asset
or dissent, all tbe prolposals for the con-
struction of railways should he investi-
gated by some standing eonmnittee. and.
after investigation, should be brought be-
fore the House with the reasons and evi-
dence taken submitted at the same time.
When the Premier was in Victoria two
and a half years ago he will remember
that it was then pointed out to him by
the Victorian Government that they found
this system of working admirable. TheyS
found it put out many proposals which

were more or less of a political character,
and which bad their merits no doubt, but
not the merits of other proposals, and
it brought to the front the very best pro-
posals the public money could be spent
onl in achieving the accomplishment of.
So far as it became any part of my duty
to express anl opinion on it, I was very
mnuch impressed with and in favour of
this system; and I was then of the opin-
ion that it was the attitude taken oIP by
the Premier, my colleague at the time.
However, we have still persisted in the
old, ancient, and useless and sometimes
dangerous habit of having only certain
measut es brought down, and the House
having no choice but to reject these mea-
sures without consideration of any alter-
nate -cherne, or else swallow the mea-
sures presented. Unquestion ably there
are members who favour the building of
other lines% that they claim would be of
greater advantage. As a member who has
no agricultural knowledge, I do not ven-
ture to express an opinion; but I should
like evidence before me brought forward
by both sides, by those who advocate al-
ternate routes and proposals, and by
those who advocate the proposals laid
before the Roame, and I should like the
opportunity, although I express such ig-
nloranice in agricultural miatters, to exer-
cise the common sense which we all pos-
sess in voting as to which is the better
proposal to support. This opportunity is
entirely denied by the procedure we
adopt. and we are taking- the greatest
possible risk of carrying out lines that,
when wve come to a better knowledge of
our resources, and of what should he done
for tie benefit of the country, we may
find are grievous blunders. We know
that in Victoria very many lines were
put down and after r-emaining down for
Sonic years were taken uip. I wish dis-
tinctly to abstain from challenging the
merits of this particular line, or from
challenging the accuracy of the case made
by the Mlinister 'who proposed this Bill
for the assent of the House, but I do
most forcibly object to having the only
alternative left of voting against the
measure which mnay be a good one, or else
of blindly swallowing it w;ithout knowing
whether thlere may not be very different
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proposals for different parts of the State
which it might be wiser to construct.

(Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30
P.M.)

Mr. PIESSE (Katanning) : I rise to
offer my hearty support to this'important
proposal. I welcome this mneasure for
the reaeson that, knowing the district as
I do and its possibilities. I realise the
great advaintage that will result to that
portion of our State as wvell as to the
agricultural industry generally by its
construetion. This railway will, to some
extent, enable the Government to keep
faith with those settlers who have bad
the courage and enterprise to go into that
distant part and develop those areas which
some few years ago were practically un-
known. This question of railway com-
munnication between Rojonup and Boyup
is not a mew one. The settlers of that
district have been encouraged by the con-
struction of the Ratanning-Kojonup rail-
way to go further afield, and to take up
land along tihe route of the proposed rail-
way. 'This district was settled by
a few pioneers some 20 or 30 yearsa
ago, and those men (lid a very
great deal towards openin 'r up the
country and demonstrating what can
be done there. I know that the
settlement of this locality has been sur-
rounded by muany difficulties. One which
is known to, every member of this House
is that throughout the district, as 'vell
as in other parts of the State, there is
a fair proportioii of w-hat- has for many
years kept back the country, that is the
much dreaded poison plant. While that
plant, to some extent, has been a great
drawback to the settlement of the coun-

trwe can say it has been a blessing in
disguise, for had it not been for the fact
that some of our- larger areas were infested
with poison, these areas would have beert
held to-day in very large holdings. I
am certain that the only thing that has
kept that country back from being taken
up for grazing purposes has been the
existence of poison there. During the
past nine or ten years we have by inm-
proved methods been able to arrive at a
satisfactory means of eradicating this

particular weed, and to-day on what we
looked *upon as country unfit for depas-
taring stock, theme are many thiousand
sheep being depastured, thus showing that
so far as the poison plant is concerned,
it is only a question of adopting proper
methods iii order to eradicate it. There-
fore I think members need have no anx-
iety as to this soi-caed bogey of the poi-
son plant which has soI often been put
forward as an argument in detriment to
the district. Although the poison dloss
exist in the greater portion of the district,
still it is often found on the very best of
the land. It is on the wheat lands there, and
in this respect provides a contrast to other
part% of the country infested with the
parson, for there it is generally in the
poor lands of the State that the plant is
found. MNemibers are inclined to form a
wrong impression of 'the area when it is
described to them as poison country.
By the construction of this railway the
Government will be keeping faith with
the settlers who have gone out there and
taken up the laund.

Mr. Angwin: How long ago was thati
.Mr. PIESSE: Some of the pioneers

went there as long ago as 35 years. They
did wonderfully good work in the locality,
and were followed some ten years ago
by numbers of settlers from the Eastern
States-that is, before the construction
of the Katanning-Kojoinup line-among
whom were a number of practical men
who bad liad great; experience in the
northern areas of South Australia, and
Jpreferred to g-o into a% district here where
there was an assured rainfall. They took
uip land at Mooradup about 15 miles from
Kojonup, and for several years bad to
cart their produce to Kattanning. a, dis-
tance of 40 miles. This shows how ileces-
sary' it was to give those settlers railway
Communication. The farmers who set-
tled there made but slight progress. owing
to the long distance they had to cart
th~eir stuff, and it was only by the eon-
struct ion of the Katanning-Kojonup line,
which placed them 15 miles nearer, that
they were able to make any' headway' at
all. A few weeks ago I visited that area
and talking with the farmers there was,
more than pleased to find what a uood
feeling exists among- the settlers now.
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They evidently thoroughly appreciate
the assistance given to them by the con-
stniction of the Katamiing-Kojonup rail-
way. This demonstrates that we must be
prepared to go even furt-her with railway
commnunication, and to continue this rail-
way so that it shall connect tip with Boy-
up. lIi addition to that settlement at
IMooradup there is an area of 40,000 or
50,001) acres which was previously a
poison lease. but has been surveyed and
subdivided. It has been settled, to some
extent, hr' sonic English inmmigrants who
C-ame out here about three veats agni. One
of the chijet ret nil men (at i )tIs for the
const ruction of this railway is tha t "'e
have along the line a number of small
.%electors. As has heen pointed out there
are 73,000 acres held in large estalcs. I
believe that one block of 10,000 acres has
recently' been repurchased by the
Go-ern men t. while of the remaining
63.000 acres the area of the average
hioldinig is not more than 6,300 acres.
In addition to that wre have, as the infor-
malion supplied to us shows, some 600
land holders. I am given to understand
that this number represeiits the individual
residential holders within the limits of
15 miles oix either side of the line. I was
surprised to find that 'lie nujaber was so
great and I took the precaution to inquire
at the Lands Office, and I was% assured by
thie officets there that these figures are as
near as possible correct. I know there is
a great settlemient there, and I knowv from
interviews I have had with people there
that the settlers are doing good work.
They have ,ot to the stage now that a
number have fenced in a portion of their
holdings and eradicated a certain amount
of poison; they have also provided water
supplies and are now prepared to enter
upon clearing. We can quite understand
that the holders of hind in this locality are
looking forward with great anxiety to the
progress of this Bill through the House.
It means that unless we are prepared to
carry oat this railway. and relieve those
settlers upon the small areas, that they
will not be able to remain there and cart
their crops long, distances to the nearest
railway. It will mean also that these
smaller areas will be absorbed by the
larger holders. and instead of being care-

fully cultivated they will be reduced pro-
bably to sheep walks. Another point that
canl be urged in favour of the construction
of this line is the fact that during the
past 2 / fears, about the time thle imnmi-
grants took up their residence in that
locality, departmental maps showed the
route of the survey of this particular line,
and I think that alone should have some
bearing with hon. members in the way of
assisting them to make up their minds to
vote for this measure. Hon. members
should be satisfied that every inquiry has
been made. Rega ril the quality of thle
land, I happen to know thle district about
40 or 45 mile., to the west of Kojonap.
I Ia'-e not been to Boyup. but
I know the country surrounding it and I
am acquainted with the district in the
neighbbourhood of this proposed line. The
soil is as has been stated by the Minister;
it contains 40 per cent, of first class land,
it is a rich red loam, and the balance can
be classed as second and third rate. This
country is unlike that part of the State
where there are rough hills, whtich render
so much of the land useless for cultiva-
tioni. The land in the locality in
question is not difficuilt to clear and can
be very' easily improved, and with the aid
of fertilisers I an) sure that even the poor-
est land there can be put to good use. I
would again point out that it would be
most advantageous to carry out this de-
velopment in the way of improving the
poorer lands, and this can only be done
by assisting the settlers in the direction
of giving them railway facilities. Unless
we take the bull by the horns and build
this railway the State will be called
upon to embark upon a large expendi.
lure in the way' of constructing roads.
The railway will, to a great extent, obviate
the construction of main roads. The dis-
trict enjoys a splendid rainfall: it has
never heeni known to fail. The district has
an elevation of from 1,000 to 1,200 feet,
and it possesses a magnificent climate;
water is easily obtained and can also be
conserved byv the construction or the ex-
cavation of tanks. Clearing throughout
the district can also he classed as easy,
and I think I am right in sa;-inz that this
can be done front £1 to £2 an acre. or an
ai'eraze of .30s. an acre.
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Mr. Hudson: The country does not
grow timbert

Mr. PIESSE: It does grow timber-
white gum, red gum, blackboy, and other
limbers characteristic of that part of the
State are to be found there.

Mr. Jacoby: What crops are growing
there?

Mr. PIES SE: As far as the district is
concerned, while it could not be looked
upon as essentially a wheat producing
country, it is capable of growing all kinds
of cereals. I know in years gone by-I am
speaking of 20 years ago-when the early
settlers wvere on the Dinninup, they used
to tart their wheat to Katanning, and the
samples that they produced then were
quite equal to anything that can be grown
in any part of the State. The people in
that locality 'have to a great extent con-
fined their attention to the growing of
oats, because they found oats proved to
be a safer crop to grow than wheat; that
was because they did not go in for a pro-
per system of fallowing, and they had no
markets to eater for, and it was impos-
sible for them to plant larger areas. As
far as T can learn wheat can be grown
there and produced up to 25 bushels per
are. I do not say that this is the average;
this Year I understand it will be about 12
bushels, but that can easily be exceeded.
In addition to wheat, barley has been suc-
cessfully grown there. It is one of the
healthiest sheep districts in the State, its
elevation lends itself to that, and we know
of instances where wool grown in that dis-
trict has commanded top prices in London
owing to its special quality and
cleanness. All kinds of stock do
wvell there and the district is noted for
the homses that it breeds. Hon. members
may wonder why the area under eultiva-
dion does not appear any larger. As I
have pointed out, however, there has been
no inducement for the people who settled
there in the early days to clear large
areas, but the settlers who have gone
there later-I am speaking of those who
went there two or three years ago-havc
only had time to fence in their holdings. I
have not the least doubt that, if it becomes
known that Parliament is going to pass
this Bill, much larger areas will be
brought under the axe ready for cropping

next year. I know several instances
whaere settlers are only waiting for the
decision of Parliament. There will also
be a great impetus given to the settlement
of the unalienated area. According to the
statement presented to the House tbere
are some 400,000 acres of land awaiting
selection, and I have no doubt that as
soon as this line becomes an accomplished
fact, the balance of that land will be
eagerly sought. The railway will be used
for the carriage of fertilisers, and the
timber from the Preston Valley, which in
themselves would greatly help the revenue
of the railways, and not only that but it
will be of assistance to the settlers in the
districts adjoining the Great Southern
railway.

Mr. O'Loghlen : What revenue will
the fertilisers bring

Mr. PIESSE: I would point out that
even it the State carried fertilisers
free it would be of great benefit to the
country because of the extra production
that would follow, which would then
mean additional freights for the railways.
I am looking forward to the time when
this State will be counting its con-
sunaption of artificial measures, not by
the hundreds of tons, but by the thous.
sands of tons, because we have an
enormous area with an assured rainfall,
and it is only a question of applying those
manures to get the fullest result and the
extra freightage for our railways. Then
there will be the trade that will spring
up between the two great centres which
will be connected by this railway. I
refer to the South-Western and the
Great Southern, both of which are very
important centres. Ever since the coun-
try in that direction has been settled
these localities have been isolated. The
distance is as great from Katanning to
Bridgetown as it is from Katanning
to Kalgoorlie, although, when you come
to think of it, only 100 miles separates
the two places. It is not good for a
State like this to have two such impor-
tant settlements so isolated. By the
construction of this railway line one
of these districts will be able to do a
trade with the other with its timbers
and root crops, while the other district
will be able to trade with the products
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it grows in its district. I think it will
be to the mutual good of these two
localities to be connected up by this
railway, independently of the great
good that is going to be conferred upon
the country by the construction of the
line, In conclusion I would like to say,
that while we realise that we have
alienated so much of our land, we should
realise also that, following up that
alienation, the State must be prepared
to embark onl a bold policy of railway
coflstructioun. So far as my own district
is concerned, I would have liked to
see-andi I feel sure that these localities
have strong claims-T would have liked
to see in addition to the construction
of this line, a Bill brought down to
construct another railway. However,
I will have an opportunity of speaking
on this at a later stage. therefore, I do
not propose to say anything further
in respect to it just now, except to state
that the claims of Boyup and of my
own district are, perhaps, of equal
importance. I am only sorry that the
Government have not brought down
an extra Bill for the lines referred to.
namely the Shannon's Soak-Katanning
and the Tambellup.Ngowangerup limes.
The leader of the Opposition has stated
that a good deal of dissension exists in
the towns along the Great Southern,
concerned in these railways. I would
like to point out that so far as I am
concerned, I do not place any importance
on the advocacy of any individual town.
In arriving at a conclusion on these
matters I have always felt it is our duty
to consider only the wishes and interests
of those settlers who are most directly
concerned ;that is to say, the people
located so far back from the railway.
If the people of, sy. Shannon's Soak
wish to have a connection at Katanning
they should be the people who decide
it. So, too, if the people at Ngowan-
get-up want a connection at Tambellup
their wishes should be honoured.

Mr. Bolton: Is that how you would
treat the Moodiarrup people

Mr. PIESSE : I say that if a majority
of the people most concerned in a railway
meet together and decide by resolution
as to the point at which they would like

to be connected with the truink line,
I think their wishes should be carried out.
If the people of Moodiarrup and others
concerned had so met and decided upon
a certain route I should say that their
wishes should receive consideration. I
have nothing further to add, except to
say that I am sorry if I have wandered
to some extent from my subject. I hope
hon. members will pardon me in that
respect. I do earnestly feel that in
advocating this railway we are doing a
good work, and are keepiiig our prormise
to those who went down to the district
and settled there and took great risks
mn so doing. 1 think if the people of
that locality can say, and I know that
they can, that they have carried out
their part of the implied contract, it
is only right anid fair that this House
and the Government should be prepared
to carry out their part.

Mr. DRAPER (West Perth): The
excellent speech addressed to this House
by the member for Katanvning on behalf
of his constitutents is the strongest,
argument that could be addressed to
us against the present system of bringing
down railway Bills without laying suffi-
cient information before the House,
upon which members can judge as; to
whether or not a railway is justified.
I take it that what I am saying upon
this subject will merely be regarded as
general. I do not profess to know
anything about agricultural communities.
But I can gather from the Press and
from everyday life that there are many
communities in Western Australia at
the present time who are desirous of a
railway, and who, possibly, may be more
deserving of a railway than these people
who live in the Kojonup-Hoynp district.
This may possibly be so, and I can well
imagine that the words we have had
addressed to the House by the member
for Katanning to-night on behalf of
his constituents, could be uttered with
equal effect and force by many other
members of the Homse in respect to the
particular districts which they represent.

The Minister for Lands: Quite true.
Mr. DRAPER : If the Mfinister for

Lands admits that, then surely the
Ministry also, aq a body. will admit
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that it will be advisable for a committee
to be appointed to say which of these
,deserving localities is to be first entitled
to have the railway. We have had a
speech from the Minister for Works,
who dealt with generalities, who dealt
with the advantages of our borrowing
policy, and who dealt with the wvonderful
strides which this State has made in
argiculture. But beyond those general-
ities I do not think we can find any
special argument which applies to the
justification of tis railway. Those gener-
alities could be applied with equal force
and effect to, possibly, a dozen other
railways in districts which are repre-
sented by other hon. members. What I
desire to impress upon the House is that
-we are entirely, I will not say at the
mercy of, because that is a wrong term,
but we are entirely dependent upon the
Ministry for bringing in the railways.
which, possibly on insufficient inf or-
mation, they think should be contructed.
first and foremost. If we had a different
system, if we copied what is taking place
in New South Wales as regards the
standing committee upon public Works,
-or if we copied what is taking place in
Victoria as regards the committee ap-
pointed to sit upon the construction
-of railways-if that were done we should
not be dependent upon mere statements
made in this House as to whether or
not a railway is justified. Members of
the Ministry must not for one mement
-consider that I desire in any way to
reflect upon their veracity, but when
they come forward and make statements
they are telling this House what is
really secondhand evidence. They are
simply giving us what railways, in their
opinion, it is desirable to construct;
but if we had a committee which sat
-upon these questions, and considered
all the points that might arise, and if
that evidence were taken down and
printed, and laid before the members of
the House, we should not be judging
upon second-hand evidence, but we
would be able to judge for ourselves
as to whether or not the railway were
justified. At this stage, when there are
-s many works of a public nature demand-
ing to be constructed in the interests

of the State, it is of vital importance to
the State that we should have something
before us by which we can judge of the
respective merits of these particular
works. At the present tune works, I
have no doubt, are introduced into the
House, possibly because some consti-
tuencies may be more importunate than
others, and possibly some members may
be more importunate than others. If
these constituencies are more impor-
tunate they cannot be blamed any more
than can members who, in turn, may
be importunate. The fault does not
lie in the iruportuney of any particular
member in urging a railway for his dis-
trict, but it lies rather in the system
by which vie do not obtain sufficient
information to lay before the House
on which we can judge of the merits
of each particular case. Under these
circumstances I cannot feel justified
in supporting the Bill at the present
time; because no case has been made
out, either by the general remarks of
the Minister, or by the special pleading
by the member for Katanning, as to
why in preference to others this railway
should he constructed at the present
time.

Mr. W. PRICE (Albany) : The question
is as to whether the proposed line is
of immediate necessity and, if so, how
does its demand compare with the
requirements of other districts. It haes
been admitted by several members on
both sides of the House that good
claims have been put forward by other
districts for railway facilities. I may
say at once that I have heard nothing
from any hon. member who haes risen
to support the Bill, to induce me to
vote in favour of it-rather the reverse.
In regard to the member for Katanning,
who is most directly concerned in this
Hill, to my mind he made the strongest
speech made in the House this evening
against this proposal. He tells us that
the poison plant extends over the greater
portion of the district. I cannot see how
the House can be asked to believe that
this land is of great value for agricul-
tural and grazing purposes if the state-
ment made by the member for Katan-
ning is a correct one.
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Mr. Heitmann : They do not want
a line out there for grazing purposes,
anyhow.

Mr. W. PRICE: However, before
dealing directly with that phase of the
question, namely, the desirability or
otherwise of this or any alternative
railway proposal, let me point out that
personally I am opposed to the very
extraordinary enthusiasm which seems to
have seized upon the members of the
Ministry and caused them somehow
to be imbued with the idea that the
beginning and the end of this State
is railway communiciation with the
port of Bunbury. I readily admit that
the Government may be actuated by the
best of motives in their railtway proposals,
but there are occasions when the best of
us allow our enthusiasm -to overcome our
better judgment. And I really think
that if we carefully study the railway
map-and every hon. member has one at-
tached to the railway report-we will
note that it is sgniiewhift peculiar that
l)rae-[icnl ly evelry ag1ricuIltral railway pro-
posal1 put forward by 'the Government
means leading to that port which has be-
comne somewhat historical throuigh having
provided the State with certain Premiers.
In opposing this line I cannot -he accused
of doing so because I desire one in the
conslituency I represent. I think I should
meet -with very scant consideration if I
were to put forward a proposal or a sug-
gestion for a line in my constituency; and
I have reasons for making that remark,
reasons which are all too apparent and
,which were made apparent here this even-
in However, I do not intend to pursue
that phase of the subject at this stage,
but I desire to point. out that since this
extraordinary development of our railway
policy in the -direction of linking up the
port of Bunbury with the agricultural
areas of the State has been goingc on, a
very large tract of country has been sadly
and woefully neg'lected. by the Govern-
ment. I refer to the millions of acres of
land lying to the East of the 'Great South-
ern ]Railway. That land has been ad-
mit ted by the Premier to be the finest
land in the State. There is no question
as to its fertility; and -there is no ques-

tion as to its suitability for -agricultural
purposes. People have gone out on the
Eastern side of Uibe Great Southern Rail-
way as much as 40 and 50 miles from
railway commnunication, and have taken
up land and developed it, and I pro--
pose to give some information relating
to one district which I think has equal or
even more claims for railway communica-
tion than the district now under cousidera-
tion. One of the arguments used in fav-
our of -the construction of the Boyup-
Rojonup line is that there is a large
number of settlers-the 'list placed be-
fore us places bhea -at 600--who will be
served by this railway. My idea, in re-
g'ard to agricultural lines is that they
shwuld precede settlement, that they should
go out as far as possible into the areas
which are still the property of the Crown,
and the lines having been pushed out into
these areas 'wihich have not been taken up,
the Crown itself -would receive 'the benefit
of the settlement which would come along.
In other words, in considering- the con-
struction of railways we should, as far
as possible, prevent the land-jobber from
receiving the -benefit of the construction
of the lines If we take the proposal we
have before us, we are told by the Minis-
ter for Works in introducing the Bill,
and by the member for Katanning- (Mr.
Piesse) that practically the whole of the
country along the route is taken up. I
think 'there are 4,000 acres still available
away from the line within what might be
termed the zone of influence of the pro-
posed railway; but along the route prac-
tically the whole 4f the land has been
taken up. Therefore the construction of
this railway simply means 'that the Gov-
ernment will enhance the value of the
property along the line at the expense of
the people in other parts of the State,
many of whom are languishing and prac-
tically 'being impoverished through the
need for railway facilities. The people
-who are at the greatest distance from
rail-way commu nication in the district to
be served by 'this railway cannot be more
than 23 A miles fromi a railway. Surely
even the Minister for Works will 'not
seriously contend that it is imperative that
people who are within 231/ miles of a
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railway should be brought into direct
touch with a railway, when we have
people 30, 40, and 60 miles away from
railway lines who are endeavouring to
make a living on our lands. As provid-
ing an instance where I certainly think
a railway should he constructed before we
pass the proposal we have now before
its, I have only to refer to a somewhat
interesting deputation which waited upon
the Premier some time ago, and of which
deputation the member for Kiatanning
formued a part. That deputation waited
on the Premier with a request -that he
shbould consider the construction of a rail-
way line Eastward from Tambellup, or
some centre in that locality, to Onowan-
gerup. In reply to that deputation the
Premier said, "Having done a lot of sur-
vey work in that district years ago he
knew of his own observation that there
was around SnowangerUp some of the
best land in Wesftern Australia." Thtere
can be no question in view of that defi-
nite and explicit statement as to the value
of the land in this district. Now, I
shall proceed to give esome information
as to the settlement that has taken place
in this locality-this locality which is not
overrun with the poison plant.

Mr. Piesse: There is poison there, and
a good deal of it.

The Premier: There is poison all over
the Great Southern Railway.

Mr. W. PRICE: In patches, I admit it
is in patches, bitt the question is whether
these patches are in the Onowangeruip
district, whereas we have it on the state-
ment of the member for Kittanning that
the poison is spread all over the district
from Boyup to Kojonup. Within a
radius of 15 miles of Onowangerup there
are 192,931 acres selected. The distTict
is 30 miles from the Great Southern
Railway, and is Eastward from Tam-
bellup. Of the area selected, 13,600
acres are cleared and 9,300 acres are
cultivated, and the estimate for the prp.-
sen-t year is that 15,842 acres will be
cultivated during the year. I would like
bon. members to compare the figures in
regard to this proposal with those put
forward by the Minister for Works in
favour of the Boyup-Kojonup railway.

The number of land-holders there is 102,
which we can vouch for. On the other
hand, we are told there arc 000 land-
holders between Boy-up and Kojonup. I
would like to know exactly within what
radius of the proposed railway line these
600 are located, because on all hands we
are assured the figures arc somewhat
surprising, and even the member for the
district had to express his surprise at
the statement that 600 people were with-
in the zone of the proposed Boyap-
Kojonup railway. I do not intend to
dilate at any great length on this pro-
posal in view of the fact that so many
members have expressed themselves as
opposed to it, but I may briefly refer to
the fact that it is desired in this in-
stance to link up what is the only payable
so-called agricultural railway in the
State with one that has proved to be the
least payable. It is proposed to run
through 52 miles of country, through a
district which is already served with
railway lines, which has a railway with-
in 20 miles of any portion of it, for no
other purpose, however much the matter
may be glossed over, than to drag the
produce to the port of Bunbury. I say
at once I am opposed to the initerests of
the State as a whole being subordinated
to the interests of any small section, and
I say unhlesitatingly that any person
studying the railway proposals of the
Government, and not only their pro-
posals but the lines they -have brought
into existence, cannot help being struck
with the fact that every one of them
leads to the one centre. Are we to be-
lieve that there is no necessity for rail-
way lines except those which are run-
ning direct to the port of Bunbury? I
do not think even the member for the
port of Bunbary would -ask the House to
believe that such is necessary. If we
look through the list of what arc termed.
district railways we find that four out
of seven agricultural lines directly serve
that port. In other words, if we are to
take our railway construction policy as
being a true indication of the develop-
went of this State then the greater por-
tion of the development is being carried
out within a distance of one port, and
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one port only. I do not think it would
be seriously alleged that such is a fact
and members know that such is not the
case. They know that on the eastern
side of the Great Southern railway there
is settlement equally demanding railway
facilities, and more justified in the de-
nmand than the district this line will
serve. I do not intend to take up more
time, for I feel that having heard so
many diverse opinions expressed upon
the proposal and having heard the con-
demnatory speech made by the member
for Katanunrg-aithugh I admit he did
not intend it to be condemnatory, for he
meant it to be a speech urging the con-
struction of the line-members will
study the interests of' the country and
refuse to vote for the proposal now be-
fore the House.

Mr. BOLTON (North Fremantle) : I
very seldom offer any remarks to this
House on agricultural railway proposi-
tions because T rccow-nisc that my 'know-
ledgle of the I-and to be sqerved is usually
somewhat smiall, and 1 also recogrise that
I cannot acquire the necessary informa-
tion at my own expense so that I have to
listen to those who can give information
and look to the expert advice this House
is entitled to. One thing I amn glad to
learn is that there is a feeling gradually
growing in this House, and one that will
soon reaeh decent proportions, that a
board should be appointed to give expert
advice to this House concerning new rail-
way proposals, and that all propositions
advised to be adopted by them could
justly be deemed the most urgent among
those, sug gested. Owing to the linking
lip of the lines by the Kojonup-Boynp
section one district is to be very -badly
served. I have the advantage in this
House of knowing something of the coun-
try between the Gollie-Narrogin line
and the proposed extension. In
tha t area there is excellent land,
but the settlers hare heen catting
for the past 30 Years there. and
have now to cart 46 miles to Wagia and
32 to Darken, which is I understand the
nearest point to either railway they can
get, and yet I heard the Premier in certain
loan proposals say that the Government

proposed to expend money by completing
a survey oni that silly business the Wagin-
Darkan line. If the Kojonnp-Boynp ex-
tension is made the result will be that
the people at Moodiaxrrup and Arthur
River will never have a chance of being
provided with railway communication,
for there is already the Collie-Narrogin
railway on the one side and whatever
chance those people might have will be
gone if the Government extend the Wagin
line and bring it in to Darkan, where
there are two stores and one hotel. I -am
afraid the Moodiarrup and Arthur River
lpeople wvill never have satisfaction unless
the Premier proposes to forego that silly
proposition to v~iiinect Lip what is workedl
out in mileag-e as SO miles from Wagin1
to lDnrkan, imiird of running s.outh thus
saving 25 nuiles, and bringing the people
of Mooodiarimp within 18 miles of a rail-
way. The time was when the Labour
party advocated a9 board of experts to
report on these railway proposals. They
received v'ery little support from any
members other than those of their
own party, but to-night four or
five muembers of the other aide of
the Hoose hiave expressed themselves
in favourable term,, on the pro-
position and are even prepared to go as
far as to have a select committee ap-
pointed to report on this scheme. I trust
that a select committee will be appointed
and that some member will move for one
to report onl this Proposal before it is
agreed to, for I am satisfied that outside
of the member for Katanning, and pos-
sibly the member for Nelson, no member
knows anything of the land to be served
by this proposal. The Government may
have the information, hut members have
it not, and it is their duty to make in-
quiries, and the only way to get Proper
information is through the medlium of a
select committee. It would he wise fur
members to demand the information. I
belie' e they could get it if a committee
were appointed. If this is not given, the
time will come when members who take
part in debates on the agricultural rail-
way' propositiollS wxill regret having al-
owed themi to go through. The member

for M.1urray referred to the fact that cer-
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tamn other proposals carried here some
two or three years ago had proved to be
failures, and that because they were
passed every member was equally to
blame for having caused them to be con-
structed. Had the hon. member been in
the House at the time he would have
known that those lines were put through
in a day, and that members of the House
had only two hours to discuss them. This
will happen again unless an inquiry is
made and first-hand information obtain-
ed. If it is too late for this railway to
be dealt with in such a manner a select
committee should be appointed to con-
sider all the railway proposals put for-
ward.

Tie P'REMIER (Hon. N. J. Moore)
I have listened with considerable interest
to the speeches made in connection with
this proposition. Very similar arguments
have been used on previous occasions to
the effect that members have not personal
knowledge of the country to be served.
and that in consequence it is inadvisable
for a railway to be constructed. Now I
want to ask all members to be guided by
the experience of the past. Have any of
the propositions brought forward by the
Government proved failures? If so, I
wanit members to indicate what railways
they are. It is most gratifying to know
what has been the result of the construc-
tion of these railways. It was never an-
ticipated for a moment that they would
pay from the jump, but in the first sec-,
tion of this railway we are now discuss-
ing, that is the length from Donnybrook
to Boyup, a very handsome profit has
been returned.

Mr. Bath: That is from the timber.
The PREMIER: When introducing

the Bill I told members that the greater
portion of the traffic for a few years
would he timber. As a matter of fact this
railway after providing for interest, sink-
ing fund, and working expenses returned
a profit of £1,042. That is one of the
railways which the member for Albany
referred to in a manner which would lead
one to imagine that all the Government
required was to bring railways into the
port of Runbury irrespective of
whether they were payable propositions

or not. The railway that has been the
least profitable of any is the one pur-
chased by the Government to assist in de-
veloping the trade of the port of Albany.
Insteadof a profit of £1,042 there wvas
on that railway a loss of £2,877.

Mr. Johnson: That is a very unfair
comparison.

The PREMIfER: It is a fact, and the
hon. member knows the circumstances
of the ease as well as I do.

Mr. W. Price: The reason is that you
would not throw the land open.

The PREIER: The policy pursued
in connection with that line is one well
justified, as the result of the sale has
shown. If the land had been thrown
open without improvements not a soul
would have taken it up. I know what I
am speaking about, for 1 am not speak-
ing from hearsay. I believe in the Gov-
ernment taking the responsibility of
bringing down these railway proposals.
If they want to avoid responsibility,
they are not fit for the position they
hold. It is their business to investi-
gate these propositions and ascer-
tain whether they are likely to be
profitable or not. They have the whole
machinery of Government at their dis-
posal and can ascertain from returns
and from the professional staff at the
disposal of the Government whether
the propositions are likely to be profit-
able or not, and also what is likely to be
the general result of carrying out die
undertaking. Have not all these pro-
positions worked out in the manner we
stated they would 9 If I were to com-
mence my political career again and had
to outline a raihvay policy, I would not
vary one iota from the programme we
laid down.

Mr. Hudson: Except as to Kojonup.
The PREMIER: I would not miss that

line. Take the particular line that the
member for Dundas is interested in, that
is the Coolgardie-Norseman line. Had
we trusted to the report of a board
would that line have been built?

Mr. W. Price: Yes.
The PREMIER : It would not. Read

the reports of the committee on the re-
turns provided, and members will find
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that there was no justification from them
for the building of the line. In view of
the fact that I had knowledge of engi-
neering matters in connection with rail-
way construction, and was aware that
it would be a profitable proposition from
a railway point of view, that lime was
constructed eand returned last year a pro-
fit of £2,587 after paying working ex-
penses, interest, and sinking fund.

Mr. W. Price: That is not an agri-
cultural line.

The PREMIER: It is a railway pro-
position. The member stated that the
Government were partisans so far as
extencling railway communication was
concerned. Has there ever been a Gov-
ernment in power that has taken a more
broadminded view than the present one
so far as railway communication is con-
cerned, irrespective of the political pro-
clivitics 'of the member of the particular
district? Take the lion. member sitting
opposite, the member for Dundas. Did
we not, in his case, open up the Hope-
toun port by constructing the line to
Ravenatborpe? Then in the North-West
have we not made a start in connection
with the construction of the railway
from Port Hedland to Marble Bar?
That district too is represented by a
member of the Opposition. We have
carried out the policy of giving to these
ports that commaunication which is due
to them by virtue of their geographical
position.

Mr. Scadd an: What about Espenance?
The PREMIER: Put up a case show-

ing there is something in it and we will
be prepared to give it consideration.
lion. members may well laugh, but
would they like me to commit myself to
any proposition? I may say this though,
that if I did commit myself to a work
I would carry it through. We have heard
a lot about this particular line, but I can
speak with regard to it from personal
knowledge. I regret that the leader of
the Opposition was not able to go
through that country with me. I made
provision for him, and I would have been
only too pleased to arrange for other
lion. members to see that district, but I
cannot force themn to go over the routes

of these lines. If they would only visit
these districts and get some practical
knowledge, they would soon see whether
these lines were julstified. The construc-
tion of this line has be en - ccnised and
we must keep faith with ti's pcople to
whom the promise was made. In thi%
case we need not confine ourselves to the-
experience gained by lo,ai gentlemen
who know something or the distric.
Hon. members might iattn to what a
visitor to this State, a former Mlinister
for Agriculture in Victoria, said to a
newspaper representative about what hie
saw in that particular district.

Mr. Scaddan: Who was lie?
The PREMIER: The Hon. George

Swinburne. In an interview which lie
gave he said-

'"There is nearly eeey variety of
country-hills and fine flats, plenty of
water and facilitier for storing it."

Mr. Sead-dan: Like Fo~ter Fraser, who
was just long enough in the country to
write a book about it.

The PREMIER: Glentlemen like theie
see and learn a good deal more of the
tountry thant some hon. members do. Mr.
Swinburne went on-

"A lot of misunderstanding in Vic-
toria regarding Western A ustralia is
due to the fact that so ]ittle is known
about the South-West portion of the
State. If those great ar-ens were pro-
perly opened up the3 should be veryv
attractive to Victorianis.''

Mr. Collier: But you have not giveU
us time to consider this proposal.

The PREMIER: We have been talk--
ing about bridging the gap between IKe-
tanning and Bridgetown for the past
three years. In my policy speech three
years ago I said that this work would
have to be carried out.

Mr. Collier: You have said lots of
things in your policy speeches that yu
have not carried out.

The PREMIER: The hon. member can
detail them to me later on. a far as
appointing the committee is concerned,
I am thoroughly in accord with the re-
marks of the late Attorney General made
some year or two ago in dealing with
this question. He pointed out the flal-
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lacy of having to trust to second-hand
information, and remarked-

"Let me ask hon. members what a
board of inquiry could do. Would it
not call before it the people who have
personal knowledge of the nature of
the country, of its capacity for settle-
ment, and of the probability of the
line becoming self-supporting within a
reasonable period? The board of in-
quiry, I take it, would call before it
the very people who as members of
the House give informatlion to the
House. It is true that a board might
call more witnesses than it is possible
for the House to avail itself of bets
to-day, but the evidence would be of
exactly the same charactzr. You could
have no inquiry but that. The mem-
ber for Guildford surely does not sug-
gest that the board should Lake evi-
dence on oath? (Mr. Johnson: But
on a board of inquiry we should have
experts.) The Attorney General: There
are those who have spoken in this
House, taldng the responsibility on
themselves of assuring the House that
they had personally seen this, country
and personally examined it, and th~at
it is country of the character de-
scribed, capable of closo settlement;
and surely hon. members would, if sit-
ting as a jury, either believe or dis-
believe that evidence. And a board of
inquiry would do exactly the same. So
that by appointing a board we should
gain only this: instead of witnesses
being directly before the House, in-
stead of members themselves having
the full opportunity of judging the
weight of evidence by the fact that
witnesses were actually before them,
we should 'have to deal seond-hand
With a board of inquiry.?!

Mr. Collier: These lawyers of yours
are a terrible lot.

The PREMIEIR: That is sound logic.
I absolutely agree with the remarks made
by thle Attorney General of that time. As
I have already stated, if you want to
avoid responsihility, if you want to do
nothing, get a board by all means and
let us stand still. Do members wish as to
stag-nate as we would have done if the

present Government had not taken the
bull by the horns when we took office.
Let we say wve propose to continue the
policy that we have been adopting in
spite of all opposition. We are not
afraid of a little responsibility. We
have had the opportunity of judging
the resources of this couintry; we are
developing it from Port Hedland in the
north to Hopetoun in the south, and to
adopt the proposal which has been put
fonward by hon. members, will mean hang-
ing up these railways for some consider-
able period. There are iny men who,
have taken up land in this particular
part of the State on the best of good
faith and on the understanding that the
termini at Kojonup and Boyup would be
cou pled up. Are we going to disappoint
them; are we going to make their hearts
sick with waiting'? With regard to what
the member for Albany said about the
Tainbellup railway, if -he will look at the
Than schedule be will notice that provision
has been made there for a certain sum
for the railway.

Mr. AV. Price: Yes, £7,000 and £20,000
for the other one.

The PREMIER: The hon. member
knows that it is absolutely necessary for
a permanent survey to be made there be-
fore the railway proposal can be brought
dawn. We must realise too that the Loan
Bill -will only cover expenditure up to the
7th of March 1911; and it wouldb'e abso-
lutely impossible to spend more -than the
amount wihich has been put down. The
bon. memnber need not worry even if he
does represent Albany about that particu-
lar line. We are the judges as to what
railway ptopositions should be placed
before Parliament, The hion. mem-
ber 'has very litte knowledge of
the localities to which -we have built and
are bruilding railways at the present time.
With regard to what he says about the
poison plant, we know ftht thie York road
poison extends from Beverley to Tam-
bellup, and even in the district he repre-
sents there is a fair amount of it. If
he knew the plant when he saw it he
would know that what I am saying is
correct. I have listened with a consid-
erable amount of interest to the remarks
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of the member for Murray in connection
with this railway construction, and I
have listened to him because I realise
lie is a practical man, and one whose
opinion is worth having. At the same
time I join issue with himn and maintain
that these various railways must he
judged entirely on their merits, and that
in a case of loop lines, it is necessary that
those lines should be built upon a different
basis from that of spur lines. As far
as connections are concerned, such as the
Collie-Narrogin railway, 601b. rails were
used right through. We are now provid-
ing for the pulling up of the 441b. rails
on the Great Southern line in order to
artbhtitute 601b. rails in anticipation of
the connection of this railway with the
eastern goldfields line. These railways
are developmental as far as the opening
up of the country is concerned, and if
the time arrives when as a result of the
opening up, the traffic increases, it should
be posible to improve them. They should
develop with the country. In most of
these lines while we have a ruling grade
of one in 40, they have been so construc-
ted that at a small cost the grades can
be cot down to one in 60. With regard
to the additional cost of these railways,
the Minister for Works has referred to
the fact that it is largely due to the extra
charges for sleepers. As a matter of fact,
sleepers are costing £80 per mile more
than we paid previously, and it has been
found necessary to spend an additional
sum in connection with ramps and fencing
in station yards and sidings. That a-c-
counts for the extra cost which has been
provided for in the Loan Bill. In con-
nection -with this particular line some of
the additional cost is due to the fact that
it -will have to cross the Blackwood River
two or three times, and a f airly large
amount will have to he spent in bridging
the river in several places, but after
having got over the valleys of the Black-
wood, it will be fairly level country, and
there should not be much further expense.
I do not know that the illustration used
by the member for West Perth is a par-
ticularly happy one as far as Victoria is
concerned. Many of the railways which
were recommended by the conmmittee

there are now closed, and the rails have
been pulled up.

Mr. Collier: The committee was not in
existence at the time. It was afterwards
as-a result of these railways that the corn-
tuittee comne into existence.

The PRE'MIER: I wvas under the im-
p reson that the late Premier was chair-
manl of that committee and that it was
durimg the timne of the vigorous railway
policy pursued that, these railways since
pulled up were built. If I am incorrect
I accept the hoil. member's assurance.
I do not wish to go into details with re-
gard to what has been done at each of
the -ports of the State, so as to bring to
those ports the trade which belongs to
them by virtue of 'their geographical posi-
tions. At Gem ldton we know% that pro-
'mson hans been made for the Upper Chap-

manl railway; and 1 hope it is only a ques-
tion of time when an extension w;ill be
made from -Northampton to the Mlur-
chison River. Recently investigations
have been made by the Surveyor General
and another officer with a v-iew to ascer-
taininig whether this extension would be
jusgtified. Coming to the South-WVest I
would point ot that the port of Buissel-
ton has been afforded railway conunuini-
cation iii order that the fertile valley of
the Lower Blackwood may be opened up.
Fremantle will benefit muore largely than
any other port by the extension of railway
communication,. The Greenhilts-Quairad-
ig line will benefit Fremnantle; the Goo-
mialling-Wongan Hills line and the Dower-
in to Merredin line will also benefit the
principal port of the State. I do not
desire to detain the House at any
greater length except to say that all we
ask is to he judged by oLE? performances.
Hare we made mistakes in connertion

.with the railways we have built ?
If we have not why then cannot
we he trusted to carry out the
railway policy whiich wals outlined
prior to the general elections. I can
only say that if this matter is hung up in
order that a select committee may be ap-
pointed, it will mean a lot of delay. and
the people will be under the impression
that the State has not kept faith with
them, and will be bitterly disappointed.
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1 only hope that the railway will be car-
ried out. I feel sure that if hon. meem-
bers will give the matter consideration they
will realise what is bein done at the pre-
sent time and that, having regard to the
hardships many of these settlers have to
put 'up with in connection with carting
in the boggy season of the year, they are
justified in giving this extension. It is
one of the most favoured districts of the
State as regards rainfall, soil and climate,
and I am satisfied that given this ex-
tension the profits of the present section
already open will continue to increase,
and the district generally will develop at
a great rate. As a matter of fact a large
number of setlers 'have taken up land
there and are doing good work. A large
area of land was held under poison lease.
Some three years ago that lease was for-
feited to the Grown, and the Crown
-not private individuals as the hon.
member stated, benefited by that forfeit-
tire, inasmuch as the price of land was
raised over the forty odd thousand acres,
mid all wvent to the Crown. The fact
that two banks have been established at
lBoyuip is an indication of the progress of
the district, and of the satisfaction felt
by these institutions in its future. I
hope hon. members will give this pro-
position the support it de'serves.

Mr. JOHNSON (Guildford): After
the remarks3 of the Premier I cannot allow
this vote to go without expressing my
opinion. The Premier has waxed very
eloquent, and tried to ram down hon.
mnembers' throats that we must follow the
Government blindly in any proposal they
submit to the House. He asks the House
-"Point out to me," he says, "which are
the failures; where we have failed in our
railway policyl?" It is not for us to point
oit whore he has made any failures. The
point I wish to make is that in selecting
the lines the Government have -not selected
the lines that would give the best returns
to the State. I am not going to condemn
what has been done, but I am of opinion
that better results would have accrued
had wiser judgment been shown in select-
ing the different -rail-way propositions.
Mfy objection to this particular p-roposi-
lion is that the Government, although ex-

ercising a certain degree of judguient in
selecting the line are doing an injustice
to other parts of the State which deserve
better treatment at their hands. It is
all very fine for the Premier to get up and
say, "We are going to take the respon-
sibility." Are the Government the sole
people who have the responsihility of ad-
ministering- the affairs of the State!
Have we, as members of Parliament, to
sit down and not criticise, but rather to
may, "Because the Hon. N. J. Mloore is
Premier nothing must be said against his
policy. Hie is the one great man who
knows Western Australia, and the one
great man whlo has prepared a railway
policy"? I think an hon. member would
receive a very bad time at the hands of
his constituents if be went back and gave
that as an excuse-if he said, "Yes, the
railway should not have been built, bat
the Premier included it in his policy."

The Premier: You have opposed every
One.

Mr. JOHNSON: I have not, and I give
that directly in the teeth of the Premier.
What I have done has been to -up port
-the contention raised this evening by the
member for West Perth, namely that we
want a committee, free from political in-
fluence, before we can get sufficient evi-
dence to julstif y us in voting for or against
this railway proposition. Take the posi-
tion to-night: Can we rote against the
railway on the score of insufficient infor-
mation?9 We -have no more right to vote
against it on the score that we have not
sufficient information than wve have to
vote for it. The course I shall adopt will
be to support the second reading, but
after that stage has been passed I shall
endeavour to have the proposition sub-
mitted to a committee who will thoroughly
go into it and give us a report in the best
interests of the State . irrespective of
whether it suits the Government in
power and their particular supporters. I
do not say that in preparing thme railway
policy the Government are altogether in-
fluenced by the fact that certain bon.
members sit on their side of the House,
or that a proposed railway is to run into
country represented by a member sitting
in Opposition; but there can be no ques-
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tion that, nto matter who sits on those
Treasury benches, they will give greater
consideration to the members sitting be-
hind them, and will view their proposi-
tions -with a great deal more of faviur
than propositions submitted by those hon.
members who are continually opposing the
Administration. It is in a desire to get
aw-ay fromt the difficulties that faced
Victoria in her railway policy that I have
earnestly advocated that these proposi-
tions should he submitted to a committee,
free from all political consideration, so
that Parliament ean get a guarantee that
the line submiutted to the House is the best
possible proposition.

Mr. Seaddan: You could not get that
through a select committee of the House.

[M1r. Daglish took the Chair.]

3Mr. JOHNSON: But the proposal is
that we have a permanent committee to
go into all these questions. The Premier
referred to the report of the committee in
connection with the Norseman line. There
was an illustration! That railway was
proposed to be built by the Government
then in power, hut in order to lay the
-whole information before Parliament
they appointed a board to go into the
question. And the Premier contends to-
night that the report of that hoard would
not justify Parliament in constructing
the railway. But the Government of the
time were convinced that the report of
the board did justify the building of the
railway. There is a difference of opinion
about the question, but in my interpreta-
tion the report did justify Parliament in
constructing that particular railway. Had
we bad a similar board in connection with
these light railway propositions I venture
to assert that quite a number constructed
to-day would not have been constructed,
but other lines in various other por-
tions of the State would have received
first consideration. That is the difficulty.
We do not get submitted to us those rail-
-way propositions which should be sub-
mitted for first consideration, but the
Government try to cram down our
throats that their judgment is the sound
judgment, and that their selected line
should receive first consideration. The
Premier goes on to state that he visited

the district, and that hon. members di
not avail themselves of the opportunityI
go down -to look over this portion ax
other portions of the State. But are w
as mnembers of the House, receiving suf
cient compensation for the services A
render here, and would we do justice
ourselves if we went to any expense
viewing Western Australia, large as it
out of the Parliamentary -salary xve r
ceive? 1 have earnestly appealed to t]
House to raise the Parliamentary salar
and I have based my argument on ti
fact that the members of the House
not know Western Australia, and th
while it can be urged that the goldfOct
representatives do not know the agrici
tural districts to the extent which thl
should know them, it can he said xvi
equal, or even greater force, that the a
ricultural members do not know the gol
fields, which, indeed, many of them ha'
unever seen. Consequently it is true th
members are trying to legislate for Wes
era Australia when they d o not knc
Western Australia. There is only o'
way -of overcoming that difficulty, name]
by compensating them for their servicE
Then memibers will be in a position
visit the various portions of thle State at
do justice to them. Let us increaset
Parliamentary' salary to permit of o
incurring- the expenditure which we won
have to incur in going to these vanQo
centres, and it shall not again be sa
that we do not take the trouble to vi!
the outlying districts. Then the Premi
'wants to know whether we are going
allow the country to stagnate. He ye
tured the assertion once more, that if
bad not been for the present Governme
bringing in the proposal for light agrict
tural railways, Western Australia won
not be in the flourishing condition she
in to-day. I am niot prepared to admit t,
WVes tern Australia is in that flourishii
condition one would like to see her
But I would like to point out thatt
present Government did not introduce t
policy of constructing light agricultut
railways; and I would like, further.
point out that the leader of the Cover
went of which the present Premier wv
Mlinister for Lands, opposed, when lead
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of the Opposition, the very policy the
present Premier is trying to claim aredit
for. In July, 1905, in a criticism of rail-
way propositions, as submitted by the
then Government, 'Mr. Rason, the then
leader of the Opposition, stated :-We
find light railways referred to in the
policy speech, three, or four, or half a
dozen, it does not matter; light agricul-
tural railways in all districts." At that
time the proposition was before the
House; it was contained in the policy
speech, and the then Government pro-
posed to construct light railways. But
they had adopted the very wise course of
submitting to a Royal Commission the
duty of going through the State and in-
quiring as -to whether it would be a safe
policy, and asking that Commission to
get expert advice as to where those agri-
cultural railways should go. Having re-
ceived that, and being convinced that it
was in the best interests of the agricul-
tural community, that Government intro-
duced the policy, and for doing so they
were adversely criticised by Mr. Rason,
the then leader of the Opposition, who,
later on, led these gentlemen who now
claim to have been the initiators of these
light agricultural railways. But not only
did flhe Government of the day pass the
proposition for agricultural railwvays and
were duly criticised for passing it, hut
they actually borrowed the money for the
w'ork and banded it over to the present
Government for the building of these rail-
ways, andi told them where the railways
should go. In this way £060,000 was
handed over to the present Government.
Yet we have the statement repeated that
the present Government are the people
who initiated the policy of light agricul-
tural railways. 1 deny it again, and I
will continue to deny it until the mnem-
berg of the 'Ministry become just enough1
to admit that they took up that policy
as outlined by their predecessom,. This
propos-ition for the Kojonup-Boyup line
does niot deserve the consideration doe to
other lines overlooked by the present Gov-
ernment. There are other railways which
shonld receive prior consideration, but I
arn not going to the extent of voting
against the second reading. merely be-
cause I am of that opinion. I am not

here to say that I have sufficient informna-
tion to justify me in voting against the
Bill; but I am here to say that I am go-
ing to take the responsibility, or a share
of it, for the construction of this line.
I am not going to say that the present,
or any other Government, take the sole
responsibility or that wve ate called upon
as members of the House to accept that
as an excuse and vote for any proposition
that the Government bring down, after-
wards pleading that it w~as the Govern-
ment who were responsible and not our-
selves. It is our responsibility equally
with members sitting on the Treasury
Bench. But I am so far convinced that
the information submitted to the House,
while it does not justify me in voting
against the railway, does not justify me
in voting against a select committee to
make further inquiries into the proposi-
tion. Consequently I will vote for the
second reading, but I sincerely trust that,
instead of going into Committee on the
Bill, we will have a majority in the House
who, if they want fuLrther information on
the question, will support the proposal to
submit the Bill to a select committee for
further inquiry.

Mr. COWCHER (Williams) : I think it
possible, as the member for Guildford
say-s, there are other railways of as much
importance as the -railway proposed in the
Bill before us.

Mr. Johnson: I said "of more import-
anice."

Mr. COWUHER: 'Well, I think there
are others quite as important, hut at the
same time, to be consistent I could not
vote against the second reading of the
Bill. I have travelled over a good deal
of the country-eertainly not over the
whole of it-and I found some of the
finest lands in the State in the locality.
Certainly) there is poor as well as good
land, but there is at large percentage of

god land, and I think the building of the
line is justified, and I intend to vote for
the second readingZ. It has been said by
the member for North Fremantle that the
people of Mobodiarrup have not had con-
sideration. I feel they have been left out
of the question to a certain extent. They
are a. great distance from the proposed
line, and I think they will be a good dis-
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tance from tthe proposed Wagin-Darkan
line. Certainly they are in an awkward
position; but because they are in that posi-
t-ion, it is not for us to oppose this rail-
way because there are other people with
equal claims we have to consider. We
must look at the thing from a broad point
of view, and I am satisfied that if we try
to please everyone in the construction of
a railway we will never have any railway
constructed. I think the Government in
their wisdom propose these railways only
where they are most justified and war-
ranted; they propose them not only in the
interests of the State bumt also i the in-
terests of their reputation; and, after all,
they have to answer for this. I feel that
the construction of this line will be in the
interests of the State. 11 am satisfied there
are -other railways with equal claims, but
if we oppose this railway because there
are other districts with claims equally as
important we would simply deprive these
'people of railway communication. I
therefore support the second reading.

Mr. TAYLOR (Mt. Mfargaret) : After
hearing the willy-willy of the Premier
and the eloquence of members who have
supported this proposal, one naturally em-
harks on a discussion of this sort with
some reluctance. One feels more like sit-
ting in silence than offering any remarks;
hut roy remarks on the second reading
wtill be very brief owing to want of in-
formation on my part. I heard the Mfini-
ster for Works give us a very long and
learned speech as to the progress of the
country, not only from the agricultural
point of view, but from the pastoral, tim-
ber, and mining points of view combined;
and he pointed out how the State was
flourishing, by that means. of course, try-
iioz to lead the House to believe that
these railway lines were the cause of it.
No doubt railway communication, not
e:I!y in Western Australia hut in other
parts of the world, opens up the country
fnd settles it, and gives facilities to -the
people to -reach markets, not only local
miarkets but the world's markets. Though
I shall not oppose the second reading, I
ine:ely support it with the hope that the
Bill will he referred to a select committee,
and then the House will have a thorough

investigation made as to the nced for this
railway against other propositions in the
State that have been outlined and have
had consideration in the Press and by the
people as against this proposition.- If
the Government are so cocksure as to the
instification for this railway they cannot
fear furtiher investigation. As has been
pointedl ant by the member for Kalgoorlie
('Mr. Keeuian), and by previous speakers,
we have no alternative; we must either
accept the railway or reject it; that is the
way the measure is brought down to us;
hot if we had an investigation a select
committee might be able to submit to the
House other proposals of a more deserv-
ing character, and which would be of
greater benefit to the State and to see-
tions of our settlers, who perhaps have
imot that activity in polities to press their
claims hefore -the Chamber. I would be
inconsistent if I said that it was my in-
tention to oppose the seond reading and
support a select committee. I must of
necessity in the first place support the
second reading with the object of having
the Bill submitted to a select committee.
There has been a great deal said in regard
to the attitude of this Government in the
initiation of the construction of light rail-
way lines It has been pointed out by
the member for Guildford (Mir. Johnson),
and Heasard will prove, that -when in op-
position the previous leader of the party
now in power spoke in most disparaging
terms of the lighbt railway system intro-
dUced by the Labour Government.

The Honorary Minister: 'Which rail-
way did he oppose?

Mr. TAYLOR: He opposed certain
light railways to serve settlers. That was
the gentleman, the member for the dock,
I wean -for Fremantle, was pleased to
follow, and with whom he was in accord
as to the condemnation of the Govern-
ment of the day in desiring to give to
s!ettlers of [he country cheap railway
facilities.

The Honorary Mlinister: Who was that?
Mr. TAYLOR: Mr. Rason, whom the

bon. member who has just spoken was
pleased to accept as the authority as to
whether the railway lines should be built
or not. The member for Williams ('Mr.
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Coweher) said that the Government should
accept the responsibility and that they
would build railways in the interests of
their reputation. But I would like to ask
'how much this gentleman in London is
taking of tihe responsibility of opposing
the light railway introduced by the Labour
Gwovernment in 1905, the railway whichi
those hon. members who now grace
the Treasury Bench opposed, and in doing
so followed their leader so blindly, as they
have done ever since he has left.

The Honorary Minister: What light
railwayl

Mr. TAYLOR:- I can read where the
leader of 'the Opposition at that time de-
scribed what was a "reckles gallop."
He described the policy of going into
these light railway lines as a "reckless
gallop" as compared with the policy of
the previous year of "mark time." I
have read in the Press of all these ban-
quels in the agricultural areas, and es-
pecially at the opening of shows and the
opening of railway lines, where 'the Gov-
ernmient inflated their chests -and subo-
gised themselves in taking credit for these
lines. The late Minister for Works, the
present Honorary Minister, would pat -on
the back the member for Northama, the
Honorary Minister of his time, and say
wvhat a good fellow 'lie was and how be
hellied the Government to stimulate the
policy of railway developmuent; and the
present Minister for Works, who was
then Treasurer, we would find doing the
same thin, and there would be a general
smile all round. At the same time we
would find the member for Greenongh
criticising 'that eulogy.

The Attorney General: Oh, no!
M1r. TAYLOR: The member for Green-

011211, now the Attorney General, would
he found criticising 'the 'accuracy of these
statements.

T he Attorney General: That is not so.
The hon. member is not justified in say-
ing that. I have always supported the
policey of building agricultural railways.

Mr. TAYLOR: Before the last jun-
keting. be-fore the hen. member joined
the Ministry, we saw where he had to re-
sort to the Press to protect himself,
where he had to san that his support of
the Governmenvt was with certain reserva-

tions, or words to that effect. It is idle
for the 'hon. member to say be -has wholly
supported them. He is wbolly suppor-t-
ing them now, but; 'his whole support is
of recent date.

The Attorney General: Give instances.
Mr. TAYLOR: They are too numer-

ous- to mention. All one would have to
don would be to resort to JHnsard, to just
take a few moments in the afternoon and
read the speeches of the hon. miember re-
corded in Hanaurd, and hie would not
want any further evidence.

The Attorney General: I ask you to
do so; I know you cannot.

Mir. TAYLOR: It was sufficient for me
to sit and listen to the hon. memiber or to
watch those acrobatic feats without hav-
ing to peruse them again in print. Theare
are certain things I object to doing, and
that is one of them. The hon. member
desires to inflict a task ont me that I am
not, prepared to accept.

The Attorney General: No; you can-
not..-

Mr. TAYLOR: In following up my
remarks T would like to remind the hon.
gentlemen who grace -the Treasury Bench
that so much was their then leader, Mr.
Rason, in opposition to the policy of the
Labour Government in constructing light
rail-way lilies, that he moved a vote of
censure, and in Hansard we will find the
wording of it. The whole tenor of the
speech delivered in opposition to the La-
bour Government was on account of the
recklessness of its leader as to his policy
in this regard. Th'lere is no desire, so
far as I am concerned, to oppose the
second reading of this Bill, but I merely
support it because it is absolutely neces-
sary that 'we should h-ave some further
evidence as to the jusftification for this
proposal -as against others. Then the
House will be in a position to say, "We
will not accept this line, burt we will ac-
cipt a more dleserving- line!' If we do
not have a select committee we ,have either
to accept the line or reject it. and some
section of the people will be without rail-
way comminication. If we have the al-
ternative proposals wre will 'be able to
give the most deserving people of the
Stute. thbat facility which I em sure the
House is at all times anxious and willing
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to give; and the Government can have
nothing to fear. One naturally fears in-
vestigation when one is frightened of his
ground. The Premier waxed eloquent
to-night. Once I was rather frightened
bie was coming across to bulldoze us and
make us accept the conditions which were
presented to us -by the Minister for Works;
but fortunately he cooled down somewhat,
and we settled into a calmer atmosphere.
All that bluster, bluff, and bounce will not
justify the railway, nor will it frighten
members into supporting a proposition to
carry the line through Committee without
a select comm ittee first being appointed
to go into the question. We know of other
railways which should be constructed.
There are two other propositions before
us, and all the evidence put forward is
that furnished by the Government with
the object of justifying the construction
of the works they have mentioned. The
Government rightly do that. I do not
say they do it with an ulterior motive, but
they are anxious to carry the work
through, and they put forward their best
arguments to support that line. That is
what the evidence is collected for. The
member for Murray, who has had
experience of railway construction,
and considerable knowledge of railway
work, owing to the position he held
as Commissioner for Railways, put
forward to mny mind a fair, a business-
like proposition. He objected to the
gtrade of I. in 40 and said that 1 in
60 would be better, and that the expense
would not be any greater. Also he re-
ferred to the absolute necessity of having
a broader type of sleeper. I think his
idea was to have a sleeper 9 by 41/ instead
of one 8 by 4. He indicated that the
sleepers should be bigger and longer so
thiat they would be able to earry the
weight if heavy loads were required. The
Premier said the sleepers could he re-
placed if the traffic wvarr-anted it. All
memibers know the expense of re-sleeper-
in, a railway line. The reply made by the
Premier to the member for Murray shows
that when a man of experience dare to
venture a suggestion the Premier gets
excited and I am sure the member for
Murray, had be beea in his place, would

have turned to the Chair for protection.
At the same time I know that the Prem-
ier intends to try and carry out the policy
of the Government in spite of the Rouse,
in spite of everything. This is all very
fine, and is successful while the Premier
has support behind him to do it with,
but he must remember that his support is
not so strong now as it was three years
ago; it is weakening.

Mr. Monger: No, it is not.
Mr. TAYLOR :The Minister for

Works smiles, but it is a smile more of
Lear than of pleasure. The member for
York denies the imputation, but he is safe
for he will come back every time. York
only wants one representative, andi they
have him. Elections do not make any
difference so far as York is concerned,
and while they have the member for anti-
Federation that satisfies them.

Mr. Underwood: The member for DaI-
gety.

Mr. TAYLOR : Reference is being
made to Oalgety.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The mem-
ber is wandering somewhat from the ques-
tion.

'Ar. TAYLOR: I hope members will
pass the second reading of the Bill with
the object of getting into Committee on
it. If there is no chance of a select comn-
mittee being appointed to consider the
Bill further there is I believe a possible
chance of much explanation being required
from the 'Minister in the Committee stage
of the Bill. I do not think members will
accept the off-hand general statements
made by the Premier and the Minister for
Works. The Premier said a few words
in favour of the Bill, made a fewv obser-
vations as to what the country is like, and
as to the value of the country generally,
but they were no more than general state-
ments that could be mcd2, abiout any part
of Western Australia. The same state-
ments have been made about every other
line. The route has not been discussed,
the Premier has not placed any deserving
line side by side with the present pro-
posal in order to let the House say which
would be the more suitable to the State
and in the best interests of the country.
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(Air. Speaker resumed the Chair.]

The 'MINISTER FOR WORKS (in
reply) : There are only a few remarks
made by speakers in connection with the
second read iti, of this measure to which I
wish to reply, and it will not take many
minutes to do so. In the first place I
find that the most opposition to the mess-
tire is on the part of those Who claim that
such works should be tbe subject of in-
quity either by a public works board or
by a Eelect committee. In the preset in-
stance a select committee is suggested. I
want to point out that the work of a select
committee is not alwvays an advantage
when Considering public works of this de-
scription. if members are genuine in
their expressions of opinion that this rail-
way should he submitted to a select com-
mittee for inquiry then to carry out the
principle those members must support
select committees being app~ointed to con-
sider the other two lines as well.

Mr. Taylor: There is nothing wrong in
that.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: If
that is the desire of members then there
is no chance of any railway construction
as far as this session is concerned. No
select committee could inquire into pro-
posals and bring a report down within
the time the House is sitting, even if we
sit after the new year. In that short time
they could not possibly give us inforina-
tion that would he of any value. Mem-
bers say that this committee should travel
through the country and examine all the
residents and selectors. Well, as they will
have to exanine some 600 selectors along
this line alone, and take expert evidence
as well what is going to be the position?

Mrf. O'Log-blen: That is misrepresenta-
tion.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I
resent that. The members know very
well it is not misrepresentation. There
would be no report and the committee
would have to become a Royal Commis-
sion, and no report from that Commnis-
sion would be received for 12 months at
the very least. I am happy in the thought
gathered from the speech of the member
for Mount Margaret that all menmbers of
the House are in accord in regard to this

principle of agricultural railways. It
appears that the member and his collea-
gues who preceded this and the previous
Government had agricultural development
in their minds. From what that member
has said. it appears that the scheme was
included in the four corners of the policy
speech, or the Governor's speech, or some
speech dictated by the then Premier on
behalf of his Government. That being
so the member cannot find fault with
those who have carried out the policy of
which he was so much in favour. We are
surely justified in asking for some credit
for not only having spoken about ag-ri-
cultural railways, but for having1 actually
constructed them so that we might have
the great development that has arisen in
consequence of carrying out the work.

Mr. Taylor: You opposed the principle
then.

The MIfNISTER FOR WORKS: All
members are now in accord with the
policy which we have carried out, no
matter what individual members said five
years ago. I do not know what T said
then, but I think it must have been all
right or the bon. member would have
quoted me.

Mr. Collier: You are very cAreftii, and
you are the only Minister they do not
quote Hansard against.

The -MINISTER FOR WORKS: I
thank the member for drawing attention
to it, for it shows my consistency.

Mr. Scaddan: You have gone up six-
pence a day in the last five years.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Well
that is more than the hon. member has
done. The only question we have to con-
sider is whether this railway proposition
is justified or not. Notwithstanding the
complaints that have been made by dif-
ferent speakers as to lack of informa-
tion, which I may remark in passing is
always one of the complaints of those
who do not wish to be convinced or those
who do not wish to understand-

Mr. O'Loghlen: 'That is not fair.
The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Any-

one who is opposed to a scheme will re-
fuse to be convinced by arguments put
forward by a Minister, and anyone who
makes up his mind that a work is not
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warranted says there is not sufficient in-
formation given by the member of the
Government, or at all events not sufficient;
information to satisfy him to suoport the
Bill. I gave all the information, both
printed and oral, that has ever been given
in introducing measures of this descrip-
tion. If members who did not hear my
speech read the Hlansard report, theyxwill
be convinced that all the information they
could ask for was snpplied. Members
have not said where that information is
lacking. There has been a general Comn-
plaint, but members do not say "You
have not told us about this portion of the
dihriet; what the district will do in this
direction so far as the crops are con-
cerned; you have not given us informa-
tion as to the possibilities in certain agri-
cultural directions or the number of acres
that will be available for selection." There
is not' one definite complaint. Members
talk about generalisiiig, but every main-
her wvho has opposed the construction of
the line has generalised in his criticism and
attack. I am glad to admit at once that
there may he other railway lines equally
as important as this proposition. .( do
not know- of them at the present time,
lbut is it any reason why we shonld delay
the construction of this rail way that there
are others which may prove equally as
important or more important hlan his
one in the futurel I hope there will be
scores of railways equally as important.
We have had some notified already by the
Premier in introducing the Loan Esti-
mates. We think those lines are justified
in receiving almost immediate attention
so soon as there is snfficient information
to enable them to be brought forward. We
cannot, however, construct all of them
together. We must single some out, and
to the best of our judgment wve have done
so. We must take the responsibility of
putting before Parliament those works
which wve consider should receive the
earliest consideration. Surely as the Gov-
erment take the responsibility for !Lgis-
lation as to the finances of the State they
should take the responsibility with regard
to the public works policy.

Mr. Bath: The Government do not
tae the responsibility.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: 'Pney
take the responsibility of introducing the
public works policy.

'Mr. Bath: Parliament and the tax-
payers take the responsibility.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: That
is quibbling with terms. The taxpayer
has to pay, but he does not take the
direct responsibility. This House or a
ma ,jority which carries the measures sub-
mitted takes the responsibility. The Gov-
erment must take the responsibility of
Iiitiating the policy, otherwise we r;ould
soon have members finding fault on that
score, and saying that we are not fit ta
occupy our positions.

Mr. George: How much does the re-
sponsibility amount to?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: A
huge responsibility. It amonnts to a re-
moval and substitution of some other
form of Government. That is what the
responsibility can amount to. We are
standing here in the same position as is
every Governmeiit in any other part of
the British Empire to answer for our
policy of administration, and as soon as
this House is convinced that they have
not further confidence in our administra-
It.ve policy, they will say that some other
people should be put into our position to
earry on the affairs of the State. I
would like to say a fewv words in reply
to the remarks of the leader of the Op-
position. I do not take any particular
exception to his remarks, but I want to
point out that he misread the fig-ures
given to me by the Lands Department.
The acreage of classified land, I under-
stand by consultation with my eolleague
the Minister for Lands, refers to the
land classified at the present time. It is
not all classified, and therefore, has not
a proportionate resemblance to the total
amount. of pastoral and agricultural lands
available in thme district. What I mean
to say is that only a portion of the land
is classified, and you cannot make the
figures appear proportionate with the
total amount available in the area. On
the other hand, the question of the qual-
itv of the land generally as mentioned by
me is quite accurate as far as the infor-
mation of the Lands Deuartment can go.
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There is 40 per cent. of the land which
may, be considered first-class; 40 per
cent, second-class, as we understand it;
and 20 per cent., which may be considered
third-class. That being so, I do not think
that if we travel over The length and
breadth of this country in any direction,
we will find any district which will give
a better percentage of good land, and
laud which will prove profitable for set-
tlement. I am daid indeed that the mem-
liet for Kalgoorlie has been good enough
to siy that lie was afra id to challenge the
quality of the land or any of my state-
ments. He said that hbe had not sufficient
knowledge on the matter to (10 so, but he
argued that hbe wanted this Committee.
Of course every hon. member is entitled
-to his opinion in that direction. The
member for West Perth also thinks the
Committee is a proper thing. I do not
think these committees have 'been the suce-
cess elsewhere that some hon. members
seem to think. We are all apt to adopt
someting because it has been inaugurated
in some other country, without inquiry
as to whetber the results have been equally
beneficial. I am not sufficiently au fait
with what bas occurred elsewhere to say
definitely why these public works com-
mittees 'have not been as successful as
they ought to have been. I have heard
on more 'than one occasion in conversa
tion with gentlemen who are acquainted
with New South Wales that the Public
W~orks Committee in that State was not
considered as satisfactory as hon. mem-
bers in the House appear to think.

Mr. Bath: They still stick to it.
Mr. Walker: But there is a great dif-

ference -between a standing puldic works
committee and a select committee.

The MINWISTER FOR WORKS: I
quite admit that the member for Kan-
ow-na is perfectly correct. I am simply
stating what I heard and I am not quite
sure whether the leader of the Opposition
did not also hear something in that direc-
tion when we were 'at the Melbourne con-
ference together. We had" conversations
with some gentlemen from New South
Wales, and the impression I got was that
in that State they were not satisfied with
the work of the Committee; hut the hon.
member for Kanowna has hit the nail on

the head by stating that even if it were
satisfactory, there is -a vast difference be-
twveen a select committee of the House
and a standing public works committee.
I have already pointed out to-nlight that
the appointment of the committee can
only mean hanging uip the construction of
the railway for twelve months. We can-
not get the report iii the necessary time,
and we certainly cannot get any further
information than that which has been
placed before the House on this occasion.

Question put and pasimed.
Bill read a second tinie.

To refer to Select Committee.

Mr. BATH (Brown Hill) in moving
that the Bill be referred to a select corn-
inittee said: I wish to take emphatic e-
caption to the remarks of the Premier
when he indulged in heroics a few minutes
ago, and declared that the Government
had to take the responsibility and were
prepared to take all responsibility. What
is Parliament for? Tf the view of the
Premier is correct we might as well have
a bureaucracy running the State, and
Parliament dispensed with altogether. The
Government to a large extent take a r-es-
ponsibility when at some banquet or func-
tion they promise these railways, but Par-
liament has to take the responsibility
afterwards, and so has the taxpayer, and
at present the taxpayers have to take the
responsibility to the extent of £7,000
which represents the loss on these rail-
ways which have already been constructed.
The Premier said, "Can hon. members
point to one railwayv which they can say
*has been a failure ?" We cannot say
that they have been a failure, but can the
Government point to more than two which
they can say have been successes. The
Premier quoted two railways upon which
a profit has been made during the past
twelve months, the mining railway from
Coolgardie to Widgiemooltha and the
timber railway from Donnybrook to Boy-
up. We have to remember that the rail-
way from Donnybrook to Boyup is a tim-
ber railway, or, at least, the bulk of the
traffic at the present time, which makes
it a remunerative proposition, is timber
traffic; and on the authority of te
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Minister for WYorks himself they have
not timber available for the sleepers re-
quired for the extension from Boyup to
Kojonup.

The Minister for Works: What is the
Widgiemooltha, line?

Mr. BATH: There is a little firewood
on the Norseman to Widgiemooltha line,
but it is not the firewood traffic which is
making it pay.

The Minister for Works: There is a
lot of firewood there.

Mr. BATH : But it is not the firewood
traffic that makes that line profitable.
The Premier has recommended this as an
agricultural line, and in tirying to point
out that they have been successful he
quotes two, out of the nine wvhicA are pay-
iug. On the other band, there is a loss
on all these and no member can say they
are either a failure or a success. We
have to wait for the future to determine
whether these railways wvill be successful.

The Attorney General: You surely are
not afraid about the future of these rail-
ways; have you no confidence in the
State?

Mr. BATH: I am not saying 'whether
I have confidence in the future or not.
The hon. gentleman is very anxious to
put words into my mouth which I have
not said. It is a pity that the lion. gen-
tleman was nut so particular about what
he said in the past, -and what be says at
the present time. I am not saying what
the railways witl prove to he in the fut-
tare. I am saying that the Premier was
absolutely wrong, and went to the extent
of misleading- the Opposition when he
said that these railways had been a suc-
cess. At the present time they ame not
a success; we must wait for the future
for that. So long as the taxpayer is
called upon to pay for the loss on these

riays they cannot be regarded a
success. They will be successful from the
moment 'that they relieve the taxpa Iyer of
any burden in contributing what is not
provided by the traffic. The Mtinister for
Works said that a select committee could
not report upon these railways, because
they would not be able to examine the
600 residents along the line. I say it is
absohl'ey distorting what was said by

bon. members when the Minister makes
it appear that the select committee would
have to examine all these residents. No
one would make such alI absurd proposal.
The select committee could examine some
of those settlers who have been there a
considerable time, and who bave a know-
ledge of the district, and what is more,
members of the Committee from the very
fact of going over the route, would have
an opp)ortunity of seeing the country for
themselves. The Minister himself has
only made general statements as to the
quality of the land, and in view of the
conflicting statements made with regardl
to this area hon. members if they bad the
report of a committee appointed by this
House. would have the opportunity of
securing- first-hand evidence, and the evi-
dence of meii which members of this
House eould trust.

The Minister for Works: How long
would it take the Committee to go over
this line?

Mr. BATH: Not a very great while.
The Minister for Works: How many

are competent to form a better conclu-
sion than the officers of the Lands fle-
partmentT

Mr. BATH: There are as many corn-
petent. to arrive at a conclusion as the
Minister for Works.

The Mfinister for Works: I said offi-
cers of the Lands Depiartment.

Mr. BATH: The officers of the Lands
Department have made some fatal mis-
takes in the past,

The Minister for Works; Can you
nanie them? 9

Mr. BATH: Yes; heaps of them, and
they 'have formed the subject of criticism
and comment in this House, and even
formed the subject of inquiry by speci-
ally appointed officers. Under the cir-
cumstanees I have described I. beg to
move-

That the Bill be referred to a select
commit tee.

Mr. KEENAN (Kalgoorlie) : In the
course of my remarks earlier in the even-
ing I stated that it was expedient in con-
nection with measures of this charaeter
and public works of a large magnitude,
particularly railways, they should be re-
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ferred to some committee before they are
-dealt with by the House. I would not
have again said anything had it not been
for the reference which was made
by the Premier to a speech de-
livered by myself in this House
some three years ago- on the question of
the Donnybrook to Preston railway. If
any other member had referred to that
speech he might have been justified in
pointing out that on that occasion I had
opposed an amendment to refer -that Bill
to a committee of experts, not a select
committee, He might; have .been
justified because lie would heve beern
ignorant of the fact that when one
is a member of a Ministry and holds
certain opinions, those opinions are
not threshed out9 on the floor of the
House but are threshed out in Cabinet.
And when one comes to the House
one comes as a part of the Government
as &, whole, and has to defend, in many
instances, that which one has differed
from in the strongest possible terms in
-another place. If there is any member
of the House who ought to know that
thoroughly it is the Premier ; and if
he does know that-, the only question
he had the right to ask himself was
whether, when we were in Melbourne
together, it was not then discussed as
being a most advisable change from the
system hitherto carried out in the State
that we should have a public works
-committee, and that all public works
should be referred to the committee,
-and whether be was not then, as I was,
most favourably impressed with the
proposal which had been found advan-
tageous in the Eastern. States. If he
was aware of that fact, as he musst have
been, hie must have made himself deliber-
ately blind to that knowledge when he
referred to that speech, a speech I was
forced to make to defend the Govern-
ment's position, and such as any hon.
member who becomes a member of a
Ministry will. find himself forced to make,
perhaps, on frequent occasions. He
should not have referred to that speech
with the particular knowledge in his
possession. It is, to say the least of it,
a matter which cannot be characterised
as anything but distinctly ungenerous.

And it was the more so, considering did
speech I delivered on the second weading
of this Bill ; because in that speech I did
nothing but deal with principles at stake,
and did nothing I might well have done
had I chosen to exhibit any bitterness,
to have criticised a proposal which pre-
sents many features open to criticism,
features which do not commend them-
selves to me. There is only one other
word more which I will add of a personal
character, and it is this: When I have
left politics, and when one comes to
sum up all that may be stated to my
discredit, at least it cannot evcr be said
that I have not been more than generous
to those who were my colleagues and
whom I was obliged f or certain reasons
to leave, and to none have I been more
generous than to the Premier. I will
now deal very shortly with the motion
moved by the leader of the Opposition.
Personally, I would far more favour a
public works committee than a select
committee. I admit there are obvious
reasons why a %elect committee would be
deficient in the means. and time at their
disposai to carry cut their duties to a
proper and full extent. But I am pie-
pared to support this motion. not because
I1 think this form is the best form, bitt,
because, if a motion of this character
is carried it will mean that all public
works of the future will have to be
referred to a committee before any
Government could bring them down
to the House with any hope of their accE p
tance. It will mean that we put our
foot down and say that a change must
be made and I am prepared to support
this motion for a change that should be
made. If it could for a moment be
said that the prorogation of Parliament
must be reached before Christmas, and
that there is no possible chance of Par-
liament sitting after Christmas, there
might be some argument for rushing
these measures through. In the first
Parliament of which Mr. Rason was
Premier, many measures were rushed
through on that ground alone. This
very Bill for the Katanning-Kojonup
line was passed under conditions of that
character. But surely we are not asked
to repeat an experiment only justified
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by peculiar circumstances of the time.
If time be necessary for the consideration
of these measures there can be no valid
reason why this Parliament should not
come back to do this work properly
after Christmas. And if it were to come
back after Christmas, there can 16 no
valid reason whya select committee should
not, to some limited extent, carry out
the proper duty of investigation of
proposals of this character, and lay
before the House some reasoning by
which we can reconcile the proposal
with our own conscience, and not merely
be content to swallow it as part of the
Public Works policy.

The PREMIER (Hon. N. S. Msoore):
I have listened to the member for Kal-
goorlie, and 1 would like to take this
opportunity of saying that my remarks
were not intended to be ungenerous
in any way. I was simply quoting an
extract which I considered a logical
argument against the appointment of a
committee, and J was in noway endeavour-
ing to show that the hon. member is in-
consistent. I wish to disabuse his mind
of that at any rate. It was with no
idea of being ungenerous in any way,
but I thought the facts quoted
constituted a. sufficiently sound argu-
ment against the appointment of
the select committee. I do not wish
to repeat myself in connection with this
matter, but it stands to reason that it
would be absolutely impossible for a
select committee to deal with these various
matters and report to the House-that is,
if their investigation is to be worthy of
the name. I do not know whether hon.
members who might be appointed to
the Committee would be prepared to
spend a few weeks in making the in-
quiries necessary before their report
could be of any value to the House;
that is the point to which hon. members
should give consideration. If it is felt
desirable to have a select comm-ittee
in connection with these railway pro-
posals, it is to be regretted that some
motion. was not brought forward earlier
in the session, so that the various pro-
posals might hare been made the subject
,of inquiry by the select committee.

Mr. Taylor. We acted as soon a.s we
could once the Bills were brought down.

The PREMAIER: There was nothing
to stop an earlier motion. As a mnatter
of fact these very three railway Bills
were outlined in the Governor's Speech
as measures to be dealt with.

'Mr. Bath:- That shows there is no
reason why the Bills should not Lhave
been here in the early part Of the seSion.

The PREMIER: It was necessary
that information should be obtained in
connection with this matter, and that
information has been obtained and put
concisely into reports, which the Minister
for Works has placed before the House.
This information is the result of in-
spections made by officers of the depart-
mnent. \

'Mr. Taylor: Then you must have
decided upon the railways iii your
policy speech without any information.

The PREMIER: I decided upon
them from the information I possessed.
Further information has beetn obtained
by the officers with a view to supptrng
the case before the House. Somebody
must make a start and decide where it
is desirable that a railway should be
constructed, otherwise there wvould be
nothing to rejport upon. 'rho policy
of Government railway construction as
outlined before the last general elect innss
included the Goomialling-Wongan line,
the Boyup-Kojonup line, the Wagin-
Darkan line, the Dowerin extension,
the Narrogin-Wickepin line to the East-
ern railway, and various other railways.
So membe rs of the House were perfectly
aware of what the Government proposed
in regard to these railways. As I
say, the U ovenrunent certainly decided
that it was in the best interests nf the
State these railways should be brought
down, and any information since obtained
has been obtained with a view of sup-
porting the proposals of the Government.

Mr. WALKER (Kanowna) : Since I
have had the honour of sitting i this
House I have advocated on every possible
occasion the establishment of a standing
public works committee. sitting con-
stantly for the purpose of investigating
all public works of importance, and
making their recommendation-i upon
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them to the Government. But that is a
very different proposal from the one made
to-night. One is a part of the consti-
tutional machinery of the Government
itself, and the other is a direct vote of
censure upon the Ministry.

Mr. Scaddan: They would not accept
it as such.

Mr. WALKER: If that be so, public
life is getting into a lamentable state. If
it be not taking government out of thle
hands of the representatives, what is it ?
If it is not an asservation that they are
not able to declare their policy, what is
it ? That this House cannot trust them
to recomnmend a railway.

Mr. Scaddan: You ought to vote for it.
Mr. WALKER: Because it is a no-

confidence motion ?-No, not necessarily.
1 ought to vote for it if I do not believe
in the justice of the line; but I cannot
vote for this means of satisfying the House
as to the value, or otherwise, of that line.
I cannot vote for the method of investi-
gating these great public undertakings.
Is there one member in this House who
believes that a select committee, on the
spur of the moment, appointed by pos-
sibly the passions of the hour, can be
trusted to do work of responsible Govern-
ment ? Is that the way in which the
Government of the country is to be con-
ducted in the future ? Are we setting
thle precedent now? If this is submitted.
what other item of the Goverrnent's
policy should not be equally submitted
to a select committee ; what proposal
brought forward by a Government of any
importance at all but should be at once
taken out of the hands of the Govern-
ment and relegated to a select com-
mittee?

Mr. Holman: Why not, if the House
thinks so?

Mr. WALKER: Undoubtedly, if the
House thinks so, but what of responsible
Government then ?

Mr. Holman: Do not worry about them.
Mr. WALKER: T amn not worrying

about them) but I want to know if this
kind of Government is to be submitted
instead of Responsible Government. Is
tbis the change we are to start to-night--
to relegate everything to a select corn-
mittee before it is decided upon, before

action is taken ? What is the fus
about ? Fifty miles of railway !Here
is a railway going in this direction and a
railway in that direction. There is a gap
between them ; it is desired to fill it up,
and all this is over that space.

Mr. Holman: There is a gap onl tho
Caves-road ; why not fill that up ?

Mr. WALKER: I do not see the a1'pli-
cation of the hon. member's inter-
jection. If the hon. member can pro-
duce arguments against this railway, if
he can show that the railway is a corrupt
railway, if he can show that it is an un-
wise railway, if he can show that it is anl
unjustifiable railway ; then, in the namne
of common sense bring forward the facts,
and let us know ;but this vague suspicion
this vague statement that it is not the
best railway that could be constructed,
and to block it on that ground, is not the
conduct of sensible or business men. That
is what the hon. member is doing. What
is the argument presented to-night?
"E We believe in spur lines ; we believe in
light railway lines ;that is our policy;
here is a railway line ; it is our policy ;
we w'ill vote for the second reading of it;
but because somewhere in the State there
might be a better line, we will not have
it.,-"

Mr. Taylor: That is not the argument.
Mr. WALKER: That is the argument-

I am putting the argument as it has been
presented.

Mr. Taylor: No fear
Mr. WALKER: Undoubtedly. Whiat

argument has the hon. member adduced
against this line ? Can he show it is not
justified, canl he bring one fact forward
that it is a line that should not be built?
If it is a corrupt railway, then in the
name of common sense let him bring
forward his charge and his challenge.

Mr. Taylor: There is no necessity.
Mr. WALKER: Are we children ?
Mr. George: It is not alleged it is

corrupt ; it is simply that there is nn~t
sufficient information on which member*i
can form a judgment.

Mr. WALKER: Because members are'
ignorant the country must stand still ?
Is that the argument now ? Is that the
argument, that because men are ignorant
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if the nature of the country no further
steps should be taken.

Mr. George :No.
Mr. WALKER: Then what is the

argument ? I would be pleased to listen
to the argument. What is the object ?

Mr. Underwood: We know exactly the
object, do not wvorry.

Mr. WALKER: Then, let the lion.
member take the house into his con-
fidence. I am anxious to know; because if
I believed this railway was a corrupt rail-
way, or a wrong railway, or a railway that
was going to do injustice to any part of
the State, or wrong to anybody, I would
have voted against the second reading
and would have fought it tooth and nail
at every stage and step and argued
against it.

Mr. Scaddan: How can you decide that
without further evidence?

Mr. WALKER: What evidence does
the lion. member mean ? If the select
committee does not get enough evidence
to satisfy me, am I to come forward and
say I want a Royal Commission, or
another committee ?

Mr. Angwin : That was done on one end
of the line. and then they wanted a Royal
Commission.

Mr. WALKER: I admit Royal Comn-
mssions may be valuable and necessary
at times, and select committees at times,
but we should know where to stop.
Select committees do not always obtain
the information necessary. Select com-
mittees, by virtue of the fact that they
are voluntary, do not always give the
best services in ascertaining the facts
or in the presentation of the facts they
ascertain. I am in favour of a standing
works committee, because on that the men
are paid, and it is their duty to attend,
and they are under the obligation of re-
turning services for the fees credited to
them. I am only opposing this way of
dealing with important public works at
the end of the session.

Mr. George: Why are they not intro-
duced earlier?

Mr. WALKER: I am not the Govern-
ment in that respect, but I will say this,
that these measures have been known all
the time, and I think there is a little bit of

obligation placed upon members as wel
as upon the Government.

Mr. George: What could have been
done ?

Mr. WALKER: The lion. member
could have made some inquiries if hie
desired.

M.George: But we could not do any-
thing until the Bill was introduced.

Mr. WALKER: The hion. member
could have come forward with some facts,
some knowledge or some substance. It is
no good now to oppose apublic measture
on the ground that there are other public
measures demanding attention. That is
not a 4olid reason. We want to know
what there is against this railway that
we are not to proceed with it at Once.

Mr. George: I want 9in. x 41in.
sleepers, and a one in 60 grade.

Air. WALKER: That is a matter that
can be dealt with in Committee. There
have been facts voiced in favour of the
matter; undoubtedly there have been. A
very essential one to my mind is the fact
that men have settled in this district on
an understanding, on a sort of faith pre-
sented through the speeches of the
Government as part of the Glovernment
policy-they have settled there and im-
proved the land with the expectation of a
railway ultimately reaching them.

Mr. 0' Loghlen: That applies to nearly
all the State.

Mr. WALKER: Not to all the State.
There have not been definite proposals.

Mr. Taylor: Every settler hopes for it.
Mr. WALKER: Let us hope so, be-

cause if so, it would stimulate the con-
tinuation of this policy of which this to-
might is only a fraction. I am such an
ardent believer in the benefits that would
accrue from railway construction that I
admit it would take little to convince me
of the value of this line in connecting two
spur lines and making them a loop line,
mj joining two great trunks ; because what
rivers and canals are to other countries
of the world, so roads and railways will
be to this great State of Western Aus-
tralia.

The Minister for Works: Hear. hear!
Mrt. WALKER: We need these high-

roads ; and our country will be a desert,
so to speak, until we get these railways.
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If we cannot build them all at once, if we
cannot at once undertake the construc-
tion of all that are necessary and that
must in due course came, are we to stop
and say that we will do none, we will so-
coznplish nothing ? Here is a chance of
saying that we believe in our policy. It
is the opportunity now, and now to-night,
I intend to take it ; and if I believed that
any possible good could come by this
method, this new method of governing,
of taking the acts for which the Govern-
ment are responsible out of their hands
and relegating them to select committees,
1 would vote for it; but I believe in
making the Government take their full
share of responsibility. If this railway
is right they deserve the credit of it; if it
is wrong, it is the duty of the Opposition,
and all who disagree with the Govern.
meat, to show themn the wrong and to
challenge them, and to put them out of
office in a straightforward manner. Give
the Government a direct challenge!1 If
the railway is wrong to the country, if
the Government are fadling in the dis-
charge of their duty by proposing it, as
men let us face the Governiment and vote
against them on the direct issue.

Mr GEORGE (Murray): The speech
of the hon. member is certainly one
that no doubt has excited a considerable
amount of interest in all parts of the
House. I can forgive his fervour and
what I believe is his sincerity. He says
if this motion for a select committee is
passed, practically everything the Govern-
ment may do cannot escape a select
committee. The hon. member seems to
forget-il he wil allow me to put it in
that 'way-that there does come a time
in the history of Parliament, as it comes
in the history of us all, when there is
what is called a parting of the ways ;
and it seems to me, with a memory of
something like the last 15 years in Par-
liamentary matters, even with an inter-
regnumn, that there has come a time
when the old policy and principle of
the Government introducing a Bill dealing
with loan moneys at the fag end of
the session has got to end. The Premier
told us that in his policy speech he
indicated certain railways that were
going to be made. That argues that

the hon. gentleman was possessed of'
certain information to enable him to
arrive at the conclusion as to what his
policy should be. If that was so, then,
where is the reason why these Bills
were not introduced in the early part
of the session ? Why should they be
brought in at the fag end of the session
when practically hon. members are told
that unless they accept these propositions
they are passing a vote of no-confidence
in the Government, that it means choosing
between hon. members' loyalty to the
Government or their duty to the country 7
Now, I am loyal to the Government
because I believe the Governent of
the State are honestly trying to do
their duty. I have no benefits for which
to thank them. It is simply a matter-
of ranging one's self upon the side to which
one's feelings more particularly lie.
But because I sit on the Government side-
side of the House and give to the Govern-
ment what I told my electors I would
give, a generous support, it is no reason
why I should be blinded to any faults
the Government may possess, or that I
should for a single moment forget what
I think is my duty to the State. I
admit that if a select committee is ap-
pointed we relieve the Government from
any action taken, we relieve them of
any responsibility they may have ;
but, after all, as I interjected-what
is the responsibility of the Government,
what can we do with them ? We can
simply turn them out of office, and that
ends it. Have we not in our experience
known matters that have taken place in
connection with Governments of this
State, for which if the men were here
to-day we would pillory them, or perhaps
more than that, make them responsible
in a stronger way ? But we know in the
experience of life what follows after
all is that as a rule it takes four or five
years for matters of this sort to comar
thoroughly forward, and after they
do where are the men to hold them to
their responsibility and to pin them down
to the positions they took up ? We have
only to go into the refreshment room and
cast our eyes on the photographs of
members who have graced this Chamber
during the last 20 years, and to take ther
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number of members in the House tn-day.
and how many will we find who were
here five or six years ago to call some
of the older members to account ? It
is all nonsense to talk of the responsibility
of the Government as if we could deal
with them as if they had committed any
malversation of funds. I do not know if
there is a member of the House who
desires to retard the progress of the State.
I will not yield to any member on the
Treasury Bench in my belief as to the
State's possibilities. I have put my
money into it. I could have left the
State two years ago ; but I have faith
in Western Australia, it is good enough
for mue and my children ;and I will not
have anyone accusing tue of being disloyal
to it because I choose to differ from
the Government. The member for lia-
nowna, has asked Cani wve show anything
corrupt. There has been no intention
of suggesting that the Government or
any member of it has been corrupt in
this matter, or is likely to be corrupt in it.
I have not heard any members suggest
that Ministers or any friends of theirs
are interested in an acre of ground, or
that sort of thing. What J gather
from the tone of the debate is the feeling
that, having gone on with this railway
policy, we would like to go further,
but we feel we have reached a stage when
we should stop to consider whether we
should go blindly in connection with the
matter arty further. Although I have
not been along this route, 1 told the
House earlier to-day that as a railway
man with some experience of managing
railways, and with a fairly large ex-
perience of constructing them, seeing
that I have been at it nearly all my
life, I be 'leved the joining of these two
lines should be done, and that I was
prepared to vote for a Hill for the con-
necting of these two lines. Had it been
placed before me prior to the building
of the two sections. one from the Katan-
ning end and the other from the opposite
end, I should have required to give it
more consideration, but as we have gone
so far I am prepared to support the
continuation of the line as that is the
corret thing ; but I find myself in this
position with regard to the three rail-

ways before us: I have not a single acr
of land there, nor have any of my friends
so far as I know, but I am told that, in
connection with one of the other two
tines suggested, if it follows the route,
proposed it will serve three or four
people, whereas 50 or 60 persons who
have been induced to take up land on the
other side of the range will be left out in
the cold. I voted for this railway. and
I want to see it go through, but I am
compelled to vote for the select com-
mittee on this line otherwise I would
not be able to get a select committee for
a line which, if I am correctly informed,
will be a public wrong if built. Surely
the Premier, a man we all like and respect,
and whom every man would defend
strongly if anything wrong or despicable
were suggested against him, should
see the matter in a different light from
that indicated by his speech. If there
is a difficulty against any Minister and
the Premier comes in and gives his word,
the House takes it. We like and respect,
and I may say, love the man, but even
so one must not be blind wheajudgment
says there is something suggested which
needs further information. I was grieved
that the Premier should have taken the
matter in the way he did. If I had the
respect of the House such as the Premier
has, I would be proud of it, and however
high his position is, and even may be
higher, and no one would deny it him,
he might accept criticism from members
when their duty to the country compels
them to make it. The Premier said
he had indicated earlier in the session
where the railways were to go and one
member asked why the question of a
select committee was not raised earlier.
My reply to that is that we Could not
raise the question until the Hills were
down. We have to wait here until
the Government bring down their Bills
and place information before us, and then
on that information, if it is not satis-
factory, we can take a stand. The mere
mention in the Governor's Speech of
a railway passing from point to point
does not indicate anything upon which
a man can form his judgment. The
Jine is not always as straight as it appears
to be on a plan, and it is often found that
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instead of going straight it goes a good
way round. Take for instance the
Dowerin-Merredin railway. The mere
fact that the line is to go between these
two points does not show the route it
has to follow, but simply indicates that
the line will run east. Let the Premier
consider for a moment and he will see
he is not reasonable in expecting members
to discuss a railway simply because he
says it is going from A to Z. Members
are supposed to occupy this Chamber
for the purpose of giving the State the
best of their experience and judgment,
and it is rather hard that because we
do that, or try to do it, we should be
charged even by impilcation with dis-
loyalty to one side or the other. The
member for IKanowna is not entirely
in accord with members of his side,
and will he be considered disloyal to
the Labour party because he used
sentiments not acceptable to some mem-
bers of that party ? If that were so
it would be just as wrong if members
here were taken to task for opposing
proposals of the Minister for Works,
We are men of experience, and surely
it cannot for one moment be said that
we are disloyal to our Bide because we
consider that the views of the Govern-
ment are wrong in a certain direction. I
am satisfied the Premier will not ask
us to accept that position.

Mr. UNDERWOOD (Pilbara): I wish
to reply to a few remarks made by the
speakers; with regard to this Bill. I am
supporting the motion for a select com-
mittee, as I am convinced that we have
not had sufficient information placed be-
fore us, and in order to emphasise the
fact that these Bills should be brought
down earlier in the session. Ever since I
have been a member of Parliament com-
plaints have been made each session that
the railway Bills have been brought
down without members having an oppor-
tunity to discuss them. It has been
suggested by one member that the Bills
have been purposely held back. I do
not agree with that, although there might
be some truth in it. Take one portion of
the information supplied to us by the
Minister for Works on printed sheets.
We are informed therein that there are

600 resident holders along this proposed
line, and when the Minister for Works
was questioned on the matter he said
distinctly that they were holders of land
and not merely residents.

The Minister for Works: 1 said they
were resident occupiers.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: The Minister
said they were resident holders. Any-
how, there are 280,000 acres of land
alienated, or in process of alienation there.
Of this quantity, 77,380 acres are held by
holders with average holdings of over 4,000
acres. If we analyse these figures we
will find that we might well take 6,000
acres as the average holding in the 77,000
acres; therefore the result is that we find
15 people holding 77,000 acres of land.
Dividing the remainder of the land by
585 we find that the settlers along this
line have only about 850 acres each.
We have been told again and again in
this Chamber that a settler cannot
make a success without holding 1,000
acres.

The Minister for Works: That is in
very different country.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: The Minister
has said that 40 per cent. of the land is
first-class, 40 per cent, second class,
and 20 per cent, third-class. Accord-
ing to the way we are selling our
lands, only men who hold 1,000 acres
of flrst-class land, 2,500 acres of second-
class, and 5,000 acres of third-class land
are able to make a living, and yet we find,
according to the information provided
for us, that the settlers on this land only
hold 350 acres each.

Mir. Layman: Many of them only hold
100 acres.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: The conclusion
I am forced to is that the information is
wrong. I do not mind staking what
little reputation I have that if the com-
mittee is appointed it will demonstrate
that the information I have just referred
to is absolutely incorrect. We are
told that the select committee could
not examine the whole of these
selectors in this country, but the select
committee could, at least, examine into
the truth or otherwise of the statements
made on these printed sheets, and I think
the Committee for a start would find out
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that this sheet is not what it is made out
to be. We have heard many reasons
given why this line should be built. The
member for the district has told us that
people are out many miles from the rail-
way, and unless it is built, they cannot
bring their produce to market. After all,
the line is 52 miles long, or in other words,
there are 52 miles between the points of
the two spur railways, and the furthest
that a man could be from either end
would be if he were in the centre, and
then the distance would not be more
than 26 miles.

Mr. Layman: They are not all on the
route of the railway.

Mr. UNIDERWOOD: To show the
paucity of the arguments in favour of
this line, we have the member for the
district saying that the Government
were going to derive some revenue by
the carriage of fertilisers, and in the nest
breath he advocates that we should carry
these fertilisers free of cost. There can-
not be much logical argument when an
hon. member has to use such inferior stuff
as that. The Premier says that it will
be impossible for this committee to re-
port. I entirely disagree with that, be-
cause it is not impossible to keep this
House sitting for two or three months
longer, and judging by the Notice Paper
there is ample work there for three or four
months to come. If there isno time to re-
port, I contend that it is for this House to
say emphatically that they ame not going
to have these Bills forced upon them when
there is not the time to give them con-
sideration. If there is not time to re-
port on this line, it is the fault of the
Goverrnment for not having brought down
the Bill much earlier. Wihen the leader
of the Opposition was speaking the
Attorney General asked him whether he
had any confidence in the country. The
leader of the Opposition replied that he
had and so have I. I have absolute and
perfect confidence in the agricultural
prospects of this country, but I have no
confidence in it as it is administered at
the present time. While we allow the big
landlord to accumoulate large estates,
our agricultural ountry is going to be of
no more use to us than the agricultural
country of V etoria is of use to that State.

I say emphatically, it is not the country.
but it is the system under which it is being
governed that I object to, and that is the
reason why I have objected to these
agricultural lines right through. The
member for Kanownia put forward the
extraordinary reason for opposing this
motion that it would be a no-confidence
motion. If that had come from another
part of the House, I would have under-
stood it, but coming from a member on
this side of the House the matter is in-
conceivable. I would like to ask the
hon. member whether hie has confidence
in the Government. If he has, then his
place is over there. If I had confidence
in the Government I would sit behind
them. To put forward a proposition
from this side of the House that the
motion cannot be supported becaume it is
a no-confidence motion-

Mr. Walker: I did not say that.
Mr. UNDERWOOD: That has been

the trouble with me ever since I have
been here-I have no confidence in the
Governmient. It is the last reason that
I could possibly imagine as coming from
a member on t his side of the House. If
there is one thing I would like to do
above all others it is to put the Govern-
ment out of office.

Mir. Walker : Do it in a proper manner;
challenge them.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: I will do it in
any maniner I possibly can, proper or im-
proper, it is all the same to me. I am
always in opposition.

Mr. Walker: I am not in opposition to
a good and right thing.

Mr. UNDERWOOD ± Exactly; the
hon. member is not in opposition to the
Government.

Mr. Walker: That is not right.
Mr. UNDERWOOD: We have heard

the hon. member speaking most eloquent-
ly here, and on one night with regard to
the vase of Mir. Rendall his action was
distinctly one of want of confidence in the
Government.

Members: No.
Mr. UNDERWOOD: We have heard

him speaking again and again on things
which showed that he had no confidence
in the Government, and, in fact, the only
time he can make a speech at all is when
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it is in opposition to the Government.
If the lion. member has confidence in the
Government, well, then, he is out of
agreement with me.

Mr. 'Walker:- I think you should
honourably accept my denial. I said
no such thing.

M r. UNDERWOOI):- I will accept
nothing from the hion. member after the
,Statement he made to-night. I have no
wish to delay this matter, but I would say
in conclusion, I am convinced it is ad-
visable that some inquiry should be made.
There is no possible doubt that there is
more than the suggestion that this line
is being constructed to draw trade out of
its proper course.

Mr. Layman: Absolute nonsense!
Mr. W. Price: Absolute fact!
Mr. UNDERWOOD: Absolute fact, so

the memher for Albany says; and being
on this side of the House I am prepared
to take his word. There are many other
reasons, but there is one in particular, and
-that is the attempt to draw trade out of
its proper channel so as to provide for
Bunbury that which should go to Albany.
'There is a distinct difference of opinion
in this House on the question, and a select
-committee should make inquiries and
bring down the proper information bear-
ing upon it. Again, I would say I would
like an inquiry into this line because I am
convinced that there is no possibility of
any person being more than 25 miles from
a railway, and it is quite possible, and!I
am absolutely certain in mry mind, that
there are other lines required in this State
more urgently than the one under con
sideration. I have much pleasure in
supporting the motion before the Chair.

Mr. DAGLISH (Subiaco): I intend
to offer very few observations on this
motion. I would offer none at all, but
for the fact that the House seems to be
largely under a misapprehension in
regard to the exact effect of the motion.
I have had the duty many times of voting
against the second reading of railway
Hills because of the fact that a sufficient
inquiry had not been made. I have
urged in this House time after time when
I was in office, and since I have been out
of office, that no railway proposition
should come before the House unless it

had been reported upon by a competent
board, and I still hold the opinion that
the adoption of such a procedure would
immensely facilitate the work of lion.
members, and would enable them to
arrive at a more accurate decision than
they can possibly hope to do under
existing conditions ; but the board I
would propose would be entirely opposed,
first of all to a Parliamentary board,
the members of which would aUl have
constitutents, and any one of the members
of which would have his constitutents
seeking to iftfiuence his decision and,
perhaps, in some cases seeking with
effect to influence it. And then, again,
the inquiry, if an inquiry should be made,
even by a Parliamentary board might
be a better inquiry than an inquiry by
a select committee ; because there is
not a member of this House who does
know how a select committee is very
often appointed. He knows that fre-
quently, as appointed, a select committee
does not represent the greatest capacity
of the House to inquire into and deal with
questions they are appointed to consider.
Further than that, hon. members are
aware that the invariable practice, a
practice embodied in our Standing Orders,
is that the hon. member who proposes a
select committee is inecessarily a member
of it. In this instance the leader of
the Opposition has proposed a select
committee. According to his speech and
the speech of hion. members on both sides
of the House who have supported the
proposition, it must be imagined that
this committee, presided over by the
Leader of the Opposition and composed
of two members from each side of the
House, shall sit on a matter of Glovern-
ment policy. Now, the first duty of a
chairman is usually supposed to be
to sit as an impartial person. I am
prepared to ask the leader of the Op-
position himself if he can be absolutely
impartial, no matter what his desire,
on any question of Government policy ;
and I think the hion. member will admit
that in entering on an inquiry of any
matter, the effect of the policy of the
Government which he is sitting there to
oppose, he must have a certain amount
of prejudice, Surely, the lion. membpr
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in Maving this motion iS placing himself
in a somewhat invidious position. lie
is under a misapprehension if he imagines
the 'committee has power to seek any
information in regard to this Bill. The
House has affirmed the principle of that
Bill, has carried the second reading,
and any hon., member who knows any-
thing of Parliamentary practice is aware
that when the second reading of a Bill
is carried, the principle embodied in that
Bill hasi been affirmed by the House.

Mr. Holman : We could throw it
out on the third reading.

Mr. DAGLISH: It would he quite
possible to throw it out on the third
reading, because members may have
affirmed the principle and differed from
some of the details. The House has
affirmed the principle that there shall
be a railway constructed between Boyup
and Kojonup.

Mr. Johnson : It was necessary to
do so before we could move for a select
committee.

Mr. DAGLISH: No ; it was quite
possible for the hon member or any
other hon. member to have moved an
amendment to the motion that the
Bill be now read a second time-
an amendment to strike out the
word "now" and insert words which
would provide that before the Bill be
read a second time the House obtain
such further information as mright be
necessary to enable it to arrive at a
decision. But the House has said there
shall be a railway constructed between
Boyup and IKojonup, and all the members
of the Committee can do is to deal -with
the various clauses of the Bill and,
perhaps, recommend an alteration of
the route ; they cannot report adversely
on a proposal agreed to by the House,
namely, that a railway shall be con-
structed between Boyup and Kojonup.

Mr. Bath : The committee could
report adversely.

Mr. DAGLISH: Then the hon.
member knows perfectly well that he
has asked the House to appoint five
of its members to decide that the House,
as a whole, was wrong. When the
House agrees to the second reading
it adopts the principle embodied in the

Bill, but it does not necessarily affirm
that all the details of the Bill are right.

Mr. Collier. The whole Bill could be
thrown out on the third reading.

Mr. DAGLISH:- But only for the
reason that sonic of the details were
not in accordance with the views of
hon, members.

Mr. Collier: Without giving any
reason at all.

IMr. DAGLISH : Of course without
giving any reason at all, hut the reason
would be there just the same. What I
am urging is that the House should
take a proper course. To appoint live
of its members to sit in judgment upon
a decision which the House, as a whole,
has arrived at, would be to adopt a
most undignified course. I am merely
drawing attention to the fact that the
committee appointed to consider this
Bill will have no right to report against
the Bill as a whole, but will have the
right only to report in regard to the
details contained in the various clauses
And if the committee does more than that
then that Committee of five members
will be sitting in judgment, not on the
Government policy, but on the pro-
position affirmed by the House as a
whole. I am not more wedded to the
passage of the Bill without the report
that certainly ought to be brought
down with all railway Bills than I have
been wedded to the passage of other
Bills in the past. I still hold the views
I expressed five years ago in the House,
namely, that hon. members do not get
from the Government of the day as
much information in regard to proposed
railways as they ought to receive. At
the same time, I am not going to support
a. proposition that five hon. members
shall sit in judgment upon opinions ex-
pressed by the other 45, by virtue of
a motion which has been affirmed this
evening-

Mdr. DRAPER (West Perth): I
certainly did not intend again to speak
upon the subject matter of this motion,
because I have already said at an earlier
stage in the evening that there was not
sufficient information before the House
to decide upon the merits of the Bill.
At that time I also made inquiries
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as to the proper course to take to get
information, and I was referred to the
Standing Orders. If hon. members will
look at Standing Orders 267 and 271
1 think they will come to the conclusion
that the proper course was to move,
as the leader of the Opposition did,
immediately after the second reading,
for a select committee. What are select
,comin~ttees for ? Surely we can exercise
our commionsense ; and if the object
of a select committee is to get information,
and that information shows that
a second reading of a, Bill has
been passed, and improperly passed, by
reason of deficient information given to
the House, surely comynonsense shows
to hon. members that they have not
oDnly a full right, but that it would be
their duty to reverse the previous decision
given in this Chamber. In speaking
upon this matter I confess I have some
diffidence in answering the remarks
made by the member for Subiaco ;
because I recognise that from the political
position lie has held in the State, and
because of his long experience in the
Chair, he has a thorough knowledge of
the subject. But, notwithstanding his
speech, a perusal of the Standing Orders
does not convince tue that he has correctly
explained the position to the House,
and when the whole object of this select
committee will be to get further infor-
mation, and decide upon the Bill, I can
really see no reason why the committee
should not sit and obtain all the infor-
mation it can. And if it comes to a
-conclusion contrary to that expressed
here on the second reading, it is open to
all of us to reconsider the question.
-.Question put, and a division taken

with the following result:
Ayes .. . .19

Noes .. . .26

.Majority against
AYEs.

Mr. Batb
Mr. Bolton
Mr. Collier
Mr. Draper
Mr. George
Mr. Gourley
XMr. Heltniazno
_Vr. Holman
.%r. Hudson
IMr. Joboson

7

Mr. Keenan
Mir. McDwaiI

*Mr. UiLoghlen
Mr. W. Price

*Mr. .Scaddan
Mr. Swan
Mr. Taylor
Mr. Troy
Mr. Underwood

*(Tellorp.

Mr. Atgwlet
Mr. Brown
Mr. Butcher
Mr. Carson
Mr. Coweher
'Mr. Dagliub
Mr. Davies
Sir. Foulkes
Mr. Gill
Mr. Gregory
Mr. Hardwick
Mr. Hayward
Mr. Jacoby
Mr. Layman

Nots.

Mr. Mitchell
Mr. Monger
Mr. N. J. Moore
Mr. 1", F. Moore

M.Narnon
Sir. Osborn
M r. Fiese
Mir. J. Prie
Mr. Walker
Mr. Ware
Mr. F. Wi lson
Mr. Garden

(710u10r).

Question thus negatived.

In Committee.
Mr. Daglish in the Chair -,the Minister

for Works in charge of the Bill.
Clauses 1 and 2-agreed to.
Clause 3-Deviation:
Mr. TAYLOR: Was it necessary to

have this deviation of five miles on
either side where settlement was supposed
to be so close ? It was a big stretch
of country.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
distance was much less than was usual.
In some measures the deviation allowed
was 10 miles and in others 15. The
survey was not quite completed so it
was necessary to arrange for a fair
amount of deviation. The engineers con-
sidered this distance would be required.

Mr. GEORGE: There was no reason
why we should not give the Government
power to deviate, if necessary, 10 miles
on either side. The Premier said that
the surveyors had power to look out for a
one in 60 route so that when funds war-
ranted it the line could be changed.
It was necessary to have a considerable
range for deviation. In that part of
the country it might be necessary to
make a complete deviation, and the
Government should be empowered to
do it.

Clause passed.
Clause 4-Power to Government to

compulsorily purchase land within 15
miles of railway:

M%.r. HOLMAN: This power was given
in previous Bills, but had it ever been
taken advantage of, and had any inquiry
ever been made as to whither it was
necessary to purchase land, or was the
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clause merely a dead letter ? Was it
put in the Bill merely to get it passed
quickly or as a sort of excuse ? If so it
might be wiped out altogether. Was
it the intention of the Government to
enforce the clause ? In a large number
of railway Bills passed of late years
the clause was inserted, and the Govern-
mnent could very wisely under it have
purchased compulsorily land which would
have paid them well to cut up.

Mr. GEORGE: Would the 'Minister
tell the Committee the use of this par-
ticular clause ? With regard to the
line under discussion the land within
15 miles of the line available for settle-
ment totalled 401,000 acres. The classifi-
cation of that land set out that there
was 40 per cent, of good land, most of
which would be suitable for orchards,
40 per cent of second-class land, and only
20 per cent, of third-class land. What
did the Government -want power to
purchase blocks of over 1,000 acres
for in connection with a line of this sort ?
Such a purchase could only be justified
providing there was no land open for
selection or available for persons desiring
to get it in the ordinary way. It was
balderdash to give power to the Govern-
ment to purchase blocks of 1,000 acres
and upwards when, on the Government's
own statement, there were 401,000 acres
of land available 40 per cent. of which
was first-class. The clause was highly
objectionable.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
clause was reasonable, and useful, and
should remain in the Bill. The power
given to the Government was that in the
event of holders of large areas adjacent
to new railway lines not improving their
blocks, the Government were able to step
in and repurchase at the price existing
before the railway was built. In con-
nection with various railway Bills that
had gone through with this clause attach-
ed, inquiries had always been made with
the result that it was found that the
large areas had been certainly improved.
The power given by the clause was to
enable the Government to compel the
owners of land adjacent to railway lines
to effect improvements if they desired to
hold the land. All these lines were talked

about a year or two before they were
built, and improvements were in con-
sequence pushed on with by the owners
at a great rate. As to the line between
Goornalling and Wongan it would be
shown that improvements there had been
very great during the last couple of years.
Lands adjacent to railways should be
utilised, and members could rest assured
that if these large areas close to railways
were not improved they would be re-
purchased. Any member who travelled
along the Bunbury line knew that a great
deal of the land there was still in its
natural state. If this clause had been in
force when the line was built a good deal
more land would be under cultivation
to-day.

Mr. GEORGE: There was no particu-
lar reasoning in what the Minister had
said. It was all very well to tell mem-
bers that the object of the clause was to
make people use their land, but it might
well happen that some holders of large
areas would be only too glad to leave
their land unimproved so that the Gov-
ermnent should come in and repurchase
it'.

Mr. JACOBY : It was surprising to hear
the member for Murray expressing the
opinion he had considering the fact that
when the .Tandakot line was before the
House he was a most enthusiastic sup-
porter of the insertion of a similar clause.

Mr. George: I was not in the House at
the time.

Mr. JACOBY: At the time that par-
ticular Bill was before members, of whom
he had thought the present member for
Murray was one, it was pointed out that
there was a very large estate along the
route, the whole of which would be greatly
increased by the construction of the line,
and it was in order to prevent the owners
from getting the benefit of the unearned
increment that the clause was inserted
It was to be hoped the clause would re-
main in the Bill for it gave the Govern-
ment power to repurchase large estates
at the price they -were worth before the
building of the line. The power was
there, and the fact that it was not put
into operation, was no reason why the
clause should not be inserted again mn
this measure.
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Mr. BATH: The power was a wise one,
but it was not desired to place such a
clause in a Bill of this kind unless an at-
tempt was made to enforce it. Un-
doubtedly there had been opportunities in
connection with the Colie-Narrogin rail-
way for using the power. After railways
were constructed very frequently the
areas were sold at greatly increased
prices, and in many eases the Government
could have stepped in and forced the
repurchase clause.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: In-
quiries had been made in connection with
every railway which had been constructed
but it was not found in any case desirable
to exercise the power given by the clause,
becamse nearly always it was found that
the owners were making satisfactory
efforts to improve their lands.

Air. HOLMAN took exception to the
broad statements made by the Minister
that inquiries had been made. Some
specific cases should be placed before the
Committee. Personally speaking, he was
of opinion that no inquiries had been
made.

The Minister for Works: I have said
inquiries have been made. The hon.
member should accept my statement.

Mt. HOLMAN: The Minister should
be in a position to say on what line these
inquiries had been made. The broad
statement was not sufficient.

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
should accept the assurance of the
Minister.

Mr. HOLMALN: It was a difficult
matter to do that, but if it was necessary
he would have to accept the statement.

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
must accept the statement.

Mr. HOLMAN: The Minister should
have presented some specific instance.
Unfortunately he was a little deaf that
evening, and did not catch all that the
Minister had said, but he was not going
to be spoken to in the manner that the
Minister had addressed him.

The Minister for Works: What have I
said ? I have said nothing to offend the
hon. member.

Mr. HOLMAN: The Minister made
some remark, the exact purport of which
he (Mr. Holman) did not catch, but if it

was repeated he would deal with the
Minister across the floor of the House.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS : What
is the matter with the hon. member Mr.
Chairman ? What is he driving at; I
have not said anything, and I object to
being threatened by him.

The CHAIRMAN: There was no insinu-
ation or statement whatever made against
the lion, member. The lion. member
must have misheard what the Minister
said.

Mr. HOLMAN: The remark that he
thought he heard the Minister make was
that it was characteristic of the hon.
member.

The CHAIRMAN: There was no such
remark made by the Minister.

Mr. HOI2MAN: At any rate, it had to
be regretted that the Minister should only
be able to make a general statement to
the Committee that inquiries had been
made. He (Mr. Holman) was not satis-
fied with that. The clause should be in
every Bill, but there were Ministers who
did not consider it of sufficient import-
ance to make use of it.

Clause put and passed.
Clause 5-Purchase money to be deter-

mined under Public Works Act, 1902:±
Mr. W. PRICE moved an amend-

ment-
That in line 2 of the second paragraph

all the words after " at'" be struck out
.and the /ollowainq be inserted in lieu;
"Not more than 10 per cent, increase
on the value placed on the land for tax-
ation purposes under the Land and
Income Tax Assessment Act, 1.967,
immediately prior to the decision of
Parliament to construct the railway."

There was a desire on the part of large
owners to use the construction of these
railways for land jobbing purposes. If
the amendment were carried the owners
of the land would place the previous
year's value upon it for income tax pur-
poses, and the return having been made
out for that purpose, if the value was not a
fair one, he should pay a penalty by hav-
ing the increase of 10 per cent, imposed.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Ap-
parently the hon. member had not given
sufficient consideration to the matter. If
the amendment were to be adopted it
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would mean that improvements would
be left out of the question altogether
Did the hon. member intend that im-
provements should go by default,, and
that the owner should only get the un-
improved v'alue, plus 10 per cent.?1 That
was what it would mean if the valuation
for taxation purposes were to be taken.
Moreover, it would be putting a danger-
ous weapon in the hands of land owners,
because they could easily protect their
properties by putting a high value on
them.

Mr. W. Price: But this is " immediate-
iy prior to the decision of Parliament."

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: At
the best, that would mean a year before.
If the clause were to be adopted in respect
to this Bill, it would have to go into all
'similar Bills, and the land owner would
be able to anticipate it. The amend-
ment could not be accepted. The in-
tention of the Government was to take
the whole of the estate if they took any-
thing at all, including improvements.

Amendment put and negatived.
Clause put an passed.
Clauses 6 and 7-agreed to.
Schedule, Title-agreed to.
Bill reported without amendment ; the

report adopted.

Third Reading.
Bill read a third time and transmitted

to the Legislative Council.

House adjourned at 11-35 p.m.
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Wednesday, 8th Decemnber, 1909.
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The PRESIDENT took the Chair at
4 -30 p.m., and read prayers.

PAPERS PRESENT)ED.
By the Colonial Secretary:- 1, Report

of Woods and Forests Department, for
the year ending 30th June, 1909 ; 2,
Report of Surveyor General for the
year ending 30th June, 1909 ; 3, By-laws
under the Health Act of Port Hedland
local hoard of health; 4, Bunbury
Harbour Board Regulations.

ELECTORAL-NORTH PROVINCE
VACANCY.

On motion by the Colonial Secretary, re-
solved : "That owing to the death of the
Hon. R. F. Sholl, a member for the
North Province, the seat be declared
vacant, and that the President be author-
ised to issue a warrant to the Clerk of the
Writs for the election of a new member
to supply the vacancy."

ASSENT TO BILLS.
Message from the Governor received.

and read notifying assent to the following
Bills;

Abattoirs.
Public Education Endowm ent.
Redemption of Annuities.
Land Act Special Lase.

URGENCY MOTION-FRUIT IMPOR-
TATION, NORTH-WEST. I

The PRESIDENT: I have received

a written statement from the Rone.
R. W. Pennefather that he wishes to
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