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cisms of much co-called advanced legis-
lation, his vigilance in financial matters,
and his opposition to seeming recklessness
in npational borrowing and national
spending. Justice and prudence were
the leading lights of his life. As a speaker
his utterances were marked by boldness
and force, and he went direct to the
hesrt of his subject, and would not be
diverted from the course that con-
scienco directed him to follow. Tike
most strong men he was sensitive to
human suffering, and tender in his
sympathies. Independence, honesty, and
truth, characterised Robert Sholl's happy
life, as in the old lines—

Ifow happy is he born and taught
That serveth not another’s will,
Whose armour is his honest thought,

Al simple truth his utmost skiil!
I would suggest that this motion he
rassed by hon. members standing.
Question passed, members standing.

House adjourned at 4-50 p.m.
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OBITUARY—HON. R. F. SHOLL.

The PREMIER (Hon. N. J. Moore) :
Before we deal with the questions I de-
sire 10 move a motion, without notice.
Sinee the House adjourned on Friday
night Jast one of our representative men,
in the person of Mr. Robert Sholl, 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 R. F. Sholl, and tenders lo his
Jamily Ns sincerest sympathy in the
loss they have sustained, and desires
that the terms of ihis resolution be
communicated to the widow and family
of the late gentleman by the Speaker.

The gentleman referred to was, as hon.
members know, a native of the State,
baving been bern in 1848 in the town 1
have the honour to represeni. 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 witlh
the pearling and pastoral industries. He
was, in fact, one of the first to stock up
the West Kimberleys. His enerpies,
however, were not restricted to that part
of the State, for during the early nineties
he invested considerably in connection
with owr mining industry certain indus-
trial and mercantile institntions in the
City. The money he made in the State
he freely invested in Western Australia,
thereby seiting an example of practical
patriotism worthy of emulation. It was
in 1886 that he was first appointed to
represent in the Legislative Council the
(Gtascoyne Division. Later on, when Re-
sponsible Government was granted to the
State, he was returned as the first repre-
sentalive of the same conslituency to this
House. For some years he remained a
member of this Chamber, and he repre-
sented the State at the Federsl Conven-
tion, Adelaide. He resigned the seat
in 1897, and in 1904 was returned to the
Legislative Council as a member for the
North Provinee. He was of a singularly
independent turn of mind, his wide
knowledge of the State, and =all its ae-
tivities, being of the greatest value in
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the Chamber in which 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 eartier pioneer days are passing
away, and it must not be forgotten that
it is very largely due io the determin-
ation of men of the type of Robert
Sholl that Western Australia bas made
as much advancement as it has dope. We
remember the benefits they have conferred
upon their suecessors, we mourn their
loss, and T trust that this Hou'se through
Mr. Speaker will convey to the widow
and family the sentiments expressed in
the motion I have proposed.

M:r. 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 aecount of his work in the
earlier days, when he played a part in
exploring the Northern areas of this
State. Many of ws knew him only as a
member of the Legislative Council, but
we know him to have been a man of in-
dependent proelivities 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 done 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 AGRICUL-
TURE replied: 1, Work is at present
postponed, owing to the cost of handling.
2, Tbe matter is now under consideration,
and it is hoped that a supply will be
available.

[ASSEMBLY.]

QUESTION—LAND SETTLEMENT,
DYLIABING.

Mr. BATH asked the Minister for
Lands: 1, When was the Location Dylia-
bing, south-east of Dumbleyung, made
available for selection? 2, Was an ap-
plication for a homestead of 160 acres
in the centre of block 9173 granted 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, who bad previ-
ously held a homestead some distance
away without effecting the necessary im-
provements? 4, Have one or more appb-
cations been received for block 91732 5,
Is it the purpose of the Department to
grant the whole of the block 9173 to the
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 the 30th November, 1909.
2, Yes, but the amendment of the home
stead farm to this loeality had been ap-
proved prior to the location being sor-
veyed, when the land was open for free
selecton. 3, Yes, but he bad carried 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 deait with
by the land board. 6, Yes, and the fact
was notified in the Government Gazette.

QUESTION—PASTORAL LEASE,
CAPTAIN BIDDLES.

Mr. JOHNSON asked the Minister for
Liands: 1, Is it troe that the Government
gave Captain Biddles notice to resume
his pastoral lease? 2, Was an area of
Crown lands adjacent fo this lease re-
served from selection? 3, Did a Mr,
S. J. McGibbon attempt to secure a por-
tion of tlis reserve area? 4, Was his
applieation approved? 5, Is this same
8. J. MoeGibbon now endeavouring to
secure the rights of Captain Biddles in
the pastoral lease proposed to be re-
samed? 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) {ransferred his interests to
Captain Biddles. 2, Yes; the whole of

the Crown lands in the vieinity have been

temporarily reserved with a view to sub-
division. 3, Yes; Mr. MeGibbon, who
aeruired Captain Biddles’ interests be-
fore the resumption of the lease was com-
pleted, bas applied for ecertain lands
around the Cumminin homestead within
the lease in question. 4, The application
iras not yet been formally approved. but
Mr. MoGibbon has been informed that it
will be granted subject to departmental
valuation of the land which he agrees fo
accept. 5. The department possess infor-
mation to show that Mr. McGibn (with
three partners) has acquired all Captain
Biddles’ interests in the late lease.

QUESTION—LAND . SELECTION,
YORKRAKINE.

Mr. JOHNSON asked the Mipister for
Lands: 1, Was an area known as the
Yuikrakine Reserve recently thrown open
for selection? 2, How many times did
the notice that it was open for selection
appear in the Government Gazeltef 3,
How many times do these notices usually
appear? 4, Was the deseription given
in the Gazetle clear and distinet so as to
be easily followed by the general publie?
5, Did the conditions provide that the
applicant was to be approved by the
Minister? G, If so, why was this con-
difion made? 7, Who seenred the area,
and what position did he 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
regard to land within this specal setile-
ment, the notices, being merely formal,
have not appeared more than once. 4,
Yes; see page 3149 of Government Gaz-
este, 1909. 5, Yes, 6, This reserve
formed portion of the land set apart for
the Yorkrakine settlement, the selectors
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within which are receiving special assisi-
ance from the Govermment under the
direction of the Minister for Agrieulture,
and all .applicants for land within the
area are subject to his approval, 7,
W. B. Hooper, late chief clerk of the
Agricultaral Department. 8, The price
10s. per aere, plus £382 15s, 7d. for im-
provements, which amount was added to
the capital value of the land.

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

The PREMIER AND TREASURER
(Hon. N, J. Moore) in moving the second
reading said: 1 may say that in view of
the somewhat exhanstive references I
made to the loan policy of the Govern-
ment when delivering my Budget Speech,
and also taking into econsideration the
information available in the public ac-
eounts in regard to this very important
matter, I feel there is very little informa-
tion that 1 ean 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 burrowing, 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 £5,253 author-
ised for the conversion debt increases,
our authorisations to date total £22180,-
000. (Conversien debt increases means
the addition to nominal amount of debt
resulting from conversion of old 414 per
cent., 5 per cent., and 6 per cent. deben-
tures into 4 per cent. inseribed stock.) Al
these loans were floated prior to the 30th
June last. The cost of raising them, that
is, discounts and floatation expenses, was
£947,829, 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 finaneial
year £19,520,488, leaving us, as at that
date, an npexpended balance of £1,711,-
633. This balance, however, was not all
held in liqoid form. As a matter of faet
£330,000 was sunk in stores, and £312,-
631 took the form of a lability of rev-
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enue to lean account, and represenied the
revenue accounts paid from loan mosneys
up to that date; paid on account of the
deficieney in eonueclion with the Consoli-
dated Revenue Fund. ‘This will be replaced
to the credit of loan aeeount gradually,
according as the defieit is  wiped out.
Here therefore is £€643,000 of the £1,711,-
000 loan balanee, and taking this inte
aceount the halance of net proceeds
of the loan and flotation of May last,
which have cowne to hand since the end

of June—ol loan fund on the 30th
June we have in  eash £1,068,000.
During  the flive mounths to the

end of November we have expended
out of this sum £325,000 on loan works
and services, leaving a cash balance of
£743,000, as at the 1st of December. In
view, lowever, of the particularly heavy
demands that will be made on the loan
accbunt during the latter portion of the
finangial year, and more particularly in
regard to payment for rails and fasten-
ings, and other stores in eonnection with
public works, we expect to have to float
a loan towards the end of the finaneial
year, about May or June. As a matter
of Faet the indents up to the 1Sth Oecto-
ber last, rails and fastenings, should. if
carrvied out in time, leave us possibly,
as far as London accounts are coucerned,
with a debit balance of £30,000. This, of
course, is a matter which can be easily
arranged. The wisdom of a borrowing
policy will inevitably be quesiioned, hut
as far as the Government is eoucerned,
we pin our faith to this poliecy whole
heartedly. The words on the lips of
every well-informed member of the com-
munity at the present time in regard to
developmental work is ‘courage with
gaution.” The poliey pursued during the
last few yecars has been responsible for
uplifting the country and saving it from
paralysis during the finaneial erisis whieh
has prevailed during the last vear or two
as far as the Siate finances are eoncerned
—a crisis brought about largely by rea-
son of the failme of the customs
revenue, coupled with industrial stag-
nation whieh is the vesult of in-
tercolonial free trade and a tariff
against the outside world. designed not so
much in the interests of Western Austra-

[ASSEMBLY.]

lin 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, as now estimated,
shows an average increase in acreage over
last year of 113,000 acres, and a yield of
3,974,000 hushels, or 134 hushels
to the aere, an inerease in yield
upon  last  year of 3,018,000 bush-
els. Oats from an increased acreage of
14,000 acres will give 18.4 bushels to the
acre or, in aggregate, 542,000 bushels more
than last year; and barley, with 2,600
acres more under cultivation will yield
16.8 bushels or 52,000 bushels in excess
of last year’s returns. All this means
wealth, individual and collective
wealth ;*not merely to the farmers but to
the community as a whole, while the
Treasnry must also benefit by the expan-
gion of trade and industry. Tt goes with-
ont eaying that an increase of wealth
means increased retwins under the Tax-
ation Aet and increased business outside.
If, at the same time, we had stagnation
in the Treasury revenue it would indicate
that there was something wrong in the
hody paolitie. I would like to emphasise
a point in regard to the reprnductive
nature of the works. In my Budgel
Speech, when referring to the trading de-
partments I said 1T wanted every adult
man and woman in the State to know
and realise the facl that while last year
interest on our whole public debt amount-
ed to £706,000, the Government trading
departments, notably the railways, water
supplies, and the Fremantle Harbour
Trust, paid into the Treasory £686,000 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
daes it not pay to borrow judieiously;
and certainly up to date no complaint
can be made that careful consideration
has not been given to every work carried
out from loan fands.

Mr. Jacoby: Do those figures include
sinking fund?

The PREMIER: XNo, interest alone.
As far as the indirect return is coneerned,
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I wounld like to point out that last vear
we received in dividend duties, stamp tax
and land tax, after paying the expenses
of collection, £170,000. How 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
wonld have been really non-existent, and,
without borrowing, the works themselves
would have been non-existent. We could
never have constructed them from rev-
enue. It has been argued on more than
one occasion that the State bhas been
borrowing much too rapidly, but I hardly
think the figures 1 bave quoted indicate
that that is so. Consider the faet that
during the last four years ended 30th
June we spent £3,020,000 of loan money.
Our population on the 30th June amounted
to 276,000 persons. 8o, as a matter of
fact, vur loan indebtedness during that
time went up by £11 per head, not on the
mean population, bat on the maximum
population at the close of that period and
the increased indebtedness per ecapita
was only £1 17s. 10d. This, divided over
the four years, represents a per capita
annual increase of 9s. 3d. per year. If
these faets are not juostification of our
borrowings, figures can have no signifi-
cance. 1 have referred to our sinking
funds, and hon, members will see that
this Bill, in ecommon 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 previons Loan Bills. For the infor-
mation nf 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 aceepted hy
the Federal Ministers as the contribution
which the Commonwealth loans will earry
in future, and in the present pesition of
our—-—

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

The PREMIER: No, bnt in every
scheme bronght forward by the Common-
wealth one-half per cent. has been the
amounni fixed as the comtribution to the
sinking fund. I would Like to point out
that this sinking fund is invested in the
purchase of Western Australian stocks
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on the London market. Tt 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 loeal trustees might sueceed
generally in investing to satisfaction in
loeal works or properties, there is always
the possibility that such investments
might turn oul to be failures; so that
in my opinion the safer investment in
our own stoek although reéturning smaller

interest, is preferable.  Our praetice
has been %o invest these funds in
the purchase of our own stocks.

While we are paying £3 9s. 4d. on
our public debt, the average interest
yield on these investments iz £3 6s. 1d.
per annum nominal, or an annnal 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
valne of £100 is £3 6s. 14d.; so it is ques-
tionable whether if the wmoney were
brought out to Western Anstralia a higher
rate of interest would give a safe invest-
ment, One advantage of this system is
that the eonstant purchasing by the trus-
tees has a tendeney to maintnin our stock
quotations to the advaniage of our loan
issues. As a matter of fact it prevents
the stock from stagnating; it keeps it on
the move; and generally speaking, it has
proved to be of great advantage on oeea-
sions prior to raising loans. It goes with-
out saying that in the event of fthe sink-
ing fund being invested loecally, 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 faet 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 RBill is self-explana-
tory. The schedule of works will, no
doubt, be debated; bni a perusal of the
schedule will show it is designed to cover
all expenditure to the 30th of Mardh,
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 hon. member refers.
Some may not have been authorised by
Bills passed by the House, but there are
mo works on the schedule which have not
been alluded to both in public speeches
and in the eounrse of diseussions in Par-
liament.

Mr. Jolmson: There is the Katanning-
Shannan’s Soak railway that has not been
spoken of.

The PREMIER.: The Katanning-East-
ward reilway? 1t has been talked of for
three years, and a permanent survey has
been eompleted. A railway from Katan-
ning-Eastward has been referred to in
previous loan authorisations.

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

The PREMIER: As a matter of faet,
most of these lines are in course of con-
struction. Those in eourse of construe-
tion, and which have been completed dur-
ing the year, are—Newcastle-Bolgart,
23%% miles, opened yesterday; Pinjarrah-
Marrinup, 15 miles, which will be com-
pleted next month; Mt. Magnet-Blaek
Range, 93 miles, the rils 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 constrnetion of the first six
miles is in progress, and the completion of
which is expected in 1911: and the Up-
per Chapman railway, 26 miles. Provi-
sion has heen made for these works. This
loan authorisation will simply earry them
to Mareh, 1911

Mr. Draper: 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 House at the present time.
The Loan Bill gives authorisation to raise
the necessary funds, but the railways ean-
not be built until they are passed by the
House.

[ASSEMBLY ]

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 authorised by
the House. In addition to these works
I bave mentioned, there are the Bridge-
town-Wilgarrup railway, 22 miles, econ-
structed departmentally, the completion
of whieh is anticipated in November,
1910, and the Nannine-Meekatharra rail-
way, 24 miles, for which a contract has
heen let, and the construction of which
is in progress. It is expeected that be-
fore the 30th of June, 1910, the follow-
ing railways will be completed and
banded over to the Working Railways ;
the Coolgardie-Norseman second section,
37 miles; the Newcastle-Bolgart—as a
matter of fact it is completed and was
opened yesterday; the Pinjarrah-Mar-
rinup, 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
238, miles to be handed over to the
Working Railways within a year. Last
year 10134 miles were handed over. The
total mileage of the milways opened to
the present date is 2,101%% miles. The
new railways Parliament has been asked
to authorise during the present session
are the Dowerin-Merredin, 92 miles: the
Boyup-lXojonup, 52 miles, and the Goo-
malling-Wongan Hills, 40 miles—a total
of 181 miles. The Bills for these rail-
ways are already before the House, hav-
ing been introduced by the Minister 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 sanetion of the House, are the
Greenbills - Quairading  extension, 50
miles, to join the proposed Merredin-
Wickepin line; the Katanning-Shannan's
Soak, 20 miles; the Marrinup-Marradong,
12 miles; the Merredin-Wickepin, 110
miles ;  the Northampton - Murchison
River, 40 miles: the Tambellup-Chirrelli-
lup, 32 miles; the Wagin-Darkan, 44
miles: and the Wagin-Dumb!eyung ex-
tension, 10 miles; a total of 318 miles.
In connection with these light railways it
is interesting to read the report of the
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Commissioner of Railways in eonnection
with the annnal report of his department.
The Commissioner says—
“Taking the resulis of the purely
agrienltural lines as a whole they may
be considered satisfactory, and may
1easonably be expected to become more
so as development tprogresses.”
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 with the inereased development on
either side of the railways the returns
from freight must naturally increase.
Owing to the large addifional mileage
constructed and handed over to the Work-
ing Railways a large increase in rolling
stock is required, At the present mo-
ment there are 500 trucks being con-
strncted, and the Commissioner of Rail-
ways states that very shortly 25 locomo-
tives and some thousand trueks will he
necessary as the development of the
wheat-growing area progresses.

Mr. George: You have not enough
money there.

The PREMIER: How much should
there be?

Mr. George: There shounld be £42,000.

The PREMIER : The hon. member has
not the Loan Estimates for the year on
which the unexpended balances are shown.
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 connection with the expenditure on
harbours and rivers, £42,000 is asked for
in connection with the Fremantle dock
and slip, which, with the amount in hand,
will earry us over the next two years.
The progress made is that about one
quarter of the exeavation has been eom-
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-
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rise a loan of £40,000 under this heading
for carrying out works in various small
towns which by themselves would be un-
able to do so. Afterwards these distriets
will be converted into water boards when
they will beeome responsible for the eapi-
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 agrieulture, 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 benefifing shall
form themselves into drainage boards,
taking over the finaneial responsibilities of
the various schemes. The work earried
out in the Harvey district has proved
very satisfactory, and it is proposed to
extend this pringiple wherever it is war-
ranted, and 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
public buildings, and the note on the sum-
maries of unexpended balances on pre-
vious loan anthorisations gives the
various works for which the money asked
for is required. This schedunle will enable
hon. members to follow the Estimates
very easily, and I think the most oppor-
tune time to disecuss 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 be introduced, and the infor-
mation 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 read recommending appropriation
from moneys to credit of (eneral Loan
Fund for the services of the year ending
the 30th June, 1910; and forwarding Loan
Estimates.

In Commiltee of Supply.
Mr. Daglish in the Chair.

The PREMIER AND TREASURER
{Hon. N. J. Moore) in introdueing the
Loan listimates for the year said: I
feel sure that with the full information
before them in connection with the several
works and services proposed to he earried
out, members will require little explana-
tion in vegard to the proposals of the Go-
vernment for the expenditure from Loan
funds for the financial year ending 30th
June, 1910.  On page 3 of the Loan Esfi-
mates will he found a sommary of the
estimated expendilure from General Loan
Funds for the vear ending 36th June,
1910, showing also the nnexepended votes
for the year 1903-9. The Estimates for
1909-10. exclusive of the unexpended bal-
ances from last year, are as follows:—
Departmental, £72,546; Railways, £852,-
978; Iarbours and Rivers, £174,104;
‘Water Supply and Sewerage, £156,329;
Development of Goldfields and Mineral
Resourees, £96,000; Development of Ag-
riculture, £202,233; Roads and Bridges,
£33,344; and Public Buildings, £99,883;
making a total of £1,693.809. There will
bhe a bix oblization as to the purchase of
rails and fastenings in connection with
the new railways being constructed. On
pages 4 and § details of the expenditure
T have referred to are set ont. In con-
nection with the vote of £72,846 under
the heading of ‘“Departmental,” the
amount of £40400 is for salaries in con-
pection with the Works Department,
while the incidental expenditure for that
same department totals £3,000. Therefore
there is a total of £49,000 for the Works
Department out of the £72,846 for De-
partmental generally. The total for the
department is approximately 6.2 per eent.
of the total expenditure. From pages 8
to 23 further particulars are shown in
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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 Hstimates
a very comprehensive statement of the
unexpended loan balances. Practically
all the information which members re-
ferred to in conneetion with the provision
of railway stock will be seen. There is
shown on this page the unexpended hal-
ances of authorisations to the 30th 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 labili-
ties vnder Section 36 of the Aundit Act
means liabilities outstanding on the 30th
June last, while referenee to the recoup
to Loan Suspense Aeccount means loan
expenditure diverted last year hut not
covered by the Loan Aect, which is put
down for expenditnre this year from Gen-
eral Loan Fund. Passing on to the vote
for railways, it will be obvious to the
Committee that saveral new lines are pro-
vided for. During this vear it is ex-
pected that a commencement, provided
that approval is given hy the House, will
be made of the Dowerin-Merriden, Goo-
malling-Wongan, and Boyup-Kojonup
railways, while there is also provision for
the Bridgetown-Wilgarup, Katanning-
Shannon’s Secak, Marrenup-Marradong,
and Upper Chapman. Surveys of the
Tambellup-Chirrellilup, Wagin-Darkin,
Sandstone-Lawlers, Leonora-Lawlers. and
Merredin-Wickepin will be in procress
during the yenr. Notwithstanding the
passage of these Loan Egtimates provid-
ing for the construetion of new railways,
the lines, if authorised, cannot be pro-
ceeded with until the Bills authorising
them are finally passed by both Houzes
The item of £60,000 for additions and
improvements to opened railways covers
mainly the relaying with 60lb. rail= of
that portion of the Great Southern Rail-
way between Yornaning and Beverley.
Tt has been found necessary, in view of
the additional heavy traflic eaused hx the
inereased demand for Collie ceal, that
this portion of the line should be relaid
with 60Ib. rails. Those rails which are
to he taken out are 46Y, Ibs. and they
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will be made use of for some of the
lighter agricultural lines. An additional
sum of £10,000 has been provided for the
oost of relaying the Northampton line.
In regard bo the harbours and rivers ex-
penditure, it will be seen that £11,000 is
provided for additions and improvements
to jetties, tramways, and rolling stock in
lhe North-West, for the Bunbury Har-
hour Works £20,000, Busselton Jetty Ex-
tension £15,000, Fremantle dock £64,000,
Improvements to Harbours and Rivers
£30,000, and for Lighthouses £24,000,
making a total of £174,000. It is ex-
pected that the requiremenis up to the
30th Mareh, 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
£89,671 it is anticipated will be expended
during the subsequent nine months. In
connecfion 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 £06,000 there is included the sum
of £44000 for development in the East-
ern Goldfields, and £20,000 for the eree-
tion of State batteries, and provision of
treatment plants. For “Advancement of
Apgriculture” £202,000 is set aside. A
large portion of this som will be spent
in conneckion with surveys before selee
tion and in improvements prior to selec-
tion. An amount of £33,000, or £58,000
in all to March, 1911, has been provided
in eonneetion with new roads and bridges
in the country and goldfields distriets, in-
duding feeders for the railways. The
sum of £99,883 has been provided for
public buildings, and an additional £45,000
it is anticipated will be expended during
the subsequent nine months. T do not
know that I can give a further explanation
generally in introducing the Estimates,
As the items are considered T hope T will
be in a position to give members maore de-
tailed information, while the Ministers in
charge of the varions departments will be
in a position to give particulars. T think.
of the wmformation members require in
this econnection. I beg to move the first
line of the Estimates—
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Departmental, £72,846.
Progress reported.

BILL—BOYUP-KOJONUP RAIL-
WAY.

Second Reading.

Debate resumed from the 3rd Decem-
ber.

Mr. BATH (Brown Hill) : In the intro-
duetion of the railway measures the
grealer portion of the Minister’s time was
devoted to an explanation of the possi-
bilities of this line, therefore I presume
e regards this as the most imporiant of
the three Bills he snbmitted. If one looks
at the details in the return placed before
us it might appear that this line has better
prospects than either of the other twu,
but I would call aftention in the first
place to the information which was sup-
plied in regard to resident occapiers in
connection with the three railways. We
find that for the Dowerin-Merredin line
there are 85 farms, for the Goomalling-
Wongan abont B80—but whether that
means inhabitants or farms one is left to
determine for himself—while in the Boy-
up-Eojonup we are told there are 600,
approximately.

The Minister for Works: Does it not
say they are resident occupiers?

Mr. BATH: Tt is the first time I have
beard farms called “resident oceupiers.”
T take it the population is about 600 along
the proposed railway, and in that respect
lhe information differs from that given in
the same column respecting the two other
vailways. Does the 600 mean population?

The Minister for Works: No, resident
nceupiers: there are 600 settlers,

Mr. BATH : T might point out, too, in
rezard to this proposition that when the
Minister introdueed it he said that 40
per cent. of the land within the influence
of the railway was first-class, and that 40
per eent. was second-class. If we look at
the figures given, however, as to the elassi-
fication of the land, we find the aren of
first-class is 163,600 acres, which is a long
way less than 40 per cent. of a total of
870.000 acres under 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. Tt
seems to me that the information the
Minister for Works had to hand was dif-
ferent from that supplied in the table,
supposed to be for the information of
members. 1 am convinced in my own
mingd that there are a nnmber of districts
in Western Australia better entitled, and
more in need of railway communication
than the one to be served by joining Ko-
jonup and Boyup. If one looks at the
Great Southern railway and at the eoun-
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 snccessfully 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 wonld mean that settlers
half-way between the bwo points are al-
ready within 20 miles of a railway either
way. '

The Premier: The distance is 52 miles.

Mr. BATH: That is the distanee of the
railway, but when one looks at the convo-
lution that the railway makes in travers-
ing the country from Boynp to Katan-
ning, the actual distanee is much less.

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

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

Mr. Johnson: At the most, 23% miles.

Mr. BATH: There are setflers 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 concenirate the trade belong-
ing legitimately to other ports, to that of
Bunbury, and he said that as long as Al-
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bany had railway eommunieation 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 eommuni-
cation, communication with two ports,
while, on the other band, we are denying
other districts communiecation with any
port al all. That is the way the argu-
ment appeals to me, and if our policy of
railway construction is to go in the right
direetion, it should be in the direction of
giving railway communieation to those
setilers 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 distriets 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 prodoctive. Hon.
members are being asked to vote on this
railway proposition without knowledge on
these points, or as to which of these con-
flicling statements is right. I have al-
ready said that before railway Bills are
submitted to the House hon. members
should have information, aequired either
by a board of officers or by a committee
of this House.

Mr. George:
years ago.

Mr. BATH: It was advocated in this
Honse, and the advocacy has been ignored.
In New South Wales they have a publie
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-
gmich between the conflicting claims of the
different centres,

Mr. George: 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. TFor instance. we have what

It was advoeated some
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might be fermed unseemly conflicts be-
fween points on the Great Southern rail-
way as to where spur lines should start
from, and the poise has been made, not
by the settlers to be served, but rather by
those already served by the railway. A
eommittee appointed to inquire into these
matters nould avoid a mistake being made
by the railway starting from the wrong
place just becaunse iufluence might have
been used,

The Premier: What counld the commit-
tee dof?

Mr. BATH: They could personally in-
spect and examine the proposed railway
route, go through the eountry, examine
the settlers, get information, and place it
at the disposal of members. Then, per-
haps, with the information of this com-
mittee members would be in a better posi-
tion to vote on the railway propositions.
I am not in a position to speak with re-
gard to the distriet 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.

Mr. 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 ingmire into this work., I
would move at the present time, but I do
not wish to restrict the debate on this pro-
position. I hope, kowever, that some hon.
member will move that a committee to
hold an examination into this proposal
be appeinted. This will not ereate un-
necessary delay, and will dispel the doubt
existing in the minds of some hon. mem-
bers as to the advisability of construet-
ing this railway in preference o 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 construeted at an early date.
In the first place we have a line already
eonstructed from Donnybrook to Boyup,
and I venture to say that this line has
proved to be the best paying line in the
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State amongst those recently construected
in agricultural eentres.

Mr. O’Loghlen: And what has made
it pay?

Mr. LAYMAN: A line is already con-
structed from Katanning to Kojenup,
and the proposed railway will cover the
intervening space of 52 miles, and when it
is built it will eomplete the connection
hetween the Great Southern and the
South-Western railway lines. The line
will bring these farmers in the Kojonup
distriect 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. Tt will also bring the settlers
in the Katanmng-Kojonup area much
nearer to our timber forests, which 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 Boyup 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 saiis-
factory prices. There are two banks
there in addition to several businesses.
Another reason why this railway shounld
be constructed is that all the people who
are on the Dinninup area, selected land
there on the understanding that the rail-
way was going to be built in its vieinity.
T consider it will be a breach of faith on
the part off the Government not to con-
struet 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 mem-
ber in the House ean point to any posi-
tion 40 miles ont where people have se-
lected land on the understanding that they
were to have a railway line built in the
near future.

Mr. Bolton:
River district?

Mr. LAYMAN: I would like to refer
to this sheet of information which has

What about the Arthur
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been placed before members with regard
to the three proposed lines, Dowerin to
Merredin, Goomalling to Wongan Hills,
and Boynp to Kojonup. The informa-
tion piven is, 85 farmers will be sarved by
the Dowerin-Merredin line, 80 farmers by
the Goomalling te Wongan Hills line,
and no fewer than 600 farmers by the line
under eonsideration. A easual glance at
the map on the wall of this Chamber will
show which line will serve the oreatest
numher of settlers, The land which has
been taken up, hon. members will see is
marked gresn on those maps. and it ean
be seen which map szhows the preatest
quantily of green. I can, without hesi-
tation say, that this line will serve more
farmers than either of the other lines, al-
though I am prepared to support all,
hecause there is justification for the con-
struetion of all these lines. Nearly the
whole of the land taken up along the
route of this railway is held in small hold-
inzs. Of the total of 280,000 acres which
has been taken up only 70,000 acres is
ocenpied by persons holding more than
4,000 acres each; the remainder is held
by people who ocenpy small selections.
Our first duly is to serve those who are
alveady seitled on the land, and in this
particular instance there is no proposed
line. or a line which can be proposed,
that ean 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. Gearge:
there?

Mr. TLAYMAN: No, there is not. In
the Dinniup area there is as zood land as
js to be found in any other part of the
State, and that will be served by this
proposed railway.

Mr. Boiion: Ave the Wilkie Brothers
in that divection?

Mr. LAYMAN: They are 70 miles
away. There are no very large areas
down there. Tt the Wilkie Brothers were
abont there they would use their influence
to get this railway through. As I have

Is there any wire prass
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alrendy stated all holdings exceeding
4.000 acres aggregate 70,000 acres. To
build these lines from Donnybrook to
Boyup and from Kaianning 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 distriet. I have mueh pleasure in
suppuorting the Bill

My, GEORGE (Murray): 1n eonnec--
tion with this partieular railway I must
confess that the information placed be-
fore the Huouse is not of so comprehen-
sive a character as it shonld be. We have,
of course, a lot of details given on this
sheet which are very useful, buf I think
that in diseussing any of these railways
we should have lbefore us some informa-
tion that hon, members can grasp without
trouble, We are told here about so many
thousand acres belonging to small helders
and some few thousand aeres belonging
to larger owners. T do not know that if
matters very much whether the holders
are large or small so long as the land is
taken up and settled; but I think that if
the reports of the inspecting engineers
could be laid hefore hon. members we
might be well gnided, and, perhaps, bet-
ter satisfied. For my own part T think
this raitway should he eonstructed, if it
1s only to eonneet up two short pieces,
namely, one from the Western, and the
other from the Eastern side. My reasen
for saying that is in connection with the
economical rupnning of the trafltic. 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 publie. In respect to
the ecost of the rovning 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
souree of worry for the traffic manager
who has to control that work. The join-
itig up of this line will assist the Railway
Department in giving greater faecilities
for less money. 1 think myself the House
shnuld be entitled to know how the direc-
tions in which ihese railways are to go
have heen fixed. The leader of the Opposi-
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tion made some remarks with regard to
the desirability of having a standing
commitiee, 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 vet known of
a Government desirous that sueh a com-
mittee should be appointed and shounld do
do its work. That sueh a commitiee is de-
sirable probably no mewmber 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 wonld
naturally carry away at onee any oppor-
tunity of flinging mud at the Govern-
ment, or saying that the Governmeat had
been improperly influenced this way or
the other in deciding upon the railway.
It would take away those itdeas that the
Government were desirous of either pla-
cating their enemies or pleasing their
supporters, which in the ecourse of a de-
bate usnally get flung aboni for anyone
to catch bold of. T do not know whether
it will be my lot to see such a committee
appointed, but I am satisfied that it wounld
be of great use to the State. This par-
tieular line started from Katanning, or,
rather, one part of it has done so. T do
not know any particular reason why it
should have been started from Katan-
ning., nor at the same time am T aware
of any reason why it should not have been
so started. But there must be some good
reasons for it, and those reasons should
have been placed hefore the House.

The Minister for Works: They were
riven at the time,

Mr. GEORGE: My memory is fairly
keen, and T do not remember——

The Minister for Works:
not here at the time.

Mr. GEORGE: Yo; bnt my spirit
was hovering over the place. My posi-
tion at that time cansed me to watch these
railways even more closely than did mem-
hers nf the House. However, members

You were
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of the Homse were satisfied, and they
agreed to the route.

Mr. Bolton: The reasons bave 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
Katanning that the intention was to join
it ap.

The Premier: If yon tum up IHan-
sard vou will see it very plainly stated.
Turn up Hansard for 1906.

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

Mr, Tayman: Tt was mentioned in the
Premier’s first poliey speech.

Mr. GEORGE: Such a Int of things
are mentioned in the policy speeches that
one cannol hope to remember half of
them. T heard the Premier make a rat-
tling good speech at Bunbury not so long
agv, bnt if he remembers what was in it,
it is more than I do.

The Premier: You eannot show e
anvthing stated in any one of my
speeches which I have not earried ouf.

Mr. GEQRGE: 1 did not say I could.
What I sav is, it is a physical impossi-
bility to remember what the Premier has
said in his policy speeches. I only know
that he ecarried his audience with him
and that I was one of that andience.

Me. Bolton: That
things.

Mr. GEORGE: I think the opinion of
the House as far as the Premier is con-
eerned is quite good enough for him or
any other man, The Government have
this information in vegard to these parii-
cular lines; they have the reports of
inspecting engineers, and these repor:s
would be of great value to the House if

explains many
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we had them. I think we should have
them laid before us. The information
to be given cannot be too full. I intend
to support this railway, because, as I
say, it will join up two seetions. But
about the other railways I may have
symething of quite another mnature fo
say. I could raise the question as to
the construction of 4his line, as to
whether it is of a sufficienily permanent
character; but as the Government have
adopted a poliey 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 my own property. The
country will have to pay for these lignt
lines, as indeed it is paying to-day. The
Minister in introducing this line spoke
of certain lines costing more money than
the original cost laid down. It will be
within the memory of hon, members that
a certain itinerant anthority on railways,
who was once in this State but has since
left it, and whe, it seems, is coming back,
used to talk about building railways al
£600 or £1,000 per mile. The Govern-
ment of the day took him seriously, and
the Government of to-day is finding that
these £1,000 a mile lines are about the
worst investment, as far as anything like
substantial eapital 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 £1,558 per mile.
There is a considerable difference be-
tween this priee and the price put for-
. ward by that itinerant authority Lo
whom I have referred.

The Minister for Works: We never
fook him seriously.

Mr. GEORGE: Then the hon. member
never took anything serionsly in his life;
because I notice that in conneetion with
this partienlar cost he lays down that
the extra £500 a mile is rendered essen-
tial by the vecessary fencing of station
yards, by the putting in of loading
ramps, and by the ereetion of small
shelter sheds.

The Premier: And the cost of sleepers.

Mr. GEORGE: No; not on this par-
ticular line: because if the cost of sleen-
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ers was so much more, how was it that
the Minister told us we were going fo
be connected up with the best bit of
jarrsh country in the State. Whatever
the extra cost, therefore, in connection
with this particular line it has nothing
to do with the cost of necessarv con-
veniences whieh 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 yard should be fenced. In res-
pect to the fencing, eteetera, of this par-
ticular line the hon. gentleman wants the
Hounse 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 lo
spend £1,558 a mile.
The Premier: The Donnybrook to

Boyup cost £1,430 a mile.

Mr., GEORGE: It may be so. If I had
the plans herve I might be able to tell the
Premier why it cost that amount. But
that is not the guestion. My peint is
that the Government are going to give
to the settlers what they bave a right to
demand, namely. loading ramps, plat-
forms, and shelter sheds. The Minister
has promised that, and I shall endeavonr
in my small way to see that he carries
it out. T have not the slightest doubt
that he will carry it out, because T do
not think for a moment that he makes a
promise witbout intending to fulfi) 1.
Still, Ministers reguire to be watched.
Another important point is the grades.
The ruling grade is one in 40, T have
not seen the smrveys, but I wish the
Qovernment eould see their way clear io
provide even more money, and cut the
grades down to 1 in 50 or even 1 in 60,
It is all very well to try and get a cheap
capifal cost, bui we must have some re-
gard to the maintenance, and 1 in 40 is a
very expensive grade indeed to work. 1
think myself. in faet. I am quite sure,
that a very little exira expense in the
first instance would cut these grades
down: and it wust be remembered that
once the lines are conmstructed they are
there for all time, and the cutting down
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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 Kastern 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 49, but I know suffictent about the sur-
veying of lines, perhaps not sufficient as
the hon., member who is a surveyor, to
know that when instruetions are given
to seek for a grade of one in 40 the sor-
veyors look for it; but if these grades
are sought for the expense is thrown on
the Working Railways, and the taxpayers
of the country have to pay for the extra
expense of working and mainienance.
When we are borrowing money we shounld
borrow a little more so as to give a decent
grade on which we can do the work, It
will be cheaper in the long rum; and since
we ‘have got over the silly foolishness of
attempting to provide decent lines at two-
penny-halfpenny figures, why should we
not go a little further and make a decent
tine that will do the work? I ecan see
very clearly that on these lines the Gov-
ernment are building to eonnect the Great
Southern railway with the South-West
the traffic will be something very large.
I am not speaking from personal know-
ledge of the countiry 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 mnst earry
a lot of traffic provided the land holders
go there. We are going to get that traffie,
and it is our bounden duty to build lines
so that it will not cost the Working Rail-
wayk fno mnch to carry it, and I would
be very glad if 1t were possible to vote
a little more monev in order to make the
lines of a sufficient grade to work them
economically. It is intended to provide 45
pound rails and 8in. by 4in, sleepers, If T
had my way I would not put in a single
sleeper less than 9in. by 4l%in. The 8in.
by 4in. 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 runring over them, I
really thought Western Australia had
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grown out of the position in which I
found it 20 years ago, that of using 8in.
by 4in. sleepers. I thought we had got
into using a decent size of sleeper, and
I think the House should have sufficient
eommon sense to devoie the money to put.
down a road that will last. The engine-
driver knows the diffieulties he has to en-
counter on light lines. With a good line
you have a good road, and you c¢an save
money in maintenatice and in the cost of
running. I would like the Government
to consider the question of putting in 9in,
by 4%%in. sleepers, and of making them
7ft. long instead of B6ft, Bin. Jong as at
present. Those now used are too short.
I know i is possible to get the opinion
of some engineers to uphold the use of
the 6ft. 6in. sleepers, but there is no en-
gineer of any note in  Australia who
would give his candid opinjon that the
6ft. Gin. sleeper is sufficient. We should
have 7ft. by 9in, by 414in, sleepers. The
8in. by 4in, sleepers are too small, and it
is only a quesiion 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
tended to keep down the votes for wages
and salaries. That extra expenditure has
been required for the maintenance of
lines starved in the first cost of construe-
tion.

Mr. Taylor: What would be the addi-
tional cost of having %in. by 4%in. sleep-
ers?

AMr. GEORGE: 1 do not suppose there
would be a difference of more than 2d.
ot 244d. per sleeper between the 8in. by
4in. sleeper and the 9in. by 43%in. sleeper;
but it might be 3d. Twn thousand sleep-
ers 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 offi-
cers, and they would tell. It does not
require much railway experience to know
that if you put down a decent foundation
you ecan 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 Bill
lays before them, and to give it that
seanty consideration which the limited
time at disposal for a debate of this
character allows. T do not think anyone
is justified in forming an opinion that
the Ministry are not honestly assnred
that this line would be a distinet benefit
to the eountry if it were constructed. Not
For one moment would T take up the posi-
tion of challenging that opinion. That,
however. is not the real question aecord-
ing to the view [ take of this matter. The
real question is somewhat of a different
kind altogether. and it is whether, when
a Minister brings down a Bill for the
construetion of a railway and lays before
the House reasons for the construction
of that line, we fully discharge the pro-
per functions the House should discharge
when determining on the building of rail-
wavs wlich are meant to develop our

agricultural  resources if we consider
these reasons and those reasons only.
The resnlt of the present practice i
that we have eher to throw out
the proposal made—and we are not
justified in taking that eourse except
on  the  faets  brought  before the

Hause by the Minister—or, if we accept
the propusal. to very possibly exclude the
construction of other railways, whiehy,
had they been before the House, would
bave recvived greater support than those
brought dewn hy the Ministry, What is
the obvious enre for this state of affairs
is that instead of these lines being merely
laid hefore the House for assent or dis-
sent and, as it happens in this case and
in other cases. with very limited time for
considering the granting of that assent
or dissent. all the proposals for the con-
struetion of railways should be investi-
gated by some standing committee. and.
after investigation, should be brought he-
fore the House with the reasuns 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 te him hy
the Vietorian Government that they found
this system of working admirable. They
found it put onut many proposals which
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were more or less of a politieal character,
and which had 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
on in achieving the accomplishment of.
So far as it became any part of my duty
to express an opinion on it, [ was very
mueh impressed with and in favour of
this system; and I was then of the opin-
jon that it was the attitude taken up hy
the Premier, my colleagne at the time.
However, we have still persisted in the
old, aneient, and useless and someiimes
dangerous habit of having only certain
measmes brought down, and the House
having no choice but to reject these mea-
sures withont eonsideration of any alter-
nate scheme, or else swallow the mea-
sures presented.  Unquestionably there
are niembers who favour the building of
other lines that they claim would be of
greater advantage. As a member who has
no agricultura) knowledge, T do not ven-
ture to express an opinion; but I should
like evidence hefore me brought forward
bv hoth sides, by those who advoeate al-
ternate rountes and proposals, and by
those who advoeate the proposals laid
hefore the House, and 1 should like the
opportunity, although 1 express such ig-
norance in agricultural matters, to exer-
cise the eommon sense which we all pos-
sess in voting as to which is the better
proposal to support. This opportunity is
enlirely denied by the procedure we
adopt, and we are taking the greatest
pussible risk of earrying ont lines that,
when we come to a better knowledge of
our resources, and of what should he done
for the benefit of the country, we may
find are grievous blunders, We know
that in Vietoria very many lines were
put down and after remaining down for
some vears were taken up. I wish dis-
tinetly to abstain from challenging the
merits of this particular line, or from
challenging the accuracy of the case made
by the Minisier 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 may be a zood one, or else
of blindly swallowing it without knowing
whether there may not be very different
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proposals for different parts of the State
which it might he wiser to construct.

(Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30
pan.)

Mr. PIESSE (Katanning): I rise to
offer my hearty support to this important
proposal. T welcome this measure for
the reason that, knowing the distriet as
I do and its possibilities, I realise the
great advantage that will rvesnlt to that
portion of our State as well as to the
agricultural industry generally by its
construction, This railway will, to some
extent, enable the Government to keep
faith with ihose settlers who have had
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-
manication between Kojonup and Boyup
is not a mew one. The settlers of that
distrier have heen encouraged by the con-
struction of the Katanning-Kojonup rail-
way to go further afield, and to take up
land along the route of the proposed rail-
way. This distriet was settled by
a few pioneers some 20 or 30 years
ago, aud those men did a very
great deal towards opening up the
eounlry and demonstrating what ean
be done there. I know  that the
settlement of this loeality has been sur-
rounded by many difficulties. One which
is known to every member of this House
is that throughout the district, as ‘well
as in other parts of the State, there is
a fair proportion of what has for many
years kept back the country, that is the
mueh dreaded poisen plant. While that
plant, to some extent, has been a great
drawback to the settlement of the coun-
try, we can say it has been a blessing in
disguise, for had it not been for the fact
that some of our larzer areas were infested
with poison, these areas would have been
held fo-day in very large holdings, T
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 im-
proved methods been able fto arrive at a
satisfactory means of eradicating this
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particular weed, and bo-day on what we
looked tpon as country unfit for depas-
turing stoek, there are many thousand
sheep being depastured, thus showing that
so far as the poison plant is concerned,
it is only a question of adopting proper
methods in order to eradicate it. There-
fore I think members need bave no anx-
iety as to this so-called bogey of the poi-
son plant which has so often been put
forward as an argument in detriment to
the district.  Although the poison does
exist in the greater portion of the distriet,
still it is often found on the very best of
the land. Ttis on the wheat lands there, and
in this respect provides a contrast to other
parts of the country infested with the
poison, for there it is generally in the
poor lands of the State that the plant is
found. Members are inclined to form a
wrong impression of the area when it is
described to them as poison  eountry.
By the construction of this railway the
Government will he keeping faith with
the settlers who .have gone out there and
taken up the land.

Mr. Angwin: How long ago was that?

Mr. PIESSE: Some of the pioneers
went there as long age as 35 years., They
did wonderfally 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-Kejonup line—among
whom were a number of practical men
who bhad had preat experience in the
northern areas of South Ausiralia, and
preferred to wo into a distriet here where
there was an assured rainfall. They took
up land at Mooradup about 15 miles from
Kojonup, and for several years had to
eart their produce to Katanning. o dis-
tance of 40 miles. This shows how neces-
sary it was to give those settlers railway
communication.  The farmers who set-
tled there made buat slight prowress. owing
to the long distanee they had to cart
thetr stuff, and it was only hy the eon-
strucfion of the Katanning-IKojonup line,
which placed them 15 miles nearer. that
they were able to make any heandway at
all. A few weeks ago I visited that area
and talking with the farmers there was,
more than pleased to find what a 2ood
feeling exists among the settlers now,
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They evidently thoroughly appreciate
the nssistance given to them by the con-
struetion of the Katanning-Kojonup rail-
way. This demonstrates that we must be
prepared {o go even further with railway
communication, and to continue this rail-
way so that it shall eonneet up with Boy-
up. In addition to that settlement at
Mooradup there is an area of 40,000 or
30,000 acres whieh was previously a
poison lease, but has been surveyed and
subdivided. It has been settled, to some
extent, hy some English immigrants who
¢ame out here ahout three vears aze. One
of the chief recommendations for the
consiruetion of this railway is that we
have along the line a number of small
selectors. As has heen pointed out there
are 73,000 acre: held in large estafes. I
believe tha! one bloeck of 10,000 aeres has

vecently  been repurchased by the
Government, while of the remaining
G3.000 acres the area of the average

holding iz not more than 6,300 acres.
In addition to that we have, as the infor-
malion supplied to us shows, some 600
land holders. T am given to nnderstand
that this number represents the individual
residential holders within the limits of
15 miles on either side of the line. I was
stprised to find that the number was so
great and 1 took the preeaution to inquire
at the Lands Office, and I was assured by
the officers there that these fiztres are as
near as possible correet. I know there is
1 great settlement there, and I know from
interviews I have had with people there
that the settlers are deoing good work,
They have oot to the stage now that a
number have fenced in a portion of their
holdings and eradicated a certain amount
of poison: they have alse provided water
supplies and are now prepared to enoter
upon clearing. We ean quite understand
that the holders of land in this locality are
looking forward with great anxiety to the
progress of this Bill throungh the House.
Tt means that unless we are prepared to
carry oat this railway. and relieve those
settlers upon the small areas, that they
will not he able to remain there and cart
their crops longz distances to the nearest
railwvay. It will mean also that these
smaller areas will be ahsorhed by the
larger holders, and instead of being eare-
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fully cultivated they will be reduced pro-
bably to sheep walks. Another point that
can be urged in favour of the construction
of this line is the faet that during the
past 2% years, about the time the immij-
grants toock up their residence in that
locality, departmental maps showed the
route of the survey of this partieular line,
and I think that alone should bhave some
bearing with hon. members in the way of
assisting them fo make up their minds to
vale for this measure. Hon. members
should be satiefied that every ingniry has
been made. Regarding the qualily of the
land, 1 happen to know the distriet about
40 ar 45 miles to the west of Kojormp.
T bave not been to  Boyup, bhut
T know the country surrounding it and I
am aequainted with the distriet in the
neighbourhood of this proposed line. The
soil is as has been stated by the Minister;
it contains 40 per eent. of first class land,
it is a rteh red loam, and the balance ean
be classed as second and third rate. This
eountry is unlike that part of the State
where there are rough hills, which render
so mueh of the land useless for cultiva-
tion. The land in the locality in
question is not difficult to clear and ean
be very easily improved, and with the aid
of fertilisers I am sure that even the poor-
est land there ean 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 ean only be done
by assisting the settlers in the direetion
of giving them railway facilities. TUnless
we take the bull hy the horns and build
this pailway the State will be called
upon to embark upon a large expendi-
ture in the way of constroeting roads.
The railway will, to a great extent. obviate
the construction of main roads. The dis-
trict enjoys a splendid rainfall: it has
never been known to fail. The distriet has
aty elevation of from 1,000 to 1,200 feet,
and it possesses a magnificent elimate;
water 1§ easily obfained and ean also he
conserved by the construction or the ex-
cavation of tanks. C(learing throughout
the district ean also be elassed as easy,
and I think T am rieht in sayine that this
can be done from £1 to £2 an acre. or an
average of 30s. an aere.
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Mr., Hudson:
grow timber%

Mr. PIESSE: It does grow fimber—
white gum, red gum, blackboy, and other
timbers characteristic of that part of the
State are to be fonnd there,

Mr. Jacoby: What crops are growing
there?

Mr. PIESSE: As far as the distriet is
concerned, while it could not be looked
upon as essentially a wheat producing
country, it is eapable of growing all kinds
of cereals. I know in years gone hy—I am
speaking of 20 years ago—when the early
settlers were on the Dinninup, they used
to eart their wheat to Katanning, and the
samples that they produced then were
quile 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, becanse they found oats proved to
be a safer erop to grow than wheat; that
was beeause they did not go in for a pro-
per system of fallowing, and they had no
markets to cater for, and it was impos-
sible for them (o plant larger areas. As
far as T can learn wheat can be grown
there and produced up to 25 bushels per
aere. I do not say that this is the average;
this year I understand it will be about 12
bushels, but that ean 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 woel grown in that dis-
trict has commanded top prices in London
owing to its speeial quality and
cleanness.  All kinds of stock do
well there and the distriet is noted for
the horses that it breeds. FHon. members
may wonder why the area under cultiva-
tion 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 eclear large
areas, but the settlers who have gone
there later—I am speaking of those who
went there two or three vears ago—have
only had time to fence in their holdings. 1
have not the least doubt that, if it becomes
known that Parliament is going to pass
this Bill, much larger areas will he
brought under the axe ready for cropping

The country does not
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next wear. I know several imstances
where seltlors are only waiting for the
decision cof Parliament. There will also
be a great impetus given to the settlement
of the unalienated area. According to the
statement presented to the House there
are some 400,000 acres of land awailing
selection, and I have no doubi 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 Vallev, 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 additionel freights for the railwaysa.
I am looking forward to the time when
this State will be counting its con-
sumption of artificial measures, not by
the hundreds of tons, but by the thous-
sanda of tons, because we have an
enormous area with an assured rainiall,
and it is only & 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 ¢entres. Ewver 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 &
trade with the other with its timbers
and root crops, while the other distriot
will be able to trade with the products
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it grows in its district. I think it will
be to the muatual 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 on a bold policy of railway
construction. So far as my own district
is concerned, T would have liked to
see—und | 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. 1 do
not propose to say anything further
in respect to it just now, exeept 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-Katenning
and the Tambellup-Ngowangerup lines.
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 éo point out that so far as T am
concerned, T 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 te say, the people
located so fer back from the railway.
If the people of. say., Shannon's Soak
wish to have a connection at Katanning
they should be the people who decide
it. Mo, too. if the people at Ngowan-
gerup 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 & majority
of the people most concerned in a railway
meet together and decide by resolution
as to the point at which they would like
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to be connected with the trunk line,
I think their wishes should be carried out.
If the people of Moodiarrup and others
concerned had so met and decided upon
& certain route I should say that their
wishes should receive consideration. T
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 deing a
good work, and are keeping our promise
to those who went down to the district
and settled there and toock great risks
in so doing. 1 think if the people of
that locality cen say, and I know that
they can, that they have carried out
their part of the implied contract, it
is only right and 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 Katanning 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. T do not profess to know
anything about agricultural communities.
But I ean gather from the Press and
from everyday life that there are many
communities in Western Australia at
the present time who are desirous of &
railway, and who, possibly, may be more
deserving of & railway than these people
who live in the Kojonup-Boyup 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 House in respect to the
particular districts which they represent.

The Minister for Lands: Quite true.

Mr. DRAPER : Tf the Minister for
Lands admits that, then surely the
Ministry also, as a body. will admit
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that it will be advisable for a committee
t0 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 Waorks,
who dealt with generalities, who dealt
with the advantages of our borrowing
policy, and who dealt with the wonderful
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 this 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 uare entirely, I will not say at the
mercy of, because that i3 & wrong term,
but we are entirely dependent upon the
Ministry for bringing in the railways,
which, possibly on insufficient infor.
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—ii 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
Jjustified. At this stage, when there are
%0 many works of a publie nature demand-
ing to be constructed in the interests
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of the State, it is of vital importance to
the State that we should have something
hefore us by which we can judge of the
respective merits of these particular
works. At the present time works, T
have no doubt, are introduced into the
House, possibly because some consti-
tuencies muay be more importunate than
others, and possibly sorne members may
be more importunate than others. If
these constituencies are more itmpor-
tunate they cannob be blamed any more
than can members who, in turn, may
be importunate. The fault does not
lie in the importuncy of any particular
member in urging a railway for his dis-
trict, but it lies rather in the system
by which we do not obtain sufficient
information to lay before the House
on which we can judge of the merits
of each particelar 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 be 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 has
been admitted by several members on
both sides of the House that good
claims have been put forward by other
districta for railway facilities. I may
say at onece that I have heard nothing
from any hon. member who has 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
Bill, to my mind he made the strongest
speech made in the House this evening
againgt 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 & correct one.
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Mr. Heitmann : They do not want
8 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 railvay proposals,
but there are occasions when the hest of
us allow our enthusiasm to overcome our
better judgment. And I really think
that if we ecarefully study the railway
map—and every hon. member has one at-
tached to the railway report—we will
note that if is somewhat peeculiar that
practieally every aovicultnral railway pro-
posal put Forward by the Government
means leading to that port which has be-
come somewhat historieal through having
provided the State with certain Premiers.
In opposing this line I cannot be asecused
of doing so beeause I desire one in the
constitueney T 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-
toy. However, T do not intend to pursne
that phase of the subject at this stage,
but I desire io point out that sinee this
extraordinary development of our railway
poliey in the direction of linking up the
port of Bunbury with the -agricultural
areas of the State has been going on, a
very large tract of country has been sadly
and woefully neglected 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-
mitted by the Premier to be the finest
land in the State. There is no question
as to its fertility; and there is no ques-
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tion as to its suitability for agrienltural
purposes. People have gone out on the
Eastern side of the Great Southern Rail-
way as much as 40 and 50 miles from
railway communication, and have taken
up land and developed it, and | pro-
pose to give some information relating
to one distriet which I think has equal or
even more claims for railway communica-
tion than the district now under considera-
tion, One of the arguments used in fav-
our of the consiruction of the Boyup-
Kojonup line is that there is a large
number of settlers—the Mist placed be-
fore us places them at 600—who will be
served by this railway. My idea in re-
gard to agricultural lines is ¢hat they
shbuld precede settlement, that they should
go ouf 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 avhich have not been taken up,
the Crown itself would receive the benefit
of the settlement which would ecome along.
In other words, in considering the eon-
siruection of railways we shounld, 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 of the land has been
taken wp. Therefore the construetion of
this railway simply means ‘that the Gov-
ernment will enhance the value of {he
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 faecilities. The people
who are at the greatest distance from
railway communieation in the distriet to
be served by tthis railway cannot be more
than 23% miles frem a railway. Surely
even the Ainmister for Works will mot
serionsly contend that it is imperative that
people who are within 23145 miles of a
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railway should be brought imto direst
toueh 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 instanee where I certainly think
a railway should be constructed before we
pass the proposal we have now before
us, I have only to refer to a somewhat
interesting deputation whieh waited upon
the Premier some time ago, and of which
deputation the member for Kiatanning
formed a part. That deputation waited
on the Premier with a request that he
should consider the construction of a rail-
way line Eastward from Tambellup, or
some centre in that locality, to Gnowan-
gerup. In reply to that deputation the
Premier said, “Having done a lot of sur-
vey work in that distriet years ago he
knew of his own observation that there
was around Gnowangerup some of the
best land in Western Australia”’ There
ean 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 loeality—this locality which is not
overrun with the poison plant.

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

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

Mr. W. PRICE: In patches, I admit it
is in patches, but the question is whether
these pateches are in the Gnowangerup
distriet, whereas we have it on the state-
ment of the member for Katauning that
the poison is spread all over the district
from Boyup to Kojonup. Within a
radius of 15 miles of Gnowangerup there
are 192,931 acres selected. The district
is 30 miles from the Great Southern
Railway, and is Bastward from Tam-
bellup. Of the area selected, 13,600
acres are cleared and 9,300 zcres are
cultivated, and the estimate for the pra-
sent year is that 15,842 acres will be
cultivated during the year. I would like
hon. members to compare the figures in
regard to this proposal with those put
forward by the Minister for Works in
favour of the Boyup-Kojenup railway.
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The number of land-holders there is 102,
whiech we can voueh for. On the other
hand, we are told there are 600 land-
holders between Boyup and Kojonup. L[
would like to know exaetly within what
radius of the proposed railway line these
600 are located, because on all hands we
are assurved the figures are somewhat
surprising, and even the member for the
distriet had to express his surprise at
the statement that 600 people were with-
in the zone of the proposed Boyup-
Kojonup railway. I do not intend to
dilate at any great length on this pro-
posal in view of the faet that so many
members have expressed themselves as
opposed to it, but I may brieflv 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, thirough a
distriet 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 ouce I am opposed to the imterests of
the State as a whole being subordinated
to the interests of any small section, and
I say unhesitatingly that any person
studying the railway proposals of the
Government, and not only their pro-
posals but the lines they have hrought
into existence, cannot help being struck
with the faet that every one of them
leads to the one centre. Are we to be-
liave that there is no neeessity for rail-
way lines except those whieh are run-
ning direct to the port of Bunbwry? I
do not think even the member for the
port of Bunbury would ask the House 10
believe that such is necessary. If we
look through the list of what are termed
distriet railways we find that four sut
of seven agricultural lines directly serve
that port. In other words, if we are {o
take our railway construction policy as
being a true indiecation of the develop-
ment of this State then the greater por-
tion of the development is being earried

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-
mand than the distriet this line will
serve. I do not intend to take up more
time, for I feel that having lieard so
many diverse opinions expressed upon
the proposal and baving heard the con-
demnatory speech made by the member
for Katanning—althongh I admit he did
not intend it to be condemnatory, for he
meant it to be a speech urging the con-
struetion of the line—members will
study the interests of the country and
refuse to vote for the proposal now be-
fore the House.

Mr. BOLTOXN (XNorth Fremantle): I
very seldom offer any remarks to this
House on agricultural railway proposi-
tions heeanse T recognise that my know-
ledee of the land to be served is usually
somewbat small, and 1 alse reeogrise that
I eannot acquire the necessary informa-
tion at my own expense so that I have to
listen to those who can give information
and look ¢o the expert advice this House
is entitled to. One thing I am glad to
learn is that there is a feeling gradually
growing in this Honse, and one that will
soon reach decent proportions, that »n
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
juetly be deemed the most urgent among
those suggested. Owing to the linking
up of the lines by the Kojonup-Boyup
section one district is to he very -badly
served. I have the advantage in this
House of kuowing something of the coun-
try hetween the Collie-Narrogin line
and the proposed extension. In
that area there is excellent land,
but the settlers have been carting
for the past 30 vears there. and
have now to eart 46 miles to Wagin and
32 to Darkan, whieh is I understand the
nearest point to either railway they ean
get, and yet I heard the Premier in eertain
loan proposals say that the Government
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proposed to expend money by completing:
a survey on that silly business the Wagin-
Darkan line, If the Kojonup-Boyup ex-
tension is made the result will be that
the people at Moodiarrup and Arthur
River will never have a chance of heing
provided with railway ecommunication,
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 Wapin
line and bring it in to Darkan, where
there are two stores and one hotel. T am
afraid the Moodiarrup and Arthur River
penple will never have satisfaction onless
the Premier proposes to forego that silly
proposition to eonnect up what is worked
out in mileave as &0 miles from Wagin
to Darkan, in:fead of running south thus
saving 25 miles, and bringing the people
of Moodiarrup within 18 miles of a rail-
way. The time was when the Labour
party advocated a board of experis to
report on these railway proposals. They
received very little support from any
members other than those of their
own party, but to-night four or
five members of the other side of
the Honse have expressed themselves
in favourable terms on the pro-
position and are even prepared to go as
far as to have a seleci commitiee ap-
pointed to report on this scheme. I trust
thal a select committee will be appointed
and that some member will move for une
to report on this proposal before it is
agreed to, for 1 am satisfied that outside
of the memher 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, but members have
it not, and it is their duty to make in-
quiries, and the only way to get proper
information is tlirough the medium of a
select committee. It would he wise for
members to demand the information. 1
heliese they could get it if a committee
wore appointed. Tf this is not given, the
time will eome when members who take
part in debates on the agricultural rail-
way propositions will regret having al-
lowed them to go through. The member
for Murray referred fo the faet that cer-
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tain other proposals carried here some
two or three years ago had proved to be
failures, and thai 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.

The PREMIER (Hon, N, J, Moore):
I have iistrned with considerable interest
to the speeches made in conneetion with
this proposition. Very similar arguments
have been used on previous oceasions to
the effect that members have not personal
knowledge of the country to be served,
and that in consequenee 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 =o, I
want members to indicate what railways
they are. It is most gratifying to koow
what has been the result of the construe-
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 intreducing
the Bi!l I told members that the greater
portion of the traffic for a few years
would be 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 ioto the
port of Bunbury irrespective of
whetl:er they were payable propositivns
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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.
Instead of a profit of £1,042 there was
on that railway a loss of £2,877.

Mr. Johnson: That is a very unfair
eomparison.

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

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

The PREMIER: The policy pursued
in conneetion 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 sonl
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 aseer-
tain whether they are likely to be

profitable or not. They have the whole
machinery of Government at their dis-
posal and can aseertain 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 :he
undertaking. Have not all these pro-
positions worked out in the manner we
stated they would? If I were to ecom-
mence my political career again and had
to outline a railway policy, I wounld not
vary one jota from the programme we
laid down.
Mr. Hudson: Except as to Kojonup.

The PREMIER : I would not miss that
line. Take the particular line ihat the
member for Dundas is interested in, that
is the Coolgardie-Norseman line. Had
we trusied 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 commitiee 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 faet that I krad knowledge of engi-
neering matters in connection with rail-
way construeltion, and was aware that
it would be a profitable proposition from
a railway poin{ of view, that line was
eonstricted and 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-
eultural line.

The PREMIER: It is a railway pro-
position. 'The member stated that the
Government were partisans so far as
extending 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 eommunieation is con-
cerned, irrespective of the politieal pro-
clivities of the member of the partieular
district? Take the hon. member sitting
opposite, the member for Dundas. Did
we not, in his case, open up the Hope-
toun port by constructing the line {o
Ravensthorpe? Then in the North-West
have we not made a sbart in eonnection
with the constroetion 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 communication which is due
to them by virtue of their geographical
position.

Mr. S8caddan: ‘What about Esperance?

The PREMIER: Put up a case show-
ing there is something in it and we will
be prepared to give it consideration.
Hon. members may well langh, but
would they like me to commit myself to
ary proposition? I may say this thouph,
that if I did commit myself to 2 work
I would earry it through. We have heard
a lot abount this partieular line, but I ean
speak with regard to it from personal
knowledge. I regret that the leader of
the Opposition was not able to go
tbrough that ecountry with me. I made
provision for him, and I would have been
only too pleased to arrange for other
hon. members to see that distriet, but I
cannot force them to go over the routes
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of these lines, If they would only visit
these distriets and get some practiesl
knowledge, they would soon see whether
these lines were justified. The counstrue-
tion of this line has been jromised and
we munst keep faith with the people to
whom the promise was wade. In this
case we need not confine ourselves to the
experience gained by lical gzentlemen
who know something ol the districl
Hon. members might listen to what a
vigitor to this State, a Fuormer Minister
for Agriculture in Vietoria, said to a
newspaper representative ahont what he
saw in that partienlar disirie:.

Mr. Scaddan: Who was hef

The PREMIER: The Hon. George
Swinburne. In an interview which he
gave he said—

‘*There is nearly every variety of
eountry-hills and fine flatz, plenty of
water and facilitiez for storing it.*

Mr. Scaddan: Like Fostec Fraser, who
was just long enough in the country to
write a book about it.

The PREMIER: Gentlemen like these
see and learn a good deal more of the
country than some hon, members do. Mr.
Swinbarne went on—

A lot of misunderstanding in Vie-
toria regarding Western Australia is
due to the fact that so little is known
about the South-West portion of the
State. If those greai areas were pro-
perly opened up they should be very
attractive to Vietorians.”’

Mr. Collier: But yon heve not given
us time to consider this proposal.

The PREMIER: We have been talk-
ing about bridging the gap between Ka-
tanning and Bridgetown for the past
three years. In my poliey speech three
years ago I said that this werk would
kave to be earried out.

Mr. Collier: You have said lois of
things in your policy speeches that you
bhave not carried out.

The PREMIER: The hon. member can
detail them to me later on. As 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
infermation, and remarked—

**Lot me ask hon. members what s
board of inquiry could do. Would it
not call before it the people who have
persorral knowledge of the nature of
the country, of its eapacity for settle-
ment, and of the probability of the
line becoming self-supporting within a
reasonable period? The buvard of in-
quiry, I take it, would call before it
the very people who as members of
the House give informaiion to the
House. It is true that a board might
call more witnesses than it iz possible
for the House to avail itsell of here
to-day, but the evidence wonld be of
exactly the same character. ¥You eould
have no inquiry but that. The mem-
ber for Guildford surely does not sug-
gest that the board should take 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, taking the responsibility on
themselves of assuring the House that
they had personally secn this country
and personally examined it, and that
it is couniry of the characler de-
scribed, capable of elos: settlement;
and surely hon. members would, if sit-
ting as a jury, either lLelieve or dis-
believe that evidence. And a board of
inquiry would do exaetly 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 faet that
witnesses were acinally before them,
we should have to deal second-hand
with a board of inquiry.’*

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

The PREMTER : That is sound logie.
I absolutely agree with the remarks made
by the Attorney Genera! of that time. As
I have already stated, if you want to
avoid responsibility, if you want to do
nothing, get a board by all means and
let us stand still. Do members wish us to
stagnate as we would have done if the
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present (Government had not taken the
bull by the horns when we took office.
Let wme say we propose to continue the
policy that we have heen 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 ecouniry; we are
developing it from Port Hedland in the
north to Hopetoun in the south, and to
adopt the proposal which has been put
Fforward by hon. members, will mean hang-
ing up these railways for some consider-
able period. There are many men who
have taken wup land in this particular
part of the State on the best of good
faith and on the understanding that the
termini at Kojonup and Boynp would be
coupled mp. 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
Tambellup railway, if he will look at the
Toan sehedule he will notice that provision
has been made there for a certain sum
for the railway.

My, W. 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
down. We musi realise too that the Loan
Bill will only cover expenditure up to the
7th of March 1911; and it would be abso-
lutely impossible to spend more than the
amount which has been put down. The
hon. member need not worry even if he
does represent Albany about that partieu-
lar line. We are the judges as to what
railway propositions should be placed
before Parliament. The hon. mem-
ber has very liftle knowledge of
the localities to which we have built and
are building railways at the present time.
With regard to what he says about the
poison plant, we know that the York road
poison extends from Beverley to Tam-
bellup, and even in the distriet be 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 bave 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 econstruction, and I
have listened to him because I realise
he is a practical man, and one whose
opinion is worth having. At the same
time [ join issne with him and maintain
that these varions railways must be
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 spwr lines, As far
as connections are coneerned, such as the
Collie-Narrogin railway, 60lb. rails were
used right throngh. We are now provid-
ing for the pulling up of the 44lb. rails
on the Great Southern line in order to
substitute 60lb. 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 resnlt of the
opening up, the traffic inereases, it should
be possible $o improve them, They should
develop with the country. In most of
these lines while we have a ruling grade
of one in 44, they have been so construe-
ted that at & small cost the grades can
be eut down to one in 60. With regard
to the additional eost of these railways,
the Minister for Works has referred to
the faet that it is largely due to the extira
charges for sleepers. As a matter of faet,
sleepers are costing £80 per mile more
than we paid previously, and it has been
found necessary to spend an additional
sum in eonnection with ramps and fencing
in station yards and sidings. That ae-
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 eost is due to the faet that
it will have to eross the Blackwood River
two or three times, and a fairly large
amount will have to be 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 bhappy one as far as Viectoria is
concerned. Many of the railways which
were recommended by the committee

-with the
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there are now elosed, and the rails have
been pulled up.

Mr. Collier: The eominittee was not in
existence at the time. It was afterwards
as.a result of these railways that the com-
mittee came into existence.

The PREMIER: I was under the im-
pression that the late Premier was ehair-
man of that commitiee and that it was
during the tiine of the vigorous railway
pelicy pursued that these railways sinee
pulled up were built. If I am incorrect
I aceept the hon. member’s assurance.
I do not wish to go into defails 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 whieh belongs to
them by virtue of their geographical posi-
tions. At Geraidton we know that pro-
vision has been made for the Upper Chap-
man railway; and 1 hope it is only a ques-
tion of time when an extension will be
made from XNorthampton to the Muwr-
chison River, Reeently investigations
have been made by the Surveyor Geueral
and another officer with a view o ascer-
taining whether this extension would be
justified. Coming to the South-West I
wounld point out that the port of Bussel-
ton has been afforded railway eommuni-
eation in order that the fertile valley of
the Lower Blackwood may be opened up.
TFremantle will benefit more largely than
any other port by the extension of railway
communication. The Greenhills-Quairad-
ing line will benefit Fremanile; the Goo-
malling-Wongan Hiils line and the Dower-
in to derredin line will also benefi{ the
principal port of the State. 1 do not
desire to detain the House at any
greater length except to say that all we
ask is to be judged hy our performances.
Have we made mistakes in connection
railways we thave built?
If we bave not why then cannot
we he frusted to earry out the
railway policy which was outlined
prier to the general elections. I can
only say that if this matter is hung up in
order that a select commiitee 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 hitterly disappointed.
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I only hope that the railway will be car-
ried out. I feel sure that if hon. mem-
bers will pive the matter consideration they
will realise what is being done at the pre-
send time and that, having regard to the
hardships many of these settlers have to
puat up with in eonneection with carting
in the hoggy 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 opeu will continue to increase,
and the district generally will develop at
a great rate. As a matter of fact a large
number of settlers 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 Crown, and the Crown
—nol private individuals as the hon,
member stated, benefited by that forfeit-
ure, inasmuch as the price of land was
raised over the forty odd thousand aeres,
and all went to the Crown. The fact
that two banks have been established at
Boyup is an indication of the progress of
the distriet, and of the satisfaction felt
by these institutions in its future. I
hope hon. members will give this pro-
position the support it deserves.

Mr. JOHNSON (Guildford): After
the remarks of the Premier I cannot allow
this vote to go without expressing my
opinion. The Premier has waxed very
eloguent, and tried to ram down hon.
members’ throats that we must follow the
Government blindly in any proposal they
submit to the House. He asks the House
—*“Point ount 'to me,” he says, “which are
the failures; where we have failed in our
railway poliey®’ It is not for us to peint
out where he has made any failures. The
peint T 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 T am of opinion
that better resnlts would have acerued
had wiser judgment been shown in select-
ing the different railway propositions.
My objection to this partieular proposi-
tion is that the Government, although ex-

{£9)
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ercising a certain degree of judgment in
selecting the line are doing an injustice
to other parts of the Stare which deserve
better treatment at their hands. It is
all very fine for the Premier to get up and
say, “\We are going io iake the respon-
sibility.” Are the Government the sole
people who have the responsibility of ad-
ministering the affairs of the Stale?
Have we, as members of Parliament, to
sit down and not criticise, but rather to
say, “Because the Hon. N. J. Moore is
Premier nothitg must be said against his
policy. He is the one great man who
knows Western Australia, and the one
great man who has prepared a railway
poliey”? I think an hon. member would
receive a very bad time at the hands of
his constituents if he went back and gave
that as an excuse—if he said, “Yes, the
railway should not have been built, but
the Premier ineluded it in his poliey.”

The Premier: You have opposed every
one.

Mr. JOHNSON: T have not, and T give
that directly in the teeth of the Premier.
What I have done has heen to support
the contention raised this eveniny by the
member for West Perth, namely that we
want a committee, free from political in-
Mluence, before we ean get sufficient evi-
dence to justify us in voting for or against
this railway proposition. Take the posi-
tion to-vight: Can we vote .against the
railway on the score of insufficient infor-
mation? We have no more right to vote
against it on the seore that we have not
sufficient information than we have to
vote for it. The course T shall adopt will
be to support the second reading, but
after that stage bas 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 iheir particular supporters, I
do not say that in prepanng the railway
policy the Government are altogether in-
fluenced by the fact that certain hon.
members sit on their side of the House,
or that a proposed railway is to run into
couniry represented by a member sitting
in Opposition; but there ean be no ques-
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tion that, no 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 favour
than propositions submitted by those hon.
members whe are continually opposing the
Administration. It is in a desire o gef
away from the diffienlties that faced
Victoria in her vailway poliey that I have
earnestly advocaled that these proposi-
tions should be submitted to a committes,
free from all politieal consideration, so
that Parliament ean get a guarantee that
the line submitted to the House is the best
possible proposition.

Mr. Seaddan: Yon eould not get that
through a select committee of the House.

{Mr. Daglisk tock the Chair.)

Mr. JOHNSON: But the proposal is
that we have a permanent commitiee to
go into all these questions. The Premier
referred to the report of the commitiee in
connection with the Norseman line. There
was an ijllustration! That railway was
proposed to be built by the Government
then in power, but in order to lay the
whole information before FParliament
they appointed a2 board to go into the
question. And the Premier eontends to-
night that the report of that board would
not justify Parliament in constiructing
the railway. Bat the Goveinment 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 partieular railway. Had
we had a similar board in connection with
these light railway propositions I venture
to assert that guite a number constructed
to-day would not have heen construeted,
but other lines in wvarious other por-
tions of the State would have received
first consideration. That is the difficulty.
We do not get sabmitted to us those rail-
way propositions which should be sub-
mitied for first consideration, but the
Government try fo cram down our
throats that their judgment is the scund
judgment, and that their selected line
shounld receive first counsideration. The
Premier goes on to state that he visited

the district, and thaf hon. members d
not avail themselves of the opportunity !
go down to look over this portion ar
other portions of the State. But are w
as members of the House, receiving suf
clent eompensation for the serviees v
render here, and would we do justice -
ourselves if we went to any expense
viewing Western Australia, large as it i
out of the Parliamentary salary we r
ecive? 1 have earnestly appealed to tl
House to raise the Parliamentary salar
and I have based my argument on tl
faet that the members of the House ¢
not know Western Australia, and th
while it ean be urged that the goldfiel
representatives do not know ihe agricu
tural distriets to the extent which th
shonld know them, it can be smd wi
equal, or even greater foree, that the a
ricultural members do not know the gol
fields, which, indeed, many of them ha
never seen, Conseguently it is true th
members arve trying to legislate for Wes
ern Australia when they do not kne
Western Australia, There is enly o
way of overcoming that difficulty, namel
by compensating them for their servie
Then members will he in a position

visit the various portions of the State a
do justice to them. Let vs increase &
Parliamentary salary to permit of o
ineurring the expenditure which we wou
have to ineur in going to these varo
centres, and it shall not again bhe sa
that we do not take the trouble to vi:
the outlying distriets. Then the Premi
wants to know whether we are going

allow the country to stagnate. He ve
tured the assertion onee more, that if
had not been for the present Governme
hringing in the proposal for light agrict
tural railways, Western Australia won
not be in the flourishinr condition she
in to-day. I am not prepared to admit th
Western Australia is in that flourishi
condition one would like to see her i
But I would like to point out that t
present Government did not introduce t
policy of construeting light agrieultw
railways; and I wonld like, further,

point out that the leader of the Gover

ment of which the present Yremier w
Minister for Lands, opposed, when lead
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of the Opposition, the very poliey the
present Premier is trying to elaim credit
for. In July, 1905, in a criticism of rail-
way propositions, as submitted by the
then Government, Mr. Rason, the then
leader of the Oppositien, stated:—We
find light railways referred to in the
policy speech, three, or four, or half a
dozen, it does not matter; light agriecul-
tural railways in all distriets.” 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. Bat
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
poliey, and asking that Commission to
get expert adviece as to where those agri-
coltural railways should go. Having re-
ceived that, and being convinced that it
was in the best interests of the agrieul-
tural community, that Government intro-
duced the policy, and for doing so they
were adversely eriticised by Mr. Rason,
the then leader of the Opposition, who,
later on, led these gentlemen who now
elaim ¢o have been the initiators of these
light agrienltural railways. But not only
did the Government of the day pass the
proposition for agrieultural railways and
were duly criticised for passing it, but
they actually borrowed the money for the
work and handed it over to the present
Government for the building of these rail-
ways, and told them where the rallways
should go. TIn 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 poliey of light agrienl-
tural railways. I deny it a=ain, and 1
will eontinue to deny it until the mem-
bers of the Minisiry become just enough
to admit that they tock up that policy
as outlined by their predecessors. This
proposition for the Kojonup-Boyup line
does not deserve the consideration due to
other lines overlooked by the present Gov-
ernment, There are other railways which
shonld receive prior eonsideration, but T
am not going to the extent of voting
against the second reading. merely be-
eause I am of that opinion. I am not
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here to say that I have sufficient informa-
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 we are called upon
as members of the House to accept that
as an exeuse and vote for any proposition
that the Govermment bring down, after-
wards pleading that it was 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 convineed that
the information submitted to the House,
while it does not justify me in voting
against the railway, does not justify me
in voling against a select eommittee to
make further inguiries into the proposi-
tion.  Consequently I will vote for the
second reading, but I sincerely trust that,
instead of going into Commitiee on the
Bill, we will have a majority in the House
who, if they want further information on
the guestion, will support the proposal to
submit the Bill to a seleet committee for
further inquiry.

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

Mr. Johnson: I said “of more import-
ance.”

Mr. COWCHER: Well, I think there
are others guite as important, but at the
same time, to be consistent I eould not
vote agasinst the seeond reading of the
Bill. T have travelled over a good deal
of the country—eerfainly 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 15 a large percemtage of
eood land, and I think the building of the
line is justified, and I intend to vote for
the second reading. Tt has heen said by
the member for North Fremantle that the
people of Moodiarrup have not had eon-
sideration. I feel they have been left out
of the question fo 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 the proposed Wagin-Darkan
line. Certainly they are in an awkward
position ; but because they are in that posi-
tion, it is not for us to oppose this rail-
way beeause there are other people with
egual 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 but also in 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. T am satisfied there
are other railways with equal elaims, but
if we oppose this railway because there
are other distriets with claims equally as
important we would simply deprive these
people of railway communieation. I
thevefore support the second reading.

Mr. TAYLOR (Mt. Margaret): Affer
hearing the willy-willy of the Premier
and the elognence of members who have
supported this proposal, one naturally em-
barks on a discussion of this sort with
some relnetance. One feels more like sit-
ting in silence than offering any remarks;
hut my remarks on the second reading
will be very brief owing to want of in-
formation on my part. I heard the Mini-
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-
ine to lead the House to believe that
1hese railway lines were the cause of it.
No doubt railway communication, not
enly in Western Australia but in other
pails of the world, opens up the country
and settles it, and gives facilities to the
people to reach markets, not only local
markets but the world’s markets. Though
I shall not oppose the second reading, I
merely support it with the hope that the
Bill will be referred to a select committee,
and then the House will have a thorough
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investigation made as to the need 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 propesition. If
the Government are so cocksure as to the
justification for this railway they eannot
fear foriher investigation. As has been
pointed out by the member for Kalgoorlie
(Mr. Keenan), and by previous speakers,
we lave no allernative; we must either
accept the railway or reject it; that is the
way the measure is brought down to us;
but 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 seec-
tions of our settlers, who perhaps have
not that activity in polities to press their
claims before the Chamber. I would be
inconsistent if I said that it was my in-
tention to oppose the second 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 attitnde of this Government in the
initiation of the construction of light rail-
way lines, It has been pointed out by
the member for Guildford (Mr. Johnson),
and Hansard will prove, that when in op-
position the previous leader of the party
now in power spoke in most disparaging
terms of the light railway system intro-
duced by the Labour Government.

The Honorary Minister: Whieh rail-
way did he oppose?

Mr. TAYLOR: He opposed certain
light railways to serve settlers. That was
the gentlernan, the membher for the dock,
I mean for Fremantle, was pleased to
follow, and with whom he was in aceord
as to the condemnation of the Govemn-
ment of the day in desiring to give to
seltlers of the couniry cheap railway
facilities.

The Honorary Minister: Who was that?

Mr. TAYLOR: Mr. Rason, whom the
hon. 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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Cowcher) 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 iz London is
taking of the responsibility of opposing
the light railway introdueed by the Labour
Goverpment in 1905, the railway which
those hon. members who now graee
the Treasury Bench opposed, and in doing
so followed their leader so blindly, as they
bhave done ever since he has left,

The Honorary Minister: What light
railway?

Mr. TAYLOR: I can read where the
leader of 'the Oppeosition at that time de-
seribed what was a ‘“reckless gallop.”
He described the policy of going into
these light railway lines as a “reckless
gallop” as compared with the policy of
the previouns year of “mark time” I
have read in the Press of all these ban-
quets in the agricultural areas, and es-
pecizlly at. the opening of shows and the
operring of railway lines, where the Gov-
ernment inflated their chests and eulo-
gised themselves in taking credit for these
lines. The late Minister for Works, the
present Honorary Minister, wonld pat on
the back the member for Northam, the
Honorary Minister of his time, and say
what a good fellow he was and how he
helped the Government to stimulate the
policy of railway development; and the
present Minister for Works, who was
then Treasurer, we would find doing the
same thing, and there would be a general
smile all round. At the same time we
would find the member for Greenough
criticising that enlogy.

The Attorney General: Oh, notl

Mr. TAYLOR: The member for Green-
ough, now the Attorney General, would
he found eriticising the acenracy of these
stafements.

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

Mr. TAYLOR: Before the last jun-
keting. before the hon. member joined
the Ministry, we saw where he had to re-
sort to the Press to protect himself,
where he had to sav that his support of
the Geovernment was with certain reserva-
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tions, or words to that effect. It is idle
for the hon. member to say he has wholly
supported them. He is wholly support-
ing them now, but his whole support is
of vecent date.

The Attorney General: Give instances.

Mr. TAYLOR: They are too numer-
oug to mention. All one would have to
do would be to vesert to Ifansard, to just
take a few moments in the afternoon and
read the speeches of the hon. member re-
eorded in Hamsard, and he would not
want any further evidence.

The Attorney General: I ask you to
do so; T know you eannot.

Mr. TAYLOR: It was sufficient for me
to sit and listen to the hon. member or to
watch those acrobatic fea(s without hav-
ing to peruse them again in print. There
are certain things I object to deing, and
that is one of them. The hon. member
desires to inflict a task on me that T am
not, prepared to accept.

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

Mr. TAYLOR: In following up my
remarks I would like to remind the hon.
gentlemen who grace the Treasury Bench
that so mneh was their then leader, Mr.
Rason, in opposition to the poliey of the
Labour Government in eonstrueting light
raihway lines, that he moved a vole of
eensure, 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 acecount of the
recklessness of its leader as to his policy
in this regard. There is no desire, so
far as I am concerned, to oppose the
second reading of this Bill, but I merely
snpport it because 1t is absolutely neces-
sary that ave should have some further
evidence as to the justifieation for this
proposal as against others.  Then the
House will be in a posiiion to say, “We
will not aceept this line, but we will ae-
copt a more deserving hne” If we do
not have a select commitiee we have either
to accept the line or reject it. and some
section of the people will be withont rail-
way communieabion. If we have the al-
ternative proposals we will he able to
give the most deserving neople of the
State. that facility whieh I am sure the
House is at all titmes anxious and willing
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to give; and the Government c¢an have
pothing to fear. One naturally fears in-
vestigation when one is frightened of his
ground.  The Premier waxed eloquent
to-night. Onee I was rather frightened
he wasx coming across to bulldoze us and
make us accept the conditions which were
presented to usby the Minister for Works;
but fortunately he eocled 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 propesition to
earry the line through Committee without
a seleet committee first being appoinied
to go into the question. We know of other
railways which should be construeted.
There are two other propositions hefore
us, and all the evidence put forward is
{hat furnished by the Government with
the object of justifying the construetion
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 anzious to carry the work
through, and they put forward their best
arguments to support that line. That is

what the evidenee is collected for. The
member for Murray, who has had
experience of railway  eonstruction,

and considerable knowledge of railway
work, owing to the position he held
as Commissioner for Railways, put
forward to my mind a fair, a business-
like proposition. He objected o the
erade of 1 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. T think bis
idea was to have a sleeper 9 by 4% instead
of one 8 by 4. He indicated that the
sleepers should be bigger and longer so
that they would be able to carry the
weight if heavy loads were required. The
Premier said the sleepers could be re-
placed if the traffic warranted it.  all
niembers know the expense of re-sleeper-
ing a railway line. The reply made by the
Tremier to the member for Murray shows
that when a man of experience dares to
venture a suggestion the Premier geis
excited and I am sure the member for
Murray, had be been in his place, would
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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 House,
in spite of everything. This is all very
fine, and is suecessful 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 vears
ago; it is weakening.

Mr. Monger: No, it is not.

Mr., TAYLOR : The Minister for
Works smiles, but it is a smile more of
fear 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, and 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 Dal-
gety.

Mr. TAYLOR :
made to Dalgety.

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

Mr. TAYLOR: I hope members will
pass the second reading of the Bill with
the object of getting inte Committee on
it. If there is no chance of a select com-
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 few obser-
vations as to what the eountry is like, and
as to the value of the country generally,
but they were no more than general state-
ments that could be mode about any part
of Western Australia, The same state-
ments have been made about every other
line. The ronte has not been diseussed,
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 {o the State
and in the best interests of the country.

Reference is being
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{Mr. Speaker resumed the C].a‘air.]

The MINISTER FOR WORKS (in
reply) : There are only a few remarks
made by speakers in eonneciion with the
second readiny of this measure to which 1
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 meas-
ure is on the part of those who claim that
such works should be the subject of in-
quiry either by a public works hoard or
by a select committee. In the present in-
stanee a select committee is suggested. 1
want to point out that the work of a select
committee is net always an advaniage
when considering publie works of this de-
seription. 1f members are genuine in
their expressions of opinion that this rail-
way should be submitted to a select com-
mittee for inquiry then to carry out the
principle those membhers must support
select committees being appointed to con-
sider the other two lines as well.

Mr. Taylor: There is nothing wrong in
that,

The MINTSTER FOR WORKS: If
that is the desire of members then there
is no chance of any railway econstruction
as far as this séssion is concerned. No
select committee could inguire 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 informa-
tion that would be of any value. Mem-
bers say that this eommittee should travel
through the country and examine all the
residents and selectors. Well, as they will
have to examine some G00 seleetors along
this line alone, and take expert evidence
as well what is going to be the position?

Mr. O’Loghlen: That is misrepresenta-
tion.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: 1
resent that, The members know very
well it is not misrepresentation. Thers
would be no report and the committee
would have o become a Royal Comrmis-
sion, and no report from that Commis-
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 members of
the House are in accord in regard to this
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prineiple of agrieultural railways. It
appears that the member and his collea-
gues who preceded this and the previons
Government had agricultaral 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
bebalf 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 agri-
cultural railwaye, but for having acivaily
constructed them so that we might have
the great development that has arisen in
consequence of earrying out the work.

Mr. Taylor: Yon opposed the prineiple
then. '

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: All
members are now in accord with the
policy whieh we have ecarried ount, no
matter what individual members said five
vears ago, I do not know what T said
then, but T think it must have been all
right or the hon. member would have
quoted me,

Mr, Collier: You are very careful, and
von are the only Minister they do mnot
quote Hansard against.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: 1
thank the member for drawing attention
to it, for it shows my consistency.

Mr. Secaddan: You have gone up siz-
pence a day in the last five yenrs.

The MINISTER FOR WOREKS: Well
that is more than the hon. member has
done. The only question we have ¢o con-
sider is whether this railway propaosition
is justified or not. Notwithstanding the
complaints that have been made by dif-
ferent speakers as to lack of informa-
tion, which T 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 convineced by arguments put
forward by a Minister, and anyone who
makes up his mind that a work is not




1906

warraited says there is nof sufficient in-
formation given by the member of the
Government, or at all events not sufficient
information to satisfy him to support the
Bill. I gave all the information, both
printed and oral, that has ever been given
in intreducing measures of this deserip-
tion. If members who did not hear my
speech read the flanserd report, they will
be convineed that all the informafion they
could ask for was supplied. Members
have not said where that information is
lacking. There has been a2 general com-
plaint, but members do not say “You
have not told us about this portion of the
distriet; what the distriet will do in this
direction so far as the erops are con-
cerned; you have not given us infurma-
tion as to the possibilities in certain agri-
cultural directions or the number of acres
that will be available for selection.” 1'bere
is not' one definite complaint. Members
talk about generalising, but every mem-
ber who has opposed the construetion of
the line has generalised in his eriticism and
attack. T am glad to admit at once that
there may be other railway lines equally
as important as this proposition. [ do
not know- of them at the preseni time,
but is it any reason why we shonld delay
the construction of this railway that there
are others which may prove equally as
important or more important than ihis
one in the future? I hope there will be
seores 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 jusiified
in reeeiving almost immediate attention
so soon as there is sufficient information
to enable them to be bronght forward. We
cannot, however, constrnet all of them
together. We must single some out, and
to the best of our judgment we have done
s0. We must take the respoasibility of
putting before Parliament those works
which we consider should receive tbe
earliest eonsideration, Surely as the Gov-
ernment take the responsibility for legis-
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
take the responsibility.
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The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Tuey
take the responsibility of introducing the
public works policy.

Mr. Bath: Parliament and the tax-
pavers take the responsibility.

The MINISTER FOR WOQRKS: That
is guibbling 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 respensibility. The Gov-
ernment must take the responsibility of
intiiating the policy, otherwise we would
soon have members finding fault on that
score, and saying that we are not fit to
oveupy our positions.

Mr. George: Iow mueh does the re-
sponsibility amonnt to?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: A
huge responsibility. It amounts to a re-
moval and substitution of some other
form of Government. That is what the
responsibility ean amount to. We are
standing here in the same position as is
every Government in any ather part of
the British Empire to answer for our
policy of administration, and as soon as
this Iouse is convineed that they have
net further confidence in onr administra-
live poliey, they will say that some other
people should be pnt into our position to
carry on the affairs of the State. I
would like to say a few words in reply
to the remarks of the leader of the Op-
position. I do not take any parlienlar
exception to his remarks, but I want to
point out that he misread the fizures
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 1s
not all classified, and therefore, has not
a proportionate resemblance to the total
amount. of pastoral and agrieultural lands
available in the 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-
ity of the land generally as mentioned by
me is quite accurate as far as the infor-
mation of the Lands Devartment can gn.
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There is 40 per cent. of the land which
may be considered first-class; 40 per
cenl, second-class, as we nnderstand 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 whieh will give
a better percentage of good land, and
land which will prove profitable for set-
tlement. I am glad indeed that the mem-
ber for Kalgoorlie has heen good enough
to say that he was afraid to challenge the
quality of the land or any of my state-
ments. He said that he had not snfficient
knowledge on the matter to da so, but he
argned thai he 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 mot
think these commrittees have been the suc-
cess elsewhere that some hon. memhers
seem to think. We are all apt to adopt
something because it has been inangurated
in some obher country, without inquiry
as to whether the results have been equally
beneficial. T am not sufficiently au fait
with what has oecurred elsewhere to say
definitely why these public works com-
mittees have not been as successful as
thev ought to have been. I have heard
on more than one oceasion in conversa-
tion with gentlemen who are aequainted
with New South Wales that the Public
Works Committee in that State was not
constdered as satisfactory as hon. mem-
bhers in the House appear to think.

Mr. Bath: They stll stiek to it.

Mr. Walker: But there is a great dif-
ference between a standing public works
committee and a select commibtee.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I
quite admit that the member for Kan-
owna is perfeetly correct. I am simply
stating what I heard and I am not quite
sure whebher the leader of the Opposition
did not also hear something in that diree-
tion when we were at the Melhourne con-
ference together. We ‘had conversations
with some gentlemen from New South
Wales, and the impression 1 got was that
in that State they were not satisfled with
the work of the Committee; but the hon.
member for Xanowna has hit the nail on
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the head by stating that even if it were
satisfactory, there is a vast difference be-
tween a seleet eommittee of the House
and a standing public works committee.
I have already pointed out to-night that
the appointment of the ecommittee can
only mean hanging up the eonstruetion of
the railway for twelve months. We can-
not get the report in 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 pasced.

Bill read a second time.

To refer to Select Committee.

Mr. BATH (Brown Hill) in moving
that the Bill be referred to a select com-
mittee said: 1 wish to take emphatic ex-
ception to the remarks of the Premier
when he indulged in heroies 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 bave
a bureancracy running the Slate, and
Parliament dispensed with altogether. The
Government to a large exteni take a res-
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 railway which they ean 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 bwo railways npon 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 remuneralive propesifion, is timber
traffie; and on the authority of the
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Minister for Works bhimself they bhave
noi timber available for the sleepers re-
quired for the extension from Boyup to
Keojonup.

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:
lot of firewond there.

Mr. BATH : But it is not the firewood
traffic that makes {hat line profitable.
The Premier has recommended this as an
agricultural line, and in trying to point
out that they have been successful he
quotes two out of the nine which are pay-
ing, On the other hand, there is a loss
on all these and ne member can say they
are either a failure or a success,. We
have to wait for the future to determine
whether these railways will be suecesstul.

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

Mr. BATH: I am not saying whether
I bave 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 hon. gen-
tleman was not so partienlar about what
he said in the past, and what he says at
the present time. I am not saying what
the railways will prove to be in the fu-
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 bad been a sue-

There is a

cess. At the present time they are not
a suecess; we must wait for the future
for that. So long as the taxpayer is

called upon to pay for the loss on these
railways they cannot be regarded as a
success. They will be sneeessful from the
moment that they relieve the taxpayer of
any burden in contributing what is not
provided by the traffic. The Minister for
Works said that a seleet commitiee eould
not report upon these railways. berause
they would not be able to examine the
600 residents along the line. I say it is
absolutely distorting what was said by

[ASSEMBLY.]

hon. members when the Minister makes
it appear that the select ecommittee wonld
have to examine all these residents. No
ene would make such an absurd proposal.
The seleet eommittes could examine some
of those settlers who have been there a
considerable time, and who have a kmow-
ledge of the distriet, and what is more,
members of the Committee from the very
faet of going over the route, would have
an opportunity 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 regard
to this aren hon, members if they had the
report of a eommittee appointed by this
House, would have the oppovtunity of
securing first-hand evidence, and the evi-
dence of men whieh members of this
House could trust.

The Minister for Works: How long
wonld it take the Commiftee 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 De-
partment?

Mr. BATH: There are as many com-
petent, to arrive at a conelusion as the
Minister for Works,

The Minister for Works: T said offi-
cers of the Lands Department.

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

The Minister
name them? ?

Mr. BATH: Yes; heaps of them, and
they have formed the subject of eriticism
and comment in this House, and even
formed the subject of inguiry by speci-
ally appointed officers. Under the cir-
cumstances 1 bave deseribed I beg to
move—

That the Bill be veferred lo o select
commiltee.

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 character
and puoblic works of a large magnitnde,
particalarly railways, thev shonld be re-

for Works: Can you
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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 te Preston railway. If
any ofther member had referred fo that
speech he might have been justified in
pointing out that on that oceasion I had
opposed an amendment to refer that Bill
to a committee of experfs, not a select

committee, He might have been
justified because he would have heen
ignorant of the fact that when one

is a member of a Ministry and holds
certain opinions, those opinions are
not threshed out on the foor of the
Hounse but are threshed out in Cabinet.
And when one comes to the House
one comes as & part of the Government
s & whole, and has to defend, in many
instances, that which one bas 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 guestion
he had the right to ask himselfi was
whether, when we were in Melbourne
together, it was not then discussed as
being & most advisable change from the
system hitherto carried out in the State
that we should have a public works
committes, and that all public works
should be referred to the committee,
and whether he 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 mast have
been, he 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 spesch
with the particular lknowledge in his
possession. It ig, to say the least of it,
a matter which cannot be characterised
as anything but distinetly ungenerous.
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And it was the more so, considering the
speech I delivered on the second reading
of this Bill ; because in that speech 1 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 ome other
word more which I will add of & personal
character, and it is this: When I have
left politics, and when one comes to
summ up all that may be stated to my
discredit, at least it cannot ever be said
that I have not been more than generous
to those who were my colleagues and
whom I was obliged for 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 then s select
committee. I admit there are obwvious
reasons why a select committee would be
deficient in the means and time at their
disposal to carry out their duties to a
proper and full extent. But I am pre-
pared to support this motion, not because
I think this form is the beat form, but,
because, if a motion of this character
is ecarried 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 accep-
tance. It will mean that we put our
foot down and say that & change must
be made and T 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 Parlisment
must be reached before Christmas, and
thet there is no possible chance of Par
Liament sitting after Christroas, 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-Eojonup
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 Christmes, there can be no
valid reason why a 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. J. Moore):
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 wungenerous
in any way. I was simply quoting an
extract which I considered a logical
argument against the appointment of a
gommittee, and J wasin 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 {acts 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 varions
matters and report. to the House—that is,
if their investigation is to be worthy of
the name. T 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 committee
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 have been made the subject
of inquiry by the select committee.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. Taylor: We acted ag soon as we
could once the Bills were brought down.

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

Mr. Bath: That shows there is no
reason why the Bills should not have
been here in the early part of the session.

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

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

The PREMIER: I decided upon
them from the information I possessed.
Further information has been ubtained
by the officers with & view to supporting
the case before the House. Somebody
must meke a start and decide where it
is desirable that & railway should be
constructed, otherwise there would be
nothing to report upon. The policy
of Government reilway construction as
outlined hefore the last general electionss
included the Goomalling-Wongan line,
the Boyup-lNojonup line, the Wagin-
Darkan line, the Dowerin extension,
the Narrogin-Wickepin line to the East-
ern railway, and various other railways.
So members of the House were perfectly
aware of what the Government proposed
in regard to these railways. As I
say, the Govermunent certainly decided
that it was in the best interests of the
State these railways should be brought
down, and any information since obtained
has been obtained with & view of sup-
porting the proposals of the Giovernment.

Mr. WALKER (KKanowna): Since I
have had the honowr of sitting in this
House 1 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 recommendations upon

LY
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them to the Government. But that is a
very different proposal from the one made
to-night. Omne is a part of the consti-
tutional machinery of the Governrent
itself, and the other is & direct vote of
censure upon the Ministry.

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

Mr. WALKER : If that be 30, public
life is getting into a lamentable state. If
it be not taking government out of the
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 recommend a railway.

Mr. Scaddan : You ought to vote for it.

Mr. WALKER : Because it is a no-
confidence motion !—No, not necessarliy.
I 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 cormmittee, on the
spur of the moment, appointed by pos-
sibly the peassions of the hour, can be
trusted to do work of responsible Govern-
ment ?* Is that the way in which the
Giovernment of the country is to be con-
ducted in the future ? Are we setting
the precedent now? 1If this is submitted,
what other itemn of the Government’s
policy should not be equally submitted
to a select committes ; 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 am not worrying
about them, but I want to know if this
kind of Government is to be submitted
instead of Responsible Government. Is
this the change we are to start to-night—-
to relegate everything to a select com-
mittee before it is decided upon, before
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action is taken ? What is the fuss
about ? Fifty miles of railway'! Here
is & 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 & gap on the
Caves-road ; why not fill that up ?

Mr. WALKER : I do not see the appli-
cation of the hon. member's inter.
jection,  1f 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 an
unjustifiable railway ; then, in the nams
of common sense bring forward the faets,
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?
* We believe in spur lines ; we belisve in
light railway lines; that is our pelicy ;
here is a reilway line ; it is our poliev ;
we will vote for the second reading of it :
but because somewhere in the State there
might be a better line, we will not have
it."” v

Mr. Taylor : That is not the argument.

Mr. WALKER : That is the argument.
I am putting the argument as it lias bern
presented,

Mre. Taylor: No fear !

Mr. WALKER : Undoubtedly. What
argument has the hon. member adduced
against this line ? Can he show it is not
justified, can he bring one fact forward
that it is a line that should not be built ?
If it is & 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 mnt
sufficient information on which members
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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of the nature of the country no further
steps should be taken.

Mr. George: No.

Mr. WALKER: Then what is the
argument ? T would be pleased to listen
to the argument. What is the object ?

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

Mr. WALKKER: Then, let the hon.
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 & 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 $he second reading
and would have fought it tooth and nail
at every stage snd step and argued
against it.

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

Mr. WALKER : What evidence dues
the hon. member mean ? If the select
committee does not get enough evidence
to satisfy me, am 1 to come forward and
say [ want a Royal Commission. or
ancther coramittee ?

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

Mr. WALKER: T admit Royal Com-
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 thev not intro.
duced earlier ?

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

[ASSEMBLY.]

obligation placed upon members as well
as upon the Government.

Mr. George: What could have been
done ?

Mr. WALKER: The hon. member
could have made some inquiries if he
desired.

Mr. George : But we could not do any-
thing antil the Bill was introduced.

Mr. WALKER: The hon. member
could have come forward with some facts,
some kmowledge or some substance, 1t is
no good now to oppose & public measwre
on the ground that there are other public
measures demanding attention. That is
not a wolid 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 d4iin.
sleepers, and & one in §0 grade.

Mr. WALKER : That is a matter that
can be dealt with in Committee. ‘There
have been facts voiced in favour of the
matier ; 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 (Government
policy—they have settled there and im-
proved the land with the expectation of a
railway ultimately reaching them,

Mr. O’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 s0, it would stimulate the con-
tinuation of this poliey of which this to-
night is only & fraction. I am such an
ardent believer in the benefits that would
accrue from railway construction that T
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,
in 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!

Mr. WALKER : We need these high-
roads ; and our country will be a desert,
80 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 come, are we to stop
and say that we will do none, we will ac-
complish nothing ? Here is & 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. Ii this railway
is right they deserve the credit of it ; if it
is wrong, it is the duty of the Oppoaition,
and all who disagree with the Govern-
ment, to show them the wrong and to
challenge them and to put them out of
office in a straightforward maenner. Give
the Government a direct challenge! If
the railway is wrong to the country, if
the Government. are failing in the dis-
charge of their duty by proposing it, as
men let us face the Government and vote
agsinst them on the direct issue,

Mr GEORGE (Murray): The speech
of the hopn. 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 & select committee is
passed, practically everything the Govern-
ment may do cennot escape a select
committee. The hon. member seems to
forget—if he will allow me to put it in
that way—that there does come & time
in the history of Parliament, as it comes
in the history of us all, when there is
what is called & 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-
regnum, 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
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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 ?
Now, I am loyal to the Government
because I believe the Government 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
ong’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, & generons support, it is no reason
why I should be blinded to any faults
the Government may possess, or that I
should for & single moment forget what
I think is my duty to the State. I
admit that if a select committes iz ap-
peinted we relieve the Government from
any action faken, 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 perheps
more than that, make them responsible
in a stronger way ? But we know in the
experience of life what follows adfter
all is that as & rule it takes four or five
years for matters of this sort to come
thoroughly forward, and after they
do where are the men to hold them to
their responsibility and to pin themn 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 the
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number of members in the House to-day,
end 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 commmitted any
roalversation 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 heve put my
money into it. I conld have left the
State two years ago ; but I have faith
in Western Austrslis, it is good enough
for me and my children ; and I will not
have anyone accusing me of being disloyal
to it because I choose to differ from
the Government. The member for Ka-
nowna has asked can we 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 [ 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 any 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 & fairly large ex-
perience of constructing them, seeing
that I have been at it nearly all my
life, T believed the joining of these two
lines should be done, and that 1 was
prepared to vote for a Bill 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 ¢nd and the other from the opposite
end, I should have required to give it
more consideration, but as we have gone
so far T am prepared to support the
continuation of the line as that is the
correct thing ; but I find myself io this
position with regard to the three rail-
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ways before us : T have not a single acre
of land there,nor have any of my iriends
80 far ag I know, but T am told that, in
connection with one of the other two
lines suggested, if it follows the route
proposed it will serve three or lour
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 T am
compelled to vote for the select com-
mittee on this line otherwise 1 would
not be able to get a select committee for
& 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 sduggested against him, shounld
see the matter in a different light from
that indicated by his speech. If there
is & 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
80 one must not be blind when judgment
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. Ii 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 Bills 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
o man can form his judgment. The
line iz not always as straight as it appears
to be on a plan, and it is ofteny 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 & 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 impileation with dis-
loyalty to one side or the other. The
raember for Kanowna is not entirely
in accord with members of his side,
and will he be considered disloyal to
the Labour party because he wused
sentiments not acceptable to some mem-
bers of that party 7 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 side 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. T am
supporting the motion for a select com-
mittee, as I am eonvinced 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
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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: I said they
were resident occupiers.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: The Minister
said they were resident holders. Any-
how, there are 280,000 ncres 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 5,000
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 seitlers along this
line have only about 350 acres each.
We have been told again and again in
this Chamber that a settler cannot
meke & suceess without holding 1,000
acres.

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

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

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

Mr. UNDERWOQOD : 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 iz 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 meny 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 cannct
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. UNDERWOOD: 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 next
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 cornmittee to re-
port. I entirely disapgree 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 thereis no time to re-
port, I contend that it is for this House to
say emphatically that they are 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
Government for not having brought down
the Bill much earlier. When 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 agricaltural
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 accumulate large estates,
our agricultural country is going to be of
no more use to us than the agricultural
country of V ctoria is of use to that State.
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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 T have objected to these
agricultural lines right through. The
member for Kanowna put forward the
extraordinary reason for opposing this
motion that it would be & 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 he has confidence
in the Government. If he has, then his
place is over there. If T 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 because it is
8 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—1 have no confidence in the
Government. It is the last reason that
I could possibly imagine as coming from
& member on this 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.

Mr. Walker : Do it in & proper manner ;
challenge them.

Mr. UNDERWOOD : 1 will do it in
any manner I possibly can, proper or im-
proper, it is all the same to me. 1 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 eloguent-
ly here, and on one night with regard to
the case of Mrs. 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 hon. 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.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: I will aceept
nothing from the hon. member after the
#tatement he made to.night. T have no
wish to delay this matter, but I would say
in conclusion, T 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 member for Albany says ; end 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 s0 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 possibilify of
any person being more than 25 miles from
a railway, and it is quite possible, and I
am absolutely certain in my 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 e misapprehension in
regard to the exact effect of the motion.
T have had the duty many times of voting
against the second reading of railway
Bills because of the fact that a sufficient
inquiry had not been made. I have
urged in this House time after fime when
I was in office, and since I have been out
of office, that no railway proposition
should come before the House unless it
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had been reported upon by a competent
board, and T still hold the opinion that
the adoption of such a procedure would
immensely facilitate the work of hon.
members, and would enable them to
arrive at & more accurate decision than
they can possibly hope to do wunder
existing conditions ; but the board I
would propose would be entirely opposed,
first of all to a Parliamentary board,
the members of which would all have
constitutents, and any one of the members
of which would have his constitutents
seeking to ihfluence his decision end,
perhaps, in some cases seeking with
effect to influence it. And then, again,
the inquiry, if an inquiry should be made,
even by & Parliamentary board might
be a better inquiry than an inquiry by
& select committee ; because there is
not & member of this House who does
know how a select commitiee is wvery
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
gelect committee is necessarily & member
of it. In this instance the leader of
the Opposition has proposed a select
committee. According to his speech and
the speech of hon. membhers on both sides
of the House who have supported the
proposition, it must be imagined that
this cornmittee, 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 Govern-
ment policy. Now, the first duty of a
chairman is usually supposed to he
to sit #s 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 hon. 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 hon. member
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in moving this motion is placing himself
in a somewhat invidious position. He
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 has been affirmed by the House.

Mr. Holman: We could throw it
out on the third reading.
Mr. DAGLISH: It would be guite

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 thet 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
Bil 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 ‘might be
necesssry to enable it to arrive ai a
decision. But the House has said there
shall be a railway constructed between
Boyup and Kojonup, and all the members
of the Comamittee can do is to deal with
the various clauses of the Bill and,
perhaps, recommend an slteration 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
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Bill, but it does not necessarily afticm

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 ouly for the
reason that some of the details were
not in accordance with the views of
hon., members.

Mr. Collier :
reason at all.

Mr. DAGLISH: Of course without
giving any reason at all, but the veason
would be there just the same. What I
am urging is that the House should
take a proper course. To appoint five
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 &
whole. I am not more wedded to the
passage of the Bill without the report
that certainly ought to be brought
down with all reilway Bills than I have
been wedded to the passage of other
Bills in the past. I still hold the views
T expressed five years ago in the House,
nemely, that hon. members do not get
from the Government of the day as
much information in regard to proposed
rajlways 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
& motion which has been affirmed this
evening.

Mr. 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 deeide upon the merits of the Bill
At that time I also made inguiries

Without giving any
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as to the proper course to take to get
information, and 1 was referred to the
Stending Orders. If hon. members will
look at Standing Orders 267 and 271
I think they will come to the conclusion
that the proper course was to move,
&s the leader of the Opposition did,
immediately after the second reading,
for a select committee. What are select
cotnmittees for ? Surely we can exercise
our commonsense ; and if the object
of & select committee is to get informadtion,
and that information shows that
a second reading of a Bl has
been passed, and improperly passed, by
reason of deficient information given to
the House, surely commonsense shows
to hon. members that they have not
only a full right, but that it would be
their duty o reverse the previous decision
given in this Chamber. In speaking
upon this matter I confess I have some
diffidence in answering the remarks
mede by the member for Subiaco ;
because I recognise that from the political
position he 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, & perusal of the Standing Orders
does not convince rae that he has ¢orrectly
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. Bath I My. Keenan
Mr. Bolton Mr. McDowall
Mr. Collier . Mr. O’'Loghlen
Mr. Draper Mr. W. Price
Mr. George i Mr. Scaddan
Mr. Gourley . Mr. Swan
Mr. Heltmann Mr, Taylor
Mr. Holman Mr. Troy
Mr. Hudscn 1 Mr. Underwood

Mr. Johason (Tellery.
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NoOES.
Mr. Apgwin Mr. Mtichell
Mr. Brown Mr. Monoger
Mr. Butcher Mr, N. J. Moore
Mr. Carson Mr. . F. Moore
Mr. Cowcher Mr. Nanson
Mr. Daglish Mr. Osborn
Mr. Davies Mr, Plesse
Mr. Foulkes Mr. J. Price
Mr. Gil Mr. Walker
Mr. Gregory . Mr. Ware
Mr. Hardwick Mr. F. Wilson
Mr. Hayward Mr. Gordon
Mr. Jacoby (Tellery,
Mr. Layman

Question thus negatived.

In Commillee.

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 & 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 reascn
why we should not give the Government
power to deviate, if necessary, 10 miles
on ecither 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 & 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 :

Mr. HOLMAN : This power was given
in previous Bills, but had it sver besn
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 s dead letter ? Was it
put in the Bill merely to get it passed
quickly or as & 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-
ment could very wisely under it have
purchased compulsorily land which would
have paid them well to cut ap.

Mr. GEORGE: Would the Minister
tell the Committee the use of this par-
ticular clanse ? 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 & 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 Governinent’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
head 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
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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
Goomalling 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 e great
deal of the land there was still in its
natural state. If this elause 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-
ernment 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 Jandakot 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 8 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
inerement that the clause was inserted
It was to be hoped the cleuse 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 in
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 4 Bill of this kind unless an at-
tempt was made to enforce it. Un.
doubtedly there had been opportunities in
connection with the Collie-Narrogin rail-
way for using the power. After railways
were constructed very frequently the
areas were sold at greatly increased
prices, and in many cases 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,
becanse nearly always it was found that
the owners were making satisfactory
efforts to improve their lands.

Mr. 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. mermber
should accept the assurance of the
Minister.

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

The CHATRMAN : 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 L
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
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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 T cobject to
being threatened by him.

The CHATRMAN: There was no insinu-
ation or statement whatever made against
the hon. member. The hon. 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 CHATRMAN : There was no such
remark made by the Minister.

Mr. HOLMAN : 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
meade. 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.

Clauze 5—FPurchase 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 following be inserted in liew ;—
“ Not more than 10 per eent. increase
on the value placed on the land for taz-
ation purposes wunder the Land and
Income Tax Assessment Act, 1407,
immediately prior to the derision of
Parliament to construct the railway.”

There was a desire on the part of large
owners to use the construetion 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 tex 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 hawv.
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 value, plus 10 per cent.? 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,
becanse they could easily protect their
properties by putting a high value on
them.

Mr. W. Price : But this is * immediate-
ly 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 tock 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 smendment ; the
report adopted.

Third Reading.
Bill read a third time and transmitted
to the Legislative Council.

House adjourned at 11-35 p.m.

[COUNCIL.]
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'Wednesda.y, 8th December, 1909.
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The PRESIDENT took the Chair at
4-30 p.m., and read prayers.

PAPERS PRESENTED. *
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, 1908 ; 3, By-laws
under the Health Act of Port Hedland
local board of health; 4, Bunbury
Harbour Board Regulations.

ELECTORAL—NORTH FPROVINCE
VACANCY.

On motion by the Colonial Secretary, re-
solved : ““Thet owing to the death of the
Hon. R. F. 8holl, & member for the
North Province, the seat be declared
vacant, and that the President be author-
ised to issue & warrant to the Clerk of the
Writa 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 Endowment.

Redemption of Annuities.

Land Act Special Lease.

URGENCY MOTION—FRUIT IMPOR-
TATION, NORTH-WEST. N

The PRESIDENT : I have received
a written statement from the Hon.
R. W. Pennefather that he wishes to



