Electric Lighting Bill.

power as regards the electric light were
placed in the hands of the same Council,
that gas would be the light used in Perth
for many years to come. In addition
to that, he wished to point out that
the gas was deteriorating in quality.
There were many reasous, in fact, why
it was desirable that the power to con-
trol such companies as these electric
light companies should be in the hands
of the Government, with proper provis-
. ions for regulating their operations. He
thought the result would be better and
more econownical in every way, so far as
the public were concerned. He had no
wish to interfere in any way with vested
interests or vested rights, or with any
.company’s dividends and bonnses, but he
did think it would be very much wiser
and better, in the interesta of the citizens,
if the power under the contemplated bill
weare vested in the bands of the Govern-
ment of the colony, instead of the Muni-
cipality of Perth.

Tae ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon.
S. Burt) said the Government would
have no objection, as suggested in the
motion, to take this proposition into
consideration; but, on first looking at
the question, it struck him that possibly
legislation on this subject should be
more of a private character than public.
They all knew #hat Gas Bills—bills
enabling gay companies to run their pipes
about & town—were as a rule measures
of a private nature, and introduced into
Parhament by the companies who were
seeking to obtain the powers to be con-
ferred by such bills. Bui he believed
that in England the powers granted to
Electric Light Companies were granted
under a public or general Act that
applied to the whole country. Perhaps
it was considered better to bave one
public bill relating to all matters con-
nected with electric lighting, and dealing
generally with them, rather than have a
private bill in every instance that a
private company sought to have these
powers. The Government would give
the matter their consideration. The
House, however, would recogmise that
the Government had supplied a good
number of bills this session already—he
believed they had already had nineteen
bills before them in the space of a month;
and if this bill did not make its appear-
ance as early as members wished, he
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trusted they would not think the Gov-
ernment were not giving the subject its
consideration.

Motion—put and passed.

ADJOURNMENT.
The House adjourned at 3-10 p.m.

Tegislutive Jssembly,
Wednesday, 13th January, 1892,

New Member—Northam-Southern Cross (Yilgarn) Eail.
way Bill: Select Commiftee’s Report—Supreme
Court Act Amendment Bill : third reading-- a-
tions Bill ; third reading—Harbor Improvements at
Fre::u.nﬂe—?ohce Bill: second ing—Adjourn-
ment.

TeeE SPEAKER took the chair at 7-30
p.m.

PrAaYERS.

NEW MEMBER.

Tre SPEAKER ammounced that he
had, on the twenty-second day of De-
camber last, issued a writ for the election
of a member to serve for the Electoral
District of Perth, in the place of Mr.
Edward Scott, vesigned ; and thai by the
return thereto it appeared that Mr.
Thomas George Molloy, of Perth, had
been duly elected in pursuance of the
gaid writ. Mr. Molloy was then intro-
duced, and took and subscribed the oath
required by law, andzigned the Members’
Roll.

NORTHAM-SOUTHERN CROBS (YIL-
GARN) RAILWAY BILIL.

Tae COMMISSIONER OF RAIL-
WAYS (Hon. H. W. Venn) presented
the report of the Select Committee on this
Bill

Ordered—That the consideration of the
report be made an Order of the Day for
14th January.
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SUPREME COURT ACT AMENDMENT ~
BILL.

Read a third time, and ordered to be
transmitted to the Legislative Council.

AFFIRMATIONS BILL.
Read a third time, and ordered to be
transmitted to the Legislative Council.

HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS AT FRE-
MANTLE.

Adjourned debate on the motion of
the hon. the Premier,—* That this House
approves of the scheme of harbor im-
provement for the port of Fremantle as
proposed by the Government, which in-
cludes opening a passage through the
Success Bank into Owen Anchorage, the
construction of a wharf at or near
Catherine Point, und a connection by
railway from such wharf to the Custom
House and goods shed at Fremantle, in
accordance with the plans and sections
on the table of the House.”

Me. PEARSE : I moved the adjourn-
went of the debate the other evening,
principally with the object of meeting
my constituents and obtaining their
views on the motion before the House. I
have now done so, and to-might I come
here for the purpose of asking the House
to favor me with a select committee on
the subject. 1 do not intend to take up
the time of hon. members by refes-
ring to the matter pow, as there will
be every opportunity afforded of a dis-
cussion when the report of the Select Com-
mittee i8 before us. I should prefer a
Joint Committee of both Houses, and if I
am in order I shall move in that direction.

Tre SPEAKER: I do not think there
ig any objection to that course if the
House approves of it.

Mr. PEARSE: Then I will move as
an amendment that the guestion be re-
ferred to a Joint Committee of both
Houses.

Mz. SYMON: I second the amend-
ment.

Me. A. FORREST : Before this ques-
tion is put, I should like to point out to
hon. members that we have had no
reasons given to us why we shounld adopt
the course suggested by the hon. member.
Surely it is necessary for us to know what
the hon. member’s object is, otherwise we
ghall not kmow who to appoint on this
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committee; and I would further ask
whether the House is going to appoint a
committee when we have not yet heard a
single word against the proposal of the
Government. For my part I shall vote
against this committee, unless I hear
some substantial reasons why it should
be appointed.

Tue Cornissiover oF Crowr Lanps
(Hon. W. E. Marmion) : You have heard
encugh from me.

Mr. A. FORREST: We have heard .
enough from the hon. member ever since
he has been in the House on the subject
of harbor works; but we have never yet
heard anything about Owen Anchorage,
and before I vote for this committee, I
must hear some substantial reasons
assigned for its appointment.

Me. De HAMEL: Has the amend.-
ment been seconded ?

Taz SPEAKER: Yes.

Mg. D HAMEL: Then, sir, I will
malke a few remarks, In opening this de-
bate the other night the Premier stated
most properly and truly that this was,
without exeeption, one of the most import-
ant questions that had come before this
House. That is a statement in which I,
for one, thoroughly concur, and I con-
gider it iz & question which must be
dealt with entirely free from petty, local,
or personal interests. We must regard
it as a great national matter and deal
with it on a broad national basis, and
treat it in such a way as may be best for
the colony at large. Before this debate
is concluded this House will be obliged
to divide on the resolution of the Gov-
ernment, and every member will be.
bound to give his reasons for the way in
which he will record his vote. I desire
to say a few words to show that I have
no bias in the matter, although, as the
member for Albany, there is an impres-
sion that I am working for one part of
the colony against another, The reason
I have sat on thig side of the House ia
that when the Government brought for-
ward their former proposals for Sir John
Coode’s larger scheme, I was pledged to
oppose it, not because it was a scheme of
harbor works for Fremantle, but because
it was deemed a bad scheme which would
involve a waste of public money, and
hence T took my seat on this side of the
House. But on the present scheme Iam
entirely unfettered and unpledged, and
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therefore the reasons I give are those of
myself as & man, and not as member for
Albany. I shall give them as a member
of this House, and in the way I cousider
most beneficial to the country at large.
I am vot opposed in any way to harbor
works at Fremantle, but I desire to see,
if harbor works are proceeded with, that
the money shall be wisely and judiciously
spent, and not be thrown away. This
question of harbor works is one which
has been discussed time after time, If I
.were speaking to members who had been
in the House since 1875 my remarks
might be very few; but I find that the
majority of hon. members now here were
not in the House when this question was
discussed before, and I therefore consider-

ed it my duty to look up the facts from its |

first gerious inception to the present time.
The date I fix as the first serious incep-
tion is 1875. At that time a select com-
mittee was appointed to consider the
question of harbor works, and that com-
mittee consisted of no less than three
members of the present House—the
Speaker, the hon, the Minister for Crown
Lands, and the hon. member for North
Fremantle. These are three of the mem-
bers of the committee, and undoubtedly
they worked well. They obtained & vast
amount of information and took a grest
deal of trouble in getting evidence to-
gether, and finally they made certain re-
commendations; for the object for which
they were appointed was to consider the
whole question of harbor works and to
frame some definite proposition. It was
thus a very wide commission, and the
members carried out their duties well.
They made an admirable report, which
was subsequently placed before Sir John
Coode. I find that having received it, he
applied for a mass of further information
consisting of no less than 22 questions,
many of these containing five or six aub-
questions. In answer to these questions
the fullest information wus obtained by
the then Director of Public Works. He
worked the matter up well and collated
-a great deal of information, and much of
that which he supplied has formed the
basiz of every report on harbor works
from that day to this. Then Sir John
Coode reported; and in taking that re-
port, which he dated 13th November,
1877, I find he laid down one guiding
principle, to which I desire to direct the
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attention of hon. members. He said that
“nothing short of insuperable physical
difficulties could warrant the undertaking
of harbor works elsewhere than at or
immediately adjacent to the Swan River
entrance.” That is an axiom with which
I am thoroughly in accord. Then he
found certain facts which I propose to
shortly lay before the House. The first
was that Gage Road is open to the full
stroke of the seas from north to north-
west by west; that from this to south-
west they are partially sheltered; and
that southward of south-west they are
thoroughly protected. He also found
not only that the prevailing winds in
winter are from the north, but that the
heaviest gales commence from north
to north north-west and travel west-
erly, bringing in heavy seas, which
are not broken until they come in
south or west, and that as the heavi-
est seas come in from the northward
it followed that the prevailing movement
of sand is in a southerly direction. And
haviig come to these conclusions he
says: “ Having regard to these facts, and
the necessity for a strong scouring agent
to overcome the southerly drift of sand
along the coast, I am reluctantly compelled
to advise that no steps be taken to improve
the river. Any solid structure project-
ing from the shore would inevitably
arrest the sand in its passage southward,
and thus cause an accumulation on the
weather side, which, after a time, would
travel around the end of the work and
result in shoaling the sheltered area
under its lee.” This is a short epitome
of Sir John Coode’s findings, upon which
he condemned, in 1877, the river scheme,
I now proceed to see what he says with
reference to the SBuccess Bank scheme in
1887—ten years later; and that after
having had the advantage of a personal
visit to Fremantle, where he was engaged
for nearly five weeks in meking inspec-
tions of the coast in the vicinity of the
town, in examining Gage Road, Owen
Anchorage, and Cockburn Sound, and in
investigating the physical characteristics
of the River Swan between Perth and
the sea. Having completed this examin-
ation he prepared a memorandum des-
cribing in detail the further particulars
he required. I find that in January,
1887, these particulars were furnished
by the late Director of Public Works,
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and they were evidently highly satie-
factory, inasmuch as Sir John Coode
says: “Having now (Dlarch, 1887) been
placed in possession of full information
on all points, I am in a position to lay
before you the following remarks and
recommendations with such a degree of
confidence as the circumstances of the
case demand, and one of the first of such
remarks is that the Success and Parmelia
Banks are fed by the preponderating
southerly movements of sand through
Gage Road aand along the coast.” He
still keeps to the theory of this southerly
movement of sand, and then he goes on
to make this most important statement:
He says: “ Any channel which might be
formed through these shoals (that is the
Success and Parmelia Banks) would
inevitably necessitate frequent dredging
for maintenance, and such an approach
would be impracticable and dangerous in
a gale from the west, when the wind
would be directly across the line of
channel, and it would be impossible to
confine vessels to the deep-water track.”
Hence I have thus far shown that in
1877 Bir John Coode condemned the
river scheme as impracticable, and in 1887
he condemned the SBuccess Bank scheme,
not only ds impracticable, but also as
dangerous, He then goes on, however,
and gives us an essay on the principles
which should govern the determin.
ation of the position and character of
Harbor Works at Fremantle, provided
full particulars are at hand, as he admits
_to be the case here. He therefore
proves up to this point (March, 1887)
that he had the fullest information any
engineer could wish for., He openly
admits it and puts it down. He then
proceeds to set out what he would advise,
and these are the works which the
Premier, who is one of Sir John Coode’s
great admirers, has been compelled to
condemn.

TeE PrEmMIiEr (Hon. Sir J. Forrest):
Why?

Mz. DE HAMEL: I will quote your
own words. The hon. the Premier said:
I believe that the scheme he (Sir John
Coode) propounded was the very hest
that could be devised in thatlocality. It
would have made an exzcellent harbor
suitable in every way for the shipping
that now comes to the port, but it had
one or two defects. It would cost too
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much, and another great objection which
I entertain myself to it is that even
when complete it would not afford a
sufficient depth of water to admit in all
weathers the large ocean steamers.”

Tag CoqmissioNER OF CrowN Lanps
(Hon. W. E, Marmion): That is the
minor scheme only.

Me. De HAMEL: It was the scheme
before us last session. The Government
proposed last session to adopt Bir John
Coode’s minor scheme, but that having
been thrown over by the Premier I need
not trouble the House further with it.
I have now run shortly through the first
two reports, and I now come to the third
and last report, and here I find ome
of the strangest and most incomprehen-
sible statements any man could ever have
started a report with. He says: < With
reference to your letter of 24th ultimo,
upon the practicability and cost of open-
ing and maintaining a passage through
Success Bank, having now considered the
question as fully as possible (having
regard to the somewhat meagre character
of the information available),” &¢. Now
in 1887, he writes: * Having been placed
in possession of full information on all
points,” And yet in 1891 we find him
complaining of the meagre character of
the information before him !

Mz. RicBaRD80N : That might mean
financial information.

M=z, DE HAMEL: We have to take
it as it atands, and it shows that he had
not that full confidence in whut he was
going to report upon we have a right to
expect. He further shirks the question
of sand travel, so all-important in the
previous reports of 1877 and 1887, and
also shirks the question of the effect of
wind and sea on a vessel crossing the
bank. I will read exactly what he says,
so that hon. memhers may judge for
themselves whether I take a too liberal
or a too limited view of it. He says:
T am of opinion that if a chanmel is to
be formed through the bank it should
have a bottom width, in the first instance,
of not less than 300 feet, and the depth
should be 35 feet, in order to allow a
sufficient margin for shoaling due %o sand
and silt being drawn into the cut, which
will inevitably arise. I consider it will
be possible, by the employment of modern
dredging appliances, to wake and main-
tain such a channel. It could, undoubt-
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edly, be used under ordinary conditions
of weather, and not improbably during
strong beam winds, aided by a tug or
tugs, long steamers might safely navigate
it.” And he ventures to make this state-
ment in 1891, in the teeth of his former
report in 1887, that such an appreach
would be impracticable and dangerous,
He then proceeds: “On the occurrence
of heavy gales from the North-West, a
channel of the width named above would
not, in all probability, be used by vessels
of the Orient class, although possibly the
somewhat rare intervals when such a
contingency would arise may not be
deemed of sufficient importance to justify
the condemnation of the work on that
head.” And this in face of his previous
report that unless wccommodation and
space i8 provided to enable ocean mail
steamers to call under all conditions of
weather, it would be quite impracticable to
create a mail station at this or any other
port. These two statements are diametri-
cally opposed to one another. And what
was it the Premier said was the object
of the Government in laying before us this
scheme, except to induce the Orient and
P. & O. steamers to come to Fremantle ?
And yet the object is thus condemned by
Sir John Coode, who himself put the
words * under all conditions of weather®
in italics. He then proceeds: “By in-
creasing the bottom width to say 500
feet, there is every reason to believe that
the chanuel could be navigated with
safety in all weathers and under all con-
ditions.” I would call the attention of
hon. meémbers to the very guarded word-
ing of this paragraph. “There iz every
reason to believe,” he says. Is that suffi-
cient, I agk, to warrant us in voting for
and supporting this scheme? Are weto
go into 1t on ‘“every reason to believe,”
and that the more so when we have direct
statements in the previous reporta that
the approach would be impracticable and
dangerous? I say it is impossible for us
as sensible men to accept this report.
But let me proceed further. Sir John
Coode says if a decision werearrived at to
proceed with the work (and here again
he puts in an “if") the proper course
would undoubtedly be to carry out the
300-feet channel and to note the results,
subsequently increasing the width if
necessary, and to such an extent as may
be deemed expedient. judging from the
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actual working of the channel as first
formed. He says that the expemse of
dredging this chanvel 300ft. wide is the
moderate sum of £126,000. Therefore
we are to spend this sum on the chance
of opening up this channel to a width of
300 feet, and as an experiment. If that
succeeds we are to increase the bottom
width to 500 feet, at a corresponding in-
creased cost, and then we are told we
shall have “ every reason to believe " that
ships will use it. Sir John Coode gives
his opinion and I will give mine. He
says there is every reason to believe. 1
say I do not believe. I do not think the
P. & O. or Orient steamers would trust
themselves down a track 500 feet wide.
Put it into yards and see how small it is.
Suppose, for instance, one of the steerin

chains broke in this chaunel what woul

be the consequences? We know they
geldom break in open sea, and that it is
only in the narrows, where the wheel has
to be suddenly and quickly worked, that
the accidents happen, and I am certain
that neither the P. & O. nor Orient
steamers would run this risk. In fact I
will go as far as to say emphatically that
they would not do it; but do we stop
even at this expenditure? Sir John
Coade says : It is of course impossible
to say, with any degree of certainty, what
expenditure would be required in main-
taining the channels after their forma.-
tion. And yet what a grave query this ia
open to. In his report of November,
1877, Sir John Coode admits that as the
heaviest seas come from the North, the
prevailing movement of sand is in a
southerly direction, and he further points
out that during heavy gales sand ts dis-
turbed at a great depth. What, then
does this mean? I say it means that a
channel cut through the sand, asis pro-
posed, would, in a heavy gale, be liable to
be half filled. It is proposed, therefore,
to have a channel two miles in length,
which might be filled up in a day or
night, and perhaps with a P. & O. or
Orient vessel inside it, which would
entail a cost of another £100,000 to
dredge her out. And there is very great
reason to believe that this channel would
be damaged in this way. In his report
in 1887 Sir John Coode says: “It will
be remarked that the design I have
described is practically of the same char-

| acter as that put forward for adoption in
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1877. However, it will be observed that
I have found it pecessary, in view of my
local inspection and inquiry, to provide
for a concrete pier throughout, instead
of forming the outer portien of piling
filled in with rubble, as proposed in 1877.
Having now had an opportunity of wit-
neseing the force of the sea which would
have to be encountered by these works, I
am satisfied that nothing less substantial
than structures of solid concrete would
meet the conditions of the case in a per-
manent and satisfactory manner.” To
deal with this logically we find that in
1877 Sir John Coode condemns a channel
through Success Bank, also recommends
that it would be sufficient to have part of
the pier built of rubble work; but in
1891 he saye that the channel would e
safe, and that the pier must be built of
solid concrete. The result of a compari-
son of these various reports, therefove,
shows them to be so entirely and utterly
conflicting in material and important
parts that they are, as far as we are con-
cerned, absolutely unreliable and worth-
less, and I say that that being so is the
report on the river scheme any more
trustworthy # 'The main objection to the
river scheme was the same as to the
Success Bank scheme, namely, on account
of the sand travel to the South. I will
show this from Sir John Coode’s own
words. In his report of 1887 he says, on
the question of opening the Swan: “But
the more serious objections which I have
glready pointed out in conneetion with
the Rocky Bay project, apply with almost
“equal force here, I refer to the proba-
bility, nay, I might almost say the cer-
tainty, that looking at the large quantity
of sand in motion, particularly near the
coast line, the limited back-water available
for scouring purposes would prove insuf-
ficient, even when aided by training and
protective works, to keep open a deep
channel through the rock barrier after
the latter had been formed.” Thus in
1887 the sand travel was the great
objection to both schemes. But in 1891,
as regards the Success Bank scheme he
has dropped that question altogether,
and he has dropped it in such a way that
I contend entitles us to drop it in regard
to the opening of the river, and in this I
am fortunately supported by the anthority
of the present Engineer-in-Chief. We
have a good engineer in Mr. O’Connor—
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a man whom I trust more than I do Sir
John Coode,—and I therefore hope that
this Government will not waste another
penny of public money upon getting
further advice from him when we bave a
qualified engineer, who can do all we
require, in our midst.

Tae Premier (Hon. Sir J. Forrest):
Mr. O'Connor recommends Owen An-
chorage.

Mr. DE HAMEL: He says he can
open up the river. Then, sir, we come
to the proposal put forward by the hon.
the Premier—one which I am bound to
condemn, and which I feel bound to
point out to the House is one of the most
unstatesman-like and impractical 1 have
listened to for a long time. It is that
we should build a line of railway from
Fremantle to Owen Anchorage and put
out a pier, and then having done that we
are to try and cut a channel through a
bank. We are to spend £10,000, but
the Government say if it then proves to
be a failure they will not spend more;
but T say if the Government want to try
experiments they should come to the
House and ask for £10,000 for the pur-
pose of trying experiments, and not ask
for £150,000 on the understanding that
they would not spend more than £10,000
unless it were justified. To my mind it
is puting the cart before the horse, and
it seems to me that to put down a ruil-
way line and a mole before ascertaining
whether this channel can be successfully
dredged, and whether, when dredged, it
can be maintained, is absurd. Then I
would also ask how can an expenditure
of £10,000 prove whether it will be a
succeas or not when it is to cost £126,000
to dredge the channel only 300 feet wide?
The suggestion of the Premier, therefore,
will not, I hope, commend itself to hon,
members. For my part, I shall oppose it.
The Government brought forward a dis-
tinct scheme, and a vote of the House
should be taken wpon it. As regards the
appointment of a select committee, I lock
upon it simply as a “get out,” and a
means of delay. There was a select com-
mittee as far back as 1875, which did
good work, and which work still remains.
If you appoint twenty select committees
I do not think they will obtain any more
information than the Premier has at com-
mand at the present time. 'We have men
now in the colony capable of dealing with
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this question, and I hope now that such
a decision will be come to by the House
- a8 will lead to the Owen Anchorage scheme
being finally abandoned by the House
voting against it, and I also hope that
the motion for the appointment of a
select committee will be rejected.

Me. RANDELL: I havelistened with
considerable attention to the remarks of
the hon. member for Albany, and it is
evident from the speech he has made that
he has given some consideration to the
reports which have been placed before
this House. He has dealt with them
very fairly, and the conclusions he has
arnived at must, I think, commend them-
selves to the judgment of hon. members.
The Premier, in meking an excellent
speech the other evening, claimed that
the Government were moved only by one
object—one in which I am sure every
member of this House joins, and that is
an earnest desire to provide Fremantle,
at the earliest opportunity, with a safe
and commodious harbor, the cost of
which is within ouwr means, The Minis-
try are actuated by no other motive, and
it is & good thing that the members of this
Assembly have no direct personal inter-
est in either scheme. This is a good
reason why we should be able to arrive
at a sound conclusion on the subject, and
with all the information we have been
furnished by Sir John Coode and Mr.
O'Connor, there is little need, T think,
for going to a select committee. The
whole question should be debated in the
House, and the resolution put forward by
the Government should be met. I find
there were two or three points in the
Premier’s speech the other night to which
I would like to refer. He said that for
£150,000 the works could be completed
at Owen Anchorage, and that within
twelve months sufficient work could be
done to make it available for nse. And
I think he said whether we dredge Sue-
cess Bank or not the railway and pier
would be ready.

Tee Premier (Hon. Sir J. Forrest):
That is as regards the shipping which
comes to the port now.

Mz. RANDELL: Yes, I understand
that. Another point referred to was,
that if it were found, after having com-
menced the scheme, it was likely to prove
a failure, and after £8,000 or £10,000
had been expended, it could be retired
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from, and the money would not be alto-
gether wasted. Evidently the idea is in
the hon. gentleman’s mind that it is not
quite certain whether the dredging will
be a success or not. It is to be a two-
mile cutting, and even at the greatest
width mentioned by 8ir John Coode it
would form a difficult passage for very
large boats. In regard to this the hon.
member for Albany made a very good
poini, and one which seemed to meet
with the approval of the House. He
contended that there would be a diffieulty
in the event of a steamer swerving. It
is well known that in shallow water a
vessel does not answer her helm as well
as she does in deep water. There is
more strain on the chains, and conse-
quently there is greater liability to acei-
dent, and all this would be taken into
account by those in charge of vessels
before attempting to navigate a passage
such as is proposed. There are several
other important objections to the scheme
put forward by the Government. The
expense of dredging through the bank
would be very great, and the sand
dredged up could not be availed of for
reclamation purposes, but would have to
be taken to a deep part of the harbor
and deposited there. The effect of this
might be to injure the anchorage, owing
to the way the sand might shift after
having been once disturbed. Then I find
that very expensive works must be run
out from Catherine Point, to give facili-
ties for the discharge of ships, and that
the jetty from the shore must be pro-
tected in the same way as the works at
Fremantle, by a mole, I find also one
feature which Sir John Coode still ad-
heres to, and that is there is to be a
certain length of open pile-work, a
feature which, in my opinion, is a ver

bad thing for the scheme, because al-
though it might break up the seas and
prevent the full force of the waves
coming in, it would have very little effect
upon the swell, and ehips will scarcely
be able to le and discharge alongside
in rough weather, and therefore one of
the advantages of a jetty at Catherine
Point will be almost immediately lost.
Then I think it is unwise that we should
go so far away from the established port,
where already great expense has }éeen
incurred, and where we are still lengthen-
ing the jetty for the accommeodation of
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shipping. No advantage can result from
this, ag it will be easily understood that
even if you carry the jetty out to Rottuest
there will be no quicker despateh in re-
moving the block of cargo, without widen-
ing the jetty and increasing the number of
railway lines. T think it will be apparent
to hon. members that if by any means a
safe and secure anchorage can be obtained
close to Fremantle, that i1s what is needed
in the best interests of the colony; and
after reading the report of Mr., O’Connor
there can be no difficulty in arriving at
the conclusion that we can have all the
colony’s needs at the entranes of the
Swan. After reading the correspondence
which iz contained in Paper 17 we must
arrive at the conclusion that Sir John
Coode has been compelled to give an
opinion against his will, and that really
he i8 not in favor of Owen Anchorage.
He fuvors Jervoise Bay. I think if we
read between the lines of that gentleman's
remarks we shall see that he does not
entertain the idea that the works will be
a success. But I do not think I need
labor the question of Owen Anchorage;
I would rather address myself to the
subject of increasing the harbor accom-
modation at Fremantle. We have jetties
there, and a considerable amount of
accomnmodation has heen provided from
time to time for vessels frequenting that
port. For a long term of years, as
the Premier admits, vessels will use it,
even although we may construet other
accommodation at the point proposed,
and therefore I think we should not go
to any expense at Owen Anchorage.
Cortainly for seven or eight months out
of the year the shipping will prefer to
use the jetty existing at Fremantle. The
intercolonial steamners will rather remain
there than go to Owen’s Anchorage, but
I will deal with this point later on. The

report furnished by Mr. O’Connor gives -

us reason to believe that all the colony’s
needs can be cobtained at the river
entrance for a comparatively small cost.
And, in considering this scheme, we must
bear in mind the ground that will be
reclaimed, the value of the wharves and
the proximity of the already existing
Custom House, railway and other con.
veniences, and set them off against the
amount necessary to be expended to give
the accommodation. Itissaid that Owen
Anchorage can be made available for
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shipping within twelve months, but the
same thing might apply to the river, be-
cause, as soon as we begin to erect the
breakwuter we begin to get what we want.
Thirty chains out we get five fathoms.
From Rous Head we get deeper water
quicker than we do from Arthur Head.
As soon as we begin the breakwater we
begin to shelter the works already in
Fremantle, and as we project further we
make them more and more safe until
finally we get what is called a land-locked
harbour. A sum of £80,000 is put down
for the completion of this breakwater,
and there can be little doubt that a work
of this description can be eompleted for
this sum. Then, when the dredging is
done, the silt can be used for reclamation
purposes, and I want to know why, when
we can secure these advantages, and
make a secure harbor in all seasons, we
should reject it for what, at least, can
only be considered an experimental work,
for we do not know what will be the
result of the dredging at Success Bank.

Tue CoMmissioNER oF Crown Lanps
(Hon. W. E. Marmion): Do yon know
what would be the result of dredging the
river ?

Mz, RANDELL : Yes.

Tre ConmmissionEr oF CrowN Lawps
(Hon. W. E. Marmion) : Who told you?

Me. RANDELL : It is a subject I
have given great consideration to for
years.

TrE CoMMissioNER oF Crowy Lawps
(Hon. W. E. Marmion) : I beg the hon.
member’s pardon,

Mz. NDELL: The bob. member
always rejects my opinions.

Tae Commissioner or Crown Lanps
(Hon, W, E. Marmion): And you mine.

Mz. RANDELL: The hon. memberis
always ready with a professional opinion;
but now at last we have obtained the
very thing we needed, and are now able
to point to an opinion as valuable as that
of Sir John Coode's. No one can read
the report of Mr., O’Connor without
feeling it is the verdict of a man who can
be relied on, and, as the hon. member for
Albany has pointed out, Sir John Coode
hag now abandouned the question of sand
travel. I ventured to tell Sir John Coode
when he was here that there was not the
slightest danger of sand travel, und he has
now been bound to admit that it does not
exist. It has always been nothing but a
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bug-bear, and we now have Mr, 0’Con-
nor's opinion stating that there is no
reason to believe that any serious incon-
venience is likely to arise from the drift
of sand. But I contend that if there
were any, it would be a benefit rather
than a detriment, as it would help to
strengthen the mole. To say it would
find its way round the mole iz nonsense.
I have always maintained that the drift
sand at the river mouth hes come from
ingside the river. Thousands of tons
have been swept down during the last 20
or 30 years from various causes, which is
a discredit, not only to former Govern-
ments, but to the present Government,
for allowing this injury to be done. I
have already taken the liberty of point-
ing out to the Gtovernment what might
be done with the aid of a little piling, by
making a small breakwater from Rous
Head, to prevent the ingress of seaweed.
By the soundings there appears to be
nothing but sand outside and coraline
rock inside, which Mr. (’Connor says
there will be no difficulty in removing.
All this, when taken out, could be used
for reclamation purposes, and will thus,
to a large extent, recoup the outlay. We
need not be 8o ambitious as the Ministry
desire to be, and provide accommodation
that will not be needed for many years
to come. Our efforts should be directed
at the present time to providing Fre-
mantle with a commodious anchorage for
vessels drawing from 14 to 18 ft. of water.
As to indueing the P. & 0. and Orient
gteamers to come here at the present
time, it is out of the question. They will
come in the natural order of things, and
if we now content ourselves with provid-
ing accommodation which is already re-
quired, we shall be doing all that is ex-
pected of us, and all that is necessary
under the circumstances. At the present
moment the jetty is being lengthened,
which will give still further accommoda-
tion for sheds alongside, but notwith-
standing this no steps have been taken to
do away with the block that exists.
The length of the jetty has been in-
creased, but no additional appliances have
been provided for removing the cargo.
What is wanted are small jetties wath
sufficient excavation alongside to enable
vessels to discharge, and connecting with
the railways and Custom House. These
are my ideas with regard to the harbor
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at Fremantle. If we adopt this plan we
can have a dock where auny injury to
smali vessels may be repaired. Outside,
exposed to the swell, we could not have
conveniences of this description. There
is no necesgity to undertake any expensive
work from Arthur Head. My idea is to
start from the furthest extremity of Rous
Head and run in a westerly direction,
and the work could be carried out as far
as was required without too great an ex-
pense, and provision could be made by
which the stone could be taken there and
discharged at a minimum of eost. I be-
lieve the excavations can be done at even
a smaller sum than the estimate. T agree
that Mr. (#Connor is right in taking
ample margin, but there is every reason
to believe that the making of the channel
will not be nearly as expensive as is con-
templated. Those are, generally, my
ideas of the harbor works, and I think it
would be detrimental to the interests of
the colony if, having the works we have
already at Fremantle, we should be
driven to go away two miles for our
Custom House and stores, and erect
there fresh sheds, a jetty, and a railway.
I think the railway is rather a bad feature
of the Government acheme, for probably
it has not occurred to anyene that it may
interfere with the residents in the district
through which it will run. It will cer-
tainly shut them out from the harber, and
will be otherwise most inconvenient. It
will mean an additional two miles of haul-
age, whereas with the river the goods can
be landed at once at the doors of the gtores.
Hon. members should also take into con-
sideration the vested rights of the people
of Fremantle, for there ean be no doubt
that this Owen Anchorage scheme would
inflict a serious injury upon them. And,
moreover, whatever may be done now,
the river must nltimately be used. The
colony will not consent to have this fine
estuary remain unutilised for shipping
purposes, and then the money it is now
proposed to spend will be wasted and
lost. We might almost as well go to
Rockingham as cerry out works at Owen
Anchorage., If hon. members have read
the reports of Sir John Coode, they will
see how reluctantly he favors this scheme,
and how he abandons the question of
sand travel, and on the other hand they
will see how Mr. (’Connor, who is a man
of great experience, iy opposed to the
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sand-travel theory and thinks the harbor
should be at the mouth of the river.
That gentleman may, perbaps, alter the
details of his scheme somewhat, but that
is a matter for after consideration. I
bope hon. members will go with me in
thinking that the scheme proposed by
the Government is not the one most suit.
able in the best interests of the colony,
for there are elements in it, I believe,
that will be never overcome. I am
afraid T have not made myself very clear
to hon. members, but still they will, I
think, be able to gather the drift of what
I intend. I have ne interest whatever
in the matter. The firm I am connected
with would prefer Owen Anchorage, but
we must not consider private interest;
we must see what is best in the interests
of the whole colony. I have favored the
opening up of the river for years, and I
am now glad to find that my opinion is
supported by Mr. O'Connor, and partially
alzo by 8ir John Coode, because he now
abandons the sand travel theory, which
was hitherto his principal objection to it.
I have known the river now for forty
years, and I say most positively that
there has, during that time, been no ap-
preciable difference at any of the various
peints. My knowledge of the river en-
ablea me to speak with anthority on this
point. T shall therefore vote against the
scheme proposed by the Government.
Me. RICHARDSON: I wish, sir, to
make a few remarks on this subject, and
let me at the outset say that I am glad
the Government has not thought fit to
make a party question of the motion
before the House. I have taken some
little trouble to obtain what information
I could upon the question now before
us. I have gone through the plans
that have been laid on the table, and
have interrogated anyone I could whom
I thought could throw any light upon
the subject, and from what I have been
able to gather, whatever may have been
the hopes of the Government, or how-
ever practicable they may think the
scheme as regards the means at their
disposal, I cannot help thinking that
it is mot a wise one. The position
the Government is in is that they have
£150,000 for harbor improvements at
Fremantle, and they do not think the
country would be willing to provide more.
They have therefore endeavored to sug-
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gest a scheme the cost of which would
be within the limits of the sum; but to
my mind they have attempted to bring
about an impossible scheme. Whatever
may be said about the hovesty of inten-
tion on the part of the Government, I do
not think it is wise policy to initiate a
work which I am sure the country will
not be satisfied with, for the sake of
keeping within the limit of that sum set
down for harbor works on the loan
schedule, namely £150,000. The En-
gineer-in-Chief, Mr. O'Connor, as well as
putting before us his report on the Owen
Anchorage scheme, has also laid before us
a well thought out plan of improving the
river entrance, and immediately these
were available it struck me why we could
not undertake that part of the latter
scheme which consists of a breakwater
from Rous Head, which could be used as
a work in common for the protection of
the river apd for a deep bharbor. 1t
seemed to me that such a work could be
used for both purposes, and from ezamin-
ing the charts it appears to me that this
breakwater from Rous Head would take
ug into even deeper water than would
Sir John Coode's. minor scheme, and
with less expense. I spoke to the En-
gineer-in-Chief on the subject, and I put
it to him whether this breakwater would
not act as a common work for the two
purposes, and he said that it would.
Another point I wag particular in getting
full information on was, that while Mr,
(O’Connor has set out a close breakwater
Sir John Coode laid it down as ap axiom
that the root was to be an open viaduect.
I asked Mr. O'Connor whether he was
quite satisfied about the sand travel, and
his answer was that he was, and he said
that not only did he think that this
breakwater would protect the river, but
that if placed in a much more westerly
direction, as Mr. Randell has suggested, 1t
would form the nucleus of a breakwater
into deep water. For my part I think,
locking at the uncertainty of the Owen
Anchorage scheme, that if we do not feel
in a position to tackle the great work of
opening the river we should wait a few
years. It appears now as if we are
anxious to spend the money and must
get to work on something, and this T do
not think is by any means sound states-
manship. With reference to the Owen
Anchorage scheme, I should like to know
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whether when we have built the railway
and the jetty and dredged the chanmel,
we shall then get the Orient and P. & O.
steamers to go into it. If there is no
certainty of it I fail to see what is the nse
of spending money there. It may be
said that it would be of service to the
present shipping but this we can serve

- with the 16ft. or 17ft. of water that is

required for much less money and by a
far less problematical scheme. Weshould
be, I think, spending a large sum of
money to attan a very small end, and
against this we should lose in another
direction, for after taking the shipping to
Owen Anchorage, which, although only
two miles away, we should be interfering
with vested interests at an established
port and creating others. And again in
mducing opposition two miles away we
should be doing much to prevent any
attempt being made to execute works
in the river, and to my mind any
scheme which cuts off all hope of opening
ap this beautiful river is one which ean-
not recommend itself to us, even from a
patriotic point of view. If we have made
up our minds to spend £150,000 in
harbor improvements, we should spend
it, as far agit will go, in carrying out that
able scheme which Mr. (’Connor has
placed Lefore ns. If that were done we
should greatly protect the present jetties,
besides enabling vessels of 14 ft. or
15 ft. draught to get into the river, and
when that be done it wil be some
inducement for us to spend another
£150,000 when our circumstances war-
rant it. I do not say I should spend
more now, because I think that this

amount is as much as the country can .

afford, but if we go on with -the scheme
at once, perhaps in another five years
time we shall be able to spend such
further sum as may be required. Al-
though I give the Government all praise
and credit for their intentions in this
matter, I cannot agree to spend this
large amount of money at Owen
Anchorage, and at the same time, by
doing it, give up all hope, for many
years to come, of utilising.the river,
which is the real and natural harbor
of this portion of Western Australia.
Therefore, for these reasoms, I cannot
support the proposal of the Government.

g‘IB. CANNING: When hefore my
constituents I stated that it was a great
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pity that this port of the colony could
not be used, and Sir John Coode’s scheme
then seemed to me to be the only possible
one; but I bave since been led to modify
my views, because it does not appear that
that scheme would accomplish the object
we have in view in getting the otean
steamers to call here. Then again when
the present scheme was put forward I
was Inclined to think that careful con-
sideration had been bestowed upon it,
and it has only been since I have heard
the opinions of persons, most of whom
gpeak with authority, that it has appear-
ed to me that it is not a proper one. .
The first consideration is whether there
is any certainty that the scheme itself
can be carried out successfully. T have
always heard that sand is & most difficult
matter to deal with in sub.marine
engineering, and it is & great question
whether any means that may be employ-
ed to open a channel through Success
Bank, without any means of preventing
the action of the elements, would be of
permanent utility. The npext consider-
ation is that, assuming a permanent
channel could be opeuned, the approach to
it, which is so long and tortuous, the
ocean steamers would encounter the
risk of negotiating i, I think such
is very problematical. Then there is
the question of vested interests, which
of course should not be a very great
reason, all other things being equal,
which must be considered. For these
reasong I do not think the scheme will
commend itself to the people of the
colony. It seems, on the other hand,
from Mr. O'Connor’s report that the river
scheme, if it could be carried out success-
fully, would be in a different position.
Its advantages are so undoubted that this
House would be fairly warranted in in-
curring some expense upon it.  As to the
proposal for a joint committee of both
Houses, I should like to say a word. I
may say at once that I do not think that
this is a desirable course to take. To do
it we should be dividing the responsi-
bility. Members of this House, who are
most of them practical men, should
take it upon themselves to form their
own opinions. A juint committee may
be desirable in certain cases, or a con-
ference may be desirable ; but that should
only be in eases where a conflict has
arisen, and it is necessary that an under-
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standing should be arrived at. As to
the question of a select committee, I can-
not see that the appointment of such
would do much good, besides which we
are quite able to decide the matter in
a committee of the whole, where pub-
licity is given to the utterances of mem-
bers.

TeeE Premier (Hon. Sir J. Forrest):
That would apply to every case.

Mzr. CANNING : The reasons may not
always be the same. Here the public
should bave information as to every step
taken. I shall, therefore, vote against
both proposals.

Tae ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon.
8. Burt):. I do not rise, sir, with the
object of throwing any light on this
subject, because I know, from the lengthy
time I have been in this House, that
every member has an opinion of his own
on this question, notwithstanding the
plans and reports. In 1878 I find the
%uastion of constructing harbor works at

wen Anchorage was before the Legis-
lative Council at the instance of the hon.
memaber who then sat for Toodyay, and
on my proposition that scheme was said
to be beyond the resources of the colony,
I then told hon. members—although my
remarks were laughed at at the time—
that for some years hence we should he
doing nothing but obtaining reports, and
this has now been proved to have been a
true prophecy. Sir John Coode furnish-
ed us with a report; but hon. members
would not accept it, and it was suggested
that he should personally visit the colony
and inspect the various localities. ‘This
proposal was accepted, and it was then
agreed on all sides thatafter he had been
here and seen for himself we should bow
down and accept what he recommended.
That being the understanding, the House
voted the funds, and Sir John Coode
came out and reported again, but the
schemes appearing to be too expensive
in the then state of the colony’s finances
the matter was dropped for a time.
Then the present Government came
into office, and have been forced to the
con¢lusion that Sir John Coode’s plans
are not, at the present time, within our
means. It was not that the Government
did not like them, but that we had not
the wherewithal to carry them out. It
18 pretty notorious, I think, that I have
favored the opening of the river and the
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construction of a Lreakwater from Rous
Head ; but we only had £150,000, which
was not sufficient to undertake the work
with, and finding that the Owen Anchor-
age scheme could be done for about this
amount, we decided to recommend it to
the House. It is unnecessary to argue
whether the P. and O. or Orient boats
could use it, for that is a question only
mariners can solve, and they all tell us
that large vessels would not dream of
going either into Owen Anchorage or the
river in anything like rough weather., It
is very easy to find fault. The hon. mem-
bers for the Moore and Albany have been
picking Sir John Coode’s scheme in regard
to Owen Anchorage to pieces, and with
regard to that I would just make this
one remark: Mr. Randell laid stress on
the question of the width of the entrance
proposed to be dredged, and pointed
out the great danger there would be to
large vessels in the eveat of their being
tbhrown across the bank. No doubt the
danger would be great. My own opinien
as that if it were blowing hard a ship
would not attempt to enter. At the
same time to get into the channel sug-
gested by the hon. member at the river
mouth would be infinitely worse ; for if any
accident hippened at the river channel
the ship would be thrown against vock,
while at Owen Anchorage it would only be
throwu against sand. Still I am person-
ally pleased to-might to find that there

" appears to be a consensus of opinion that

the proper thing to do is to open up the
river, and if the proposal of the Govern-
ment to do work at Owen Anchorage has
only the result of bringing our minds to
one object, and thus enabling us to initi-
ate and carry it out, it will have done a
great deal of good. Certainly there is a
greater consensus of opinion now on this
subject of the river scheme than I have
seen since 1874, and the idea of building
a breakwater from Rous Head seems to
be getting common. It is very easy to
suppert an engineer who falls in with
our views, and I myself am inclined to
do the same thing; but we must look at
the matter .in a practical way and see
what really is proposed. Mr. O'Connor
proposes that his mole from Rous Head
should go in a north-westerly direction
and to face the heavy gales in winter.
Why is that? I take it that for omne
reagon he gets into deeper water, and for
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auother reason that he gets the mole end
on to the sea. :

Mg. Riceawpson: It is to get what
they call the reflex waves.

Tre ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon.
S. Burt) : That is not the mole the hon.
member for DeGrey would support, in-
asmuch as it would not protect the pre-
gent wharves or piers. How, I would
ask, is this to be a protection against
the North-West swell when it itself runs
to North-West? It certainly cannot act
as & means of protecting the piers, and
as a means of entrance to the river as
well. Information, however, on this
point can be obtained in the select com-
mittee. Then, as to getting into the
river, it is of course all a matter of ex-
pense. We talk glibly in 1892 of be-
gioning a scheme costing £800,000, and
costing in the immediate future between
£200,000 and £300,000. Last year Par-
liament sanctioned a loan, and there is
no reagson why I should nel say that we
have not been able to raise the amount
required on the easy and advantageous
terma we wished to, nor probably in the
near future shall we be able to get what
we want on very advantageous terms.
It must be borne in mind that the Aus-
tralian colonies are about to go into the
London market for loans amounting to
£7,000,000, and we see by a telegram
published recently that one firm aloue is
saddied with £700,000 of Victorian stock
and cannot sull sixpennyworth of it.

A1l this goes to show that it will not be

an easy matter to raise money in the im-
mediate future, and it was bearing this
in mind that the Government proposed
to carry out that scheme which Sir John
Coode led them to think could be effected.
The Government do not desire to make a
party question of this. The Premier said
he did not wish to make it so. We are
. not wedded to the scheme in any way,
but we say that looking at the question
of ways and means this scheme promises
the greatest benefit at the present moment.
‘We should be only too glad for a com-
mittee to sit on this matter, and if some
scheme can be recommended I believe
then that something will be done, after
all these years, in connection with harbor
works at Fremantle. The issue never
looked so promising as it does mnow,
‘Whatever may be done I shall not pin
my faith to it, for in all these matters it
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is very difficult to tell what the operations
of the sea may do, and any engineer’s
opinion, to my mind, is not very far
removed from speculation. ‘We lmow
what Sir Johw Coode said about the
river, and we koow what Mr. O'Connor
says. Both hold different opinions, and
both are very high up in their professions.
One says it cannot be done and the other
says it can. Which is it to be? In my
opinion the best thing we can do is to
appoint this joint committee of both
Houses; thresh the matter out; then
decide on what we think is the wisest
course to pursue; and after that, without
asking for any more reports, set about
the work. I may say, however, that
the Engineer-in-Chief is very far from
being opposed to the OQwen Anchorage
scheme. If this select committee be
appointed, the evidence that will be
required will be from those who are
accustomed to navigation. To my mind
it is of very little use to ask an engineer
whether shipping will go into a certain
channel in a gale of wind. What can he
know about 1t? Something has been
said about steering a ship across a narrow
channel, but I do not think that an
engineer is the person to obtain infor-
mation of this kind from. And therefore
before we begin to talk about P. & O.
Loats coming in, we should interrogate
those skilled in navigation, and ask them
whether, if they had 27ft. or 35ft. of
water at a given place, it would be suffi-
cient for their purposes. I hope, there-
fore, that this committee will be ap-
pointed, and that information in the
direction I have indicated will be ob-
tained.

Mr. SHOLL: I believe the motion
before the House is with regard to the
Owen Anchorage scheme only, and there-
fore I take it that the functions of this
proposed commitiee will be coulined to
this scheme only. No other scheme, I
presume, will be dealt with. As the
matter now stands I do not think the
committee would be competent to deal
with any other scheme. Without ex-
pressing an opinion myself as to whether
it i1s a wise or an unwise one, I would
point out to hon. members that in
voting for this committee they will do
go on the understanding that no con-
sideration will be given to any alterna-.
tive scheme.
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Me. LOTON: I shall say a few words
upon this question. The main object of
the Goverument in bringing this subject
under the notice of the House is, I take
it, for the improvement of the harbor at
Fremautle, and the Premier, who spoke
at some length in introducing the motion,
said that a further object was to ‘induce
the ocean steamers to call at Fremantle.
If they are to call in, I assume it will be
necessary for us to give them absolute
protection in all weathers. They will
not need it so much in fine swmmer
weather ; it will be in stress of weather
that they will require a safe harbor.
After reading carefully the report of Sir
John Coode on the ultimate probability
and success of the scheme before us, I
have come to the conclusion that the
report condemns itself. In the ninth
clause of his report I find he says:
“I consider it will be possible, by the
“employment, of modern dredging appli-
“ ances, to make and maintain such a
“channel. It could wundoubtedly be
“used under ordinary conditions of
“weather, and not improbably during
“strong beam winds, aided by a tug
“or tugs, long steamers might safely
“navigate it. On the occurrence of
“heavy gales from the North-West, a
“channel of the width named above
“would not in all probability be used by
“vessels of the Orient class, although
“ possibly the somewhat rare intervals
“when such a contingency would arise
“may not be deemed of sufficient iwm-
“ portance to justify the condemnation
“of the work on that head” This
is sufficient to condemn it, for we are
to spend £150,000 simply to meke a
harbor for fine weather. The Attorney
General, in criticising the remarks of
previous speakers with regard to large
vessels going through Success Bank,
stated that, in his opinion, vessels would
not enter; neither would they enter the
river. I think his criticisms fell short in
this respect, because there is no analogy
between a channel protected by a break.
water such as that at the entrance to the
river would be and one not so protected.
Although at Owen Anchorage there
would be a sandy bottom, there would he
no breakwater; while at the river, al-
though the bottom was rock, there would
be a breakwater. And while, again, at
Success Bank vessels would be subject
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to strong beam winds, at the river, as
soon as they got under the lee of the break.
water, they would get perfect shelter.
The only danger would be in the approach
when rounding the entrance. To my
mind, when undertaking works of this
kind, we should consider whether we are
likely to be making a permanent harbor
for this portion of Western Australia.
Even if we fail let us start where there is
a probability of success and permanency,
We bad far better expend £100,000 in
experiments at the mouth of the river
and fail than spend £50,000 at Owen
Anchorage and fail. There are a great
number of arguments against undertak-
ing the Buccess Bank scheme. Take, for
instance, its distance from Fremantle.
There would be the extra cost of two
miles of railway haulage, which would be
no small amount in twelve montha.
There would be the maintenance of lights
and buoys and a number of other things,
which would involve an extra amount
of expense owing to the distance from
Fremantle. After Sir John Coode re-
ported in 1888, I zaid I believed the
colony was then in a position to com-
mence an expenditure of £50,000 a year
on the commencement of a good harbor,
although the then circumstances of the
colony were not too rosy. At the present
time, with all due deference to the hon.
the Attorney General, I think Western
Australia is in a position to cowmence a
scheme of harbor works and spend
£100,000 a year on them until they are
complete, Any reference to a committee
will, I think, be waste of time., For these
reasons I cannot support the Govern-
ment in the motion they have brought
before the House ; although I should feel
myself in a position to support them in a
scheme for the commencement of works
at the mouth of the river.

Tae PREMIER (Hon. Sir J. Forrest) :
I did not intend to speak on this subject
again this evening, butb after the amend-
ment which has beer proposed to refer
the matter to a joint committee of both
Houses, I will say e few words. First,
I take exception to what the member for
the Glascoyne terms our proposal, namely
that it is an experimental scheme. He
would have the House believe we are
trying an experiment of our own; but
we are a8 fully justified in our action on
this question as in the case of any pro-
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posal that ever came before the Legis-
lature. 'We are sapported by Sir John
Coode and supported by the Engineer-
in-Chief, who have both approved of the
scheme for opening up Owen Anchorage.
The Governor’s Speech has already stated
that the Government are advised that
this work can be carried out for the
amount voted on the Loan Bill. We are
acting entirely on the opinion of Sir John
Coode and Mr. O°Connor. If it were not
80, we would have had a report from our
Engineer-in-Chief adverse to the scheme,
and we would have placed it at once
before hon. members. I cannot agree
with the hon. member for the Swan that
it would be a wuaste of time to refer this
matter to a committee of both Houses:
becanse if you do not refer it, and if the
resolution goes to a division and ias
negatived, what would be the position
then of the Fremantle harbor works ? I
will agk hon. members to consider that
carefully, because there is ouly one
acheme before the House at present,
and that is the scheme put forward
by the Government; and if it be neg-
atived, there will then be nothing at
all Dbefore the House. There is no
doubt this river scheme has very many
attractions for all of us. We like to
picture to ourselves that in the im-
mediate or very near future we will
gee the river opened up, and very
large steamers passing in and out; the
wharves at Fremantle studded with ship-
ping, and the whole scene one of bustle
and progress; but we have to face the
matter from a financial point of view,
Not one member to-night, except my hon.
colleague the Attorney General has re-
ferred to the money question. Anyone
would think, from most of the speeches,
that the money was most eagy to obtain;
but we who have the management of
the finances of the colony know that the
money is not easy to obtain for a large
expenditure on this work, nor is it easy
to obtain for any other part of Aus-
tralia. Last year the Government placed
£150,000 on the Loan Estinates, and we
were pressed—I don’t think we volun-
tecred the statement, but it was pressure
from hon. members that brought it forth
—before we had been in office one month
we were pressed to say how we were
going to spend it. We then stated that
we were going to spend it upon the
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scheme recommended by Sir John Coode,
and to go upon scientific opinion and
place our foot upon a rock of safety, and
not go upon any idea of our own unsup-
ported by scientific opinion. Very few
hon. members were in accord with the
scheme, not because they thought it
would not be successful, but because the
members of this House and those in
another place were not prepared to spend
the money in carxrying out that scheme.
It was not that the scheme would
not give a sufficient depth of water—
that was the view of the Government,
although this House did not say so.
The objection of this House and the
opinion of another place were that the
cost would be too much—over half-a-
million—and to provide accommodation
for large vessels would cost nearly one
million sterling ; and it was said that the
country was not prepared to spend that
large sum in providing harbor works at
Fremantle. We then had to consider our

ogition, I was convinced that Sir John

oode’s scheme, if carried in this House,
would not be carried in another place;
and I was impressed with the fact that
26 feet of water was not sufficient to
provide such a harbor as 1 would like to
see at Fremantle, a harbor which would
accommodate the ocean steamers. We
had then to look about and suggest some
other scheme, and after consulting the
best authorities we had, the Government,
came before the House and suggested the
opening up of Owen Anchorage. We
are most surprised to find the temper of
the House now is that they are willing to
embark upon the expenditure of one
million of money in opening up the river.
The hon, member for the Moore, who isa
most practical man, did not say where
the money was to come from.

Mr. Rawpern: I zaid I did not
propose to rush into any large expense at
present; that it was o work of time, and
should be done gradually,

Tae PREMIER (Hon, 8ir J. Forrest):
There is a great difference in the cost as
estimated by the present Engineer-in-
Chief, in comparison with the estimate
of Sir John Coode. These two moles
on Mr. O'Connor's plan, which are
1} miles in length and run out to 30 feet
of water, are much longer (speaking
from memory) than the mole proposed
by Sir John Coode in his smaller scheme.
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His scheme was to cost something over
£500,000, but if these two moles can be
carried out for £160,000, it seems that
Sir John Coode’s work must have been
of too elaborate a character for the cir-
cumstances of the place.

Mr. RaxpELL : Utterly unnecessary.

Tae PREMIER (Hon. Sir J. Forrest) :
Therefore, at this rate of construction, it
would have been as cheap to undertake
Sir John Coode’'s scheme as to under-
take the river scheme as estimated by
Mr. O'Connor; and as the matter goes
on, I shall consult the Engineer-in-Chief
and see what would be his estimate for
carrying out Sir John Coode's smaller
scheme, so that we may see if his figures
are much less than Sir John Coode’s
estimate. It seems 6o me that the
smaller scheme would give a 26.feet
harbor at Fremantle, and I do not think
those who have spoken to-night have
looked further than to accommodate the
ordinary trade at Fremantle, without
providing accommodation for the ocean
mail boats, Then, in Sir John Coode’s
scheme, if you were to excavate 700,000
cubic yards of reck, I have no doubt you
could make a harbor of 35 feet of water,
under the ghelter of his breakwater. No
one will say that 30 feet will be sufficient
for steamers drawing more than 22 feet of
water ; therefore that depth of harbor
would be of no use for the ocean boats.
The Government are not in any way
wedded to this Owen Anchorage scheme,
We do not put it forward as a party
méasure on which we are prepared to
stand or fall. We put it forward because
our first scheme was not approved of, and
because this was a scheme more in accord-
ance with what we considered to be the
desire of the country, and more economi-
cal; and 1t seemed also to be a scheme
that had a good chance of success, being
supported by the Engineer-in-Chief and
by Bir John Coode. And besides that,
as far as the proposed jetty and railway
are concerned, these works are justified
by present requirements, without an
idea of opening a channel through the
Buccess Bank. We see every winter a
pumber of ships in Owen Anchorage, and
as the building of a railway and a jetty
to connect with the Custom House would
pvot cost more than £25,000, both these
works are justified by the requirements
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winter, under present conditions. The
interest on this ezpenditure would be
only £1,000 a yearon £25,000, and we
think this would be a justifiable work in
the present condition of the colony. That
is the reason why we have, as is said, put
the cart before the horse in proposing to
go on with the jetty and railway first;
but it would be easy to reverse the opera-
tion by not commencing the jetty and
railway first. In conclusion, I shall be
glad to see this matter go to a select
committee, and the more this question is
threshed out, the more information is
obtained, and the morve it is congidered
the better I shall be pleased. If the
opinion of the country is now in favor of
a more expensive scheme, I can promise
that we will further consider it and see
how we can carry it out.

Me. MOLLOY: This is a very im-
portant subject, and one in which T have
taken considerable interest for some time
past, and I now desire to address a few
remarks to the House upon it. I have
listened attentively to the information
which previous speakers have afforded,
and especially to the exhaustive eriticism
of the hon. member for Albany on the
various reports that have been laid be-
fore the House. He has conclusively
shown the inconsistency- of this eminent
engineer, Sir John Coode, who at one
time put forward the idea that no scheme
of harbor works could be successfully
undertaken under half-a-million of
money, and who subsequently, at the
suggestion of the Government, who find
themselves in a difficulty, they having
only £150,000 to spend, comes to the
conclusion that this sum may be utilised
with complete effect, notwithstanding his
previous report that nothing could be
done under half-a-million. This incon-
sistency on the part of this eminent
authority should induce us to look with
suspicion on his dicta and go to other
sources for information and advice. To-
night we have had the experience of the
hon, member for the Moore, who has stud-
ied this question, and who has been well
acquainted with the river during the last
forty years. I pay great respect to the
opinion of this hon. raember ; and I con-
sider that although he is not an eminent
marine engineer, he is a practical author-
ity. Then we havethe hon. the Attorney

of the shipping using that auchorage in | General, who is a bit of an amateur engin-
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eer, and who prefers the scheme of opening
up the river. The principal reason urged
by the Premier for adopting the Success
Bank scheme is a financial one, and I
would ask what need there i of referring
the question to a select committee if we
bave not the means of carrying out any
other scheme that way be advised?
Besides this we have all the information
that can be gained in the various reports
of that emiment authority, Sir John
Coode. Therefore I consider that this
House is in a position to decide this
matter at once without wasting time in
a reference to a select committee. We
have the opinion of Sir John Coode; we
have the opinion of the Hon. J. A.
‘Wright ; and we have that of our present
Engineer-in-Chief, who tells us that the
river can be opened up. The Premier
says that this scheme cannot be adopted
owing to financial difficulties, but I have
failed to notice that any speakers have
urged that we should commit ourselves
to the whole of this expenditure at once.
All those who advocate the river scheme
faver making a commencement with
the money already provided on the loan
schedule. They do not maintain that
we should borrow £560,000 at once; they
only say that we should commence the
river scheme, Therefore 1 consider the
most practical way of dealing with this
subject is for the House to come to some
conclusion as to whether we shall accept
the Government proposal or not. If that
be thrown out we can then see whether
the House wishes to devote the money
available to the commencement of the
river or any other scheme.

Mr. QUINLAN: I move that the
debate be adjourned until Monday next.

Question—put and passed.

Debate adjourned until Monday, 18th
January.

POLICE BILL.

Tare ATTORNEY GENERAT (Hon-
8. Burt): I rise to move the second
reading of this bill, which, with perhaps
one or two exceptions, is a consolidat-
ing measure. In the schedule will be
seen & list of the many Ordinances and
Acts it is proposed to repeal. There
is very little new in the hill, although
there are some additional provisions
as to gaming and the establishment
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of sweeps. I have my own opinion
as to the evil these sweeps are do-
ing, but whether they will be still sanc-
tioned by the House will be a matter
for hon. members to decide when we go
into committee. The first part of the
bill deals with the appointment of con-
stables and officers. The principal part
of the bill, however, is Part V., which
deals with the powers of the police. In
ancther part of the bill we provide that
certain matters which have been dealt
with in munivipal towns by by-law are
exempt from the provisions of this
bill; but as we have to deal with the
whole colony the enactments I refer to
will be operative, either in mumicipal
towns, where no by-laws have been made,
or outside municipalities, I formally
move the second reading of the bill.

Mg, SIMPSON: I move that the
debate be adjourned until Monday even-
ing, 18th January,

Question—put and passed.

Debate adjourned accordingly.

ADJOURNMENT.
The House adjourned at 10-35 p.m,

Legislatibe Touncil,
Thursday, 14th January, 1892.

Inspeckion of Penrl She]] Figheries—Leave of Absence
to Hon. H, Monger—Expenditnre on Sharks
Bay l’eorl shell ery—Supreme Court Act
Amendment Bill: flrst rending—Affirmations Bill
first rending—First Offenders Bill: third reading—
Game Bill: in committee—Settled Land Bill: in com-
mijttee—Public Officers Bill: second ~Third
Judge Bill : second remiing—Mummpn.l Institutions
;&;ﬁ! . d reading—Adjourn-

Tae PRESIDENT (Sir T. Cockburn-
Campbell Bart.) took the chair at 8
o'clock p.m.

PravERs.

INSPECTION OF PEARL SHELL
FISHERIES.

Tae Hox. M. GRANT asked, 1.
Whether the Government have entered
into any definite agreement with M.



