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Governor to exempt otherlandsin spec:itsl cnses,
und the following section empowered the

Governor to allow mining uader the surface. -

‘I'te effect of the amendment would be to
enable miners to work on land excepted under
epecial circumstances.

Amendment pub and passed.

Clause, as amended, put and passed.

Clause 22— Excepted or reserved lands
way be mined upon ' :

Mr. ILLINGWORTH moved to insert after
the word “lands™ in line 5, the words “mob
exceeding twenty-four acres,” He said the
clause authorised the holder of n miner’s right
to occupy any Crown lands which may have
been cxeepted, for mining purposea. “Any
Crown lapds” he contended mighi include
the whole of a racecourse or a cricket reserve,
and as the clause, was worded, any miner could
work on such property. If the area were
limited to twenty-four acres, a possible difki-
culty would be avoided.

Mz, MAKMION said the clause was subject
to the other clauses of the Bill which provided
that an area not exceeding twenty-four acres
conld be taken up, nnd therefore the amend-
ment was unnccessary. Besides, the insertion
of the words woul! wake it appear that the
land shounld be taken up under a system of
acreage.

Tue ATTORNEY.GENERAL (Hon. S. Burt)
said the clause would not give the miners any
more extended rights than they bad under
the Regulutions.

Mr. LEAKE said that, under o miner’s right,
a man could only take upan area of 50ft. by
50ft,, and therefore the amendment was not
necessary. The clause simply gave authority
formining under the surface to any distance,
but operations on the surface were restricted
by other provisions of the Bill.

Me. ILLINGWORTH said that o certain
number of miners vould combine, and insist
upon the right to mine on ony reserve, under
the clause as it stood, while,in another case, an
instunce of which he krew, » number of men
had secured the right to minc under a certain
property in a mining district, and had secured
three distinct reefs. He desired that, however
many miners might combine, no one company
shonld he allowed to take uwp more than
twenty-four acres.

Amendwment put and negatived.

Tug ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Hon. 8.
Burt) moved some verbal amendwments, which
were agreed to.
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Clanse, a8 smended, put and passed.
Clauses 23 and 24 :
Put and passed,

Progress reported, and leuve given to sit
aguin.

ADJOURNMENT.

‘I'ho Hounse adjourned at 10.35 o’clock p.o.

Legislatie QAssembly.

Wednaesday, 4th Seplember, 1895,

Ereetion of Lighthouse at Cape Nuturaliste— Declara-
tion of Tootlyay as a ** Clean” Listrict under the
Scab Adct—Leave of Absence for MHr. Honger—
Parks and Reserves Bil: fiest reading—Fiec-
toval Bill : fivst veading— Wesleyan Methodist
(Private) HHU : first veading; referved to a
select committee—Remorval of Reailway Iork-
shops from Fremantle—Adjonrnment.

The SPEAKER took the chuirnt 430 p.m.
PRAYERS.

ERECTIUN OF LIGHTHLUSE ON CALIE
NATURALISTE.

Mr. COOKWORTHY, in accordance with
notice, usked the Premier, whether it was the
intention of the Government to erect a Light
house on Cape Nuturaliste.

Tue PREMIER (Hen, Sir J, Fon‘est,) replied
that the Governwent hoped to do so, but it
waa not yet certain when the work could be
underinken,

TOODYAY AS A CLEAN DISTRICT UNDER
THE SCAB ACT.

Me. COOEWORTHY (for Mr. Throssell),
in sccordance with notice, asked the Premier,
When the district of Toodyny would he
declaveda “clean” Qistrict under the Scab in
Sheep Act.

iue PREMIER (Hon, Sir J. Lorrest)
replied : When (in the words of section {1 of
the Meab Act, 1891) the district shall have Leen
reported to the Governor-in-Council by the
Chief Inspactor of Stock to have Leen “ clenn,”
that is, free from scab, under the certificute of
an Inspector, during a peried of one year.
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LEAVEQF ABSENCE.
On the wotion of Mr. Cooxworruy {for Mr.
Throssell} leave of absence was given to the
hou. mwember for York, for a fortnight.

PARKS AND RESERVES BILL.

Introduced by 518 Joux FoRKEST, aud reud
a first time.

ELECTORAL BILL.

Introduced by M. Burr, and rcad a first
time.

WESLEYAN METHODIST (PRIVATE) BILL.

Intreduced {with the usual formalities) by .

Mr. Bunrr, read a fivst time, and referred to o
select committee, consisting of Mr. Harper,
Mr. Leuke, Mr. Traylen, Mr. Weod, und the
mover (Mr. Burt).

REMOVAL OF THE RAILWAY WORKSHOL'S
FROM FREMANTLE,

The COMMISSIONER OF RAILWAYS
(Hon. H, W, Venn) : Hir, I rige to wove the
resolution standing in iy namne,—* That, in
the opinion of this House,  the Railwuy
Workshops should be removed frem Fre.
muntle to . sile near the Midland Junetion.”
I becomes a purt of wy departmental duty
to wove this resolubion, wnd, as I know that ic
deals with aquestion upon which a few of the
mewbers of this House entertain some very
strong feelings, [ hope I muy not be led tv sny
anything that will unnecessarily jur upon
those feelings, in any remarks I may have to
wake in deuling with this question. The
sobject is by nv weans a new one. 1t has
exercised the mind of the Government for
several years; but, with that delicacy of
feeling which I hope I may be allowed to
say id characteristic of the present Govern-
ment, when dealing with questions upon
which strong feelings exist, they have
advisedly put off the evil dasy in this
wstance as long as they possibly could.
I say = with a delicacy of feeling,’’ bucause it
isatal]l times a very unpleasunt thing for any
Government to move in a direction which
they know dous not meet with the approval of
sewe of their staunchest supporters. In the
present instunce it falla to my lot, on the part
of the Government, to wmove a resglution
which I ksow is in oppositicu to the views and
tu the wishes of at least one of our best friends
and 4 late colleugue. I aw also aware that
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tho action we propose to tuke in regurd to
these Workshopa is one thut will meet with

" strong opposition on the part of others of our

supporters. Therefore, members way be
nssured that the step contemplated by the
Government is one that has not besn
decided wupon without the most anxious
thought and the gravest deliberation. JIf
in this matter we had no other consideration
than to comsult the feelings and the
wishes of some of our best friends, our course
would not have been such a difficult one. lut,
Sir, we have o higher and a graver duty lo
perform in dealing with this subject,—the
duty we owe to the country, prowpted as we
are Ly a consideration for the best interasts of
I way
honestly say that it would have been more
gratifying.to myself and to my collengues if
the inexorable force of cirennstunces had not
compelled me te move this resolution this
evening, or indeed at any other time. I may
furiher say that the personal intereats of the
members of the present Government are
largely centred at ¥remantle, and they have
a thousnnd-and-one reusons for uot adopting
the step which they propose to adopt in
rowoving these Workshops from that town, if it
could possibly be avoided. Theaction we coun-

_ template taking in regard to this wattec only

shows how far it is possible for men to rise
wbove all personal considerations and personal
fecling, when, in the incerests of the couniry
they ure able to adopt acourse of action which
is not only a jar upon their own feeiings but
which they kanow ia ealeulated to alienute from
them the sympathies of sowe of their staun-
chest supporters, and to strain the relations,
political aud secial, which exist between them
#nd some of their bestfriends. But I feel, Sir,
that when this vexed question is settled aml
disposed of'as I trust it will be, by a majority
of this House—1I feel, Sir, that those hon. wem-
bers who are now opposed tous in thismatter
will fraukly recognise that the Governwent,
in taking the step which they are taking.
huve been actuated by a singleuness of purpose
and one desive only, and that is, a consideration
tor the best interests of the community as a
whole.  As I have already said, thia question
of the renioval of the Ruailway Workshops is
one that has been under cswvsideration for
several years.  Whea the question was in its
initizl stage, the Government, feeling the
respensibility cast upon them and the imnport-
ance of the issuea involved
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M=z Leage: [ rise to o point of order, Sir. * him inthe colonyut all. His instructions from

Is the hon. mewmber in order in reading his
speech ?

T COMMISSIONER OF RAILWAYS
(Hon, H, W. Vepn): I am not reading mny
Speech; bat, inamwuch asI am desirous of
keeping as closely to my text as possible, T
have prepared some notes,and I am simply
roferring to those notes.

Tue SPEAKER : Hon. members must know
that they are not allowed to reand their
speeches ; bat it is very difficult for me to
say whether = member is reading his apeech
ot referring to copious notes.

Tue COMMISSIONUR OF RAILWAYS
(Hon. H. W. Venn) : I wmay say that in this
case my notes are most copious, my desire
being that I shounld not be led away from the
main point by indulging in needless yolubility.
If, bowever, T amn offending the susceptibilities
of nny hon. member in adopting the course I
am adopting, I shall be quite willing to dis-
card my notes.

SEvVERAL MEMBERS : No, no.

Me. Leake: Itis simply a question of order.

Tue COMMISSIONER OF RAILWAYS
(Hon. H. W. Vonn): I was saying that when
this guestion was in its initianl stage, the
Government then—recognising the responsi-
bilities cast upon them and the gravity of the
issues involved—determined they would not
allow the gueation to be subject to local feeling
or to local prejudices, but that any recom-
wmendation upon it shounld emanate from a
total stranger, who would come to this country
unbiassed in any way, and be as free as air in
mwaking his recowmmendation as to the best
site for Railwny Workshops. In procuring
the services of Mr. Allison Smith, by arrange-
ment with the Viectorian Government, the
Government of this colony believed they were
obtuining one of the best professionhl advisers
on such i subject in Australin—a gentleman
who had, [ believe, planned the workshops at
Islington, in South Australiz, and at Newport,
in Victoria, also workshops in New Sonth
Wales and in New Zealand. Up to this present
date, the Government have had no reason to
believe their judgment in that matter was in
any way ab fault. This adviser came
here, and rematoed some time, untrammelled
in his judgment in any way. His instructions
were given when I was away on o trip at the
North, and thercfore it cannot he said I had
anything to do in influencing the report which
he wasto prepare, inasmuch as I did not meet

the Governmaent ware to repové on the ques-

: tion of the Workshops of the colony, firstly as

to whether the present site at Fremantle was
a good cne ; whether, in view of future deve-
lopments, its area could be profitabl y extend-
ed; or whether it was desirable to rewmove
them, and, if so, where ? Hon, members will re-
collect the result of his repori. He exawined
Fremantle und its vicinity, exhausting every
possible site in his endeaveors to locate the
Workshops adjacent to Fremantle; then he
endeavored to locute them near Perth, thenat
the Canning, and thenatthe Midland Junction.
It was not uniil after he had loyally examined
all probable areas that he finally made his
report, in which he reconmended the removal
of the Workshops to o site near the Midland
Junction, T believe I wwa only recording o
are fact in saying that when his recommuend-
ations became first known to the Government,
it filled them with undisguised distay ond
consternation. The ides had no friends ut
the time, und the subject was looked upon as
ome too uncowfortable to speak about, I may
here say it is a very great testimony to the
strong feeling of Mr. Allison Bmith on‘the
subject when he made such a vecomnmendasion,
knowing, na he musl have known, the torreut
of hostile and ndverse criticism his report
would eveke, T say, most emphatically, his
judgment was not in anyway moved by influ-
ence of the Department. It was the unbiassed
and unfettered judgment of o professional
man, alive to ull the responsibilities of the
occasion, and prepared to stuke his reputation
on the result. That was in the year 1892 ; so
that when T say it was a few years ago—three
years- -1 speak actually the truth; und what
has happened since then? The Governwent—
had they been eager, bud they been fuvor-
able to the site then recommended—
might have taken action ot ouce, amd
have adopted that recommendation forth-
with. But they did no such thing. i

the higher and graver reszponsibilities of their
position, they immediately set on foot a most
sparching investigation of all the availuble
sites between Perth, Frewantle and Guildferd ;
traversing each probable eite and having
levels tuken, and leuving no stone unturned bo
tind a snitable howe tor these Workshops at
or near Fremantle. Disappointment followed
our sieps everywhere. Many sites have been
recomnmended, many proposed. All buve been
varelully examined, and all have fallen short
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of the present reyuirements, nnd those of the
immediate future. The Workshops hove
hung as a nightmare upon the Govermwend,
These workshops have refused to bolocated in
any other spot. No home suits them save the
one spot recomwended by Mr. Allison Smith,
and I say again, it is a testimony to that
gentleman’s professional judgwment, when, after
three yenrs of unremitting zenl on the part of
the Governmentuand on the purt of others deeply
interested in this question, we find oursclves
moving theresolution of this evening. I say
no mare eloguent tribute could he made toany
man’s independont judgin;ut than is made by
the fact thab, affer three years’ labor, we pro-
pose to adopt the sitorecommended by him as
the proper site for our Ruilway Workshops. I
make no reference whatever to this gentle-
man’s past carcer. I regret that some hon.
members, tuking advantage of the protection
afforded to their utterances in this House,
have on a past ocension attempted to discredit
Mv. Allison Smith us n professional man. To
my mind, that was a highly improper course
to talke, and I feel sure that, on maturer judg-
ment, those hon. members wonid abstain from
doing so ugain., But whatever discredit they
may attempt to cnst on this gentleman’s pro-
fessionul ability, it in no way disturbs the tack
thit he did recommmend the very -best available
gite between the Darling Range and the sen;
u sile which three years of consideration,
under uctive hostility, have confirmed by the
mation now snbmitted to the House,and which
I helieve the House will adopt by 2 large
majority. Now the point we have to consider s
whether he did recommend the hest site
availuble between the Darling Range and the
Bea ;
Mr. Allison Smith’s ubilities, in this connection.
Indeed, we know, from the action taken else-
where, that he has been very unfortunate in
his professional position, 'The Government
have not hurried thia matter. ‘l'hey bave
ullowed the elow and sure evolution of time
to Lring ifs own judgment to bear upon a
question which has such important issues.
The concentrated discnssion of over three
years is focursed into the debafe of this cven-
ing, and I feel anre the verdict will be to pass
the resolution now before the House, and settle
for ever aguestion bristling with so much
personil and interested feeling.  Pussing now
from the general to the particular, it will pro-
bably be as well for wme to follow sowe

cunsecutive wethod, by dealing firstly with l colonies.
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the present site, nfterwirds with the many
new gites proposed, and finally concluding wmy
remarks by referring to the site proposed in
the reselution, In regard to the prusent site
of the Workshops at Fremantle, it requires no
words of ming to point out its wain objection-
able fentures. Lt tecms with objections; aud,
being wise after the event, we cannot but de-
plore the short-sighted judgment that ever
located the Workshops in such a spot, and
burdencd the present Government and Parlia-
ment with such a legacy of tronble and
responsilility. It bas all the leatures of a

_ locality opposed to such works, heing almosat

level with the sea, with the rise and fall of
tides affecting the washout pits; also dircetly
on the verge of the sea, and subjéct to every
breath of inclewent weather; lLesides the

" objection that the site is ncar the heart of

the town, and confined to un arce almost
ridiculous i its smallness. Italse vecrpies lund
that is daily becoming valuable beyond all
calculation, and isat this momwent netunlly in

. the way of the present station requrements at

© Fremantle. I
_argument as to the unsuitaileness

we have not to disecnss the quesbtion of

“required for the

need labor thu
of the
of the land
immediate extensien of
the Workshops is also too great, and wdmits
of no doubt whataver that they must be re-
moved. Indeed, this is the verdict passed np-
on thew, and sdmitted by one and all—even
by the Fremuntle people thewmsulves. This
conviction has slowly nut surely grown upon
cveryone, uniil it has become a recognised
fact, and one that in no way enters into the
argument. Tt can, therefore, e assumed that
the suitableness of the present site in no way
forms a subject of discussion, except in the
evident und urgent appeal it makes for the
removal of the Workehops to a more suitable
site, by reason of the palpable impossibilities_
of the present site. Thatbeing so, [ cowme firat
to the Richmond site. Many honoralle wem-
bers have had opportunities of se¢ing thisland,
for on two occasions members of the Ministry
and others have Leen invited by the Muyor of
Fremantle to visit it ; and this, prolably the
best of many sites which have been proposed,
hrs heen very largely ditcussed, But, before I
say one word more on this guestion, I desire to
draw honorable members attention te areturn
I have laid upon the table of the House. By
examining it they way ascertuin the areus
vecupied by the Warkshops of the different
It will ke seen thatthe smallest area

hardly

present site. The value
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occupied by any colony is that of Taswnania, '
with 18 7 aecres, with an adjoining aven .
for fabure extensions of 32 neres. Tt |
can therefore be readily nssumed that
in no instan¢ce has it been thoaght
wige or expedient to counfine such impor-
tant thingsns Railway Workshops to an
aren that is not capable of very large exten-
sions, as time and cir¢nmsiances demand
When we speak of the area nvailalle, what is
meant is nol an impossible aren of undulating
or hilly land, but an area showing even, if not
actually level, grades. This is a point I wish
hon. members to fix in their minds, in denling
with this subject, as it is the crux of the whoie
question ; and, having this in yonr minds, how
dous it apply to the site at Richmond as being
the very beat site proposed? Here we have
not one acre of level ‘ground for immedinte -
requirements, and no possibilities of extension,
except on uneven and alnost hilly land.
Has this site anything whatever to recom-
mend it, except its contignity to Fremantle ?
Has it, by comparison with the site which -
we propose in the resolution. any of the
elements of a sunitable site for Railway '
Workshops? There can be no doubt on
this question that the verdict must be «“ No.”
It may be a fact that a most worthy gentle- !
man, who is alzo a well-known engineer—2Mr.
Young—has reported favorably on this site,
but what does his report amount to? It
amcunts to simply this, that the only gues- -
tion is one of money. Our own Engineer-in-
Chicf tells us the same thing. He tells us
thaf if money is uo object he can make n site
anywhere, but, from a professional peint of
view, his duly is to tell us the hest available
gite. It then becomes the duty of the Govern-
ment to determine the proper course to take.
It may happen that the Government, if it
followed the political aspect of the guestion,
would tnke a course in opposition to the ad-
vice given them by professional officials, but
whenever 4 Government does this, it has to
answer to the people and to Parlinment for
ite action. .

Mr. Marmron: Is what you say in the
report of the Engineer-in-Chief ?

Tae COMMISSIONER OF RAILWAYS
(Hon. H. W, Venn): No; I say so. I will
give the exact opinion of the Engineer-in-
Clief on the matter a little later oo, T am
endeavoring to put the matter before the
lHouse with the utmost fairness. Now, Sir,
from an engineering point of view, it has to
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be admitted that it is possible, after reach-
ing the site shown ut Richmond—and to
reach the site is an imporiant point—to get o
awall area for Workshops, but bLefove ene
the level
and nntural conditions of the Midland June-
tion poesition, we have to coneider the cost.
What would be the ccab? First of all comesr
the exceedingly heavy cost of reaching there,
owing to the dearly bought land reswmptions
which would be necessury.

MRr. MarmIOoN: Where is this? To reach
what site?

Tuz COMMISSIONER OF ‘RAILWAYS
(Hon. H. W. Venn): To reach the Richmond
site from Fremantle. AsI wne remnarking,
after the purchase of this very dear land, there
would have to he eurves snd gradings over &
mile of railway, which is catimsted to cost
£6,992. And, when we have got there, it is
only to a possible area, which, to meect our
present requirements would absorh the very
large sum of £24178 in heing levelled off.
This money would hnve to be spent before the
area available conld he placed in the satne con-
dition as the Midland Juuetion site is to-duy.
In other words, before ever the Workshop's
bhuildings could be started at Richmond,
£24,178 would have to be expended in level-
ling operations, £6,992 wonld have to be pro-
vided for a branch line, apd a large sum
would be abaorbed in the purchase of the 80
acres of land, I have been told that the
hold' rs of this Iand have expreszed their wil-
lingness to sell it for prices ranging from £50
to £70 nnd £80 per acre; and eighty ncres at
anything like theso figures will mean a large
amouni of money. In fact, before the Work-
shops themselves conld be actunally started, nt
lenst £35,000 to £40000 would blave lo be
expended in preparing the site for Lunildings ;
while at Midland Junction this money coull
at onmce he used in the Luildings, and there
would cousorjuently be a very large saving.
The next guestion we bhave tn consgider is.

whether the site al Richmond really
possesses any advantage over that of
the DMidland Junction. Does it, in
faet, possess any other  advantage

than that of being adjacent to Fremantle ?
I am nob prepared to admit that it dees, hut

what I do say is, that hy reason of its

limited aren, which  cunmot  possibly
be increxsed, and, hy reasor of Ehe
exceedingly  inconvenient approaches  to

. it ibis not a site that can now,or at nmy
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other time, at any cost whatever, be made
equal to thenatural ad vantagespossessed hy the
Midland Junction site. I have no doubt it
will be contended by some hon. members
that the ndvantage of the Hichmond aite
largely consists in the question of haulage.
While I am not prepared for one moment to
gny or contend that the cost of hauwlage for
twenty miles is not more expensive than the
cost of haulage over ome mil+, T do wish
to emphasise the fact that the item of hanlage
is not nn argument altogether in favor of
Richmond. 1lon. members will vecognise that
the Workshops form the centre from which the
whoie repairing element of the railways
radiates, and from which everything required
on these rnilways is distributed. Once work
has left the Workshops it does not return, but
is absorhed in the general system.
then, be seen that from this point of view
the Midland Junction site is really 20 miles
nenrer the wmain points of our railway
gystem than wonid he any site near Fre-
mantle. Of course I am prepared to admit
that if Fremantle were the final destination of
everything in the railway system ; if it
wag, in fact, the wuliima Thule of every-
thing, then, and then only, the item of extra
haulage over 20 riles of line would hecome a
guestion for arguwent; but, inasmuch ns
cverything, with the exception of the fixed
machinery in the shops themselves, has to be
conveyed over all the linzs of the colony, the
item of haulage, so far as the raw material
to the Workshops is concerned, is not an argu-
ment in favor of Fremantle, but a very
strong one indeed in favor of the
gite at the DMidland Junction. When
we congider for one moment that all
breakages ond all repaivs om the Bastern
Railway, and from Southerm Cross, Cool-
gardie, and elsewhere beyond the Midland
Junction, wonld have twenty miles less of
hanlage than they would if everything had to
be conveyed to the exireme end of our rail-
ways at Fremantle, the argument tells very
much agaiost the present site or the proposed
gite at Richmond. [ will ask the House to
“look at this subject carcfully, and see what
this means, for al] time; and, when the mind
can once grasp it even as z qaestion of
haulage, it wilt at one swoop dispose of every
argument that can be advanced in favor of
the site at Richmond. I do not propose to
traverse the item of haulage any further, as
what T have said appears to me to be a most
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complete reply to anything that may be
advunced on this (uestion by the other side.
What it therefore comes down to is this—Is
Richmond an eligible place in which to locate
the future Workshops of this great colony?
Ieny that in view of its impossibility to be
suitable, of the inconvenient nature of its
approaches, and of its enormous cost for
levelling, neither this Government nor any
other Government wovld be justified in erect-
ing the permanent Workshops of the colony at
such a spot. T they didso, it would be
merely and solely to placate the intereats of
Fremantle. I will not advance, as a reason
for the removal of the Workshops, that the
vicinity to a town is at all times an objection-
able element, ov that it is against Lhe proper
discipline and organisation of large hodies of
men. That fact is one that goes without
saying.

Me. Marmion : Oh, you object to it on
moral grounds now,

Tae COMMISSIONER OF RAILWAYS
(Hon. H. W, Venn): Oh no, not at all; but
it is a well-known fuct that ewployds in lnrge
eatablishments, such as this would be, are
always better when away from the influences
of large towns,

Me. InuiveworTH: Let ns consider the
interests of the colony in this matter.

TrRe COMMISSIONER OF RAILWAYS
(Hou. H, W. Venn}: It isan important cle-
ment. It was only the other day that I had
a conversation with a gentleman who employa
over 1,000 handa in an establishment in one of
the other colonics. He proposed to start a
fourdry herve. I said, “ Where have you got
the site.” He replied, ©“ Oh, I intend to go to
the Collie coalfield !” T then remarked, “That
will be a long way away for you, will it
not ?"” and his reply was, “Wa have had quite
enough of having our works anywhere near a
town P’

Me. Maruron: Why, 1,000 men would
make o decent town of their own! What an
argument to use! :

Tar COMMISSIONER QF RAILWAYS
(Hon. H. W. Venn): Surely you don’t pre-
tend to rely on the Workshops to make Fre-
mantle P

M=r. Magwnox: Yon won’t help to make it,
if you cun avoid it.

Tue COMMISSTIONER OF RAILWAYS
(Hon, H. W. Venn) : Certainly not, o far as
‘Workshops nre concerned. If it was for no
other reason advantageous to rewove the



Railway Workshops.

Workshops, I myself would urge their removal
from the immediate vicinity of Fremaotle.
Nevertheless, had Richmond possessed a sufli-
ciently large level area, and had it not been
surrounded by so many disshilities, the
Government would not have tabled the
motion brought before the House this even-
ing. 1tis through having in foll view the
impossibilities of the site, except at a cost
beyond the wmeans of this or any other
colony that the Government is forced to
the conclusion that they can adopt no
other course thau the one they are taking. To
refer once more to Mr. Young. It may bea
fact, as [ have gnid, that, in his opinion, it
wounld he possible, nt a certain cost, to put up
these Workshopa at Richmond. At the same
time, wmight I ask whether this gentleman
has ever said the Richmond site could be
made a8 good as that of the Midland June.
tion? It is an easy matter to get an engineer
to tell you what it is posgible to do, if money
is no object, and quite a different thing to
ngking him what is the best to be dome from
an engineering point of view, Ireally cannot
think that anyone would seriously contend
that the site at Richmond should for the
present, and for ever, be the site for the per-
manent Wurksheps of this growing colony.
Before moany years are over our heads, our
lines of open railways will be connted by
thousands of miles, instead of hundreds, and
they will be the same as the railway lines of
Quoensland, New South Walea and Victorin,
requiring at least an arven of 100 to 200 acrer
of tand for their Workshops, and soch an area
a8 this is an impossibility at Richmond,
except abt nn expenditure too enormous to con-
template. Therefore, does not prudence, does
pot wisdom and self-interest, all prompt us, at
thisstage of our history, to fix the most eligil:le
gite once and for all, o that those who come
after us may commend us for our wisdom
and our foresight ? I shall not labor the
question of sites any more, for the simple
renson that after the one at Richwmond is dis-
posed of, my arguments apply, in a much
greater degree, to all others that have been
put forward. Insufficient area and cost of
levelling appears to be the foult of ali in a
more or less degree. There are, however, two
exceptions, those being the site at Subiaco
and the one near Guildford. Either of these
two could be levelled at much less expense than
the site at Richmond. Now, Sir, let us lnok
back to the really moving principle for our
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present action, and that is, whether the
removal of the Waorkshops, at all, is necessary.
We say it is, and has been hrought about by
the fact that, in order to overtake the daily
incrensing demaonds for repairs and construe-
tion, it is imperntive to have greater facilities
for doing the work required. We must have
morc room for the repairing of lncomotives
and the general upkeep of slt our rolling stock.
This ig absolutely denied to us in the present
baildings, with no room for extension withont
encroaching upon land too valuable for such a
purpose, We have in the colony, and under
order, o large nmount of modern machinery
to be erected, and, for this purpose, it is im-
perative that a new and complete design of
Workshops of the most modern and approved
type should be undertuken, 80 that the Loco-
motive Department may command the very
best facilities for keeping abreast with this
ever-increasing work. Neo man, not even the
greatest geniue that ever lived, enn obtain
satisfuctory results unless he can command
the uppliances necessary to enable him to
carry ont his ideas. The first and mosl
essential feature i3 in having o design that
will admit of the most complete organisation,
giving the best results for the lenst expendi-
ture. Thig is the desire of the Government.
Thet is their only desire, and the site at the
Midland will ennble them to do this, ns it
possesses all those natural advantages which
an  ideal site for euch a  purposc
should possess, Sir, the very Dest re-
gults from railway manngement eannot bhe
obtained without means at the command
of thoso who hnve to endeavor te secure
them. It is trae that during the lnst two
years we huve shown a great improvement in
locomotive expenditure by the introduction of
modern and impraved machinery into our
eramped and limited space, and by exercising
the most rigid economy in all thinga. At the
same time, wo have the fact staring usin the
face that we are unable, with cor increasing
demands, to carry on any further with the
same satisfactory result, or with any hope of
material improvement. This is in evidence at
every turn, and when I direct hon, members’
attention to results which are attained in
other colonies by efficient railway muonage-
ment—in the Locomotive Departmeat in par-
ticular—they will ind this for themselves, 1
mentioned last evening that there was a
difference of 5 to 8 per cent. between our
resulis and the best results of other colouvies.
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‘Hon. members can realise what this means in
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a revenue of £360,000 to £400,000. It menns

a sum equal Lo somcthing Letween £30,000 to
£40,000 per annum a3 an  actund savipg.
Hon. members will please follow me when [
say the difference hetween the locomotive
expenditure alone in this colony as agninst
the best results attained in some other
colonies (being 8 per cent.) menns, when
caleuluted on the revenue I have stated, a sum
of £31,000, and this is wainly, if notsolely,
attributable to modern and efficient facilities
for dealing with repairs and maintengnce in
the Workshops.

Mz, Marmion: What colony is that in ?

Tar COMMISSIONER OF RAILWAYS
(Hop. H. W, Venn): Thut is in New South
Wales, [ quoted the figures last evening.
The saving on the Victorian fignres would be
about £29,000 a year. Such resniit as these,
however, we can never hope to realise go long
13 we have to deal with the present ineflicient
system of Workshops at Fremantle Now T
come to the greatest boue of contention, and
that is the alleged injury that the removal of
these shops will bring upon Fremantle. In my
mind too much altogether is madeof this,
gimply to draw attention away from the real
facta, nnd to evole sympathy for that town.
For it is well known—it was stated by the
Prewier, in reply to a large deputation —that
the removal of the shops would mnot
necessarily mean the removal of all the
labor mnew employed in  those shops,
but only that portion of the stafi engaged on
repairs and those engaged in construction.
This means, onder any condition of eventa,
that 97 out of the 349 men employed in the
shops would remain xt Frewantle, in the run-
ning sheds and in the lecal shops, so that the
annual loss to Fremantle would he as £43,712
is to £12,147—an item which is too small to
excite so much acrimonious argument as
this matter has giver rise to. As wmy figures
are fairly accurate, it will be seen that too
much altogether has been made of the argu-
ment ecalled ¢« vested interests,” when it

comes down to a difference of expenditure on -

the wagesof permanent hands at Fremantle
of £31,563—that bei g about the amount
that will be paid annually to those of the
Workshops stafl who are removed to the Mid-
land Junction. [s this smin going to sericusly
interfere with the prosperity of Fremnantle,

1

1

while there is am cxpenditure going on .

there on account of Harbor

Works,
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of £62,400 annunlly—an expenditure thatb
will go on for sume yeurs to vome. 'To
put the figures in another way : the whole of
the expenditure by the Governent in Fre-
mantle nnnually on locomotive shops, railways,
hurbor works, aand other departments,
amounts to £160,760, and, by the rewoval ot
the Workshopa to the Midland Juaction, this
sum will probubly be reduced by £31,563,
leaving u balance for other services expended
in Fremuuntle of £129,197. '

Mg, MarmioN: For how many years will that
expepditure go on?

Tue COMMISSIONER OF RAILWAYS
(Hon. H. W. Venn): Ii is.going on, and will
go on for five or six years. We propose, after
removing the Workshops to the Midland June-
tien, to lesve on annuval expenditure in Fre-
wantle of £120,197. Surely no one with these
fizures before him can suy that the future
welfare of Fremaontle is going to depend upon
the Workshops expenditure, or that the
principal port of this large colony must owe
its prosperity and its ezistence to the annual
cxpenditure of public woney to the tune of
£31.563, or that, with £129,197 still
spent ecuch year in the town, Fremantle
must depend for its existence upon such a
trifling amount of Government expenditure as
that. It uppesrs to me that such an item can
make no appreciable difference 10 the pros-
perity of Fremautle, and to the great and
growing interests of that place. The germs
of growth and the sources of wenlth must be
supported by sowmethiug more permanent, and
more solid than this item of £31,563 out of
the cost of the maintenance of the Workshops
at Fremantle. It must be supported by the
expansion of the commerce of the colony and
its gemeral progress. Fremantle is at the
present moment making leaps wnd bounds
in prosperity. She wants room lo Lreathe
and to expand, and no such pultry counsidera-
tion as the pay of a few workmen in the
Railway Workshops can bhave any effect
whatever in retarding the welfare of the
piace. Nor is it desirable to cramp her space
by the presence of these Workshops, Some
nttempt may be made to show the disad-
vantage of having Workshops nway from the
terminal station. T have scen a report of the
Vigilance Committee of Fremantle, in which
it is stated that it has been accepted as a
principle that Railway Workshops should be
as near the privcipal terminnl station as pos-
sible. [AN Hown, Mexger: Hear, heor. | 'I'he



Railway WWorkshops.

[+ SeprEMEER, 1895.]

hon. memher who approves of that argument .
will not do so directly, when J draw members”

attention to some fucts bearing upon the rail-
wuy experience of some other parts of the
world, including that of the great railway
companics of England, wbich do n larger
business than auy railway companies in the
world, for the length of their lincs, whose
revenue is calgnlated by willions of pounds
sterling annunally, :nd who have to compete
agninst the keenest competition to redunce
their expenditure.  The practice of such comn-
panicvs a5 these is a complete contradietion to
the infercnces drawn from the repart of the
Vigilance Committec of Fromontle; und so is
the practice of the neighiboring colonias, none
of whom have placed their workshops close to
the principal terminal station. TLet we
give hon. members scme cxumples. In
Queensland, their Workshops are at Ipswich,
between 20 and 30 miles from the port and
principal terminal station. Tn Adelaide,
Islington (the Workshops site) is four wiles
from the principal terminal station,and 10miles
from the port. Turning to England, the
Tondon and North-Western Railwaya® work-
ghops are at Crewe, while the terminal station
is at Buston, 180 miles away. The Great
Northern’s workshops are at Grantham, and
the termil.m.] station is ot King's Cross, 105
mwiles distant, ‘The Great Western’s work-
shops are to bLe found at Swindon and
Paddington, the terminal stalion no ncarer
than 100 miles. The Midland Company & -nd
their rolling stock to be repaired at Derhy,
while St. Puncrns, 150 miles away, is the
terminal station. The terminal stution of the
London and Sonth-Western is at Waterloo, and
the workshops are located at Nine Elms,
four milen awny. The werkshops of
the London, Brighton and South Coast Railway
nre abt Stratford, while Victoris, fve miles
from Stratford, is the terminal station, The
Great Eustern’s workshops are at Stratford,
and the terminal station isat Liverpool station,
five milesaway. It will be seen frow the facts
I have given, that all the large railway com-
panies have their Workshops some distance
from their principal terminal station, and that
not one can be cited which has placed its
Workshops at its terminal station. Hence it
can be easily nnderstood that the most
econowical position for permanent Workshops
would he at n point meur the centre of the
railway system as possible ; but, inasmuch as
our heaviest grades occur about 20 miles from
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our terminnl station, it would not be wise or
expedicnt to carry all our raw material to a
central point up these grades, but to
place the Workshops as near the com-
mencement of those pgrades as possihle.
But, if you will look at o railway map of this
colony, you will find that, looking at the
South-Western line to Bridgetown, the Mid-
land Junetion is very near the centre of the
railway eyetem of this colony. Atany rate, 1
think [have shown that there is no substan-
tinl renson for saying that the Warkshops
should be nenr a terminal station, and hon.
members will see that cconomy is not attained
by their being there. 8ir, [ think [ have dealt
very fairly with this question, on its merits—
at any rate I have attempted to de so, and I
now leave it to the House to eay whether the
Fremantle Workshops are to be removed, and,
if B0, where they are to be removed to.
The guestion hefore the House is, whether it
is desirable to erect the Workshops ol Rich-
mand or the Midland Junction,~for I take
it that we arenll agreed that the Workshops
must he removed frem their present site. I
believe that 1 have ndduced sufficiently strong
reasons for the removal of the shops to the
Midland Junction, and I now have pleasurs in
moving the vesolution standing in my name,—
“Thnt, in the opinion of this House, the
Railway Workshops should be removed from
Fremantle to a site mnear the Midland
Junction.” [ think, Sir, that the result of
this motion will be that it will be pnssed by
this House by a large majority.

Mr. MARMION: It would have been very
sntisfactory to me if I could have seen the
speech we have just heard from the Commis.
sioner of Railways in print before replying to
him, but the debate may possibly bLe suffi-
ciently prolenged to permit of the apeech
being published before the gquestion goes to
the vote. [ daresay had I, like the hon.
member, prepared copious rotes, [ should have
been able to make an oration that would have
been o credit to the ocension, but, not having
doneso, I can scorcely be expected to deal
with the subject in the wholesale and deliber-
ate mannor that the Commissioner has done.
In considering the motion hefore the House it
will be necessary tosome extent to go back to
the period at which Mr. Allison Smith was
asked by the Government to come &3 the
colony in order to advise the Governmnent as
to whether the Fremantle shops shonld be ra-.
moved. Mr. Allison Smith having been
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“ loaned " to ue—T think that is the expres-
gsion—by the Victorinn Government, he
prepavred o report, which was laid
before Parlinmen$ in 1892. No doubt
there were vreasons at the time for
the Government taking this step, and one of
the chief of these rcasons was that the ex-
penditure on the working of the railways
seemed out of proportion to the receipts. It
was the custom of the department at the time
to lay the blame for this disproportionate ex-
penditure at the door of the locomotive, car-
ringe and waggon department ; that is to aay,
at the door of the Workshops system 1n Wes-
tern Australia. And there is no doubsin my
mind whatever, that when Mr. Smith arrived
in this colony he was fully imbued with the
iden—and the object of the Depurtment
was to imbue him with the idea—that the
extra cost entailed for working the mrail-
ways woa dus to the defective Work-
shops. It was natural emough that DMr
Smith, being imbued with these notions,
should follow them up to the bitter end, and
it is not surprising—it is nob surprising to me,
and it need not surprise hon, members —
that in the report he drew ap for
the Govermment, he dwelt upon their
defective Workshops system. Now, referring
to Mr. Smith’s report, I find that in the very
first paragraph of {hat document, in the
second line of that pavagraph, he states—* It
“can ot once be seen that the impression
* which yon mention ns prevailing here, to the
“ gffoct that the maintenance of your rvolling
“ atock has heen costing move thau it should
“ do, as compared with similar work in the
“ other colounies, is well founded.” It will he
noticed that the repert, addressed to the Com-
missioner of Railways, said *“the impression
which you mention "—although that gentle-
man has told us that be was out of the colony
when Mr, Allison 8mith was commissioned to
make the report. Well, it iz just possible that
the impression was well founded. But what
T have to complain of is, that.I covsider tho
basis upon which Mr. Smith arrived at bthut
conclusion was notk a sound one, and
that the reasons he pgives for it are as
unsound as the basis upon which he started.
Mr. Smith goes on to say:— [t will be noted
that the cost for all locomotive charges per
train mile in Western Australin for the last
year was 681 pence higher than on the New
Zealand railways of the same goage, or equul
to 33 per cent. of the whole expenditure.”
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Then come the words to which T wish to draw
particular attention; they are aa follow:—
“This wincunt, calealated upon your proballe
locomotive expenditure for the current year
of £45,700, anounts to, say, £15,000, and, a8
the lines extend and more mileage is run,
unless immedintie steps are taken to find n
rcmedy, the loss to your taxpayers must in-
creace in a siwilar vatio. T attribute o large
proportion of the excessive cost to the absence
of proper necommodation in the shape of
convenmient engine sheds and well designed
and efficiently equipped Workshopa.” It will
be seen Mr. Smith atates that, “as the
lines ¢xtend and move mileage is run, unless
immediate steps are taken tofind a remedy, the
loss to your taxpayers must increase ina similar
ratio.” Now I will ask the members of this
House, whether Mr. Smith was correct in the
pusition which he then fook up? Has the
statement which he then made, and which [
have quoted, lieen horne out by the factasinee
the date of that veport? I will ask hon.
mewbers to refer to the report of the Com-
missionerof Railways, or ratherto the report of
the Engineer-in-Chief—for the words and the
figures are both those of the Engineer-in-
Chief-=1aid on the table of the House
yosterday. 1 will also refer hor. mem-
Lers to the report of Mr, Allison
Smith, in which variona stntemelits, show-
ing the expenditure for the years 1892,
1893, 1894 and 1895 are made. From
these [ find that, notwithstanding all that
Mr. Allison Smith said, his prediction has
not been verified, imasmiuch as the charges
upon the taxpayer have been deereased to
the largest possible extent, or, at any rate,
almost to the largest poesible extent; for,
whereas the expenditure in locomotive,
carriage and waggon charges in 1892 was
5325 per cent, it wns rednced in 1893 to
41-03 per ceni., furfher reduced in 1884 to
34-50, while in 189. the percentage fell 1o
29-21, So i* will be seen that there has been
s conlinuvns decrease in the relative ratic
of the cost, showing that the premise upon
which Mr. Allison Smith based his argument
wna & rotten one. [ say that the basis upon
which that gentleman formed his conclusions

. was rotten to the very core, and, if anyone
. can show me thab the statement is incorreet, [

hope he will he prepared to dose. [ not
only wish to show that his statements were
incorrect in this regard, but I also desire to
prove something else. On again referring to
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his report, it will be seen that bhe gives a 1
comparative statement of the expenditure in
eonnection with the Locomotive Departments
of eanch of the colonies as cowpared with
Western Australin at the time ; and he
stated that, while in 1891 our charges
amounted to 4194 pér cent., those of New
Zealond amounted to 3001 per ceat., Vietoria, |
8004 per cent., New South Wales, 3772 por |
cent., und South Augbralin 3144 per cent. My )
objectin producing thesefigares is to show that |
at the present time our locomotive expendi. »
ture is less by n considerable amount
than that predicted by Mr. Allison
Smith et the time he wade his report,
because ot present the charge amounts
to 20-21 per cent., whereas in New Zealand it
was 30 per cent,, in New South Wales 37 per
cent., and in South Australin 81 per cent. That
was the comparative return put forward by
Mr. Allison Smith, and that upen which he
based the statement I have referred to. [t
always has been my opinion, and it has often
been enid, that his mind was jpflnenced by
some means cr other which I have never been
able to nscertain, when ho wmade his report.
So wuch for Mr. Allison Smith. 1 shall now
deal with a few of the remarks made by the '
Hon. the Counissioner of Railways in the l
course of his speech this evening. He was
good enough to refer to me in terms that were J
almost affectionate, and for which I am very {
grateful; and be said that T had this particular |
|
|
|
I
|
1

question very much at heart. Thatis perfectly
true. T have thia question very much at
heart ns one of the peoples’s representatives,
of many years’ standing, and I would regret
to see the Government commit the country to
an extravagant mistake. I also feel strongly .
on the question in the interests of the particn-
lar portion of the community whom T have
tha honor to represent, and whose intereats I i
sball protect so long as I do no damage to the
general interests of the colony. It is not o
mntter of very greatimportance, but the Hon.
the Commissioner, in referring to the capabil- -
ities of Mr. Allison Smith, stated that
(amongst other things) he planned the Isling-
ton Workshops in South Australin. I am
almost sure that that statement is not correct,
for I do mot helieve he had unything te do
with the work. The Commissioner further
stated that Mr. Smith planned the Newport
Workshops in Victorin. T can inform the hon.
gentlemen thathe merely supervised theirerec-
tion. T merely point this out to show that
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although, personnlly, T do neb guestion Mr.
Smith's capabilities, still I would like it to be
Enown that possilly that gentleman is nob
such an authority as the Government suppose
he is.

Tue Dmmecror oF PuerLic Worrs: I said
I betieved Mr. Allison Smith planned the New-
port Workshopa.

Mgr. MARMION: Jo his own report MMr.
Allison Smith states : “In respoase fo the
* application of the Vigtorian Government for
* the new Railway Workshops at Melbourae,
* vary gimilar designs were sent out by Mr.
* Stroudley, who was at the time holding, end
“ held till the date of hie denth, about two
* years ngo, the position of Locomotive Super-
** intendent to the London and Brighton Rail-
“way. ‘fhese plans were adopted by the
“ Govermment, and the works con-
“structed under my supervision at New-
“ port near Melbowrne.” [ merely wish
to show, therefore, that, as far as we
know, Mr. Allison Smith has never
plenned any workshops buildings at all. The
hon. the Commissioner also stated that, during
his stay in the colony, Mr. Smith inspected
several proposed sites for the workshops at or
near Perth and Premantle. This iz the first
time I have heard of that,and I would like to
have some proof of the Commissioner’s state.
ment that an exhaustive investigation was
made in this direction by Mr. Smith. Con-
tinning, the Commissioner said that of the
many sites which Mr. Smith had inspected,
al) fell short of the regquirements. He spoke
also of people having discredited Mr. Smith’s
professional ability. It has never been part
of my policy to discredit apy men’s profes-
sional ability, but T have merely put forward
the statements [ have already made, t0 show
that it is quite within the bounds of possi-
bility that Mr. Allison Smith should make &
mistake. 'Then again the Hon. the Commis-

" gioner stated that the Midland was the beat
" gito for the Railway Workshops, beiween the

Darling Range and thegea. L would be pre-
pared to grant, to some extent, that it is the

" best site in some respects, but [ am not pre-
" pared to eay that it is the best site in all res-

pects, and my reasons for saying so are of

" more importance to the general welfare of the

community than ave those reasons which actu-

-ated the hon. genileman in stating that it was

the best site. It may be the prettiest site,
and there may be more level land there,
but ite position with regard to the rail-
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way system of the colony does not stnmp it as
the liest site that could be chosen for the es-
tablishment of our Kailwny Workshops Rys-
tem. The Hon. the Commissioner in referring
to the Richmond gite snid it teemed with
objections.

TRE Digceror oF Pustic Works (Hon. H.
W. Venn) : No, T said the present site at Fre-
mantle did.

Mg, MARMION : Yes, the hon. gentleman
is corract; he referred to the presont site.
Amongst other things he said it wns level
with the sen, and that it wus admitted by
Fremantle residents that the Workshops
ghould be removed, but that the guestion as to
where they should be taken, and no other, was
foremost. I nu willing to grant, for the sake
of argument, that the Worlkshops must be re-
moved from their present position; but I
think that, had the Government thought it
proper to do so, they could have removed
them to a site close at hand, which ia now
shout to he reclnimed. There is nob the
slightest posgible doabt in my mind that that
is the siteto where the shops should be re-
moved. The land ie admirably suited for the
purpose, and is sibuated hetweon the Pointand
the bridge. There is a very large nren on
gither gide.of the river, which ceuld, if the
necessity arose, be made available, and the
only argument against it is, that it is required
for wharfage purposes, wailway sidings, and
goods sheds, ete. 1 think, myself, the Work-
shops could have been placed onm thal sjte,
with-ut following exactly the s¢heme propnsed
by Mr. Allison Smith, Ttis nonsense to assert
that his recommendations should bhe blindly
followed, nnd that hia plans, designed Ly
somehody else and horrowed by him, shoull
be adnpted. 1f it were possible to place these
Workshops in the locality I have indicated,
which is close by their present position, close
by to where all veasels coming to the Port of
Fremantle would discharge their eargo, and
close by to where evergthing requived by the
Government for their railways wonld Le
landed—I aay, if the Government did this,
they would carry oub the best possible policy-
they could. But the Government have con-
stantly told the people of Fremantle, and have
made it 8o evident to them, that they will not
listen to o suggestion of this kind that the
idea is gaining ground that it is not possible
to induce the Governincat to place the Work-
shops at a site near Fremantle. [ only wish
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it were possible, by argument or entreaty, to
induce. the Premier and his colleagues to
change their minds while there is yot time,
and, inetend of removing these Workshopa to
the Midland Junction, locate theimn at the site
I have indicated. Another argument used
ngainst this site is that the land is valuable,
and will cost alot of money., ‘There is mno
work that the Goevernment conld undertake,
and no way in which this lnnd coul i be util-
ised, that would he more likely to give good
value tu the Government and te the puliie,
than hy utilising this site for these Workshops,
I submit that the valwe of the land in ques-
tion is not nt all too great to prevent the
Government using it for this pnrpose,

Tue Peemer : The water is too close to the
surfree,

Me. MARMION : Well, it will be over the
surface at the place where the Govern-
ment propose to take these shops, The
Hon. the Commisgioner also agrced that
the aren on the Richmond site was in-
sufficient, and, in support of the argu.
ment, he quoted the arens of land which
are being used in the othar colonies for the
purposes of their Workshops system. I have
in ny possesaion a Jithograph plan of the rail-
way workshops of South Australia, Victorin
and New Sonth Wales, showing the exact
acreage in use,and the Hon, the Commiasioner,
althuugh he stated that he did not wish to
exaggerate, or to make the figures larger than
thoy really were, made them as high as he
possibly conld by adding~ in the cuse of Sough
Australia, for instance—the nggregate arvea
covered by the Workshops at Tslington, Quorn,
and Petershurg. According to the return
quoted by the Commissioner, we find that, at
Ishngton, the Workshops cover 78 acres, with
an additional 11acres for future extension,
Now the plan [ have of those Workshops shows
that the quantity of land within the fence
which forms the Workshops' enclosure, is
about 33 acres, the buildings themselves
covering 73 acres.

THE Dikecror or Pupric Works (Hon. H.
W. Venn): Sir, I rize to expluin that the
figues quoted by me werc obtained from the
heads of the departinents in each of the
coloniea.T have referred to. 'I'he Governwment
are not responsible for them.

Mg. MARMION: I do not wish to
inginonate that the Hon. the Commissioner
stated other thun what h : belioved was correct,
and T am awarve that the figures he gnoted
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were obtained from the other colonies for the
purpose of securing greater acceurscy. Ab
tha Newport Workshops the aren used,
according to the Government return, is
120 acres, with an ndditional 75 ncres for future
extension ; but I find that, according to the
plan in my possession, the arvea of lund
withiu the enclosing fence, is about 62 acres,
and that the buildings oceupy 10 ncres.  'The
Railwuy Workshops at Eveleigh, New South
‘Wales, cover, according to the figures quoted
by the Hon. the Cowmissiener, an aren of 93
acres, with six acres available for future ex-
tension ; but my calculations from the plan in
question show that there is about 62 acres
within the fen¢e, whilo the bulk of the build-
ings—some of thewn being on the other side of
the line—ocenpy an area of 15} ncres. So
Lhere is a discrepancy somewhere. [ have also
inforwation Dhefore we that will ¢nable me
to deal with Queensland, 'I'ssmanin and
New Zealand in thiz respect. In ‘I'nsmanin
the Railway Workshops ocenpy an area of
sbout seven acres, while 25 ncres ureavailable
for future extension. ‘Uhe total arca avail-
able is therefore ouly 32 acres.

Mgr. KanpeLh : lTusmanin has not
railways.

Mgz. MARMIOQN: They will have, prohably,
iu the fature. At preseut they have only 420
miles construeted.  This colony has very few
more miles, 50 as far as Government lines are
concerned, that will be served Ly these Work-
shops. With regard to the Workshops at
Ipswich, in Queensland, I find that the area is
not given ut all, botIshall deal with that Jater
on, in regard to another portion of the Hon,
the Commissioner’s speech. Tn New Zealand
the area covered by the largest Workshops,
which are situated ut Addiugton, totals 32
acres, 9 acres of which are occupied by the
huildings. The statement, therefore, that the
area covered by the largest Workshops in that
islund is 60 acres is caleulated to mislead hon.
members, us well as the statements in regard
to the other colonies.

Tue Direcror of Pusikic Wogrks (Hoo.
H. W. Venn): Imn quoting the figures
regording New Zealund I forgot to mention
the number of miles of railways in existence
in that eclony, and 1 calulated that o greater
mileage would require o larger uverage for the
Workshops.

Me. MARMION : itissuflicient for my pur-
pose to show that the avea which is occupied
in the priocipal centres of the other colosnies

luany
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for their Workshops, is, perhaps, not to any
very mat.rial extent greater than that which
is available for the purpose within an ensy
distance of Fremantle,

At G.30 p.m. the Speaker left the chair.

At 7.30 pm. the Speaker resumed the chnir. |

Mer. MARMION : Kesuming my remnrks on
the motion before the Hounse, the Hon. the
Comnmissioner of Kailways has stated that one
of the necessities of a site for Railway Work-
shops is thut it shall Le faicly level. Most of
us ware aware of that fact, but, as nature has
not been kind enongh to wmake all localities of
a like level character, it becomes necessary at
timces for art to step in and do nway with this
roughness of the surface, in order to mnke the
land suitable for particular purposes: and if,

in other vrespects, it is smitable, it
may as well be admitted that ehis
would Dbe the case with regard to the

Richmond site. It certainly is not us level as
the site proposed by the Government, at Lhe
Midland Junction ; but for an expenditure of
what | consider » wmuderate suin of money,
the Richmond site can be inade as well adapted,
if mot butter, and gnite na level as wounld be,
under the best circumstances, the land to
which the Government desire to remove the
Workshops. 'The hon. gentleman stated that
the Tichmond aren had nothing to recommend
itbut its contiguity to Fromantle. I consider
that, ip this une respect, it hus much to re-
counnend it to the Government and to hon.
members.  If, by the fact of its contigunity to
Fremautle it would reduce the cost and the
expenditure to the Government in con-
nection especially with haulage between
the port and the Workshops, it wonld
so fur reduce that expenditure that it should
be worth the while of the Government to
spend five or even ten times as much upon
the levelling and the approaches to this site
as the amount suggested by what may be
termed the exaggerated figures put forward
by the Comissioner of Railways. Hetells ua
the Engineer-in-Chief has veduced this matter
simply to a guestion of oney, and that, if
meney were po object, we could have a site
for Railway Workshops anywhere. Well, T am
not one of those who are desirous that the
Govermment of this country should embark in
reckless achenies of expenditure, nor am I ene
of those who desire that the money of the
colouy should be ruthlessly squandered for
the mere sake of tonmg down sny feeling of
hostility that way exist in the minds of so
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tmportant a body as the people of Fremantle.
I am in favor of the funds of the Government
being expended in such a way that they will
retarn to the country five or tenfold more
thun the interest of the woney propoesed to he
. expended; and, in this respcet, T am in{favor
of the selection of the Richmond site, as
againet that of the Midland Junction pro-
posed by the Government. The hon. gentle-
mao eaid that, from an engineering point of
view, it was possible to get a small aren at
Richmond, but that there were three or mors
obstacles in the way of the Government
adopting that purticular site. One was
the emallness of the area; and, while
dealing with this point, I moay say
thot those persoms at Fremantle who huve
been interesting themselves in the questionof
obtuining a site for Workshops ut or newr Fre-
wantle, have an offer from the proprietors of
the land at Richmond of an area of 58 acres,
at a price which I will refer to later on; and
the Government, if they like,may incrense the
ares beyond 58 acres, at & price which will not
exceed the amount I will quote later on, Thas
the Government may have at their disposal,
as a certainty, an nrez of 58 ncres of land, at a
certuin specified price, and they may take, if
desired for extension, o larger ares to the
extent of 80 acres, or even more, if considered
necessary, at a price that will be speci-
fied, if the Government, or this Assembly, or
Parlinnoent decide in their wisdom that it will
be to the advantage of the country that these
Workshops should be removad to Richmond,
and not to the Midland Junction. Dealing,
in the first instance, with the one gquestion of
a sufficient area, the Goveimment have no
reagon to say the area required by them is
not forthcuming, or not wvailable. I say this
area at Richmond is available at a cost which
they may knew before deciding to purchase
the land ; and they will be able to ascertain
alurort to a nicesy the cost of the land for
adapting it to their requirements. [ have
no doubt all the other objections will
vanish into thin air when closely looked
inte, and that the expenditure upon this site
will Le found to be for the bencfit
of the country, and will well repay to the
country the amount of the outlay hefore wany
years clapse. Another objection was that of
the resumption of land nod the comstructien
of one mile of railway for the approaches.
The guestion of resuming certain land for
these purposes is, I wnuy say, & comparatively
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trifling one, Only 0 very small arvea, indeed,
of private land will be touched by the railway
and approach te this Richmond site, and
that land can Le obtained for n very trifling
surm. In fact, if the Govermment thought
proper, the greater proportion of the land for
these purposes could be resuwed without pay-
ment, under the powers they possess. Tam
not going o advocate that the Government
should adopi a course of that kind; bub
under the peculinr circumstance of that land
having been parted with as w rural Llock of
lang, in the ¢arly days, the uovernment could
gtep in and resume, without compensation.
They have talken land in other places without
considering the feelings of the people con-
cerned. However, L feel sure the question of
the resumption of land is only a mutter of
very trifling importance. 'T'he guestion of econ-
structing a mile of railway I will deal with pre-
sently, and I intend to read fthe reports mande
on the subject by a gentleman of some emin-
ence in the engineering profession, Mr. Young,
which will deal with the nmount of expendi-
ture he considers to be necessary in the con-
struction of this railway,and in the levelling
of the site for Workshopa. The Commissioner
of Railways, in dealing with these figures,
stated thatthe approaches nnd the levelling
would cost something like £24,000; and also
that the total expenditure in connection with
the Richmond site, in order to place it in a
lilke position with the site at the Midland
Junction at the present time, would aniount
to between £35,000 und £40,000. Well, I
presutne those are the figures of the Depart-
ment; but it is curions that, in all the con-
versutions I have had with the Engineer-in-
Chief—sowetimes between ourselves and some-
ties in the presence of others—I have never
hoard him say the cost of adapting the Rich-
wond eite to our requirements, including
compensation and everything, would be more
than £30,000. It is true the officers of this
department, when usked to make a report,
brought out figures which made the estimated
cost some £38,000; but when the Enginecer-
in-Chief looked into the figures, he arrived at
the conclusion, as he told me and others,
that the cost would be about .£30,000.
In conncction with this guestion of cost, it
may be afitting time for me to deal with Mr,
Young's repert upon the Richmond site. In
dealing with this matter hor. members must
not expect from we the same amount of
accorate information that they have obtained
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from the Commissioner for Railways, becanso
they will understand that our positions arc
not the sume. The Commissiener of Ruil-
ways has the whole engineering resources
of the Depariment at his beck and call, and
every information that he deems it necessury
for pubting forward his case in the hest
possible manner, he obtain: simply for the
asking; whereas the position of the
people  of Fremantle, and of wyself
w8 representing them  here, is ut-
terly different, for whatever information
the people of Fremantle wanted they have
hnd to obtain under great ditliculties, and
have had to pay forit. Not for one moment
do [ wish to insinuate but that the Govern-
ment have assisted us, as far as they could, in
making these researches, and in trying to
arrive ut definite informafion as to the pro-
bable cost of various sites we have recom-
wended, or contemplated to recomwmend.
Wheatever I may think with regard to the
aciions of the department, in reference to this
watter, the Enginecr-in-Chief has nlways
been courteeus and obliging in furnish-
ing to us such information w8 it was
within his power to give ; and T hope
[ shall always be found ready to give
credit where credib is duc, and nof seek to
take away from the Engineer-in-Chick, or the
Commissioner of Railways, or anyone in the
department, the credit to which I consider
they are entitled. Our difficulty ot Fre-
mantle was to find someone who could give ug
information which could, to somg extent, be
placed against that of the Engineer-in-Chief
of the Government. Fortune or chance
favored us, to some extent, and a genlleman
named Mr. Young, who, I helieve, holdsa very
high position in his profession, was consulted
on behalf of the Fremantle people. He, af
their requast, visited the Rocky Bay site; and,
after the great difficulties that were put in the
way of the selection of that site—difficuities
which appeared to us, as put forward by the
Engineer-in-Chief of the Goveroment, to be
insupernble—it was thonght better lo examine
some other site, with a view of recommending
it to the Government; therefore Xr. Young
wag asked to visit the Richmond site, and it
wus suggested to him, in order to help him
over the trouble of going through all the work
‘hinself, that he might possibly obtain the
necessary figures from the Government de-
partment. I know that the fignres and all the
information availuble were ygiven to him by
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the Departwent when he applied for them,
He vigited the Richmond site, and I will now
read to the House his report upon it, dated
July 10th, 1895, and addressed to the Town
Clerk of Fremantle, as follows:—

“818,—] have now the honor to present
“ to yonr Committee my estimate of the cost
“ of levelling ground iu block No. 139, in the
“guburbs of Fremantle, and constructing a
“railway approach thereto, exclusive of the
* cost of land and compensation for severance
* and damage to house or other property, in |
*the preparation of which I have been greatly
“ assisted by the information kindly placed at
“my disposul by the officers of the Railway
“ Department.

“The tracing enclosed herewith shows a
* general plan of the appreuch line and land
“tuken for Werkshops as proposed, with: a
“ronghly approximante section over the line.
*“The plan of the yard is shownto a larger
“seale, with three of the cross sections.

“The area of land which scems to me hest
“ adapted for o Worlsshops site (enclosed by a
“ blue border on gencrul plan) is 34§ acres in
“extent. The amovnt of eprthwork necessary
“to level this arcn, with an exception to be
“referred to presently, is 98,44 ¢ yda. of
“ cutting, which will just about suffice to
“make up the 104,688 c. yds. of embankment
“required. No triu) pits have Leen sunk on
* the upper cdyge of the ground, but, from the
“ record of those sunk nearer the centre, there

“geems good reason to think thail the whole

*“of cutting will be iu soft sand.
* therefore priced it as sand.

“Inorder to save excavation, a block of
*“ground 10 chains long by 2 cbains wide has
“been left undisturbed. This block might
“ conveniently serve for offices or rusidences of
“ Superintendent and other leading officers.
“A bench 2ft. 6in. high is also left unex-
“cavated to serve as platform for coal, wood,
“and other locomotive atores if desred, thus
* saving some construction,

* Should additional area be required, 3
« 1.3rd acres may be obtained at a level G feet
“below general level of yard, access being
“obtained by an jpclined approach at the
“parrow end of this piece. The cost of
“levelling this would be nader £100 per acre.
“This ground is enelosed by n yellow border
“ on general plun, and shown in cruss section
“on line E.F. Further ground to theextentof
“ twoacres is available at the sonthern end of
“the block (enclesed by a brown live on

I have,
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“general plan). This part has net been all
“ eontoured, but I judge from the direction
** the contour lines take in its neighborhood
“ that some two more acres could be obtrined
" at that end of the ground, which would cost
“under £150 per acre to lavel.

" My estimate of preparing the ground is as
folowa:—
Levelling site (blue border), 34} ncves ... £6,T47

» 1s (blue and yellow), 38do. ... £7,047
” e {blug, yellow andbrown} 40 do. £7,347

“The method of approach, to a certain
“extent, differs from that laid down by the
“ Railway Department, as the level ofthe yard
'*in this scheme being placed at a higherlevel
“than in the departmentsl project, it was
“necessary to lengthen the approach, soas to
“be able to utilize the whole of the land
“ talen in block No. 139 for the shope and
Y sidings.

“The approach line leaves the main line s
“ a point two furlongs north of the centre of
“ East Fremantle Station, and runs along the
«ghore to the arch under the bridge to North
“Fremantle, which archway it is proposed to
“ utilize for the present. At a futurc time,
“if the bridge be reconstructed, an opening
“might be specinlly left for the railway and
“ita course altercd if desired. As the line
“keeps to the left of the main road to Perth, it
“ will not be necessary to tunnel under it,but it
“willbe crossed on tho level at the end of the
‘approach line. Sundry enclosures and smalt
“ buildings will be interfered with by the adop-
“tion of this route, and some diversion to
“main road to Perth necessary, but these
* interferences are unavoidable.

“« T eatimate the cost of the approach rail-
« way at £4,050, to include all engineering
‘“ works, which, added. to £6,747, gives £11,697
** a8 the total cost of preparing a site of 344
“ acres in extent, and making an approach
« railwny of single line, 54 acres in addition
“ being available at a further cost of £600.

“ The area of land required for the approach
“ T eetimate as follows :—

Length. Average Widch. Arca.
48 chains £ chain 23 square chains
26 chaina 1 chain 26 square chains
21 chaius § chain 14 square chains
Total ... 63 square chuins

“ Tam here us‘suming that the strips of land
“Jeft between the railway and high-water
* mark have commercinl value, and npeed not
** be purchased. If such he not the case, of
* course, the area taken would he increased
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“ by several acres; but, on t he other hand
“such land wight be valuable for railway
“ purposes,

“The utilisntion of the existing arch under
“ bridge to North Frewantle involves the

* closing of the new roud construeted to it, of

“goarse. 1f a new archwny be comstructed
“ under the bridge abutment, some £1,000 or
* o must be added to my estimate. It would
" probubly cost as much to take the line into
" the river clear of the bridge abuttment. On
“ the other hand, rome suving in land would
“ therchy be effecled.

“T must repeat that the arcnngement of
* ghops-and sidings shown on my plan is not
“to hbe taken as a carefully worked-out
* arrangement, but merely as showing the
o preacticalility of putting extensive work-
“ shops and sidings on this site.

* I have the honor to be, Sir,
* Your obedient servant,
“ 1, W. Youwg,
* Mem. Inst. C.E.”

Thig documeant, with the plan accompanying
it, was shown by me to the Engineer-in-Chief,
aud ke, after considering the malter for svme
time, informed e that he had come to the
conclusion that this plan was not in accord.
ance with the design of the Government, and
thut ho could notaccept Mr. Youne’s design—
simply knowi~g hiin as a civil engincer—uns the
design of an expert in the arrangement
of Railwpy Workshops. ‘Lhis being so, T
asked the Engineer.in-Chief if he bused his
opinion, and the opinion the Government had
arrived at, upon the report of Mr, Atllison
Smith, and if they had made up their minds
to accept no other design. I gathered, from
the remarks of the Engincer-in-chief, that no
other system than that suggested by Mr.
Alligon Smith would be regarded favorably, or
be recommmended by him te the Government,
Under these circumstnnces, it oaly remained
to make annther application to Mr, Youny,
and he was then asked, in his professional
capacity, to again visit the Richmond site and
prepare a plan, with an estimate of the cost
of arranging Workshops on this site in o man-
pner identizal, or as nearly identical as pos-
sible, with those suggested o the Government
by Mr. Allison Smith. Mr, Young proceeded
to the site, nand preparcd a pluin and
estimate. The plan ia that which ia now on
the table of this Howse—a plan of arrunge.
ment which will be found, by comparison
wus that of the Guvernwment, and put for-
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ward on the recommendation of Mr. Allison
Smith, almost identical in character, having
sowe slight difference in regard to the actual
area of the Workshops, while DMr. Young's
pian shows a means of extending the area for
Workshops, ifroquired in thefuture, and shows
nlso the position in which these oxtended
Workshops could be placed if wanted in the
future. I will now proceed to read to the
House Mr. Young's report on the subject :—
“8t. George's Terrage, Perth,
: “July 19th, 1895.

¥ 8ir,—Having been requested to furnish
« your Committee with a reporton an arvange-
* mant of Workshops on block No. 139, having
“ gimilar features to the echemeof Mr. Allison
“ Smith, I have the honor to enclose herewith
“a plan showing shopping and sidings so
“ arcanged. .

“The aren of the shops is less than that

“ ghown on Mr., A. Smith’s plan, being 107,000
“gguare feet, na against 140,000 squars feet
““provided by him. Bus, ps T understand
“ that the latter area is in excess of probable
“requirements for many years to coms,
“perbape the provision I bave made will
* guflice.”
I may sny here that [ was informed by the
Engineer-in-Chief that it was not intended by
the Governmeat to utilise, at present, all the
ground marked ont by My, Allison Swith. Mr.
Young’s report goes on to say :—

“ In order to show how additicual shopping
“ pegomwmodation might be provided in the
“ future, I bave drown in dotted lines two
* winor blocks of sheds and shown an armoge-
“ ment of sidings in dotted red lines, which
“ allows the sides of the sheds to Le utilised,
“ o through road heing kept open down the
“ middle. These two blocks together cover
“ an nrea of 45,000 square feet, making o total
« of 185,000 squure leet availablein the future.
“T have not attempted to show store sheds
“and other miscellaneons buildings, which
“may be pluced in the most convenient spota.
« Nor have I filled in all the sidings, as it is
“ gvidentb that access cau be obtained by wvail
“ to every part of every shop from both back
“and froot.

« As the slope of the gronnd increases very
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“ thus pass between the blocks to the far end
« of the yard and back the carriages onto the
* gidings and so into the shopa.

*“1 have given a length of about 500 feet of
“gtraight over tine points at the south end of
*the yard, and have taken s mmall Llock 2
*“ cheing x 2 chains of the Government land
« gutside the ares enclosed by blue border on
* general plan accompanying my report of the
* 10th inst., to get plenty of roow. Another 2

. “chains of length might be obtained here, if
- “necessary, before reaching the boundary of

* much towards the centre and sonihern end
“ of the hlock, it was necessary, in order to save -
* pxpense, to place the Workshops ns near to .

“ the road as possible.
* plan of making the main approach from the
*“gouth. Engines with carriages in tow would

I therefore adopted the -

“the block. .

“I have left & certain amount of land un-
“ excavated, which, as in the previous design,
“might serve for the location of officers’
“ remidences.

*The extra excavation necessary to provide
* accommodation for the shops as now arranged
¢ will amount to 43,222 cubic ynrds of sand,
“which Iestimate will cost £2,970.

“The cost of engineering works will then
“ be asfollows :— ’
Cost of levelling site, included

in blue border (see report

dated July 10th.) ... ... £6,747
Additional excavation 2,970
Cost of levelling 4 sq. chains
ut £150 peracre ... .. 60
— &9,777 0 0
Cost of approach railway 4950 ¢ O
14,727 0 ©
If land at lower level be ve-
quired, add 1} acres at
£100 per acre... ... ... 150 ¢ ¢
£14,877 0 ©

«“The excavation to formation level of the
“ground on which the residences arc loeated
“would cost an additional £2,830.

“ The aren required is 43:725 acres, of which
“4 ncres is Govermment property. If the
“triangle of ground at thelower 6 feet level
* be taken, another 1} ncres will be reguired.

“Tho arrangement of sidings has been
< rather hurriedly made, and can cnly be re-
* gorded as asketch showing the practicability
* of the scheme.”

“I have the honor to be, Sir,
* Your obedient servant,

“ E. #. Younae, M.IC.E."
Thave taken some time—possibly rather to
tho annoyanoe of hon, members—in rending:
these reports, but I considered it necessary to
do 80, and they give the information of a man
whose opinion, I believe, is worth having on this
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sabject; and [ have read these reports simply
with the oblject of showing that, if Mr.
Young’s figures are £o be relied on, the cost
of utilising the Richmond site will not be so
great as stated by the Evgineer-in-Chicf, It
must not e considered for a moment that, in
muking this stateinent, I wish in any way to
set DMr. Young's opinion aguniunst that of
the Enginecr-in-Chief; but I think we
are catitled to put forwnrd, on our
behalf, the opinion of wmun who has a certain
eminence in his profession, vven though the
gentlemun whose opinion is against his now
occupies the high and distinguished position
of Engrineer-in-Chief of the colony. I think
we have aright to place our opinions hefore
t he Parlinment of the conntry, backed up by
the opinion of this guntleman, who occupies a
goud position in his profession us u civil engi-
engincer ; and I believe the Bugineer-in-Chief
is quite willing Lo acknowledyge that Mr.
Young's opinion on this question is worth
something froman engiveering point of view,
but that the Engineer-in-Chief would not be
prepared to accept Mr. Young’s opinien as
uguinst that of Mr. Allison Smith, on the
question of wrranging Railway Workshops.
Taking the fignres I have read, I find that my
estiunte of ubilising the Richmond site, and
having regard to Mr. Youug's Sgures, is us
follows :—The levelling of a site of 40 acres
will cost £7,347. The making of wn spproach
reilwny will cost £4950; nnd in this connece-
tion I have not forgoiten the faoet that Do,
Young stated that, if it was desired to run
the railway outgide the present amarch of the
North Fremantle hridge, ancther theusand
pounds would be required; therefore, I will
add that thousand pounds to my estimate of
cost, as the Engineer-in-Chief says it would
not do to utilise the existing arch for this
railway, as that would interfere with traflic.
Then the cost of purchasing 58 acres of
land, at £75 per acre, I have placed at
£1.350; und at that rute the committee, who
have becw acting on behulf of the people in
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Fremantle, have under offer from the pro- |

prictors of that land un aren of 58 acres

in one block, at £70 per acre, with a
further promisec thut, f any larger
aven is required, it wmay he obiained

at the same rate per avre, or, if ot the sawe,
very slightly over that amount. 8o I have
tallen 58 acrea as the area in wy estimute,
lewnving it open to the Government (0 secure
a grenter urew if they find it necessury for
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purposes of future extension, and I feel suran
larger ares is not required ot the presént tame.
‘That will make the cost of the laud at prosent:
£4,350; or, with the additional aren for
future extension consequent on this new ar-
rangement which Mr. Young hus recommended,
it would cost £2,580 more; so that we have
altogether o suw of £6,930 for the purchase
of land. The amount altogether will be
—levelling  £7,347, the approach railway
£4,950, the approach roud outside the North
Fremantle bridge £1,000, compensation for
lnnd £1,000; these items making w total of
£21,227. 1t we accept the departinental
estimato of the Govermnent, we have » differ.
ence of £17,000, which-difference has to be
accountedfor;or, if we accept Lheestimateof the
Engineer in-Chief, we have still about £8,000
uf u difference to be accounted for. I am not
going 10 argue as to whether Mv. Young is
correct, or whether the Engineer.in.Chief is
correct, as to the estimated cost, becanse it is
not of much iinportance as to whuther this sile
is guing to cost £21,000 or £30,000, for placing
it in & condilion which' would enable the
Government to comstruct their Warkshops
upon it. Ieay this diffcrence in the estimated
cost is not a muiter of great importance; but
Il am willing to split the difference hetween
the two cstimated nmounts, and to sllow thut
this land wmny possibly cost the Govern-
ment -assuming that they will purchase
this land and agree to the rewoval of

the Workshops to this sibe—a sum of
£25,000, And, gentlewmen, what is, after
all, a sum of £25000 where an im.

portant question of this kind is concerned ?
A som of £25000 means how much fo this
colony ab the present time? Whal is the
actual value of £25,000, at 33 per cent.? 1t
is £873 per annum ; und the Hon. the Com-
missioner of Railways seems to think it is
desirable for the counlry to make what I
think, and I hope a preat many other hon.
members will think, would b o grest mistake
aod a grave error in poliey, if it is decided
to vemove the Workshops to the Midland
Junction, rather than that the country should
be placed in debt to the extent of £875 per
annum. [ hepe hon, members will not agree
with the Commissioner of Railways in that
contentiou, but that they will be prepared to
support my view of the question as against
his, and will consider the professional cpinion
which is now before them, showing that it is

. possible Lo level the Richmond site, and pur-
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chase it, and do all that is necessary for a sum
of £25,000, costing the country £875 a year
in interest. I hope hon. members will think
it worth while for the colony to spend that
sum annually, in order to obtain the advantage
of having the Eailway Workshopa on asuitable
‘pite at the port of Fremaotle. The Com-
missioner of Railways referrad to the guestion
of haulage ; n question which, to my mirnd, is
of the very gravest importence; & guestion
which, to the minds of most thinking people,
assumes the gravest importance in connection
with this matter; and the hon. gentleman
treated it in the most light and trivial way,
as if it were something he really did not care
to bother with, or somcthing of no conse-
quence to the country, and which d&id not
affect the question of cost either mow or in
the future, I do mot think there are many
hon. members who will agree with the Com-
missioner of Railways on thia subject. I think
there will be a great difference of opinion, as
he will probably discover when we come to
divide the House on this question. The hon.
gentleman spoke of the back end of the
arcangement, and talked about hauling down
from the interior of the counfry before he got
down to the storting point--forgetful that
there must be o starting point in all things,
and that, before a locomotive, or o carviage, or
a truck can reuch the interior of the railway
system, that vchicle must start inland from
the seaport of the country—that it must start
frow thut point where the material is intro-
duced, ond must then go up the line
to a certuin point, which will be 23 wiles
inland, if the Workshops .ure to be at
the Midland Junction—and that there
must be some cost to the country in first get-
ting it to that point. I think this question of
haulage is the most important feature to
which bon. members have to direct their
altention., The hon. gentleman spoke of the
Railway Workshops as being the radiating
centre. It is true they way become the radi-
ating centre, but, before they do so, every item
of material that is used in the Railway Work-
shops will have to reach them from the point
ot which the material is introduced into the
colony. That point ie at Fremantle, where
all the wateriul for theconstruction of engines
and relling stock of every description is im-
ported from the old world, and must, as o
matter of course, leave Fremantle for aome
other point, if the Government are desirous of
erccting their Workshops atseme point uway
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from the port; and the greater the distance
thoy place those Workshops from the place of
landing, the greater will be the cost of haul-
ing the matarial to that point.  If this is not
the cage, how is the argument of the hon.
gentleman based, whan he tella us the esti-
mate of railway cxpenditure for the yearis
baged on the estimated receipts for that year ?
We know the receiptes must represeut the
amount of haulage on the railways of the
country during that year, because if he docs
not get receipta for a certain amonnt of
haulage of goods or passengers, and if he
baees his expenditure on the estimated re-
ceipts, then whatever he cuarries on the ruil-
ways wust ¢oat so much per ton, or per mile, for
hanlage. Therefore, every ton of railway ma.
terinl landed at Fremantle, and requiving to
be hauled to the Midland Junction, if the
‘Workshops are to be there, must cost the same
amount to the conntry as if the waterial were
private goods—as if these were the goods of
any merchant, or timber dealer, or contrastor.

Tre CommissloNEL oF Raibways : It is on
its way.

Mz, MAEMION ; I will deal with that ina
moment. The materinl has to reach the site
before it is used; it has to reach the Work-
shops to be put together, before it can be
otherwise used; therefove it must be carried
on some other vehicle to the aite of the
Workshops. Now, assuming the Workshops
are to be at the Midland Junction, I presume
the hon. gentlewnn will not ask hon. membera
to conclude that the Midland Junclion is &
starting point for cargo, that it is a starting
point for the cmrying capabilities of our
railways. It is nothing of the kind. When
arailway engine, or truck, or carriage, is first
taken up the line, 28 miles from the port of
landing, to be put together in the Workshups,
say at the Midland Junction, the trucks on
which that material is brought have to travel
the distance both ways. Another question
dealt with by the Commissioner of Railwuys
was the position of our Workshaops as com-
pared with those of the Workehops in other
colonies, and he tried to make light of it ja
this, as in the other cuse. He arguned that it
is not considered wise, or a Dbenefit to the
country or comnunity, to place the Ruilway
Workshopsnewr the lerminus of the line or near
the port of landing. For the sake of enlighten-
ing some bon, mewber, who may net huve
troubled to read evidence oo this watter, I
would like tequole something from: o gentle-
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man in South Australia, who speaks with
knowledge on this subject He says:—* The
“‘question you have asked me to report on
*is rather n difficulé one, secing thatI have
““pot inspected the proposed site. But T have
“carcfully read the veport obtained hy the
“Comnmissien, who have cavefuily studied
“this question. Pructical wen, such as Mr.
* Mather und others of expericuce, well ac-
“quainted with the detal workings of your
“ Locowotive Workshops, and the probable
“future requirements, should Le the best
" authorities. But you have nsked iy opinion
“ay an  exporienced railway man, hoth
“in Epgland and South Australia, which
41 will willingly give to be used by
“you either privately or puablicly. Of
“gourse, I do mnot pretend {0 place
“such  opinivns against others  who
“have visited your Locrwotive Workshopa
“and Railway sheds, und thus form their
*opinion by pursonnl observation, Lut will
“hage my opinivn on what bas taken place
“here and in Victorta in regard to Locomotive
“Workshops. 1 sce you are anticipating a
“growiny traftic snd inereased rolling stock.
« It Is, therefore, neccysary to ke provision,
“ Snch was the case here when onr Locomotive
“ Workshops were built at Islington, costing
“the colony £200,000—most elaborate Luild-
“ings. 'These buildings should have been coa-
+ siructed at Port Adeluide, for various reasons
“which I here pive:-—The great saving in

* handling and haalage of all our requircments,

¢ guch ag ¢oal, ¢coke, iron, timber, ete. ‘Lhen
“gomes the haulage of empiies after goods
“are delivered at the works, wear and destruc-
“tion of lines, ¢xpense of permanent way,
“ extra wenr of rolling stock, wages of drivers,
« firemen, pointamen, ete., all incurred by
“hauling goods over fourteen miles of rails,
“all of which would be saved had our worka
“ been ot the port.”

'Pur CompnésioNtr of Ratuways: Iwould
remind the hor. member that when I quoted
ten miles, he suid the distance was seven
wmiles.

Me. MARMION: [ believe this is doubling
the distance; that the intention is to give the
dislonce as seven miles, and reckon it both
wauys, mnking fourlieen miles.

Tur PrEmier (Hon. Sir J. Forrest) : 1 do bot
think there is a direct line from Port Adelaide
to the Workshops at Islington. I thick thac
tratfic goes round by Adelnide, and wounld
muke the distance about 14 miles.
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Me. MARMTON : That does not affect the
quostion very much, whother the distance
there is ten or seven miles, However, Mr,
Wood goes on 1o say, as to the exten cost of
haunlage : —* Giving wy own estimate of loss at
“ £5,000 per ahnum, and, in my opinion, self-
“interested persons were the cuuse of this.
“gostly blunder. Theso beautiful workshops
“have, for some two ycars past, not worked
“more than four days per week, so that
“ £200,000 is standing idle 104 days per yenr.
 But, after making all provigions for incrensed
“output by constrncting our own rolling
" stock, tenders were aceepted for engines and
“waggons, therefore, the taxpayer must
“guffer.” This is 0 warning to usnot to erect
elaborate Workshops, ut n time when we have
a spurt of activity in the construction of ruil-
waysin this country, assuch an expenditure
on Workshops may prove in time to Le a
costly Llunder, We ghould cut our couat
acecording to our cloth, or ¢lse we may, in
providing for possible fuoture requirements,
take more land than will be required
for Workehops within a reasonable period.
Mr. Wood goes on further to suy:—
“I believe, from reports, that Victoria is in u
 giwmilur position—their claborata workshops
“not fully employed, and interest hns to be
“ puid upon lugesunis of unnceessary expen-
“diture. [ would, therefore, wwnrn your
“ poople against over-estimatmg further
“ requirernents., There i8 one drawbnck in
“ having locumotives close te seabounrd, that is,
“ all bright purts are liable to rust much
“ guicker on aceount of ealt atmosphere, It
“ is meceasary that the whole of the works
“ should be us compact us possible. Carriage
« and Locomotive Workshops and Runming
“ Sheds ghould, in wy opinion, be as near the
**muin station as possible, for economic
“ reasons, I see, too, you have sowe consider-
¢ ption for your employés; I like that, be-
“ caguse these men would certainly have to
“make a great sacrifice.  Also, Fremantle
“ would become depopulated to u great extent,
“ thus, thousands of pounds worth of pro-
«perty would be rendered almost valueless
“ to build up other portiona of your colony.”
[ need not vend further, as the portion I have
read is sufficiently good, The writer of this

i opinionisMr. R, Wood, M.P,, of Souih Australia.

[ propose now tis rend obe or two other ex-
tenets, with the object of showing what a con-
gideralle awount of evidence there is in favor

| of leuving these XRailway Workshops where
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they are, or in the vicinity of where thoy
are af the present time. References have been
made to the Workshops at Islington in South
Australin, and it is but right that I should
draw the close attention of the House to this
fact,—that when the subject was under the
consideration of the Parlinment in fhe sater
colony, the proposition for the crection of the
works nt this place was only carried by a
majority of cne,and I am in a position to say
that this decision has bheen viewed with
regret ever since.  Now, to show how little
consequence the cost of land for Rnilway
Workshops was congidered in New South
‘Wales, I propose to read an extinct shewing
what wns actually done in that colony. It says
“There is n sam of money on the Loan
« Katimates for 1877, namely £130,000, to be
“ appropriated to the erection of Workshopsfor
* the repaivs of rolling stock, &e., and there is
“ also a sum of money on the Supplementary
* Estimates for 1876, namely, £3,429 103. for
* the purchase of land at Duck Creek for Rail-
“ way Worksbops; indeed, I have been inform-
“ead thal thisland has been bought by the
“ Government.,” This is identical with the
position bere. A report presented to the New
South Wales Purlinnent proceeded to show of
what swall mement; the cogt of land for Work-
shops was, compared with the advantages of
sibuation.  He said, in refercnce to an offer to
sell what was kaown as the Chisholin property
*“If this land be purchased it will afford
“ sufficient neconmeodation for Workshops and
* Rooning Sheds for a long tune to come, nnd,
“ although the cost may appear great, I con-
“gider this of little moment when compared
*“ with the great advuntages of the position.
“ Notwithstanding the additional price which
* would have tohepaid for theland near Sydney,
“1 strongly recommend that 1t be purchased
“for the erection of the Workshops and
“Running Sheds, and that the arrangement
“ proposed by me in my report dated 22nd
o Novembe}, 1875, be carried out in its entirety,
“as T know of mo other placo so suitable for
“the roguirements of this Department.”
This waa a recommendation to purchase a
more suitable site, nofwithstanding the fact
that the New Sonth Wales Government
had alveady purchased land at  Duck
Creelt. As to the site atb Duck Creek,
which I have already said was purchased by
the Government of that colony, the report
stated : * If the land had been otherwise snit-
« gble for Work shops, the whole of the raw
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“ material from England required for the
“ comnstruction and repairs of ke rolling stock
“would have to pay freight npon 12 mites of
“ pailway before such material could be used.”
This will be the case if the shops are ut the
Midland Junction, only, instead of twelve
miles, the distance will be twenty-three,
The report goes on to say, “ All imported
* engines, and volling stock generally, would
“ *rlwe to pay freight for a like distance before
“they could be erected for nse in the Tenffic
“ Branch. Thus, to erect the Workshops at
“ Duek Creek would render running sheds,
“gidings, and machinery for temporary rep.irs
*absolutely necessary at Sydney, and addi-
“ tional Jand wonld have to be procured for this
“ purpose.” Refercnces are also made in this
Parlinmentary report to the then proposed
pite of Eveleigh. The report says: * Re Duck
* Creek,—the distance from Sydoney (12-
“ypiles), from which place all stores wonld
“have to be conveyed, involving » constant
“ nnd permanent expense, hesides the incon-
“ venienee that would be expericnced in vari-
“ pus ways by being removed such a distance
“ from the terminal station. Re Eveleigh,—
“ the great length of continuons stenight line
“ would he a grent advantuge in many re-
“ gpects. Heing s0 close to Sydney and
“ the terminal aslation, no inconveni-
‘“ence would be felt or extra expense
“ jncurred in obtuining stores, &c., &,
“ ‘I'his is of great importance. A large nam-
**her of workmen now enganged in the work.
~ shops reside nenr the place, some of them
“ houses of their own.” It wiil be noticed
there were peculinr rircumstances here, abso-
lutely ideaticnl with those of Fremantle.

Mrg. SimpsoN : What i3 the authority you
are quoting from ?

Mg, MARMION : A Parlinmentary paper.
We now comc to Kxtraet, No, 17 which states,
“ The gencoral comsideration which may be
“pegarded a8 governing this important ques-
“ tion may be briefly stuted as follows :—That
“ the site selected shall bo as near as possible
“ to the peiut of delivery of heavy material
* mged in the manufacture and repair of the
“ rolling stock and plant.” That is something
very directly in support of the Fremuntle site.
Quite a number of sites are mentioned as avail-
able to the New Sonth Walea Governiment, and
finally, the report emphasises the following
facts: “ By fixing the site for the Workshops as
“ nenr to Sydney as possible, the following im-
« portant advantages would be gained, viz,
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“ That it would admit of its embracing the
* Running Shed for the Sydney district which,
“ on nccount of the large nuinher of engines
“gtationed there, must always be a specinlly
“ important one, as it must provide for the ac-
“ commodation of all the engines required in
“ working the suburban traffic, as well as those
* raquired for the through trains which start
“ and terminate in Sydney, which in o couple
“ of years will nuinher 75 engines in dnily use,
“ of which 50 will Jeave and return in stdéfin
.“ each day, and which, with the extension of
“ the proposed suburban lines, will be from
“ time to time largely increased. [f, on the
“ other hand, the Workshops were placed 12
“or 14 miles from Sydney, either a distinect
“and separate Knmning Shed would have to
“ ha erected in the vicinity of Sydney, or the
* Sydney engines would have to run a large
“ muonut of extra empty mileage, nmounting,
“ agcording to the positions selected, to he-
“ tween 200,000 to 250,000 miles per annuw.
“ Any site beyond the suburban distriet is,
“ therefore, not admissable, except in the event
“ of suitable land nearer Sydney being unavail-
“able.)” 'I'hese remarks referred 1o what was
known sa the Chisholm property, and the re-
commendation of the Engineer-in-Chief of
New South Wales was so strong that, notwith-
standing that a sum of money had already
been taid ont at Duck Creek, the Government
made an offer for the other property. They
offered £90,000, nnd the representatives of the
owner of the property veplied, giving the New
Sonth Wales Government the option of taking
it for £100,000, the offer only being kept
open for twenby-four hours. As a result
these gentlemen received the following
letter from the Government:—'* Gentle-
“ men,—1 an directed by the Colonial Secre-
“tary to sny that your letter of the 21st
“ instant, declining to accept the offer of
“ £90,000, for the Chisholm property at Red-
“fern, and placing the gaid property at 14
~ days at £100,000, as the lowest price, has
“ been under the copsideration of the Govern-
“ment. I aw to inform you that the Colonial
“ Scerctary, on behalf of the UGoverment,
“agrees to purchase the property as first
 gubwitted by you for the sum of £100,000,
“and that the Crown Solicitor will be
“ instructed to act for the Governmentin
“ gompleting the purchase” What [ say
about those reports is that they provide very
teliing arguments ngainst the position taken
up by the Hon. the Commissivner of Railwaya.
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{ New South Wales is kpown to hea conntry
_ that has been gifted with as able an Engineer-
in-Chief as we have here, as able n Commis-
sioner of Railways, and ns able mewbers of
the Government ;and we find theseallagrecing
that, rather than take the Workshops to a dis-
tance of twelve miles from the terminal station,
the Government should pay the enormous sum
of £100,000 for a site for the Workshops in a
more snitable pesition. If it wns considered
that to remove Workshops twelve miles out
wonld be o great mistake, how much more
mistnken must be the proposal to move thoge
of this colony o distance of twenty-three miles
from the seaboard. What stronger proof can
be afforded of the wistalke that will be made
than the one [ have guoted, where the Now
Sonth Wales Government paid away such a
large sum for a more eligiblo site ?

Mgr. CLarkson : No wonder their railways
do not pay.

Me. MARMION : I think the Commissioner
of Railways,in the course of his remarks, made
some allusions to the procedure that has been
followed in connection with some of the more
important English lines. A veport om this
very subject shows a somewhat different state
of affaire to that siated by the hon.
member. Speaking of the different railway
lines in England, the report states:—
* OF those north of London there are four
“ muain trunk lines, which have their principal
“ terminus in London. Of these four lines
“ three of them, viz.,, the North Western, the
“ Midland, and the Great Northern, run
* through mineral districts, which, in the
* early history of these railways, wers already,
“aa they arc now, centres of great manu-
* facturing industries and population. Inthe
* case of these three lines the main Workshops
“ have therefore been located away from the
¢« principal terminus, London, and usre at
“ Crewe, Derby and Retford respectively. But
“ in the cnse of the fourth line (the Great
« Engtern), whose main line and hranches lie
“in a wnon-miperal and non-manufacturing
* district, the principn] Workshops are sitn-
+ated in the suburbs of London. Having no
“ centres of manufacture or skilled labor
“ within its territory, apart froin the metro-
* polis, to determine the position of the Work-
* shops, they hav been situated in the Lon-
* don district, ns being, for it, the principal
“ seat of labor, apd the one wost azccessille
« for the materinls used.” [ think the argu-
ments used by the hon. gentl=man, on this
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branch of the subject, have been completely
floored by the extracts I have read. I have
suceeeded in showing that wherever the
principle of the Workshops being at terminal
atations ia departed from, it is because the
distriet where they are located is largely a
manufacturing one, or that the coal reqnired
for the runming of the lines is procuredin the
vicinity of the Workshops, Outside of this
you will find that all the Workshops are at
the terminal stations.

THeE ComuMISSIONER OF RATLWAYS:
about Swindon ?

Me. MARMION: I cannot speak purticn-
larly as to that. I have not had the same
opportunity for collecting information as the
hon, gentleman himself. However, quite
sufficient evidence is given in the various
extracts I have read, to prove all that T said T
wonld prove. My hon. friend, in alluding to
the desirability of removing these Workshops
from Fremantle, made a remark which I do
not think wasquite worthy of him. Tt secrued
to me that what he wanted to be inferred
waas that if people remained long in Fremantle,
men and their families would have their ideas
of morality interfered with, and become
rapidly worse than they are nb the present
time. He suggested thal the influences in and
around Fremantle are of n bad kind, and that
the poor men in the Workshopa are likely to
be affected to such a deplorable extent that
there is no alternative left but for the Hon.
the Commissioner to appear ns their protecting
Higia, to take themn ander his cloak for safety,

What

and to remove them far away into the
raral simplicity and solitude of the
bush, so that they will e free Ffrom

the eontanimating influences of that dreadful
place, Fremanfle. That is what the hon. mem-
her has plainly suggested ; but it is pure
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nonsense, for, if there arc any influences -

affecting thesc men of present, they
will follow them wherever they go. Do
whatever the Hon. the Commissioner mny
desive, you will never be able to check
evil influences from following people, where-
ever large numbers are gathered together.

The influences surrounding these people at :

Fremantle seem to be o matter of infinite con-
cern to the hon. gentleman ; hut, if he tukes a
large number of people to the Midland Junction,
he will find that the same influences will

prevail among them when he gets them there : settled.

Tur CommEes1oNER OF Raluwavs: I think
you will find it n very dificult matter to

fluences of Fremantle was nan
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show that T have said anything like what you
are referring to.

Me. DMARMION : [ nm under the
impression thut the hom. geontleman snid
the removal of the Workahops from the in-
important
element in this matter. One very important
featnre to which I desire to draw the particular
attention of the Government, ng well as of the
House, is, that if these Workshops are removed
from Fremantle to the Midland Juunction, the
country will not benefit, financinlly, onc penny
from the increased value of laud, brought inte
higher value in consequence of this eatablish-
ment being placed there, I say most emphati-
cally thut the State will not benefit in any
wuy fromn the increased vnlue of land in thet
neighhorhood, for the simple reason that all
the land has gone out of the hands of the State.
Al the land nbout the Midland Junction has
been sold to a few private individuals, These
have u large nrea of land under their con-
trol, and, during the last fow months, they
have taken advantage of the proposal of the
Government to sell theirland. Consecquently,
it is these individuals who have been making
a rich harvest out of the enhanced valuc
given to their Innd by the snggestions of the
Government to erect the Railway Workshops
in its vieinity, On the other hnnd, supposing
that these Workshops are laft at Fremantle—
that iz, bnilt on the site at Richinond—the
State will reap a grent benefit. The point as
to the injury the removal will do to Freman-
tle as a town, is one I will deal with at groater
length, presently. Taking the Richmond site,
there is in the immedinte vicinity on nren of
from 120 to 130 z2cres of lnnd helonging to the
Crown_ and n great deal of moncy would e ve.
ceived on account of these blocka. Iu fact,
there is doubt that the whole of this land
would be purchased. Frow the plans I should
sny there are ahout 400 lota of lnnd availahle
for sale, and the upset price put upon them is
£70 per acre. [hat means thur the coffers of
the State wonld in a veryshort while benefit to
the extent of something like .£30,000, and that
sum exceeds, by about £5,000, the sum which
ia stuted as the prchable cost of preparing
the Richmond site for the crectionnf these
Workshnps, This is a very material point for
the Government,ns well as the House, tn
consider, hefore this gnestion on the site is
If the Workshops nre not erected on
this site, then the land in the vicinity must
remain in the hands of the Government for
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very many years, for thesimple reason that the

Governtoent in removing the Workshops, will

deal a blow at Fremantle which it will take
years to recover from. The proposais of the
Government alrcady bave their effeet on

Fremantle. Isay they have tended, are tending,,

and will contipue to have a tendency, to inflict
the greatest injury on tho pluce I have the
honor to represent. On the other hand, if
the Government think proper to erect the
Workshops on the site I have suggested, they
will reap & veturn of at lenst £20,000 within
the next twao years, from the sale of the land
adjoining the Workshops, ns ngainst the fuct
that the advantage of erecting them at the
Midland Junction will only he one in
favor of a few individunls, and these, as [ have
gnid before, ire alrendy begioning to reap o
very rich harvest from the proposals of the
Government. Now, Sir, I propose to deal
with the question of public detriment—that
ig, the lose that will accrue to the State by
the removal of the Workshops to a sitetwenty-
three milea inland. This hrings me to one side
of the question in which T may or may not
have the sympathy of hon. members. I may
say the people of Fremantle have just cause
to complain of the proposal to remove the
Workshops, for the simple reason that they
have regurded the establishmont of these
works in their midst as n right possessed by
them since the inaugnration of our railway
system. They have heen entitled to this
belief, for the simple reason tbat, when the
Workshops had to be built, and the railway
syatem extended at Fremuntle, tha people at
that pluce handed over to the Government a
very valuable recreation reserve. That land
wag handed over smmply for the purpose of
the erection of these Workshops. Theobject
they had in doing this was that the Workshops
should be located at Fremantle, and rewain
at Fremantle. It renlly resolves itself inton
question of vested interests, although I know
some hon. members will not agree with me
in that suggestion. Tt i3 a fact that they
have been led to look upon these \Workshops
ng their right, and I do uot understand the
suggestion that has sometimes been thrown
ount that the people of Fremantle have no
special right to consideration in this matter,
I am going lo show that the gquestion of
vested interests is one to be very carefully
comsidered. Fremantle has advanced in pro-
portion ns the Workshops increased in magni-
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asked to guietly submit to the removal of
these shops. They are acensed of doing some-
thing they have no right €0, They are com-
pluined of for agitating againet no  in-
justice, and they are told they are act-
ing very wunwisely in complaining of the
action of the Govermunent. Surely, Bir, secing
that the people of Fremantle comprise about
o ninth of the entire population of the colony,
they have some right to claim consideration
for their intercats at the hande of the Govern-
ment and of Parlinment. I am sure the people
of Fremuntle have done ns much as any other
portion of the community to advance the in.
terests of thiscolony. I belicve I can, with
juatice, say they have done more in pro-
portion to their numbers than has heen done
by any other section of the population. They
have, thevefore, just cause to complain of the
direct blow aimed at their interests by the
Government, for it is a serious thing to take
from their mwidst an annual expenditure of
£31,000, representing as it does an annual

expenditure of about £4 per head for
every man, woman, and child in Fre-
mantle. When the Government and

the Honse cousider for a moment such
a fnct as this, they c¢an no longer
deny to the people concerned, the right to
clamor and to keepelnmoring. For my part
I propase to exercise my rights to the utmost,
and to do all T possibly can to prevent the
Government carrying out their ideas. I give
fair warning that I shall use every legitimato
means ot the commund of hon. members of this
House in erder toinduceother hon. members to
vote against the Government en this matter,
in order to prevent them ecarrying out the
object they have in view. I will not go into
a statement of figures to show the effect the
removal of these Workshops would bave on
Frewantle, At least 100 houses will be
emptied by the change, and, of this uumber,
about 50, I believe, are owned and occupied
hy the people whom the Goverument now
propose to remove right away to the Midland
Junction. Burely it-inust be admitted that
even these people have some right to con-
sideration. I am not going to argue that these
people, becausethey happento becivilservants,
are entitled to special consideration, but |
sany that when it iz proved the removal of
these Workshops will not be any advantage
whatever to the country, the interests of these
men and their families are entitied to the con-

tude, and the people of that port are now | sideration of the Government,ns well as of
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Parliament. This is all T have to say on
that branch of the suhject. ‘Therc should be
no necrygity to eay wore, for I helieve I have
proved beyond doubt to those who have any
desire whatever to be couvinced, that the
action proposed by the -Government will not
benefit tha country, but that the effect will, on
the contrary, be injurious. If the country wiil
suffer un injury from this change, why should
the peopla of Fremantle suffer us well? Why
shounld the people of Frewantle nbandon their
vosted intevests in this matter, when, by
doing so, they are not even going to
confer a general bevefit on the commuuity?
There 1 one other subject to which I should
like to druw the attention of hon. members,
and paticalarly of the Commissioner of
Railways. I refer to sqme remarks mnde by
him last evening in presenting his roport on
therailways. The hon. gentleman referred to
the fact thnt it wounld be necessary to duplicate
the line hetween. Perth and Fremantle. Per-
sonnlly, I at once saw his little game. He
wants it to be put torward as an argmment
against Fremantle, that any addition to the
traffic would meun expenditure upen lines not
necessary if the Workahops nre located at the
Midland Junction. I do not say that the
duplication of tne line between Perth and
Fremantle may not be necessary in fime, but
that time hag not yet arrived, and_the only
resagon under which it can arrive at present,
will be in cousequence of the removal of these
Workshops. No other reason than the estab-
lishment of the Workshops af the Midland
Junction c¢an possibly exist for the
duplication of the line between Perth and
Fremantle, for the present at any rate. ‘I'here
ig one other point I wish to refer to, and it
is an important one. The hon. gentleman
hns spoken of the injury that will be done
to the interests of Fremantle, and, in doing
wo, referred most strongly to the large ex-
penditure taking place thers every year in
connection with Government works. Here
is another instance of the way
these harbor works are thrown in our face-
'I'hese works were going to do the most
wonderful things for us, but they have not
done go yet. The hon. gentleman knows full
well that, when he said £160,000 was spent
every year in Fremantle on Government
works, he was trying to throw dust in the
eyes of hon. members. Rut he cannot throw
dust in mine, and, if he did, it would not do
him any good. What are these harbor works
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to us, after all? The expenditure npon them
ia evanescent, and only lasts while this work
In this way it possibly
creates a false impression as to the prosperity
of the town, and, when the expenditure is
concluded. there will he a grave re.action.
‘I'his expenditure can only last for a year or
two, and it may be o positive injury rather
than a benefit in the long run. Jf the ideas
of the hon. geutleman ave carvied out, [ do
not know whether the establishment of these
harbor works will not be a bad thing for
Frewantle, and certainly be more injurions
than unything else. The hon. gentleman had
oo right to quote this expenditure, which is
only a vanishing one, as an argument to
justify the Government in depriving Fre.
mantle of n permanent institution, and a per-
manent expenditure in the place, of for more
value to it than the evanescent expenditure
on the harbor. The people of this coauntry
recognise the harbor works as o nuiional
vndertaking. They are being constructedat
Fremantle hecause they could be construeted
no where else, and it was only due to this
nccidentnl circumstance that Fremantle was
accepted.

Tre CoMmMIESIONER OF Rainwavs: When
I said thot £160,000 was expended annually in
Fremantle, I did not say on the harbor works
alone. That is only £62,000.

Mge. MARMION : It is not material to my
argument what his figures are. At the same
time, while I cannot contradict them, I doubt
their ncouracy. T shall look into these
figures. Now, let me say a word as to the
guestion of hauiage. I have already laid
gtress upon the fuct that everything used in
this colony in the constrnction of our railway
engines, waggons, earriages, and everything
elge, is imported. I say that everything
required to be wuwed iJs imported, and
I will anticipate an objection by the
hon. gentleman when I say that even the
timber is imported, for he cannot deny
that the kauri timber used in the Workehops
ia brought from districts beyoud the reach of
railway cowmunication, and has to be landed
at Fremantle. In order that all this material
can be utilised, it will have to be carried o
distance of 23 miles. If hon. members will
take the trouble to see what this must mean,
and what a heavy recurring and increasing
expenditnre of time and money it will involve,
they mmst sec what a mistake the proposal of
the Government is. Kvery year the colony
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exists this ifem must become heavier, and no | Government, [ feel that 1 am deing wy duty

one cau for one moment deny that it will he a
wistake, when consideration is lent to the fact
that the aupual interest on the cost of making

the Richsond site available, will Lie only -

£875.
to pay each yenr, as against the haulage over

This is the sum the colony would have

23 wiles of line of every piece of raw material,

the great inconvenicnce to the general traflic,
and the fact that it will then bho necessary
to construct dupticate lines. No one can for one
moment gay that the cost to the colony wil
not be donbled, will not be quadrupled, aye,
will not be tenfold as grent by using the Mid-
land Junctiou site as would be incurred in
making the Richmond site available. I rveally
cannot see any just reason why the Govern-

to the colomy, to wmy constituents, and to
myself. 1 fgel thut 1 have done my best for
those people who have sent me here for so
wany yesra to safeguard their interesis. I
have done my hbest, by such arguments and
Inpguage as I can comwmand, to prove to the
Government and to thore hon. members
opposud to me, that, while they desire to de
svmething they believe will lie for the benefit
of the colony, they are committing a grave
mistake, and committing the colony to » huge
and upnecessury expenditure.  The errov is
one they will always regret, if they are now
suceessful ; and 1 trust I bave so conelusively
shown the fallacy of the arguments used in

" favor of the change, ihat hon. members will

ment shonld take up their preseut uetion. -

They know that at least five of their strongest
supporters are opposed to their action in this
direction.

MR. SriMpsoN :
them then?

Mr. MARMION: [ will not answer that
question just now. The hon. gentleman has
told us that their action is ouly being tuken in
the interests of the couniry, nnd that+ this is
the paremount consideration of the (fovern-
ment. I do not think the interests of the
colony are the paramount consideration, ul-
though they may be paramounnt in the mind
of the hon. gentleman himself. I am not

Why do yom support

going to accuse him of deing anything
witb an improper notive, but [ be-
lieve that, in this watter, he is making

a great mistaie, that he is gning to commita
grave error, and an error for which the whaie
colony will be sorry over lor years. | can
imagine to myself the time when the
people of this country will turn back with
regrel to the mistake the Government is try-
ing to perpetrate to-night. The time will
most surely come when the Government will
have to buy back the land at Fremanile which
will have passed out of their hands. "hey
will have to bring the Workshops back to
that town, and this wonderful site at the
Midland Junction must again be left to become

the pasture ground for the flocks and herds of |

the good people of Guildford, as it has heen
heretofore. I have spoken long and earnestly
on this aubject, because it 13 one in which I
take a very greut interest. I certainly regret
the necessity to oppose the resolution, hut
the proposed transaction is one I could never
support. In opposing the proposal of the

not allow it to he made, but that they will
Le found voling with we, against the wishes
of the Government, in order to prevent this
guve nnd serious mistnke being perpetrated
aguinst Lhe interests of the gountry at large.

Mr.LEAKE: Sir, I do not propose, in the
few words I have to say on this sabject. to use
voluminous onr copious notes, or to read a
lengthy address to the House; bul itis my
intention, before I sit down, to propose for
the consideration of hon. members a certain
amendinent, and an imendment which, I dare
say, will bave the effect of deawing from the
ocenpants of the hencher opposite some
definite nssurance of their intentions on this
particntur subject. [ propnse to rove, Sir,
"‘I'bat the action of the Covernment in con-
“nection with the removal of the Railwuny
“ Workshops is unsatisfactory.” In woving
that amendwment [ thiok it is one the hon.
members for MFremantic, at wny rate, will
gludly support, becaunse, if they regird the renl
action of the Government in this matter, they
must be convinced—if they are npot alvendy
convinced—of the very unsatisfactory methods
adopted in regurd to this particular watter.
It is within the recellection of hon. members
that it was only during the last session that
this question was more than fully debated.
A resolution was brought forward by myself,
nnd that resolution, strange to say, was in the
identicul words of the resolution submitted
by ihe Hon. the Commissioner of Railways
this evening.

Tue PrexiEr: The identical words.

Me. LEAKE: Well, I congraiulate the
Government upon following such a good lead;
hut [ cannot bat express my surprise at the
tact 1bat more determination was not shown
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by the Government in connecton with this
question at an earlier date in the existonce of
this Parliament. Let me remind hen. mem-
bers nf what was said to them at the
opening of this session, by His Excellency
the Administrator. fn the 23rd para-
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graph of his Speecch, His Exccllency said,— .

“ The Legislative Assembly having resolved
“ last session that the Railway Workshops at
“ Fremaotle should be moved {o a more ad-
* yantaneous site, iny Ministers have, during
* the recess, given the subject the wost care-
« ful consideration, and they propose to recom-
“ mend that the shops be moved to a site near
“ the Midland Junction, vn a reserve of 266
 acres belonging to the Crown, In nrriving
“ at this decison, my Ministers are acting in

“# ngcord with the recommendations of
“a Commigsion specially appointed to
“ consider the question, and also in
“accord with the opinions of the pro-

« fansional advisers of the Government.”
‘The Hon. the Commissioner of Railways,
in the course of his observalions, remarked
that this question had bheen cxercising the
mind of the Government for several years,
but that from time to time vhey had thonght
fit to put off the evil hour of giving cffect
totheir intenticn; and it is evident frow the
observatione of the hon. genticman, as well
ag from ihe remarks of His iixcellency in
his Opening Address, that this question was
really thomght out and determined upon at
the opening of this session. It i to be re-
gretted that the opportunity warnot availed
of, when the gueation eropped up during the
Inst session of the Honse, to settle *his ques-
tion. All this trouble might have been
avoided, while a great deal of anxiety and
worry wonld have been saved to my hon.
friends who represent Fremantle.
by the Hon. the Commissioner of Railwiys—
and I have no doubt about it myself—
the consideration with the Government has
been not to interfere with the interests of
their friends, because, as he seid in dealing
with the report of Mr. Allison Smith, it

As stated |

was viewed by himself and his collengues

with great consternation nnd alarm. Perhaps
this was not on sccount of the report it.
gelf, but because of the effect it might have
on certain members of this House, in fore.
ing the hands of the Government fo do
what appeara to be a work of national im-

portance, but the execution of which had heen

put off from time to time owt of con-
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sideration for friends and eupporters
of the Government. I think that hon. mem-
bers will ngrce with me thatif coneideration
for the feellngs of friends and supporters of
a Goveroment is to become an importan
element in the politics of this House and the
colony, that faet is to be very much re-
gretted. What we should consider is the
interests of the country, nnd not the effect
any vesolution muy haveupon hon. members
individually who happen to sitin thie Houge.
Why wasthis delay made? Why was there any
delay about the removal of these Workshops ?
I defy the Government or any member of it
to getup and say they did not determine on
this couvee during last session ; apd I do not
think it would be a very risky speculationif T
were to eay even twelve months before
that.

Mr. Siwresow: Why did they buy theland so
loag ago?

Mer.LEAKE : The debate on this question
last year took place on November 12, and, on
the 28th November, Parliament was pro-
rogued. During the course of the debate
and before it, the Commissioner of Railways
had said that these Railway Workshops were
to be removed, bot during the recess (T think
ahout the month of March) we find that,
notwithstanding the assurance given by the
Government in this House that the matbter
should be determined, but that the time
had not yet arvived, they were nctually spend-
ing public meney in advuncing these works
at the Midland Junction. 'That was the
site proposed im the resolution, and which
was practically rejected by the Government.
It waa not until a particular influence was
brought to .bear upon the Ministry by a
public meeting in Fremantle, and subse-
quently by a deputation to the Premier, that
these worke were for n moment suepended.
Since that time, although the Government
declared it would do nething until Parlin-
ment was consnlted, we find there has been
further expenditure on that particular site,
and this is why I say the nction of the Gov-
crnment is  particularly unsatisfactory,
because they have practically hood-winked
their ¥remantle friends by indulging in on-
authorigsed expenditure on this particular site.
If theHon. the Premier had thought fit to back
up his former opinion with determination, we
would not have ieen troubled this evening
with the consideration of this question, and
the hon. gentleman is much to blame for his
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tactics in this matter. Why could they not
after the nssurance given go on with the work ¢
The reison they did not do thus was because
there was opposition from oune particular
quarter, and they temporised and put the
matter off until this House mwvt. They have
oot treated this House or the members for
Fremaatle fairly in acting as they have done,
and in going on with the proparations for
the work of the removal of these ahops to o
porticular site at Midland Junction. 1 huve
not very much to say upon this wotion. It
ig not my intention, considering the form of
amendment I have proposed, to discuss the
merits of one or other of the particular sitea
that have heen proposed, on the one hand
hy the Government, and on the other by the
hon. wmember for Fremantle, in any way
whatever. In no other way can I see the
opportunity to formally enter my protest
agaiuat the action of the Government, except
by
emphatically expressing am opinion con-
demnatory of the Government in this
regard. Tusk hon. members mot to pallinte
this lack of determinntion on the park of the
Guovermment. Why should we temporise for
any particulur section or body of men, or ask
to delay action in any particndur direction ?
The socner we announce our intentions on this
matter the better it will be for all parties con-
cerned. If it had not been for the action of
the Government in not dealing with this
walter, aud putting it off last session when it
was practically decided, we would not have
heen ealled upon to wuste the time of the
House and of the country in discussing this
subject, which appears (I think [ am right in
gaying) to be perfectly safe in -the hande of
the Giovernment. I do not doubt the Govern
ment will succeed in carrying their resolution,
but T hepe hon, members who agree with me
on this snbject will support the amendment.
Me. MOSS: I will support the amen.Iment
of the hon. member for Albany, not for the
reasons stated in his remarks, but on the
grounds urged by the hon. member for Fre-
mantle. The Commissioner of Railways, in
introducing his wotion, was very careful in
quoting instances to-try and justify the re-

reference to the places where the Railway
‘Workshops are erccted in Victoria and New
South Wales—very likely because one of
thoge colonies is spending a considerable sum
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mantle, on the seahoard. In New South
Wales, where o very consideruble sumn had
Lean expended in constructing Workshops
avay [rom the senboard, they were Lrowght
back ugnin to the port, and land was pur-
chaged there for the purpose at an ountluy of

. £100,000, Now, ! agree with the hon. mem-

bringing forward wy asmendment, and

ber for Frewaantle in the prediction Lbut be
makes, that if the Houee should sup-
port the proposal, and remove the MUnil-
way Workshops to the Midland Junclion,
the time is mot far distant when 2
proposal will be made by the Commissioner
of Railways to bring them bnek aguin to the
senhoard.  When this comes about, this
House will bo able to see whub expenditure
the Government will have to go to for the
purpose of acquiring the land that is now
being offered to the Government in Fremantle
at the present time, as the new site of the
Workshops. I muke this stutement after
having given the subject sowe consideration
—that, supposing the motion of the Couumis-
sioner of Railwuys is passed, und ihe Work-
shops are removed from Fremantle, a blunder
will be committed that will land this celony in
a terrible outlay, 'The cost of having the
Workshops at the Midland Junction has been
shown by the hon, member for Fremantle,

"und, to my mind, it does not hold water fora

moment tu argue that it is necessary to run
all the plant and material we requive for the
ruilways twenty-three miles away from the
geaboard, The scheme is going to cost this
colony an enormons sum in haulage of ma-
terinl aud plant all this usneccesary distance.
The conclusions that have been arived at
elaewhere, and the conclugion that was arrived
at in New South Whales, is that it was neces-
sary to bring the Workshops back to the sen-
board, mainly, tu save loss in hauiage, which
is of course o very important item in the
working of a ruilway system, votwithstanding
that the Cowmwissioner of Railways in his
gpeech treated it so lightly. The colony of

" Victoria also followed the experience of New

South Wales, and placed their Hailway
Workshops only two or three railes
_ from the coast. And the Government

 of thabt colony, in ¢hoosing Noewport as
moval of the Workshops, but he left out all

the site for the shaps were, no doubd, actunated
by the same reason as thut which determined
the change in New Scuth Wales, namely, that
it is necessary to havesuch Workshops as cloza
to the seaboard as possible. Now, what is in-

of money in getting a site, like thatat Fre- | ducing the Governwent to take this step, and
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propose the removal of our shops from Fre-
mantle? What grounds are they going on,
and what arguments are they subwitting to
prove that the Midland Junction is o proper
sito for the Workshops?- The Governwment
have improssed it upon the members of this
House fiom time to time ihat in proposing to
remove the Workshops they arc ncting ina
monner that is opposed to the personsl in-
torests of the members of the Cabinet, and to
the interests of their friends, and that in
tuking this step they ave entirvely guided hy
the opinions of their professional advisers.
‘I'ne member for Fremantle hos stated that the
Enginecr-in-Chief refused to take the opinion
of Mr. Young, whom he adwits to be a com-
petent man to express an opinion on cugineor-
ing matters generally, but whose advice on
this question ho declined to receive, because
Mr. Young (the Engineor-in-Chief suid) was
oot nn expert in that particular dirvection.
Now the Engipeer-in-Chief bimself, to my
mind, is no wmere competent than Mr.
Young to express an opinion on the guestion.
But I contend that the whole basis, the whole
position of the Government, regarding the
proposed rewmoval of the Workshops hangs
upon the fact that Mre. Allison Smith has made
u certain report. It is upon that report, und
on that report alone, that the Govermment are
going. Touse the words of the Commissioner
for Railways, the Government thought they
were getting the best wan to advise them
upon this Workshops question, and they do not
think they have made a mistake in taking
Mr. Smith’s advice. The Government think
that Mr. Smith did his work loyally. Even
after all that has been put forward in order
to show the utter unveliability of the report,
we have the Commissioner for Railways
voicing the opinion of the Governwment that
they do not think Mr. 3mith bas made a mis-
take, and that be has done his work loyally.
I propose to show—T think I shall be able to
show before I sit down—that the opinion ex-
pressed by Mr, Allison Smith oa this ques-
tion should be received by thiz Assembly
- with n very great amount of suspicion indeed.
Before, however, I deal with this question [
will sny that I eannot disabuse my mind of
this fact that when Mr. Swmith  waa
brought to this colony he was made
a catspaw of, for the puepose of reporting in
favor of the rewoval of the Workshops from
"Fromantle. My opinion is that it was a cunt-

and-dried thing before Mr, Smith came to the 1 what I have said on tormer ocensions.
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I colomy, I amnot going so say who is respon-

gible for this, but the fact remaing that hefore

I Mr. 8mith came to the colony the land at the

Midland Junction had been purchnsed by the
Governwent, fromx private owners, for the ex-
press purpose of pulting the Railway Work-
shops there. If the Government had, prior
to Mr. Smith coming here, decided thnt the
shops were going to the Junction, where was
the necessity for paying him a large fee for
the purpose of Lringing him over in order that
he might back wup the vrecommendation of
the Engincer-in-Chief 7 What waas the
idea thut was in the brain of the Com-
miggioner of Railways? Well, what does
Mr. Allison Smith's report say ? It says :
“ [ bave selected n site at Guildford,
“ which I think should be adopted. This area
“ under offer to the Government (260 ucres)
‘ possesacs all the requirements of an admir-
“able situation, and also from its being prac-
« tically Jevel so far as immediate or prospec-
“ {ive requirements ave concerned.” So that,
befora Mr, Smish makes any report or re-
commendation, we find that these 260 acres
were under offer to the Government, and that
the Government had practically decided to
put the Workshops there. I should like to
know why the Government had the land
under offer at the time thal Mr. Sinith made
his report.

Tee CommissioNER OF RAILWAYS:
thut fime, I think,

Me. MOSS: I suy again, and I canoot em-
phasise my bhelief too strongly, that the lund
being under offer to the Governwment they
hac their eye wpon it, for the express pur-
pose of puiting these Workshops there. And
I make this statement that, if the hon. mem-
ber for Fremuntle bad not Leen a wember
of the Cabinet at the time, the removal of
the Workshops would have been un accomn-
plished fact, and they would have been at
the Midland Junction long ago.

Aw How. Memeer: That does not affect
the merits of the scheme.

Mr. MOSS: No, perhaps not; but it shows
that the Government have acted in a weak-
kneed manner in regard to this matter. Now,
in regard to this Mr. Allison Smith, 1 think
hou. mewmbers should know something about
that gentleman. Although I have been tuken
Lo task on one or two occasions by the Com-
missioner of Railways for what [ have said
about Mr, Smith,I have now simply to reiterate
1 have

Not at
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pow to emphasise those remarks, and. to prove

[ASSEMBLY.)

Roitway Workshops.

effect that “irregular and suspicious trans-

them, and, in doing so, I think the Commis- | actions” hud taken place in the New Zea-

sioner will admit—at any rate T hope he will
do so—that I am not biassed, but aw only

dealing with fncts, and Lhat iy remarks are |

well founded in evary way. 1 deny that it
ismy desire at any time to muke remarks
reflecting upon the character of uny man, who-
over he may be, under the privilege I possuss
while addressing this Assembly. And, when
the hon. gentleman saya that I have
taken advantage of wy position in this House
for the purpose of attacking a wan why is
unable to defend himself, 1 deny the
accuention, But I say this, that when a
wan ig paid by this colony a fee for the pur-
pose of reporting on any particular poction of
the public works of the colony, and when that
report is open to the fair comnment of every
member of this House, [ am at o loss to under-
stand why hon, members should not have the
fullest information regarding the professional
carcer of the author of that report. 1 believe
it to be my duty to point cut, not only that
in Mr. Smith’s veport there are certain inac-
curracies and absurdities, in the light of what
has occurred within the last three years since
the report wne written, but also to show that
his recomnmendations will not hold water, and
further to show that the man who made these
recommendations is unworthy of sny trust
boing reposed in him by the Govermment.
Now this man’s caresr—his career us a profes-
sional cengincer—does not beur any close
scrubiny, although he is the man who ia back-
ed up the Government, and upon whow the
Government hang their hopes, in usking this
House to coneent to the removal of the
Workshops from Fremantle to the Midland
Junction. I may draw the attention of the
House to the fact that, so far back as 1880,
when Mr. Allieon Smith occupied some posi-
tion in the New Zealand Government rail-
way sorvice, his administration of the
affaira of the department formed the
subject of an enquiry before & Koyal Com-
misgion. And I would like the Commis-
sioner of Roilways, when he exercises his
right of reply, to tell the House whether,
when DMe, Allison Smith was about to Le
appointed to report on our Workshups, he
{Mr. Venn) was informed by the Engincer-
in-Chief (who was in New Zealand ut the
time the Koyal Commission sut) of Lhe
. bature.of the report of that Comumission.
The reporl of that Commission was to the

lnnd service, where Mr. Swmith hud charge,
rnd that “there was no evidence of valuable
searching, and economical supervision.”
Buch wus the finding of the (‘ommission,
and if the Engineer.in-Chief had no know-
ledge of thut report (he being in New
Zeuland at the time) he must huve been
asleap at Lhe time il was published.
The Government ought to have been informed
of the character of the mun they were Lringing
inte the celony to report upon this Workshops
yquestion. [ mean to say that the House
would be glad to knuw whether the Commis-
sivner of Railways was informed of the finding
of the Royul Commission in New Zealand. If
he was so informed, he was guilty of a very
wrongacl in enlisting on behulf of the interests
of this colony, a man who had heen stig-
matized—not by one man or by a newspaper—
Lut by the finding of an uabiassed tribunael
like u Koyal Coinmisgion, in the termms which
I bave rend to this House. And I will tell the
Commissioner that, lufer on, serious com-
plaints were made ugninst Mr. Allison Swmith

with rvegard to his management of the
Ruilway Workshops in  the colony of
Victorie, where exactly the same thing

oceurred that hud oceurred in New Zealand,
We find that since I lust nddressed the Honse
on the subject of these Workshops, Mr, Smith
has brought on action against the proprictor
of anewspaper in Melbourne,—a paper which
had the courage, at enormeous cost to itself, to
express its honest opinion of this gentleman
and hiswerk. And we find that the charges
levelled aguinst Mr. Smith were of the most
serious kind. He was accused of wild exteava-
gance and gross incompetence. These were
the charges which the jury had to try ; andthe
result of the trinl wasexactly the same as it
had been in New Zealand, for the jury only
gave Mr. Smith four farthings damages
upon the ten alleged libels he Look into Court.
1 will just give the House on¢ illustration of
the kind of man the Government place ao
much confidence in, It came out, while the
libel action was bteing heard, that in the Vie-
torinn Workshops it is the pructice to order
upon emergency not mere than £100 worth of
goods witheut calling for tenders, the goods to
e delivered within 48 hours. Ore of the
things proved against Mr. Smith was that he
hud ordered from a friend in New Zealand,
without culliug for tlenders, goods of the
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valoe of £5,700. "The order was not exccuted | but, bearing in mind that it will probahly he

for nine months, and the oriler run the colony
into an expenditure that was practically wosted.
Now, Sir, let us come to those arguments
that wore directly affect the question of tha
remavul of the Fremantle Workshops, Let
us leok at Me, Allison Smith's report, and see,
nfter the lapse of three years, what value can
be pliced apon the recommendations which
he¢ made to the Governmment, who are of
opinion thal they 4did not make any mistake
in petting this man to advise them on the
queslion—n man who had been diseredited in
New Zealand, and who was Jrummed out of
the Vietorinn service, and a man ugainst whon:
every allegation that had Leen made was
proved up to the hilt. He suys, in the first
pavagraph of his repovt :—* 1t can at once be
seen that the impression which you meation
us prevailing heve, to the effect that the main-
tenance of your rolling stock has been costing
more than it should do as compared with
similar work i the other colonies, is
well founded,”” The experience of the
lust thvee yewrs proves that the para-
graph I have just quoted from Mr. 8mith's
report is absolutely untenable.
report of Mr. Smith wus compiled thore were
only ahoui 50,000 people in the colony, und the
railways, which were in a very primitive con.
dition, were not expeeted to do more than pay
working expenses, without puying nany interest
on the cost of construction. But, during the
last three years, theve has been n very great
change in the aspect of the colony, which bas
advanced in prosperity in a munner that has
surprised everyone, and has entirely altered
the conditione of the Railway Department, so
that what was applicablo to it three yeurs ago
is not upplicable now. This is shown by the
fact that the Commissioner has told the
House that the railways are not only
paying working expenses, but also the
interest on the cost of construction. Another
paragraph of Mr. Allieon Smith’s report
could not have had wueh weight in induc-
ing the Government to bring his recommenda-
tion before the House, namely, that portion of
the report which appeared to indicate that
Mr. Allison Smith thought the Midland Com-
pany would have their rolling stock sent to the
Govermment Workshops, ‘I'he paragraph

referred to the junction of the Midland aystem

with the Government lines, and it further said
that ** the extont of the works mow recom-
wended might at first sight appear excessive,

When the’

two years before they ave completed, and that
by thal date the colony will probably have
1,200 miles of line open for iraffie, nmd the
whole of the rolling stoclk work will doubtless
gravitate into the Government shops,—"'

I'HE CompfissioNkre rFor Raicways: No
one expects the Midlund Compuny to have
their shops there,

Me. MOSS: I only quote Mr, Smith’a
views on this subject, in which he is clearly
wrong, Lo shew the velue of his judgment on
the general question of the removul of the
sheps, My opinion is that, even though the
shops are removed to the Midland Junction,
our vailway system will soon be large enough
to demand that there shall be two establish-
ments of the kind. In New Sonth Wales
when the shops were tuken from the seabonrd,
it was fuund necessary to have extensive run-
ning sheds at the terminus of the line, and 1
Lelieve if you take the shops awuy from Fre-
mantle it wi'l ba necessury to have two shops,
employing two superintending staffs and bwo
seta of machinery ; and L am convinced that
the proposed removal would be found tohe
one of the most serious . blunders
that has ever been made in this colony since
Responsible Government was introduced.
And [ am strongly of opinion that the chief
reason for pruposing to place the shops ot the
Midland Junction is in order to inflate the
value of property in that locality for the pur-
pose of benefiting the friends of the Govern-
tnent.

The Premier (Hon. 8ir J. Forrest): Yoo
are out of order there.

‘PHE CommissroNes ofF CrowN Lawvps (Hon.
A. R, Richardson): And out of truth too.

Mg, CLABESON: It is nonsense, utter non-
sense,

Me. MOSS: Tt is not devoid of truth, but
I will leava the stutement there.

Tue Premree (Hon, Bir J.
Prove it.

Mg, MOSS: I will be quite prepared to
prove it, und supply some facts, elicited by a
search in the ‘Titlea Office, as to the ownors of
certain land at the Midland Junction.

THe Peemier: Who are they ?

Mr. MOSS: Well, a8 the hon. geotlemann
throws down w challenge, T may say that the
prople of Fremuntle have every reason to
doubt the siucerity of the Government when
they say that they are guing against the
interests of their friends in proposing the

Forrest) :
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removal of the shops to the Midlapd Junc-
tion,for I find such names asthose of Hnmers-
ley, Harper. and Morrison amongst the pos-
sessors of large areas of land io that particular
locality.

Tue Premier : Is that all?

Me. MOSS: Turning again to the merits of
the question of aites, I should like to know
what experienco the Engineer-in-Chief hus
had in mattersof this kind. In New Zealand
he had no conuection with Workshops, Nor
has he been consistent, for he has been con-
stantly enlarging his estimate of the area
required for new shops. At one time he said
that twenty acres would be sufficient for
the present, and for a long while to
come; but, when the Fremantle people were
able to show lund suitable for the purpose
in accordunce with this estimate, the Engi-
neer-in-Chief gradually nsked for more land,
up to 100 acres; and it is my opinion
that if we provided at Fremantle ahundred-
acre site, as level und as eligible as that at
the Midland Junction, he would require 200
acres. The Engineer-in-Chief, in fact, wants
to rewrove the Workshops from the Port,
snd Dames an aren of suitable land that is
not likely to be found at Fremantle, in order
to get his way. Tagree with what the member
for West Kimberley said last session, that
in the Commissioner of Railways we have a
weak man who is led by o strong man, and
& man of determination, in the person of
the Enginecr-in-Chief, who bas made up
his mind to see the shops at the
Midland Junction, and whose opinions
the Commissioner of Railways gave to the
House in the course of his speech. I would
like to draw the attention of the House to
certain remarks made by the Premier when
this question was last befure the House.
Although Sir John Forrest is the Premier of
the colony, he should, like any other member
of this House, be consistent, and I shall there-
foreask the hon. gentleman to listen to an
extract from a former epeech of his, nnd to say
how be can recongile his former views with
those he now holds. In addressing himself to
the question of the proposed removal of
the Workshops, the Premier, in this
House last session, snid he would ask
“ whether members wre prepared at the
 present moment to ewbark in nn expenditure
** of a6 Jeast £50,000 for this purpose. Before
“ we do embark upon it the House must Le
« prepured to nuthorise the expenditure. It
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“ i true there was a Commission appointed to
“ consider the imatter, and they wade a
© report, hut the wmewhers were not unoni-
'* mous—three were in faver of the removal
“ of the Workshops and two were in favor of
" keeping them whero they are, so that they
* did not give the Governwent u definite
“ decision on thut point. The Government
“ gre most unxious to deal with this question
“ pg s00n as it is nbsolutely necessary to do so,
“ hui I do not see why we should embark
“ upon u lurge expenditure of this kind unless
* it is anhsolulely necussary, especiully at the
 present time. I am mob one of those who
" helisve—and [ do not care if fifty engineers
“ heard me say so—that there is any very
“ greut Joss entailed ns yet in connection
+ with these Workshopa, so fur us the wain-
“ tence of volling stock nnd the working of
“ gur rtailways are concermed. 1 do not
* seo where it can come in. ‘The shops may
* not Le so convenient as we would like them
“ tg he; but how, with proper managemnent,
* they shonld entail un immense loss to the
“ gouniry, T cannot see. I cuu understand an
* immense loss arising from the heavy grades

"« on gur Eastern Mailway, which, no deubt,

“ knock the engines awhout a good deal. Liub
* that is being reclified, [ am glad to say. I
“ think Mr. Allisun Smith did vot separate the
«1gss nrising through these heavy grades
* from the losg avising through the want of
u fucilities ab the Workshops. I believe he
* pliced the loss from the two together at
“ gomething like £15,000 a year; but 1 should
“like to know how much was attributable to
“egnch. I am convinced myself that the
+ greater amount of it was from thuse tervible
“grades. I aw of vupinioh that the site at,
“ Guildford is & very excellent one in muny
“ respects; but it hus one disadvantage, to
“ my mind, in being a considerable distance
“from a port, because it stands 1o renson
“ that fur Workshopa such as these regniving
“go much conl and ivren and other materials
“ which have to be imported, it is more con-
< yenient to have them near a port than fav
“away. I am not so sure there is no site
o pearer Fremantle than Guildford, but [am
“ guite sure there is not so good a site und you
“ will have to place the disadvantuye of being

. “further away ns aguinst the ndvantage of hav.

“ing o better site and o larger wren. The
“ Government want to do the best they can
© for the colony in this matter.,” 1t will be
gecn that the Premier's views on the ques-
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tion of haulage, ne expressed last session, and
those put before the House this evening by
the Commissioner of Railways are altogether
at variance and conflicthing; and I think
that the specch ot the Premier goes to support
my view that a very eerious blunder will be
committed if the Workshops are removed
more than twenty nnles from thesenboard. In
Lngland the Railway Workshops are placed
in the ccntre of iron and coal districts, in
order to have Lhe 1aw material near at band;
Lut in this colony, where all the w .terial has
to ba imported, thers can be no doubt that
carriage is suvetl by having the Workshops
at the port, as New South Wules hus
found ount, having tospend £100,000 upen &
Workshop’s site in order to put the lesson into
practice, Although I have the interests of
my constituency at- heart I swnnot ndvocat-
ing the rotention of the shops at Frewantle
from a merely local standpoint, for the subject
is one of national importunce. At the same
time, if the interests of Fremantle were not
in conflict with those of the colony at large,
surely Fremantle could. raise the plea of
vested interests with far more foreo thun
Lhoge landowners who desired to obtain
400,000 gquare iles of countey between
Yucln and Esperance Bay, and om
whose  behalf the Cowmmissioner  of
Crown Lands spoke, the other] evening
These Workshops have been at Fremantle
ever since the railway systewm of the colony
wut commenced, and the people there look
upon them us part and parcel of the town;
and only the very strongest considerations of
nutionnl advantuge—none of which I subwit
have been advanced—would justify their beiny
tuken away. On the contrmy, we know that
Mr.J. A, Wright (formerly Connnissioner of
Railways), who has a8 much claim to be con-
sidered an expert on this question as either the
Engineer-in.Chief or Mr. Allison Smith, ad-
vised the Government to retuin the shops at
Fremantle.

Tue Psemiee: To keep them in their
present | osition, I think,

Mg. MOS3: No one will say that the present
site is suitable, but the shopsas the Consulting
Enginear (Mr. Wright) recomunended, shonld
be kept at the port.

Tue Preuter: He bas proved to he wroug,
Mr Wright told me they oughtto be removed
to the Midland Juuction,

Mg. MOSS: He did vot make that stute-
ment before the Commission, when he was
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cxamined on this subject. Inuny case, T say
that Mr. Allison Smith, who came bhere and
wrote a report, after o long experience of a
fortnicht, ia not to be trusted as theadvisor
of the t.ouse. Mr. Smith said that he
gtaked his reputation upon the judgwent he
expressed in the report. Why, he had no
reputation to stuke! The man’s reputation was
gone long ngo,—as far back as fourteen
years ago, when the Royal Commission sat
upon his work in New Zealand, and, luter on,
when he was drumeed out of the Victorian ser-
vice, and when he lost the action to recover
damnges which he brought to try and rehabil-
itate his pame. A jury of his countrymen
kave only given hinm a few farthings damuges
for serious churges framed in the most
trenchant lunguage. And yet .the Hon. the
Cowmiesioner of HKailways says this man
stakes his reputation on thiz report,—the
reputation of n man at whose iustigation
Victorin imported holf a million of money's
worth of engines, certain fittings helonging to
which were found to be rank failures, —a manb,
who, according to the statements of half-aw
dozen wiltnesses, took those fittings off, and
buried them in ihe foundations of the
Newport Workshops. T'he Cownussioner of

" Ruilways ulso told the House that if no other

reagon werc available, tho removal of these
Workshops out of town and into the country
would be justified for the sake of the morality
of the men employed in the shops.

Tur DigecTor oF PupLic Worgs : [ said
1t wus necessary in order to waintain organi-
gation nmengst the men.

Ble. MOSS: Ido nut know what the hon.
gentleman intended to say, but I know what
wag conveyed to my mind.  The people of
Fremantle do not thank the hon. gentlemun
for his advice in that divection. I think he

" will find that probably thepeople of Fremantle

are equally as moral as other people in any
part of the coleny are, and they do not wish
to be laken inte the wilds of the bush for the
purpose of sllowing the bLon. gentleman to
mornlise to them. IthinkIhave mow come
to the end of what [ wish to swy. I will only
add in conclusion that, looking at the matter
in o pecfectly unbinssed way, the position of
the Government is this, that they ure acting
in this walter vn the advice of their profes-
sional advisers—the kogineer-in.Chief and
My, Allison Swith, I bave already stated
that if the Enyinver iu-Chief suye Ma. Young
is not competent 1o express an opinior on this
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matter, his (the Engineer-in-Chief’s) own
opinion showld not have much weight with the
Governwent. As to Mr, Allison Swmith, Ido
not wish to say much wore in regard to him,
except that the idea prevails that he is not
competent to express nn opinion on the subject
at all. If the Government carry this re-
solution into effect, they will deul a
very serious Llow te Frewantle, and
will work pgreut injury to the colomy at
huwge. I have made the stateinent that the
Government will, if they remove these Work-
shops to the Midland Juaction, have to bring
themback Lothe seaboard, and I have said so
on the strenglh of the experience of olher
colonies: and, if the Government persist in
carrymy out a policy which will be suicidal,
80 far as the railway administration of this
celony is concerned, then a1} T can say 1s, the
sooner we find the hon. gentleman in chargo
of the Depurtment relegated to some wore
obseure position, the better it will be for the
colony at larye.

'ne PREMIER (Hon. 8ir J. Forrest): I

«should like to ask, Sir, whether if [ speak now
to the mwendment of the hon, wmember for
Albany, I shall be able to speak on the main
question also. ‘

Tne SPBAKER: The hon. member will not
le able to speak again.

Tue PREMIER(Hon. Sir J. Forvest) : Shall
[ pot be able to speak aguin, when we get
back Lo the main question ?

Tue SPEAXKER : The nmain question hefore
the House now is the amendment of the hon.
e ber for Albany.

I'ie PREMIER (Hon. Sir J. Forrest): I
am somewhat in a difticulfy in speaking now,
as there are really two guestions before the
House, vne us to the removal of the Work-
shopa from Fremantle to a site near
Midlund Junction, and the other affirming
that the action of the Government in
regurd to this matter is wunsatisfactory.
I was going to propose that the amendment
should Le put ot vnce, for [ feel sure that the
House will nob puss it ; and then we shall be
able to get on with the debaic on the main
question,.

Tne SPEAKER: A division could be taken
now ou the ameudwent.

The YR MIER (Hown. Sir J. Forvest): I
think, Sir, I shall tuke the risk of being able
to speak aguin. I have really very little to
say on the motivn before the House, as it is
wne thit comes speaaily within the jurisdic-
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tion of my friend the Commissioner of Ruil-
ways, being a departmental watter, My
object in rising is to deal with the action of
thie hon. member for Albany in proposing the
amendment. Lo say that { am surprised at
his action will not be suying very wmuch, be-
cause [ hava learned, daring the lngt month
or sg, that the hon. wember will stop at
nothing. There is nothing he will not donew,
even if he did the very opposite a week
or twoago. I think we are beginuning to
understand the tactics of the hon, member.
My regret is that thers should be such u man
in the position he ocsupies on Lhe Oppusition
side of the Housc, 1 really almost laugh
when I think of it ; and when T see those three
mewbers (Mr. Leake, My, Simpson, and Mr
lilingworth) sitting solemnsly there, represen-
ing her Majegty’s Opposition, I certainly can-
not help laughing. However, we will let that
pass. The hon. member's umendment scems
to indiente that the Government should have
done some time ago what they are secking to
do now. Well, however much my friends the
membere for Fremangle muy desire to prevent
the removul of the Workaliops to the Midland
Juanction, I do not think they w1l agree with
the hon. mewber when he urges that they
should have been removed to that place long
agu. 'The watler hus caused the Government
w great denl of concern, and, for very obvious
reasons, the Government have been un-
willing for several yeara to remove the
Workshops Ffrom  Fremantle. [n fact, I
always hoped that they would not be removed,
unless under the pressure of necessity, and 1
always opposed their removal, in the face of
professional advice—in the face of the report
of & Hoyal Commission, and in the face of the
recomwendation of Mr. Allison Smith, who was
asked by the Government to come here und
furnish a special report upon the matter. All
the actions of the Government clearly show, to
anyone who likes to look inte them, that they
have been reluctant to take the course pro-
posed, aud that their present nction has been
brought albout by the great pressure of
necessity. The Government mow find that
they are bound to do something. 'I'he House
decided last session thab the Workshops should
he removed frowmn their present site to a more
advantageous site, and the only guestion the
Government uadertook to consider was
where they should be _located. After a
considerabe amount of consideration, we
concluded that they should be removed
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to the Midland Junction, and we in-
formed the people of Fremantle of that de-
cision, promiging them that we would consult
Parlinment before anything was done in the
matter. 1 maintain that we have Enithfolly
und honorably kept that promise. 'Che hon.
metuber, if be likes, can say that the Govern-
went hava spent money in preparing the Mid-
land Junction site, and have broken their
promise; but if the hon. wember were to keep
hia pledges us faithtully and as honorably as
the Governmnent keep theirs, then we should
probably have no cause te complain. He says
we have delayed action in the wmatter, and T
think we have shown that we have done s0;
lor, having made up our minds on a certain
course of nction, wo kept our promise to con-
sult the Legislature, and hear its verdict,
before taking any definite action., We are
told that we delayed the guestion heeause we
had supporters in Fremantle, and did not like
to aliemate their support. It isnob reasonable
to supposc that the Government would wil-
fully do anything that would alienate the sup-
port that hon. members are good encugh to
ucenrd to them; on the contrary, we would
ruther sbrive to retuin their support.

Me. luningworTH: At the cost of the
country,

‘I'ue PREMIER (Hen. Sir J. Forrest) : No;
and my friend the late Commissioner of Cruwn
Lands {(Mr. Marwion) who has been nssociated
with me for solong, does notsurely suppose that
I um going to rush like a buil ot a gate, and
wove these shops from Fremauntle against the
desire of his constituency, withonut giving the
matter the gravest consideration. Besides, it
is due to the people of Fremantle that we
should be very cureful before we interfere
with the vested interests that have existed for
8o wany years. The Guvernwent have been
told thut they have hoodwinked the people of
Fremantle. We have done nothing of the
kind, Wa bave been perfectly upright and
straightfurward in all our dealings with them.
The hon, member for North Fremantle, who
waa Do doubt in & state of some excitement
when he was addressing the House, made

some unwarrantable remarks regurding the

alleged personnl interests of the Governent
at the Midlund Junetion. His staiemeats
were unwarraniable and untrue. 1 have my-
self (or mmn interested in) £15,060¢ worth ol
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property at Fremantle, aud every one of my !

colleagues is more or less interested nt Fre-
mantle as well

I wm perhaps as largely
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interested from u monetary point of view in
that town as any hon. member is who has
spoken this evening; and to say that I am
acting from personal motives 1o this matter is
nol only unjustifiable, but ie uncalled for, As
to the Midland Juoction, I buve no ivterests
whatever at the Midland Junection, whilst I
have very many obligations us well as interesis
at the seaport, and it is therefore adverse to
my own intercats to remove the Workehops
from that town. Buat the Government teel that
the tiwe has avrived when their removal should
takeplace, and however distasteful their action
wmay be tu the people of Fremuntle, they must
bow tu the judgment of the people of the
country ns a whole. I wouldadvise the House
to take a vote on the motion of the hon., mem-
ber for Albany to-nmight; though, perhaps,
after all, it does not matter wuech. 1 am sure
this House, or, rather, n majority of hon.
members, even the representatives of Ire-
mantle, do not agree with the taclics of the
Leader of the Opposition {Mr. Leake), His
object in moving the wmendment is tn evade
the pledges he has given on the subject,
and, by a side wind, to get a vote upon
somcthing that is beside the realissue. ‘I'he
hon, member himselt brought forward an
exactly similar resolution as that nmow pro-
posed by the Government, lust session, and
aew, when the Goverument seek to do what
he then wished them to do, he asks the
House to eay that the action of the Govern-
mentis unsatisfactory. Conn anything be more
inconsistent than thalv I cannot under-
stand such tuctics; and 1 hope the duy will
never come whenT, sitting in Opposition to bhe
then existivg Government, shall descend to
such artifices as those employed by the hon.
wember for Albany. 1 ought not to ¢complain
after all, becanse the hon. member plays into
the hands of the Government in resorting to
suach practices. At the same time, I do not
like it. I do not understand people who vote
one way to-day, and the opposite way to-morrow.
Ido not wish to suy snything inove, except
that | would like to see a vote taken on the
amendment to-night. I would rather the hon.
member for Albany had voted with the repre-
sentatives of Frewmantle aganst the original
reselution,than thatheshould have moved such
un amendwent. By simply voting against the
resolution he would have shown that he hud
the courage of his opinion, aud the manliness
to acknowledyge that, on this guestion he has
changed the opinion which he has beld during



844 Perth Markel.

the last six ot eight months.
On the motion of Mg, GonNoOR, the debate
was adjourned until the following day.

ADJOURNMENT,
The House adjourned at 10.30 o¢’clock p.a.

#eguslutibe Assembly,
Yhursday, 5th September, 1805.

Perth futernalioun! Eahibilion—Ferth Market aund
Cold Stores—Ntatenents sade et Coolyerdie by
the wentbor for West Kimbeoley—Heport
Sotnt Connaitiee : Abolition gf -f ssisted Nehools—
Report  of  Select  Covenittee : Wesleyan
Methodists (Private) Bill—Jetion for the
adjourument of the House : Question af Privi-
{eyem—tfoan Act, L8904, Amendinent  ledl, fivst
Reading—Sale of Goods Jrll : third reding—
Crotwea Suits BV considuration of Uommdited's
Report— Associutions Lucorporation Wil :  therd
veading— Hemoval of Railway Workshops to
Midland Junction; edjouraed dehate—Adjonrn-
went.

Tue SPHAKER took the Chair at 4.30
o’clock p.m.
PRrRAYERS.

PERTH INTERNATIONAL EXHIBITION.

Mu. HARP®R, in accordance with notice,
nsked the Premier, whether any proposals had
been made to the Govertment with the objeet
of organising an International Exhibition to
be held in Perth next year ; and, if so, whether
the Goverpent were favorable to such an
Exhibition.

Tug PREMIER (Hon. Sir. J. Forrest)
replied that theve had been some correspon-
dence va this subject, and u proposal was
received to-day from a Mr. H. J. Scott. The
yuestion bad not yet been considered by the
Govermuent.

PERTH MARKET AND CO LD STORES.

Me. HARPER, in nccordance with notice,
askied the Commissioner of Railways—

1. Whether he had any objection to iay
upen the table of the House the plans of the
Perth Market and Cold Stores.
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Perth Market.

2. When the works were likely to he ready
for use.

3. What description of chilling machinery
it was propused to adopt, and its capacity.

4. In whom wap it proposed to vest the
management of the said Market and Cold
Stores.

Tue COMMISSIONER OF RAILWAYS
(Hon. H. W. Yenn) replied na follows :—

1, Plans will be 1aid on the table.

2. The contrect date for completing the
building of the Market is 11th Jaounry, 1896 ;
for comploting Uold Storage, Llth October,
1895. The buildings arc expected to be ready
for use about the end of January, 1896,

3. The exact description of the chilling
machinery proposed to be used hus not been
settled, A genern) description is appended
to the instructions seut to the Agent-General,
upon which tenders will be called.

4. No definite decision lhns yet Dbeen
arrived at.

STATEMENTS MADE BY THE MEMBER
FOR WEST KIMBERLEY.

Me. MORAN, in accordance with notice,

. agked tho Prewmier—

1. Whether the stntements made by the
mewber for West Kimberley, in Coolgardie,
recently, in connection with the Governwent
policy of the future, concerning the increased
vepresentation for Yilgarn, and the extension
of the Coolgardie line to Kalgoorhe, were
correct.

2. If so, whether they were made with the
ganction of the Government.

Tue PREMIER (Hon. Sir J. Forresi):
Until 1 am certain what the member for West
Kimberley has said, it is iwpossible for me to
reply to the question, I am certain, however,
that the hon. member for West Kimberley
would not knowingly state anything that was
not abselutely correct. In regard to the
railway to Kalgoorlie, T yesterday gave notice
of the intention of the Government to intro-

- duce » Bill authorising the construction of the

line. In regard to the question of redistribu-
tion of seats, no decision has yet been arrived
at by thp Government.

Me. R. F. SHouL: ''bat is no answer at all
te the second question. Why did’nt you say
whether the statements were muade on your
autherity or not?

Mg, MORAN: Whether they were made
with authority or not, it showed very bad
taste.



