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Mr. Foley: Thousands die of starvation
in London every year.

Mr. HEITMNANN : I cannot connect
starvation with spitting.

Mr. Allen: They have signs in the
streets of Perth,

Mr. S. Stnbbs: Yes, and in the rail-
wvay stations.

'Mr. Green: And in the tram cars.
Mr. HEITMIANN: And it shows the

absolute fallacy, and one might almost
say hypocrisy, of them.

Xtr. Allen: It would not be if they were
followedI up.

Mr. HEITMANTX: I admit that, hut I
am afraid that the effect of the notices
and the power of the municipal council
to make by-laws will be almost the same
as the regulations under the Health Act.
I trust it will not be so, but personally I
aut prepared for the time being to cease
my action and to observe the effect of thie
reg-ulations to he brought in. If the Hon-
orary Minister has his say, they will be
brought in, because I know he is most
anxdius to do something in this direction.
I will watch developments for twelve
mionths, and if there is then no improve-
ment 1 wvill introduce another Bill. Not
veiy long ago following out my desire to
educate the people as I have educated my-
self to whatever standard that might be,
I travelled in) various parts of the State
and endeavonred to get the co-operation
of my trades unions to form a society for
the study and prevention of tuberculosis,
and one of my unions, the Murchison,
offered to give me-and the offer is still
stanading-five per cent, of their total re-
venue, and their revenue runs into hun-
dreds of pounds a year, to secure equip-
ment to precede the necessary work for
the formation of this association. I be-
lieve the finest method of education in re-
gard to public health, and particularly in
regard to the diseases in which bacteria
play the whole part, is through the me-
dlium of pictures. Had I been able to
secure off my own hat the necessary
equipment during the last two or three
years, I would not have introduced this
Bill to the House, because with the educa-
tion which the people would have received
through an organisation of this deserip-

tion, particularly by means of vivid pic-
tures depicting the vitality of bacteria and
the extraordinary danger from infection
by these bacteria, there would have been
no necessity for a law to prohibit spit-
ting. With these remarks I hare no de-
sire to proceed any further, because I re-
cognise that while hon. members are sym-
pathetic, they have not given the matter
sufficient thought to lead them to believe
that it is possible to bring about a drastic
change such as I admit would be brought
about if my Bill was carried into law.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.
[No further order made.]

BIJL- ROADS CLOSURE.
Returned from the Legislative Council

withoutA amendment.

BI'LL--GAME ACT AME'NDMENT.
Received from the Legislative Council

and read a first time.

House adjiourned at 10.20 p.m,.

%egisltive CIO1lflCtl,
Thursday, 18th September, 1913.
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The PRESIDENT took the Chair at
4.30) p.m., and read prayers.

PROPORTIONAL REPRESE'NTA-
TION.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY (Hon.
3. M. Drew) : With regard to the question
asked yesterday by the Hon. Mr. Gawler,
I may say that the Chief Electoral Regis-
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trar's report on proportional representa-
tion is now before Cabinet. It is the in-
tention of the Government to introduce
a Bill making provision for proportional
representation, and it is proposed also to
print copies of this particular report and
distribute them among members some
time before the Bill is introduced to Par-
liament.

Hon. D. G. Gawler: Could you give us
ally idea when the report is likely to he
in the hands of hon. members?

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: No,
I could not just now.

BILL-RIGHTS IN WATER AND
IRRIGATION.

Second Beading.

Debate resumed from the previous day.

Hon. F. DAVIS (Metropolitan-Subuir-
ban) : In the absence of Hon. Mr. Con-
nor, who is not here apparently, I desire
to speak to the motion before the House.
Owing to the fact that during last session
we had exhaustive discussions on this sub-
ject, it is not necessary for me to deal
with the matter at grat length at this
stage, as later on we will have an oppor-
tunity to discuss it further in Committee.
Therefore I do not propose to speak at
any great length just now. I would like
to refer to the evidence given by some of
the witnesses before lie select committee
last year, and particularly in regaird to
the evidence of one witness. Mr. A. N.
Piesse. who in giving evidence before the
committee contended it was unfair to him
that the Crown should take possesson of
river beds. because in his case he con-
tended lie would be losing about 10 acres
of land which he could turn to profitable
use for cultivation, tusing it principally
for growing couch and lucerine for the
raising of stock. That probably has
caused the contention to he raised that it
is not right that the beds of streams
should be re-vested in the Crown. That,
to my mind, does not seem a logical posi-
tion to take tip. It is obvious that if the
Government or the State resume the rights
of running water the matter must be
earried to its logical conclusion, and they

must resume the rights of the beds over
which the water flows. Water must
perforce flow over land, and unless the
State has the right to the beds of the
streams a rather peculiar position may
arise in connection with different streams.
If the Bill was carried in the form that
onlyv the streams of water were vested in
the Crown, in the case of intermittent
streams at one period of the year the
water would be the property of the
Crown when flowing, and the land at an-
other period of the year when the waters
wvere not flowing would be the property
of the owner, and a very peculiar posi-
tion would arise, somewhat savouring of
comic olpera, as it would he difficult to
ascertain the exact period at which the
waters ceased to flow, and settle the ques-
tion of possession. It would not be a
logical position to take lip in connection
with the matter, to my mind. One of the
chief objections taken to the Bill last
session was that it proposed to apply the
principle to the whole of the State at one
time. and it was urged that it would be
better to apply the theory of irrigation
to districts only where it was likely to be
required, or that were anxious for irri-
gation works to be carried out. To my
mind sectional legislation of that kind is
not good or wise, because it tends to
create unnecessary friction. It is quite
reasonable to suppose that people living
on one side of a road, who may be in a
proclaimed irrigation area, may derive
considerable benefit from being in that
area, while people with land on the other
side of the road who may he in a non-
irrigation area may feel that they are
being deprived of something which they
might have had if the conditions had been
otherwvise.

Hon. Sir E. H. Wittenoom: It would
never be so close as that.

Hon. F. DAVIS: One can never tell.
In proclaiming districts it might be con-
sidered advisable to make a particular
road thle boundary, and unnecessar- fric-
tion and hearthurning might be caused
through there being irrigable districts
and non-irrigable districts,. and there-
fore it would be far better to
apply the principle to the whole of the
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State at one time, It goes without say-
ing that in districts where there are no
facilities for irrigation the Act would
not be operated, and therefore there would
be no hardship in applying the measure
to the whole of the State. There is an-
-other disadvantage also which needs to be
considered in this connection. If the Bill
applies only to certain districts it might
be found afterwards on examination that
other districts are just as well suited for
irrigation as those dealt with in the Bill,
and consequently we may have the ex-
perience of a number of Bills at a subse-
quent period being brought into the House
for the purpose of proclaiming other dis-
trn-ts iirrigation districts. I fail to see
anyi utility of haviir six or seven or more
Bills wheni one will meet the case, and pro-
dnimu the whole of the State under the
jurisdiction of the measure. It seems to me
-no use to multiply efforts when one effort
-will do the work equally as well. Some
exception has been taken to the Bill on
the rounds that it would possibly deter
some who own land from forming irriga-
tioii works, of their own because of the
uncertainty under which they will labour.
I foil to see how that can be the case, be-
cause if at the present time any land-
owner forms his own irrigation works,
for his own benefit. of course it does not
follow if the Bill is brought into opera-
tion that lie will necessarily lose the value
of those works. He can obtain a license
to carry on those works, and it goes wvith-
out saving that no sane authority would
refrain from granting a license through
pure cussedness without any reason what-
ever. It 'would only be refused nder
veryv exceptional circumstances, such as if
on examination it was found that the irri-
gation works of one particular man were
damaging others on land below those irri-
gation works, and if it 'were found that
one man was doing anything to the detri-
ment of his neighbours or the adjoining
landowners, it would be only right that
some protection should be afforded by the
State -refusing to give a license under
those conditions. I fail to see that any
uncertainty need prevail regarding the
formation of irrigation works at the pre-
sent time on the part of those who con-
template carrying out such works. Dur-

big the time the select committee were
sitting an invitation was extended to them
to visit one of the orchards in the Darling
Range and the visit was certainly an in-
teresting one, beeause of the information
obtained first-hand as to the conditions
under which a small irrigation plant was
working. 'When the witness was before
the committee a question was put to him,
"Is it likely the water you bave conserved
or the irrigation works you have formed
would injure others below you?" And
the reply was, "'No, that is impossible,
because there is no one below me."
At first it seemed difficult to conceive
of such a situation. and it was therefore
with a great deal of interest that I visited
the spot and saw the statement was abso-
lutely correct, owing to the peculiar cha-
racter of the country. The orchard of
this particular witniess was situated on a
slope, and directly his ground finished
there was a creek running at the bottom,
and consequently the water ceased to flow
by gravitation, so he was quite correct in
his statement. But it came out in the
coine of conversation, as it came out in
the committee, that he had obtained or
conserved the water by ringbarking 100
acres or so above his land, and in conse-
quence of that work the water hod come
very near to the surface of the bed of
the old watercourse running through the
land. It has been referred to in the case
of springs, that springs ought to be the
property of those on whose land they
rise, and the question of what is a
spring alSO crops uip in that con-
nection. It is held, I believe, by
those who are experts, that a spring
does not necessarily mean water rising
read ily to the surface, but may
be water flowing from higher ground,
really what is called seepage. or water
which has gradually flowed through the
soil to the lowest point and then isued
and run along the surface of the land.
In that ease the witness whose land we
visited could not have been injured by
the measure. The water was conserved
on his own land, came to the surface and
formed a sort of spring, and therefore
could not have been injured by the pro-
posed legislation, for the Bill does not
contemplate interfering with the water
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in a case like that. Therefore I fail to
see any danger that harm would he done
to the small orchardist by the operations
,of the measure. The only dilfhrenee
-would be of course, that he, like all
-others, would he required to have a license
in case of damage being done in some
unforeseen way to others whose land ad-
joined his. In connection with one of the
Acts in operation in this State-the
Water Boards Act, I think it is called-
the practice that obtains is something of
this character: the water is supplied
only to municipalities or townships on
the representation of some local authority.
If the request is made by such authority
it goes without saying they must feel they
are representing a considerable body of
-people who require that facility or ser-
vice. Usually, T understand, the plans
are prepared and are open for inspec-
tion iii the office of the Crown or in the
water hoard office, so that those who are
concerned may inspect them. If any ob-
jeetion is lodged against them it is in-
quired. into in the usual way by the de-
pairtmeiitkil officers,' and if there is any
reason in the objection or if it is regarded
as a good objection it is taken into con-
sideration. If only one or two object,
and their objections are not found to be
valid, the scheme is proceeded with and
the water supplied in the places required.
I understand the same principle, to an
extent, would be followed in connection
with the Irrigation Bill. Tf this is the
ease, it will he following- on lines that
have already been in operat ion for a con-
siderable time, and as the House sets a
good deal of value on precedent, it seems
that no great objection ran he taken to
the methods of the Irrigation Bill. The
Bill is a good one, it has some good fea-
tures, and although some minor amend-
ments have been made since its introduc-
tion last session, still on the whole the
Bill is the same and should receive the
careful consideration of the House. I
certainly trust it will get this, and that a
workable measure will he placed on the
statute-book this session.

Hon. C. SOMMNEE.S (Aletropolitan):
I am glad the Legislative Council took
the action it did last session in setting

aside this Bill, if only for the purpose of
giv'ing those vitally interested in irriga-
tion matters a chance of thoroughly uin-
derstanding what the proposals are.

Hon. J. F. Cullen: This House did not
set the Bill aside. I

Hon. C. SO-ADERS: Well, I will put
it this way: I am glad the Bill was set
aside.

Hon. Sir E. H. Wittenoom: It -was
withdrawn by the Government.

Hon. C. SO'MMERS: In any case, I
think it would be well if many Bills
which are introduced were brought for-
ward hy the Government merely for tbe
purpose of ventilating them and allow-
ing the Public to get a thorough grasp of
the proposals so that public opinion might
have a chauce of expression and, through
public opinion, the House m~ight have a
perfect knowledge of what was good for
the State. Then we could be sure that
when eventually a Bill become an Act;-
it would he in the full interests of the
people generally. M1r. Kirwan in his
speech yesterday insinuated that members
who opposed the Bill did so for party
purposes. T am ire no such aittemnpt
was ever made. If irrigation is good for
the State wve want a thoroughly well
digested Bill, and if it is shown to be in
the interests of the State this House ' I
am sure. will he very pleased to carry' it
through. Certainly 1 'wilt do my hest in
this direction, although, of course, I re-
serve the right to criticise the Bill. In the
House of Commons, 1 understand, instead
of turning out Bills as we do, by tens aud
twenties every session, they arc quite con-
tent to get two or three Bills through in
one session. Bills are brought down there
session after session, with the result that
they are thoroughly well discussed. and
whatever passes may be accepted as being
in the hest interests of the peo pie. I
think, first of all, it is wrong to attempt
to make the Bill applicable to the whole
of the State. In the South-West portion
of the State there are several areas well
suited for irrigation, and for that reason
I think it would be wise if we mde a
start by declaring one or more districts
down there. If it is fonnd to be a success,
and if people are willing to hare these
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works cardied out by the Government,
then the system could be beneficially ex-
tended. It would do no harm to make
a beginning with the Harvey district by
declaring a certain area down there, and
subsequently extending the system. Be-
fore ally works are carried out I think
the majority of the owners of land in
the proposed area should be entitled to
a vote, should have a voice in the election
of the board, Of course it will be neces-
sary for the Government to be repre-
sented on that board by a nominee of the
Minister, and, say, two experts connected
with the department, so that the board
may have the advantage of their expert
knowledge. JI think that land should be
taken away from the owners only for the
purpose of carrying out works. I am
opposed to the taking of land compul-
sorily for the purpose of closer settle-
ment, because in all the areas that may be
affected there are no very large land
owners. In the case of any land taken
for the purpose of carrying out works,
compensation should be paid for the land
so taken. Also, I think it would be well,
in fact imperative, that a maximum
rate be fixed in the Hill. We do not
know what these works are to cost, or
what it will cost per acre to the land-
owners. If I were an owner affected f
certainly would expect my representatives
in the Legislative Council to insist that a
maximum be included in the Bill. I am
informed credibly that in Victoria, which
has been so frequently quoted to us, in
some of the irrigation districts the rate
has gone uip as high as 4s. 8d. in the
pound. That seems to be an excessive
rate to pay. It is not surprising that
we hear in many eases that land is not
being used to thie fullest extent.

Hon. W. Patrick :And that is after
writing- off three millions.

Honi. C. SOUTMERS: I did not know
that. but 4s. 8d. is stifficiently startling
to me. and no doubt, if it were known,
it would be sufficiently startling to the
land owners concerned. We know well
that 'ye hare here gentlemen who are.
full of enthusiasnm for irrigation, and
we can see thle results of this enthus-
iasm even on the Brunswick State farm.

But we have never seen a balance sheet
showving what is the cost of these
works. We know that lucerne and clover
grow to perfection there, but we do not
know at what cost, and, after all, it is
no tine producing, say, butter at 2s. 6d.
per pound, when you can buy it else-
where at is. 3d. We want to know that
the scheme will enable us to produce and
at the same time compete with other
parts of Australia. We know that ex-
perts make mistakes. We have only to
look at the sewerage system, in which
undoubtedly some big mistakes have
been made. They, in their enthusiasm,
insist upon all sorts of alterations being
effected. I know one institution in the
City which has been sewered for some
years. It has its own septic tank, and
this has been working perfectly. I know
also that the mnain sewer passes within
a few feet of this particular septic
tank. Notwithstanding that, this in-
stitution has been put to the expense
of £600 for connecting- up with this
sewer. The fittings, which have been
working satisfactorily for years, have
been to a great extent discarded, and the
owvners put to this unnecessary ex-
pense. The department say, ''We want
a uniform system.'' Of course £600 is
nothing to these gentlemen, but it is a
g-reat deal to the owner, and I hold that
nobody should be liable to be put to this
excessive cost. Coming down to the free
area which is to he irrigated, we find it
has been extended from three acres to
five acres. But a nan can only have the
use of that five acres provided the gar-
den is to be used in connection with the
dwelling. If a five-acre plot is irrigated
and used to its fallest extent there is no
ordinary dwelling, or ordinary occupier
of an ordinary dwelling, who could use
the produce from that area. What is to
become of' the surplus ? Some might
sa' ''If you hare an excess, feed it to
the pi-s.'' But one would not be able
to sell the pigs, because that would im-
mediately be a commercial proposition.
If one had more peas than were re-
quired, and they dried and were fed to
the pigs. he could not sell the pigs with-

out inaking a comncereial proposition of
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the garden. To my mind, the more a
man can g-row the better for the com-
munity and for himself, and T for one,
when in Committee will endeavour as
far as possible to see that the restriction
is removed altogether. It is very inter-
-esting to read some of the declarations
made in this pamphlet by Mr. Oldham
and 'Mr. Moody. I liad thlat on page 11
reference is mnade to the success of ir-
rigation in a number of orchards and
notably in one that T know amyself very
well, namely, Mr. Fawcett 's at Pinjarra.
The reference is as follows:-

At Pinjarra 19 orange trees at 'Mr.
Pawcett's, nearly 30 feet high, and 63
years of age, have returned as much
as C300 in one season.

I believe that is perfectly true. but I do
not think these trees 'are irrigated.
When I was there some time ago they
were not. These trees are situated on an
alluvia bank close to the Murray River,
and no doubt the great age of these
trees has enabled them to get down to
the moisture and produce the wonderful
results qlioted. There are numbers of
examples of frees grown in that way.
Tfhey are watered. perhaps, for one or
two seasons until thoroughlv established,
and then by good cultivation of these-
choice spots we are able to get these
,excellent results. Again, in this pamph-
let reference is made to 'Mr. Butcher's
53 trees at Kelmscott, trees which are 23
years old and arc carrying from 30 to
50 caises per tree. That is another in-
stance of trees grownvi on an alluvial flat.
But that is not a scheme such as is sug-
gested by the Hill. It is a ease of good
soil and a picked spot. and has nothing
to do with irrigation as contemplated in
the Bill. just a little higher on the page
reference is made to an orchard owned
by Mr. Watts. of NYorthani. These re-
ferences are misleadline. Surely it is
not intended to hare us believe that that
orchard is the result of irrigation. The
trees lire a great credit to the owner,
but these citrus fruits have been watered
from the Goolgardie scheme, perhaps
once or twice during the summer, for the
first one or two years of their existence
until they became established, and after-

wards they are able to get on without
irrigation at all. Really all these in-
stances are somewbat misleading to the
reader because one would think that all

I these achievements had been brought
about by creating large reservoirs and
laying on water which was used in con-
siderable quantities at frequnt inter-
vals, whereas in point of f act that is not
so at all. No one is more anxious than I
am to see good, well-considered legis-
lation enacted by this House and I shall
assist the Government in every way
possible to secure a measure which I
hope -will be of benefit to the producers
and fair to the owners in every respect.
Hon. V.. HAMERSLEY (East) : I do

not desire to detain the House at any
very great length on this important Bill.
I realise, as I said last session, that to
make any attempt to conserve the vast
quantities of water which wve frequently
see going to waste would be of the utmost
benefit to this State, but on that occasion
I certainly asked that we should be given
figures and estimates so that we would
know something of the prohable cost that,
the Government will be likely to enter
11pon iii cinineetioi with nil; semies of
irrigation which they undertake. T he
Bill laid before us Inst year and the ex-
planations which were given did not pro-
vide that information, and there wvas a
danger that the State might embark upon
somne undertakings which would he g-reat-
er than our small population would be
able to shoulder. The burden would he
altogether too great, and the more I have
looked into the matter during the inter-
vening period the mnore convinced I am
that there is uinder this Bill still a very
great danger of that occurring unless fuir-
ther safeguards than are contained in this
measure are provided. Attention has been
directed from time to time to the lavish
expenditure on various public works and
to there being an unlimjted expenditure
over which the people seem to have very
little control, and when we bear in mind
that we passed through this Rouse a6
measure to enable certain taxation to be
imposed upon the people in our dry' areas
in connection with their water scheme. and
that we gave the benefit of the doubt on
each occasion, and having since seen that
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these people are taxed almost out of ex-
istence, it seems to me unreasonable to
expect us to take any of these measures
on chance in connection with the working
out of schemes which we know wl fie
beneficial to the country if they are only
carried out on economical lines. I cer-
tainly feel that we must allow the people
in a locality where irrigation is likely to
be put in hand a deciding voice, after
having all the facts and figures relating
to the east placed before them, as to
whether they are prepared to accept the
scheme, knowing before operations are
conumenced what their charges and rates
are likely to be. It is unreasonable to
foist a scheme upon any district or com-
munity at the whim and pleasure of a
Minister and his officials, without the peo-
ple concerned having any choice as to
whether it shall he carried out, or any
say in the matter at all. After huge ex-
penditure has been incurred these are the
people who will be taxed to make the
scheme a payable proposition. I am re-
minded of the settlers on our outback
areas and their water scheme.-. Unless
safeguards are provided the people in
these irrigation areas will find the rates
so heavy that it will be impossible for
themi to carry- on. When the previous
mneasure wvas before this House, 1, in the
absence of any' facts of this description,
looked around for something which would
give me a clue to the probable cost of irni-
gation in some of these localities, and I
believe I have been quoted as having given
somec erratic figures when I said it seemed
that many of these people would he
eharged £5 or £5 10s. an acr 'e for the irri-
gation of their lands. Yet I understand
that the people in some of the other States
are being rated on the value of their lands,
as haps been stated by the Hon. Mr. Som-
mers. at 4s. R.d, in the pound. It is fre-
quently announced that these irrigable
lands are worth £20 and £30 an acre.
These would, no doubt, be the values; which
would be put on a great deal of the land
irrigated, and I think the figures I
quoted last session therefore . pan out
somewhere near the mark. As regards
one instance I quoted in the event of 'Mun-
daring- Weir or a similar system being
uszed. my calculations were based on the

cost of the scheme, and in that way I
arrived at the probable cost per acre to
the individuals who would be affected. If
the east is likely to be any-where near
those figures I am afraid it will be many
years before we will be able to put irri-
gation. on a satisfactory basis in this
State. In Victoria, I believe, there has
been an enormous waste of public money
in connection with irrigation works, and
the same applies to New South Wales,
and Western Australia has no funds avail-
able to waste in a similar direction. There-
fore it is most necessary that any irriga-
tion of this kind should undoubtedly be
put to the vote of the pecople directly
concerned in the various centres or irri-
gation districts. The question should first
be referred to them on a vote, as was sug-
gested by the select committee wvhiehiin-
quired into the matter last session. If the,
Minister is prepared to accept an altera-
tion in this direction I shall be only too
pleased to support some measure of this
nature, because I firmly believe in the.
good which will accruei from irrigation,
hut I do ]lot wish to sulpport anything
which is likely to injure and further irri-
tate the lpeople who have settled on these-
arleas. With regard to irrigation from
artesian bores, I think we would be wise
to leave artesian bores alone. I fail to
see that any goodl can comec from thie
Government taking control of artesiiin
bores throughout the North and North-
Western areas of the State. I believe
that the water from most of the bores, in
fact from nearly the whole of them, is
unsuitable for irrigation, and T certainly
cannot see that the settlement of thee-
vast areas under pastoral conditions is
likely to be benefited in any way by a
furthier influx of officialdom. The less
irritating the manner in which we allow
the settlers to carry out the development
of that country, the more speedy will be
its development. Tn the other States
which are frequently quoted and where
it has been said the Governments have con-
trol of artesian bures, I understand that
the squatters are % try anxious to have
several of the Acts on the statute-book re-
pealed. They find that there is an un-
reasonable delay when they lput in an
application for new artesian bores, and
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there have been several prosecutions. In
one instance where the people had put
down an artesian bore on a site which was
not suitable to the official who was sent
along, a prosecution ensued, and] a nomi-
nal fine was imposed, but the law charges
were something considerable, and the
people concerned had the satisfaction of
being allowed to pay to the tune of Z5
per day until they closed down or removed
the bore. People who are subject to such
irritations of officialdom are not likely to
encourage others to go into their areas
and spend their money to water those
areas and develop them in the way we
hope to see our north-western country de-
veloped. We know that various viewvs are
held on the question of the likelihood of
our artesian bores diminishingr in their
flow on account of there beingtoo many
bores, but until we have very much more
certain proof that the flow from one bore
interferes with the flow from another, I
do not see why we should restrict them
from being put down ini any locality. So
far as I can understand there is no evi-
dence as yet which. goes to prove that
there are too many bores in Australia,
and I am quite satisfied that Western
Australia can do with a great many more,
and that private enterprise, if left alone,
will be the means of opening up many
more bores and the settlement of a great
deal more country than if we hand this
matter over to the control of the Govern-
ment. I hope that this question of
the control of the bores will be
struck out of the Bill altogether.
I can assure the Mlinister that I know a
great deal of good will come from irriga-
tion. I am not hostile to the measure, but
it does appear that wve are always ready
to get away from what we have looked
upon as democracy or a democratic form
of control, and place ourselves under a
Czar. It seems to me that is the tendency
which exists at the present time. We have
aliinister for Works who says "I am quite
prepared to consult the people and would
be very glad to listen to their views. They
can ta~ke a vote on various questions, bn't
I will not alter my mind; I will still go
on and do what I wish in connection with
these irrigation problems." That is the

danger which, under this Hill, seems to
me to be threatening those people living
in the areas where irrigation is likely to
take place. I think if people are allowed
a voice on this question of irrigation some
good will result. We passed a Rabbit
Fencing Act, whereby any number of set-
tlers who wished to fence against rabbits
could combine and arrange with the Gov-
ernment a scheme entirely of their own.
They could link up together and tax them-
selves and appoint their own boards. It,
seems to me that we can arrive at some-
thing of that kind in connection with the
measure for irrigation. If we can evolve
something of that nature, I shall be only
too pleased to support the oQ'ther members
of the House in that direction. I am
certainly against the Hill in its present
form, and I think that on the lines recom-
mended by the Select Committee which sat
last session we can frame a very good
measure. I hope that the Minister will ac-
cept the proposals and the alterations which
we may suggest, not in any hostile spirit.
and I can assure the House that, so far as
1am concerned, those alterations will not be
suggested with the object of killing the
Bill as sug~gested by 'Mr. Kirwan yester-
day. I have no intention of voting on the
various clauses of this Bill with the idea
of destroying the measure. I would regret
if the measure was not passed this session.
At the same time, I am not going to vote
for a Bill like this, which will asolutely
interfere with rights which have been
purchased at a high price by many indi-
viduals, and I am not going to be a party
to passing clauses which will allow No

much to he taken on trust, especially as
we have found that a distinct advantage
has been taken of such legislation in the
past, and a great deal of irritation and
trouble caused in the back areas. The peo-
ple in those areas do not want to take
chances or have surprises sprung upon
them, especially' when wve realise the num-
ber who are denied access to markets and
who should have been provided with facili-
ties, but we know that there is a shortage
of money with which to carry out the
many, works in the interior, and it seems
to me unnecessary to rush on this matter
of irrigation wheni we realise that there is
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g rave danger of money being squandered,
money which we most certainly require for
many works which are denied to the set-
tlers to-day. 1 have pleasure in support-
ing the second reading of the Bill 'with the
reservations to which I have referred in
regard to the various clauses.

Hon. .A. SANDJERSON (Metropolitan-
Suburban) : Delighted as I amn to be back
in my' seat in the House, and anxtious
as I am to take part in the work we are
sent here to do, I should not have pre-
sinned to intervene, stepping straight of!
ihe ship, if my name had not been men-
tioned in thle course of the debate yes-
terday. It was certainly a very pleasant
'welcome to receive at Fremantle. .I re-
gret that my' friend. M.Nr. Kirwan. is not
here this afternoon. Certainly to step
off the ship after a free and lazy life of
four or five weeks and to be plunged into
this highly technical an~d contentious mat-
ter. is not what I would have wished. I
think I can make myself clear this after-
noon, and I promise to be very brief.
Of course I cannot contend to have picketd
up in the few hours I have been here, all
the details surrounding the measure
which is before members- but I under-
stand this is the second reading debate on
the Irrigation Bill. I support it.' It is
always difficult to clearly follow criti-
cisms that are made unless one is present,
lbnt apparently, from the reports. I have
been accused of having blocked the Bill
last session. I have looked at one or two
passages from my remarks of last 'year
and this is wvhat I have found: "Surely
it was not reasonable to rush the measure
th-rough." I would ask hon. members to
note that that remark was made on the
11th December. T went on to say-

I have had letters of inquiry from
dozens of settlers in the lbjlls who were
thoroughly frightened. Members have
not had an opportunity to read the
evidence and If will vote every time to
block- the Bill, because it is an in-
tensely important measure. If the Bill
is delayed for 12 months no injury will
be done.

I think I am prepared to stand to that
now. I eam glad that the Bill was blocked.
I certainly have had the opportnnity,

which I did not have previouisly, of look-
ing through the evidence taken by the
selee~t committee and it is the most valu-
able information we have got. I do not
propose to go into any of the details, he-
cause we can deal with them in Com-
mittee. I do not believe there is any hon.
member in this House who has done more
in a small way, or who is more keenly
appreciative of what can he done, and
has been done in the district in which he
lives. than myself. To say that I amn op-
posed to irrigation in this country is quite
grotesque. I am a strong supporter of
irrigation and I have been trying foar
many years past to devise an irrigation
scheme on my own place on 'a small scale,
so that if a charge is made that I am
opposed to irrigation, well, it is almost
unnecessary, for me to answer it. If. on
the other band. i am asked to commit
myself to a Bill without looking through
it, or considering its details, of course
I shall oppose it. I was strongly opposed
to it last session on account of the period
it was introduced. I understand that the
Government have taken into considera-
tion, and have adopted in part, the sug-
gestion of tba select committee. I cer-
tainly congratulate them oa that. I pro-
iised not to detain members and I thank
them for their indulgence. I am a strong
supporter of irrigation all the time, but
I reserve to myself of course, the right in
Committee, as I suppose every bon. mem-
ber has the privilege of doing, to con-
sider it clause by clause.

On nmotion by Hon. T. H. Wilding de-
bate adjourned.

BILLS (2) FIRST READING.

1. Traffic.
2, Legal Practitioners Act Amendment

(Mr. Mloss in charge).
Received from. the Legislative As-

sembly.

11ouse ardjourned at 5.57 p.

1220


