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The PRESIDENT took the Chair at
4.30 p.n., and read prayers.

PAPERS PRESENTED.

By the Colonial Secretary: 1, Depart-
ment of Agriculture and Industries— An-
nual report for year ended 30th June,
1912, 2, Public Serviee List, 1912, 3,
Department of Agriculture and Industries
—Profit and loss account of retail meat
store and sales of the shipment of abor-
igines’ station cattle,

QUESTION — OBSERVATORY RE-
SERVE.

Heon, J. . CONNOLLY asked the Col-
onial Secretary: Is it the intention of the
Government to grant to the Federal Gov-
ernment any portion of the Observatory
reserve for the purpose of erecting offices
for their Meteorological Department?

The COLONTAL SECRETARY re-
plied: A request to this effect has been
received from the Federal authorities and
is now under consideration.

MOTION — FEDERATION
STATE INDUSTRIES.
Hon. J. P. CTLLEN (South-East) :
beg to move—

That in the apinion of this House the
industries of this Stale are being seri-
ously and wunnecessarily handicapped
under the Federal compact, and that the
need for remedy 1s urgent.

I wonld like te premise my remarks by
an apology to tbe House for asking their
attention to so very large a question at so
late an hour in the session, but inasmuch
as T intend my remarks to bear on an
event that will oceur before the House
meets again, that is, the submission of the

AND
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referenda by the Federal Government, I
had no choice but to submit the motion at
the present time. Members will under-
stand that if my speech seems a meagre
treatment of so big a question, I have
made it so with a view to economise time.
The Federal Government are once more
foreing throngh the Legislature a peculiar
vemedy for restrain of trade. They say
that the Commonwealth is threatened by
combines whieb are laying the foundations
of dangerous monopolies, and they ask the
States to hand over to them the control of
domesiie irade as well as the control of
interstate and overseas commerce. 1f the
States by any accident of folly consent to
the request, the Federal Governinent will
bring in an beroie remedy. What is that
remedy? They will displace the monopo-
lies by a monster Government monopoly,
to be run by men of the genius and ealibre
of King O’Malley-cum-Chinn.

Han. J. Cornell: Do not be personal.

Hon, J. F. CULLEN; I admit straight
away that Australia, in common with all
olher countries that have adopted a fiseal
system of high prolection, is in danger
from combines. I do not think anyhody
ean shut his eyes to that danger. I would
like the House just to notice what is hap-
pening in America in this connection. The
combine evil, or rather T should say, the
combine problem, is a very real diffienlty
over there. For a decade past (he leading
statesmen of America have been al close
grips with this evil. Roosevelt declared
open war against it in his first Presiden-
tial ecampaign, and when he got into office
he opened the war by legislation and liti-
gation and he fought herotcally indeed.
But for all the effect he might just as well
have amused himself in tiliing at wind-
mills, The dust he raizsed, the din and dis-
turbance he crealed, left things just as
thev were before. In fact, the net result
of Roosevelt and Taft’s joint and separate
action was the breaking of the Republican
party who have held power for so long in
America. At this juneture Dr. Woodrow
Wilson comes out of the cold of the oft-
defeated Democralic party. What does
he propose? No tilting at windmills: Dr,
Wilson says combines havg grown up
under the privilezes of high protection.
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The remedy is, lower the duties, let the
free air of international competition play
apon the combines and they will wither
away. In Australia of course the danger
is newer and much less developed, but the
remedy can be no other; the remedy must
be—lower the duties, let eompetition play
upon the combine and budding monopoly,
and the combine and the monopoly will
wither and die. The ideal of the high pro-
tectionist is a beauntiful one. He says,
under the shelter of high protective duties
the manufacturers will establish their in-
dustries, then when they establish them
they will give the public the benefit of ihe
economies and savings they have heen able
to effect hecause they have had a peaceful
and non-competitive condition for their
industries. The tronble is that the beanti-
ful ideal is vever realised. Fuman nature
is just the same in the manufacturer as in
the rest of ns. Human nature takes all it
can get. If a generous couniry pnts on
20 per cent. duty, the manufacturer will
raise his prices by at least 20 per cent.,
usually a little more. If a generous coun-
try gives 40 per cent., the manufacturer
will raise his prices by 40 per cent. That
is the real as apainst the ideal. 1 admit
that there are great advantages in the
system of high protection to the few. In
Ausiralia the few represent perhaps 5 to
10 per cent., perhaps not more than & per
cent, of the whole population. Tven in
America where the system has worked its
fullest work lhere are not more than 12
to 15 per eent. of the whole population
benefiting by high proteetion.

Fon. J. Cornell: What percentage bene-
fits in Great Britain under free-trade?

Hon. .J, F. CULLEN: T admit, on the
other hand, there are certain disadvantages
under free-frade, incidental disadvantages,
slight discounts from the overwhelming
advantages of free-trade. These little dis-
advantages come chicfly in this way, that
for a time the competition from older and
more developed couniries as a result of
their age and cheaper living eonditions. is
hard upon the young industries in a young
country. But that is a mere incidental
disadvantage that enly affects the few
and not the great body of the people.
Lookinr at the econditinn of our
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own country and especially of our
own State, what is the position
to-day ? The great bulk of our

people are primary producers—agricultur-
ists or miners. The people who wonld be
benefited by high protection are not more
than perhaps 5 per cent. of the whole
population. To help this 5 per eent. all
the rest of the people pay for the main
requirements of their everyday life and
work from 10 to 45 per cent. more than
they onght. The miners, the agrieultur-
ists. the pastoralists on their main imple-
menis and tools of trade, on a great deal
thev eat, and on nearly everything they
wear, pay from 10 to 45 per cent. more
than they ought to have to pay.

Hon. T. H. Wilding: One huandred per
eent. on machiery.

Hon. J. ¥. CULLEN : How can the

country stand it ? But Western
Austrabia is in  a peculiar posi-
tion.  Western  Australia  soffers

not only from the grave disadvant-
tages of high protection, but on the
ofher hand from the incidental disadvan-
tages of free trade. The position of
Western Australia is this: as T have said,
on the main requirements of her primary
producers there are the surcharges of
from 10 to 45 per cent., but if Weslern
Australia wants to start industiies of her
own she has on the other hand the com-
petition of her free-trade neighbours. If
Western Australia wants to begin her in-
dustries she is liable to be swamped in
every line under the interstate free-trade
prevailing throughout the Common-
wealth. The oldest established man-
ufactures of the Eastern Staies
can ¢ome in and swamp us In
any line in which we ftry to start
a manufacture, so that Western Australia
is erushed between what T may eall the
upper millstone of high protection and the
nether millstone of interstate competi-
tion. T would like hon. members to look a
litile more closely into the actual position
of the case. Buyers go to our farmers
in the back eountry and offer them 2s.
10d. a boshel for their wheat. I submit
that nnder the handicap of inflated prices
for machinery and other implements of
trade. and their elothing and itenis of
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food, no farmer can grow wheat and sell
it at 2s. 20d. a bushel. It will not pay
him. Take the mining fields. I would
like to believe that the mining fields have
a fair chance to-day of doing well, but the
miners—-and when I say the miners, T do
not only mean the men who are handling
mining tools, but everyone interested in
the fields—the miners under these enor-
mous handicaps find to-day ihat perhaps
not one-tenth of their propositions are
paying, and when we remember that these
are the two great foundations of our
strength and progress in Western Aus-
tralia, Lsay the positionis grave and seri-
ons. The Federal Government say, ‘*We
are coming with a remedy for you in
Western Ausiralia, and in all the
States. Hand over to us a little
more power than wvou have given
us and we will kill all the com-
bines and monopolies that are troubling
you by developing a monster Government
monopoly to take its place.”’ I
say straight away that the cure
does not lie in swapping one com.
bine for another; the cure lies in
sweeping away all parasites that ave
‘living on the industries of the people,
and the simple way lo sweep them away
is by lowering the protective duties and
letting the free air of competition bring
all engaged in these parasitical businesses
to their senses. The remedy I urge
is the lowering of the protective dufies.
I am not unreasonable enough to dream
for a moment that these States are ready
with one great forward leap fo substituie
free-trade for high protection. My old
Stale, New Sonth Whales, was the only
free-trade forming the federation.

Hon. J. Cornell: She never was free-
trade.

Hon. J. ¥. CULLEN: New South
Wales which owed her prosperity, her
soundness, her permanent prosperity and
soundness, at the time of the fonnding of
Federation, to free-trade, willingly en-
fered info that Federation, even at the
cost of having to submit for a time to the
poliey of high protection; but her states-
men went into the Federation believing
that before many years were passed the
principles of free-trade would win their
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way throughout the whole Commonwealth.
I am not unreasonable enough to expect
any sudden jump to free-trade, but I do
say that the time has eome when all who
are inlerested in the welfare of ihese
States—and T appeal especiallv to the
peaple of the State of Western Aus-
tralia — that the time has ecome when

we should insist on taking not
the course the Federal Government
want us te take, but the simple
scientific  course that the demo-

erafs in Ameriea arve aboul to take, the

simple course of redneing the high
duties. When I annonnced my motion T

fully expected not only free-traders of
the State, but the moderate protection-
ists, would support it, and I am glad
to be able to say that T have not been
disappointed. But what is mueh more
oratifying to me is that I have had en-
couragement from some who heretofore
have pinned their faith to high protee-
tion, One of these came to me and
said, “*T admit straight away that free-
trade is an ideal system; if we could
have all-round free-trade, if other na-
tions would adopt if, it would be av ideal
system; but I do not believe in one-sided
free-trade. If T eannot have all-round
free-trade T must reserve to myself the
right to retaliate and exchange retal-
jation for reciprocation in negotiating
with the various countries.’”” Another
came and said, ‘T admit that free-trade
is the ideal system, but nof for a new
country lhke Australia. New coun-
tries muast nurse their infant indus-
tries until they are able to run alone.”’
I said to the second individual. “*Yon
surely must be aware, it is an his-
toric faet, that the older the protective
country grows the louder is the demand
for inereased protection.’”” That is a
fact. The infant that eries for protec-
tion will ery for it with a2 man’s voice
when it grows older. That is an historic
faet. T just want, in reply to these
two eharacteristic criticisms T have met
—far thev are characteristic of nearly
all the arguments against free-trade—
to read (wo or three short extracts.
Lord Aveburv in his lecture on free-

trade refers to Germany and America,
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and properly, as the most conspicuous
examples of high protection, and this is
his summing up of the position in Ger-
many, and T am sure hon. members who
have watched the progress of events in
Germany and the rrowing demands, es-
pecially of the socialistic leaders there
to-day. will admit that this is a fair
deseription.  lord Avebury savs—

Germany will inevitably find that
her complicated system of hounties,
and subsidies, and protection—help-
ing one trade at ihe expense of a sec-
ond, and then the second at the ex-
pense of the fivst, givine hounties to
manufacturers at the expense of agri-
enlturists, and protection to agrienl-
turists ab the expense of wmanufac-
turers. will lead her into more and
more intricate embarrassment.

As a matter of faet the other day, in
response to a demand from the social-
istie leaders the Government had to re-
lax its mosf lreasured restriction on
meat without wailing for legislative au-
thority. Regarding  America, Lord
Avebury says—

We hear a great deal abont the wron
and steel industries of the United
States—

These are claimed to be conspicuous sue-
cesses in the United States.

but Mr. Atkinson (the great Ameri-
ican economist) has ealeulated that
the result of the duties on jron and
steel in the United States was, that
in Len years, 1880-1890, the railway
companies, the ironfounders, machin-
ists, and other consumers of iron paid
For iron in excess of the prices paid
by their competitors in Europe in ten
yvears a sum grealer than the ecapital
valne of all the iron and steel works,
furnaces,
in 1890 in the country. This sum
stands for the cost of ‘protection’ to
iron and steel for ten years of largest
consumplion to that date.”’
The same thing applies to every other
industry in Ameriea that has grown up
under high proteection. The cost to the
people has been out of all relation to the
advantage to the few who run the pro-
teetive indusiries. Now as to the argu-
[143]

and rolling mills existing
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ment of the fair traders to the right to
retaliate, the fair traders say, ‘“We
would not mind if =all other nations
fell into line. We would go for free-trade
buf{ while they taxus we must tax them.’”
They say that, thinking it is the for-
eigner who pays the tax. No better au-
thority on this ean be cited than Mr,
Chamberlain himself, when he was in
his intellectual prime. and before he he-
gan to tan after will-o’-the-wisps.

Hon., J. Cornell :
tariff reformer.

Hon. J. F. CULLEN : Speaking of
the protective tariffi of Great Britain,
Mr. Chamberlain said—

Evervone of these ecountries puts a
duty on serews from abroad. We, as
vou are aware, were perfectly open.
Anyvone could send serews to us with-
out paying duty at all. Now, then,
whal was the resnlt 2 This was a case
of hardship. Aceording to the fair-
traders we ought (o have gone whin-
ing aboni the country asking for ‘“pro
tection’’ for this wretehed manufac-
ture of ours which was threatened
by foreign competition. Now what
was the effect 7 The eflect was this,
that at the time I am speaking of we
sent serews into every country in the
world, and no ecountry in theworld was
able to send screws liere. Who bene-
fited by it? We did, My frm received
a handsome income for years from
American manufacturers ‘‘protected’’
as Lhey were by the folly and stupid-
ity of protectionist legislation.

I could go on by the hour quoting from
authorities whom nobody here would ever
think of econtroverting, but that is not
my intention. In a few months’ time
the electors of this State will he called
upon to answer Six giestions, and the
whole six issues mean the weakening of
the State and the magnifying of the
Federation. The whole six run on this
fallacy that high protection must be kept
up, and hecause high protection means
evil combines—] mean combines for evil
purposes and monopolies on the part of
combines—beeause protection must work
that way, the Federal Government want
to have the remedying of the evil, and

Chamberlain is a
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the remedy would be a hundredfold more
disastrous tor Australia than the disease.
We should have a centralised syslem,
that would amount to pure despotism,
set up on the Eastern seaboard, and from
that cenire pretend 1o rule the people
of Western Australia, Here is an amus-
ing siluation: the very men who went
thousands of miles out of their way to
advoeate Home Rule for a distant coun-
iry want to take Home Rule from us in
Western Australia.

Hon, J. Cornell: They wanl to do
nothing of the sort.

Hon. J. F, CULLEN: I say it would
be a suicidal thing for the elcelors of
Western Australia to sny “Yes, we will
still groan under this system of high
proteciion, and we will look to a Govern-
ment away on the Eastern seaboard to
come in with their remedy and suhstitute
their monopoly for the risks rhat we now
have of private monopolies.’” 1 appeal
to the electors of Western Australia to
see to it when these questions come
along, and when the candidates come
with them asking for their support, that
their first care is freedom of enterprise
for the people of this State. I appeal
especially to the primary producers, the
ever increasing body of men on the land,
and the thousands of voters on the gold-
fields, not one of whom eould gain a
fartling’s advantage for their erushing
sacrifices to the fetish of high protection.

Hon. J. E. Dodd (Honorary Minister) :
Do not those evils exist under free trade?

Hon, J. F, CULLEN: Certainly not. T
appeal to these primary producers to
think of their position. Their wheat,
their gold, their wool, their timber, their
fruit, must all go to the London market
or theountzide markets of theworld where
the protectionist system eannot help
them. Even though we pay their 10 to
45 per cent. here we get no help what-
ever on our main industries. T appeal
to those great primary producers to pro-
tect their own interests in July next;
and T hold that it is not only a matter
for the individunal electors. The Paria-
ment and the Government of the day had
to approve of the Federal compact; they
led ns into the position we occupy. Now
I know that the “groper” remedy is to
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retrace our steps; they suy “Let us get
back to our old pesition of a separate
State, even though it was a highly pro-
tected position in the fiseal sense.”
Needless to =ay, that remedy is doubly
impracticable: there can be no retracing
of steps, and even if we did retrace them,
high protection would be very liftle hetter
under separation than it is under Federa-
tion.  The remedy lies in the hands of
the electors who, T say, should be helped
by Parliament and the Government of
the day in throwing the weight of their
influence on the side of freedom of
enterprise. 1 trust that the electors of
this eouniry will not commit the suicidal
act ot voting away their own freedom.
As a maiter of faet, the very existence of
the State is at issue, for if our status is
reduced to that of a munmieipality how
ean we any longer call ourselves a
sovereign State?

Hon. J. CORNELL (Soulh): T con-
gratulate the hon, member who has just
sat down on one thing, and lhal is the
introduction of a motion having for its
purpose the sounding of the trumpet on
the rveferendum proposals. The hon.
mentber’s remarks throughout eould be
construed in no other way. T regret to
say that at last T have defined Mr.
Cullen's position as a politician, and that
I ean come to no ofher conciusion than
that he has gone one better than any
other member of the “stinking fish” party
in Australian poliliecs.  The “stinking
{ish” politieian has said that nothing good
can come out of Western Australia and
it polities; the hon. member has gone
one belter by saying that nothing good
can come out of Australia and its
politics or out of Western Australia and
its polities. Tt is charaeteristic of the

“ben. member that whenever he speaks on

a molion in this Chamber its intention
miay be one thing. buf the member’s ob-
jeet is primarily an attack on the Labour
pariy. He conld not deal with this ques-
tion withont dealing with the persenal
element: that is characieristie always of
the hon. member. The party that oeenpy
the Treasurv hench in the Federal Par-
linment represent the expressed opinion
of the people, and as sach they are en-
titled to a certain amount of respeet.
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. The people of Australia have seen fit to
piaee in the National Parliament a
Labour majority in each House, and if
that majority does not express the
opinton of the people of Australia, it is
a reflection on the people, and the asper-
sions cast on the party by the hon, mem-
her are not only aspersiong on the mem-
bers of the Federal Ministry and their
supporters but on the people of Aus-
tralia generally. [ would advise the hon,
member, if he is not satisfied with Aus-
tralia and Western Australia, that Aus-
tralia would be much better off if he
left. Australia does nof require pessim-
ists; it reguires optimists—people who
will say a good word of Australia and of
its citizens,

Hon. M. L.
not personal.

Hon, W, Kingsmill :
ist ¥

Hon. J, CORNELL: I have told the
House what a “stinking fish” politieian is.
Mzr. Cullen has stated that there is a pro-
posal coming before the electors shortly;
we are well aware of that proposal com-
ing, but is it eoming in an underhand man-
ner? No, it is coming in a thoronghly
constitutional manner. The constitution
of Anmustralia provides that it can be
amended, how it can be amended, and by
whom it can be amended, and all the
party in power in the Federal Parlia-
ment are advocating is the amendimg of
the constitufion and the placing of con-
stitutional machinery at the disposal of
the people of Australia. The last word
remains with the people, not ‘he Parlia-
ment of Australia, and if the people say
that the constitntion should be amended,
let it be amended. Who will be the suf-
ferers if it turns ont as the hon. member
anticipates? Only the people of Aus-
tralia, The hon, member has quoted the
Ameriean Constitution_he has referred to
what Taft and Roosevelt tried Lo do, and
said that they obseured themselves in
dust in their endeavonr, My little know-
ledge of Ameriean polities is that Tafi
and Roosevelt did not obscure themselves
in dust, buat that the electors in Ameriea
did that for them. We have been told
about the great battles that Roosevelt and
Taft fought against the trusts in America,

Moss: T dare say that is

What is an oplim-
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and the hon. member said that the cause
of trusts in America was high protection.
But, are there not trusts in free-trade
England? The hon. member forgot to
say that there is no provision in the
American Constitution for the amendnent
of it, and of recent years, in coping with
these menopolies, the Supreme Court
judges have been endeavouring as a court
to amend the constitution by their inter-
pretation of it

Hon. M. L. Moss: You do not know
much about the Ameriean Constitution if
you say it cannot be amended,

Hon. J. CORNELL: 1 say there are
no provisions in the American Constitu-
tion whereby it ean be amended, and I
will stand eorrection by the hon. mem-
her.

Hon. A. Sanderson: You are wrong.

Hon, J, CORNELL: If you ean prove
to me that T am wrong I will withdraw
my remarks.

Hon. A. Sanderson:
to take the trouble.

Flon. M. L. Moss:
wrong.

Hon. J. CORNELL: Two hon. mem-
bers tell me I am wrong, and when I
say [ am willing to retvact if the hon.
members can refute my remarks, M.
Sanderson says that he is not going to
take the trouble. Now, when I say that
an hon. member is wrong I will do him
the courtesy of endeavouring to show him
where he is wrong.

I am not going

You are certainly

Hon. A. Sanderson: Go and look up
Bryce.
Hon. J. CORNELL: T have looked it

up. I say there is no provision in it for
amendment.

Hon. M., I.. Moss: It has been amended.

Hon. J. CORNELL: 1 will tell how it
has been amended. 1t has been amended
in certain directions by interpretation of
the Supreme Court of America, and it
is not added to the Constitution.

Hon. A. Sanderson: That is not so.

Hoen. J. CORNELL: Well, bring the
American Constitution and show it and
I will eat my words.

Hon. M. L. Moss: You are talking about
something you do not know.
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Hon. J. CORNELL: Many members
talk abont something they do not know.

Hon. S8ir E. H. Wittenoom:; We do not
wan{ to know aboul the American Consti-
tution, We want lo get on with the busi-
ness of the House.

Hon. J. CORNELYL: The hon. member
likes to Lave his sav, and I always allow
him to have Lis say, but when My, Cullen
gets up and makes sweeping assertions
and casts aspersious on the party with
which T am identified, which has a ma-
jorily of the people of Australia behind
it, it is up to members to say something
in favour of that party.

Hon. Sir E. H, Wittenoom: Se long
as you are able to.

Hon. J. CORNELL: If I was the great-
est genius God put breath into, I do not
think the hon. member would give me
even the benefit of the doubt that I was,
Mr. Cullen says tbat if the people of
Western Australin give the power asked
for at the referenda, it will be handed over
to geninses like King O’Malley-cum-
Chinn, I think the hon. member was
plaxing it prettly low. He could
have left it at “King O'Malley,”
without adding “cum-Chinn,” and it
vemains (o be seen whether Mr.
King O'Malley is going to run Aus-
tralia. I take it Mr. King Q'Malley oe-
cupies a position reposed in him by the
peeple of Australin, the same as the Colo-
nial Secretary oceupies his. His party
were returned to govern the country, and
they appointed Ministers, and Mr. King
O'Malley is ene of the King’s Ministers,
and, as such, is entitled to respect. The
only remedy Mr. Cullen brings forward
is the remedy of a lower tariff, He is
in agreement with Mr. Woodrow Wilson.
One of the functions of protection is to
protect industries and raise indusiries.
As far as free trade and profection are
eoncerned, I am a fiseal atheist; I think
neither is for the good of the working
man nor the people genervally. The hon.
member says, “Lower the tarift.”” The re-
venue raised by protection in Awvstralia
i= not much greater than is neeessary for
fhe earrying on of the government of Aus-
tralia, and T ask Mr, Cullen—T believe he
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has free-trade tendencies—if, in his ap-
peal to the rural members, he is prepared
to aceept the doctrine of Henry George.

Hon. J. E, Dodd {Houorary Minister) :
That is right; nail the hon. member down.

Hon. J. CORNELL: If we reduce our
revenue we must be protectionists and ex-
clude all we can produce, and allow what
we cannot produce to come in free; or we
must  be revenue-tariffers—and that is
what T think the hon. member is—raising
the whole of the revenue from the tariff,
or we must be absolute free-traders.
I ask bon. members if the Parliament of
Australia are prepared to lower the tariff,
to bring it down to a revenue tariff, and
allow these agrienliural machines and all
these things to come in, wonld (he hon,
member advoceate an inereased land tax
to cover up the reduection in revenue?

Hon, J. F. Cullen: There would not
necessarily he a reduction in revenue at
all, :

Hon. J. CORNELL; Noj; Lhe hon. mem-
ber is a revenue-tariffer; he would iax the
poor man; he would tax tea, T presume;
lie would raise revenue on colton goods
which are exempt under the Federal taviff,
The hon. member gave a quotation from
the Hon. Joseph Chamberlain, the father
or founder of traiff reform in Great
Britain. If Chamberlain had had his way,
there would be higher duties prevailing in
Great Britain to-day, but he did not have
his way and the Tariff Reformers in Great
Britain do nol oecupy the Treasury
benches, Mr, Cullen has made reference
to Germany and America. I have read
statistics to prove that Germany is doing
one thing Lhat neither America with its
high turiff, nor Great Britain with its low
tariff is doing, and that is that, side by
side with increasing the intelligence of the
people, Germany is improving the phy-
sique of the people. Mr. Cullen’s argu-
ments can be summed up by making a
parallel between the lowest tariff of anv
nation of Wurope and that of America.
What do we find prevailing in the two
communities? Poverty and unemploy-
ment are jnst as rampant in Great Britain
as in Ameriea; millions in Great Britain
are on the verge of starvation. We find a
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little bit of logie heing introduced into
Great Britain to-day by Lloyd George,
who is a different stamp of Liberal from
the TLiberals we know in Australia. Mr.
Lloxyd George is not dealing with the tariff
of Greal Britain, hut le is now making
a burning question of the land guestion
in Great Britain and the tax on the un-
earned incvement on land. That is the
type of Liberal in Great Britain. T hold
that Lloyd George is tackling the qnestion
as it should be tackled. He does not be-
lieve 11 a low tariff; he does not believe
in a high tariff; he is a freetrader, a
greater freetrader than My, Cullen, and he
helieves in taxing the unearned inerement
of land. The panacea brought forward
by Mr. Cullen is the same as that of Mr.
Woodrow Wilson, to lower the duties and
leave the land alone. If the Lon. member
is reasonable, he will advocate free trade
and land reform, and not a revenue tariff
that he says is good for the people of
Australia.  Mr. Cullen has said that hu-
man nature has never changed. T do not
think my kind of human nature is the
human nature of any hon. member of the
Chamber, and to hear Mr. Cullen say that
humar nature has never echanged, one
would be led to believe that the whole:of
the individuals of the human family are
identieal, whereas the tastes and in-
clinations of the human family are
as diverse as any other analogy we could
make. Many characteristics in  human
nature are acquired, and I congratulate
Mr. Cnilen on the characteristic he has ac-
quired, that is to say—DMr. Dodd says it is
verbosity, but T do not say that, because
hon. members might accuse me of it; but
T will say that during my conneefion with
this Chamber Mr. Cullen has acquired one
or two charaeteristics.

-The PRESIDENT: T think the hon.
member had better speak to the motion;
there is only five minutes more to speak
to if.

Hon. J. CORNELL: In conclusion, I
hope that, as time goes on, Mr, Cnllen will
sequire something good concerning Aus-
tralin. and Western Australia.

On motion by Hon, J. W, Kirwan, de-
bate adjourned.
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BILL~—JETTIES REGULATION ACT
AMENDMENT.

Returned from the Legislative Assem-
bly without ammendment.

BILI—WATER SUPPLY, SEWER-
AGE, AND DRAINAGE.

Rereived from the Legislative Assem-
bly and read a first time.

BILL—NORSEMAN-ESPERANCE
RAILWAY.

Second Reading—Bill rejecied,
Debate resumed from the previous day.

Hon, T. G. GAWLER (Metropolitan-
Suburban) : T de not propose to detain
hon. members long on this subject, I
can say at the outset that I have en-
deavoured to approaeh it in a perfectly
unbiassed way. 1 have endeavoured to
obtain all the possible facts, and I lis-
tened very carefully to the speech of the
Minister introdueing the Bill, but for
reasons I shall seek to give I eanuot
see my way, I regret to say, to support
it any more than I could last session. T
do not profess to be an expert in a great
many of the matters in which this
Bill is wrapped up, matters of expedi-
eney, or agticulture, or railway engin-
eering, or anything of that sort, but I
endeavoured to bring to bear on the
consideration of this Bill what T hope
is a common sense business view: aund
possibly that will be the case with a
great many of us who do not pose as ex-
perts. I have also endeavoured to fol-
low the advice of the Minister and ap-
proach the question from the national
rather than the parochial standpoint.
For the rcason that [ wish to approach
it from the national standpoint I have
endeavoured fo find out what the State
advisers think of fhe proposition, as
shown in their report of last vear. After
all, to those of us who do not under-
stand Lhe technicalities eontained in a
Bill like this, it is ahsolutely necessary
to find out what others who are respon-
sible for advising the State in matters
of Lhis kind, think about it, Our ad-
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visers, the Advisory Board, or at any
rate two of them, a majority, would
then oniy go so far as to recommend
a railway to be Luilt G0 miles inland
from Esperance. The minority, consisi-
ing of Ar. Paterson, the manager of the
Agricultural Bank, only went so far as to
say that he advised that further tests
of the land should be made with & view
to seeing whether the building of the
railway was justified. T understand
from the Minister that further tests have
been made, but by ethers who, although
advisers in a sense, were not responsible
advisers. I for one would have imagined
that after the report of the Advisory
Board the rvesult of those tests, when
made, would have been placed before that
board, and that the board would have
heen asked for further adviee, more es-
pecially Mr. Paterson. But the Advis-
ary Board, so far as I can gather, have
not heen asked to make a further report.
So far as I know, the results of these
tests ltave not been placed before them.
1f this is so, I say T have not before me
the opinion of the advisers of the State
on this Bill. There is a signifieant omis-
sion from the Bill, or, rather, from the
speech made by the Minister in moving
the second reading. During that speech
I endeavonred to draw the Minister's at-
tention to the omission, bul without
avail, and it was not until the close of
the speeeh that Mr. Cullen was able to
secnre the Minister’s attention on the
same point. Mr. Cullen then asked the
Minister what I had endeavoured to ask
him, namely, as to what were the esti-
mated receipts of the underlaking. TIf
that is not of the most vital importance
tu the House when considering a mea-
sure like this T eannot conceive whal
would be. The manager of an ordinary
business house who placed hefore his
directors a scheme involving the expen-
ditnre of a large amount of money and
a good deal of risk, without showing on
the other side of the sitatement what he
expected Lo get out of the transaction,
wonld be shown the door immediately;
and T do not wonder at it. Tn reply
to that interjeetion by Mr. Cullen, the
Minister said he could not tell us what
the estimated receipts were, but that

[COUNCIL.]

the railway was expeeted to earry 500
tons a week. We do not know whether that
300 tons will be 500 tons of wheat, of

passengers, or of imported goods.
T.he re are but 50 setflers in fthe
district, and even allowing for the

possible trade between Esperance and
the goldfields, T for one cannot see where
500 tons a week is going to come in,
Nor were we told whether that 500 tons
a week would be sufficient to pay work-
ing expenses, interest and sinking fund
on this enormous transaction. We are
letl entirely in the dark. I suppose we
shall be assured that a large proportion
of this 500 tens would represent traffic
between ILsperance and the goldfields,
whieh means, more directly stated,
tralfic between the goldfields and South
Australia.  That has been urged in many
quarters as a reason why we should hesi-
tale to spend money ob the Fsperance
harbour. T am npot going to say that we
sliould not spend money on that harbour
il the requirements of the State justify
it: but there is another consideration
whieh we are justified in lecking at, and
that iz this: Are we, without grave con-
sideration, going to build a harbour to
enable one part of the State to detach
its trade altogether from this part, and
deal entirely with another State? That
seems 1o me to be a question which we
can reasonably ask ourselves, because
(hat would nol be to the benefit of the
Slate, but werely lo that partieular por-
tion of the State which might think it
was gelling its frade on more advanta-
weous lerms from another State. TIn
answer to Ihat it has been said that there
is no chance whatever of the trade going
to South Australia. Tn this respeet I
wonld like hon. members to lLear the
views of an Adelaide paper published
on 16th Mareh last. That paper econ-
tnins the following:—

The building of a railway line be-
tween Esperance and Norseman would
he a great benefit to South Australia
from a commercial point of view. for
the reason that it would bring Adelaide
within B36 miles of the goldfields. Tf
Fsperance and Narseman were con-
nected by rail, steamers eould discharge
their passengers and cargo there, and
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the train could earry both direct to the

goldfields.
That is what one newspaper al any rate
in South Australia thinks of the possibili-
ties to South Australia to arise from the
building of this line. I mention that by
way of answer to those who say there is
no chance of the trade going to Sonth Aus-
tralia. Another peint is the question of
the amount of money to be spent on the
Esperance harbour, in order, of course,
to fully perfeet this scheme of railway
coustruclion.  With the short glance [
have heen able to give to Mr. Middlefon's
report that geutleman said—

Of cowse bound up with sueh a
scheme as this railway is the necessity
of (he improvement of Esperance as a
harbour.

He is quite right, too, in that respect.
Who Mr. Middleton is, and what qualifica-
tions he has, I did not fully gather from
the Minister, but I think I gathered this
much, that My, Middleton has had some
experience on the Fremantle harbour
works., Otherwise his qualifications did
not seem to me to be very great. At any
rate he is not a responsible adviser of
the State on a question like this, and
surely here, again, where the expenditure
of a large amount of money is involved,
the Government should be able to show
the House what their responsible officers
say as to the money to be spent on the
Tisperance harhour. Mr, Middleton sub-
mits two sehemes, one of whieh is to cost
£44,000 and the other £35,000. But M,
Middleton goes on and makes rather a
signifieant veservation in that report, He
savs—

The quay would be approachable hy
vessels in ordinary weather, day or
night, without the construction of a
breakwater, but when the trade of the
port warrants the necessity for a safe
herth, approachable at all times. and
in any weather. it will he necessary to
throw out a projecting breakwater.

Tn the frat scheme this is to ecost £34,000
more, and in the second scheme £51,000
more. Survely the Government would not
ask us to sanetion a scheme at Esperance
which would not give a safe berth m all
wentlhers. That would not he making of
Esperance a port sufficient to deal with
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nll the anticipated traftic of (his railway
in any ecircumstances. That is a point
which 1 think the Minister should have
informed us upon, because it makes a
difference of £51,000.

The Colonial Secretary:
waler will inean £34,000.

Hou. D. G. GAWLER: In lhe one
case, yes, but in the second it is £31,000.
Apain, [ cannot gather wheiher My, .
Middleton expects sailing ships to go to
the port. 1le seemed only lo antieipate
that steaimers would go lhere. Surely
provision should be wmade for sailing
ships ualso, for it wmust be remembered
that proteclion whieh would suit a
steamer would scarcely he adequate for a
sailing slip.  Another point is the assist-
ance given by the Government to the
setilers already in the distriet. 1 say the
action of the Government in assisting
those setilers, firsily, 1 undersland, by
supplying manures and seed wheat, and
secondly, and move particularly, by
agreeing to buy their wheat from them—
this action, 1 say, has considerably em-
barassed Parliament in dealing with the
Bill. Under ordinary civeumstances, no
doubt, seed wheat and manures would
have heen supplied, but T do not know
that there is any other part of the Siate
in whieh the Government have agreed to
buy wheat. It is a very effective way of
tving the hands of Parlinmeni.

Hon. W. Kingsmill: They did not
actually apgree to buy a large quantity.

Hon. D, G, GAWLER : What their oh-
ligations were T do not know, but it has
involved them in some thousands of
pounds, They have practically told the
settlers that they will guarantee that the
Bill will go through, and to show their
hona fides they have agreed to pledge the
State to the extent of this money. Then
again, we must remember the significant
fact that rhis money has been lent by the
Government when, as a matter of faet, the
manager of lhe Agricultural Bank refused
to advance it. The Government have lent
the money against the adviee of their re-
sponsible officers. T nnderstand, I do nol
know whether I am correct or not, that
AMr. Taterson refused to advance this
money.

The Dbreak-
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Hon, J. W. Kirwan: But first of all he
promised to grant ibe money.

Hon, D. G. GAWLER.: However, he re-
fused afterwards io do it.

Hon. J. W. Kirwan: On the first pro-
mise several men went on the land down
ihere.

Hon. D. G, GAWLER: But that does
not warrant the Government in going be-
Tind their responsible officers.

Hon. J. W. Kirwan: Mr. Sutton, the
Wheat Commisssioner, advised them to
make the advances.

Hon. D. G. GAWLER: Another point
i= this. How. members will recollect the
ontery made when this House rejecled the
Bill last session. We were fold that we
were rejecting democratie legislation, and
that it was another nail in the eoffin of the
Upper House.  Shortly afterwards the
Legislative Conncil elections ocenrred, and
one would have thonght that piatforms all
over the couniry would have rang with
denunciations of the Upper House and
that the eleetors would have responded Yy
returning in overwhelming numbers those
who had advocated the building of the
railway.

Hon. F. Davis: How could they. with a
vesiricted franchise?

Hon. D. G. GAWLER : We had Labour
members in the House and those members
made speeches in many parts of the coun-
try. T looked through all the speeches
that hon. members made during those
elections, except those speeches made by
voldfields members. 1 have six of the
speeches here, and having looked through
them all, T ean say that from first o last
there is not a single mention of the Esper-
ance railway.

Hon. J. W. Kirwan: Did you read Mr.
Drew’s speech?

Hon. D. . GAYWLER: Yes, I have it
here, and it will not be found to contain
any mention of that railway. e spoke
at this election as a Minister.

Hon. J. W. Kirwan interjected.

Hon, D. G. GAWLER: That was not
this election.

Hon. J. W. Kirwan: Yes, there was no
vontest in the first place.

Hon. D. & GAWLER: He went round
T think.

[COUNCIL.]

Hon. W. Kingsmill: What do you mean
by “went round”?

Hon, D. G, GAWLER: T do not know
if T am speaking of the same eleclion
as the Minister referred to, but wheilwr
I am or not, here is a full and complete
veport of the Minister's address to his
constituenls at Gernldton, and from first
to last there is not a mention of the Ks-
perance railway in it. For the Minister's
information, as he has just come in, !
would like to repeat that 1 have
here his speech delivered ut Gerald-
ton headed, “The Colonial Secretary’s can-
didature—DMr. Drew at (eraldton—Gov-
ernment’s Land Poliey—Reform of the
Upper House”—Of conrse. And right
throughout 1hat speech there is no refer-
ence to the BEsperanece railway. If the
Minister referred to it in any part of his
constitueney I do not know,

The Colonial Secrefary: He did.

Hon. D. G. GAWLER: He referred to
it evidenily where he was not taken much

"nofice of, because T think he will adwnit

that in election speeches members try Lo
embody their platform in the ficst speech
and to get i as fully reported as possible,
I have the speeches of members bere, and
there is not a single wention of the Esper-
ance railway 1o any of them bareing that
of Sir Winthrop Hackett. Mr. Lynn was
the only member, so far as I know, who re-
ferved to the Esperance railway, and he
strongly opposed it, and he was returned.

Hon. J. E. Dodd (Honorary Minister;:
IIe just seraped.in, in the only port (hat
is opposed to Esperance.

Hon. D. ¢+ GAWLER : Hon. members
can draw what signifieance they like from
that, 1 remember this, that in spite of
the fuss made of the action of the Legis-
lative Council last session, the peuple
agreed, absolutely and overwhelmingly
agreed, with them, and those who advo-
cated the measure had not the courage
to go on the platform and dencunce the
Upper House for not having passed il.

Hon. J. Cornell: I did.

Hon, D. G. GAWLER : Before sitting
down, T am informed, although T have not
had an opportunity of seeing this morn-
ing’s newspaper, that Mr. Fraser’s esti-
mate of the wheat yield of Esperance
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is 778 acres at six and a half bushels.
It that is going to justify the building
of a railway, all 1 can say is that it is
foreign to all my ideas of what a wheat
vield should he.

Hon, J. W. Kirwan: The hon. member
may add that it was an exeeptionally bad
vear.

Fon. D. G. GAWLER: This is for the
coming year, and this wheat is grown in
the most important part of the Esperance
distriet, 1f a large area of good land
¢ould be provided and the vesponsible ad-
visors advised thai the railway conld be
built there without loss to the State and
the Government could say—“Here is the
eslimated expenditure, and here are the
receipts. we hope to see a profit, not at
once, but in a short time"—if the Govern-
ment conld say thal—at present ilie finan-
cial outlock is not as glowing as it should
be, and if we wish to obtain oney we
shall have to pay a large amount of in-
tevest for it, therefore our earnmngs wiil
have to be more—if, T say, these objec-
ttons were nol present 1 would be pre-
pared to vote for it, and if these objec-
tions conld he overcome in the Ffuture,
1 shall still hope to be able to give fav-
ourable consideration to the measure af
some futwre fime, but at present 7 am not
satisfied that the rallwav is jnstified.

Haon. J. W, KIRWAN (South): There
can be only one explanation Lo the speech
we have just heard delivered by Mr. Gaw-
ler, for he has alwavs been noted in this
House for his straightforwardness and
fairness, that 1= that The lhas not
paid that afttention to ihis ques-
tion, that he has not gone through the
reports and got the information that
would have enabled him to arvive at a
different conelusion as to the advisability
of going on with this work. In fact, Mr.
Gawler himself admifted so much very
plainly in his speech, for he said nothing
had oeeurred since the Bill was last he-
fore the Chamber to induce him to alter
his mind on the subject. T do not know
whether he is aware that Government offi-
eers have been in that distriet since the
Bill was last before the House, and that
they have spent six months in that dis-
triet traversing every mile and every acre
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of that country., These men were ap-
pointed after mueh consideration and in-
vestigation, and have supplied to the
Government voluminous reports. The
hon. member has evidently not studied
these rveports. He admitted that ke had
very scantily perused them, yet he
comes lhere and savs that there has
heen nothing further brought forward to
jusiify  the econstruction of the line.
These reports are of an exhaustive nature.
They are the reports of Govern-
nent officers who have spent a long time
in this distriet and who know movre about
il than anvone who has reported on the
question. The reports deal with every as-
pect of the question, aud the hon. mem-
her has not pointed to one word in the
reports which is adverse to the consirue-
tion of the line. I do not propose to deal
with the experis’ reports at this stage, T
have been ihrough the reports and there
i nolhing in those reports quoted which
is adverse to the consiruetion of the line.
The lon. member has referred to the re-
cent elections to the Legislative Couneil
and the absence of any comment on tle
Fsperance Railway. Afler the Bill came
hefore the House on the occasion when it
was defeated the Government announced
thal they would have a more thorough, a
more eomplefe examination of this coun-
try than they had previously had made.
Oflicers were at the lime of the Council
elections investigating the country. and
the friends of the FEsperance railway
were perfectly satisfed to wait for
the fuller information, and therefore
perhaps did not give as wueh pro-
minence {0 the question as olherwise
they wonld have done. Now these reports
are before us and there is not a sentence
in them, nol a word which is not favour-
able to the railway. The Minister for
Works, who is responsible for this
Bill. stated that there has never bheen a
railway Bill introduced to Parliament for
which a sironger ease ean be made out
than ths.

Hon. D. G. Gawler; Why hLave you not
a further repori from the Advisory
Board?

Hon. J. W. KIRWAN : The hon. mem-
ber asks why there is not a further re-
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port from the Advisory Board. If the
hon. member had sludied the report of
the Advisory Board ke would have seen
that these two experts are carrying out
exactly the wishes of the minority veport
of the Advisory Board. Mr. Daterson
wroie the minority report of the Ad-
visory Board because he was not satis-
fied on two points. I have his report heve,
whieh, later on, I shall refer to, but T am
departing from what 1 intended to say in
conngclion with it to auswer Mr, Gawler.
There were lwo poinls in the minovity re-
port on which Mr. Palerson had doubts.
Ile did not condemn the line, bui he was
nof quite satisfied as to the quality of
the soil or as to the holding ecapacily of
the zround as a means of water con-
servalion. Tt was in order fo make a
thorough investigation, for Mr. Palersen
said he was not long enough in the dis-
triet to form a just opinion on these ques-
tions, and 1L was in order to remove or ¢on-
firm the doubts veferred to by Mr. Pater-
son that these officers were sent out, and I
sav that no report counld possibly have been
prepared that more compleiely or more
enlirely removes these doubts than the re-
ports laid on the Table hy the Colonial
Secretary. Therefore, I say without the
slightest hesitation there has never been
a railway Bill introduced into this Par-
liament for which a stronger ease can be
made out, and has been made out by lhe
Minister for Works and the Coloninl Sec-
retary than ilie case for this partienlar
railwny. I mighl just refer in the bLriefest
possible way to the length of time that
this ruestion of the Esperance railway
has heen before the country, and I think
in referring to that length of time [ can
say thig, that if the ease for ihe Esperance
railway had not been on a sound founda-
tion it would have long sinee fallen to the
ground, and have long since disappeared
from the politienl questions of Western
Australin.  Strong as the ecase for
that railway was in the past, yet it has
never heen so unanswerable as it is to-
day. The Ksperance railway was dis-
russed as far back as 1837 in Parliament,
and there were men in Parliament at that
time who expressed doubts as to the value
of the land, but there were some men who

[COUNCIL.}

spoke of the couniry as a very fertile dis-
trict. However, it was a private railway
that was fthen being diseussed and nothing
came of the matter, but when the goldfields
broke out in 1392 for some time KEsper-
ance was compeling with Iremantle as
the port for the goldfields. Teams brought
over a guaniity of the requirements of the
voldfields from Lsperanee, and the move-
menl for (he Esperance railway became
very strong, The fivst deputation that
waited on a public man in conpection with
thiz «question was as far back as 1896,
when a deputation from Esperance waited
on Sir John [Porrest. There is o good deal
of doubt as to what the Premier said on
that eecasion, tmt 1 do not think anyone
will dispute the fuct that lie made a speceh
that was nol adverse to fle line and there
was one part of the rveport of it that 1s
generally agreed upon as accurate. He
said, ke did nol think, as most peo-

ple. thai bewnse Esperance was an-
tagonistic to  Perth and Fremantle
this  was any reason for doing the
place an injustice.  No sneh narmow

views were enterfained by him.” On the
strength of that a large number of people
seftled in Tsperance as a port certain
o get a raibway, and it became a
prosperons town. Tespite all that was
said.  justice was never done to Es-
perance, and the people who invested
their money and made their homes in Tis-
perance were ultimaiely ruained, and liad
to leave the place one hy one unfil new
it has become almost a deserted viilage of
about two hundred inhahitanis,

Flon. W. Kingsmill: Two hundred?

Hon. J, W. RIRWAN: Tt might be
down to one hundred now, but it may be
a eouple of hundred. The movement for
the railway went on and in 1901 was taken
up by numhbers of bodies and so respon-
sible an institntion as the Chamber of
Mines went into the matter thoroughly,
took evidence. and brought in a8 report
regarding the Tsperance railway, That
Chamber, representing as it did, 25 mil-
lion pounds invested in  Western Aus-
iralia, decided that the construetion of
the Esperance railway would be henefi-
cial to the whole State, that the line
should be ecommenced without delay, and
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that it would leave a profit, after paying
all working expenses and interest on capi-
tal. They also took extensive evidence
regarding the harbour at Esperance, and
decided that the harbour was safe and
commodious, and that an expenditure of
£75,000 would be sufficient to provide
ample jetty accommodation, lighthouses,
light ships, and all moorings that might
be necessary. That movement was fol-
lowed later on by other efforts to secure
the line. In 1902 a petition was presented
to both Houses of Parliament from 39
public bodies on the fields praying for the
ling, and in the Legislative Counecil in De-
cember, 1902, on a motion of the Hon.
J. D. Connolly, a motion was earried—

That in the opinion of this House
it 15 desirable that a railway conneeting
Esperance Bay wiih the goldfields
should be constricted as early as pos-
sible,

That motion was carried in this Chamber
by 13 votes to nine, and it is interesting
to know that some of the men who voted
in that division are still members of this
Chamber, T find that among the 13 voters
in favour of the early construction of the
Esperance railway at that time, five are
still members of this House; they are the
Hons. E. M. Clarke, J. D. Connolly. Sir
Winthrop Hackeil. A. . TJenkins, and
C. Sommers.

Heon. M. L. Moss: You are going hack
into ancient history.

Hon. J. W, KIRWAN: Probably the
hon. member does not like this reference
to the history of the line and the long
and  tedious struggle against  the
parochialism of certain localities in (his
Slate and of certain members of Parlia-
ment.  As a resnlt of that movement a
survey of the railway from Cgolgardie
{e Esperance was completed in 1903 at
a cost of £4,000. T am sure that nowhere
in this State can be found an instance
of a survey having been agreed to
so long ago and a large amount of
money having heen spent on the sur-
vey, and of the line not having been
constructed to this day. Not only
did the movement for the Esperance
railway exeite the universal sympathy of
the whole of the mining eommunity of
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this Stafe and also thal of broad-minrled
people in other parts of the State, but it
excited the sympathy of people outside of
Western Ausiralia. I have a report of
a vo less important body than the London
Chamber of Commerce who took up the
malter, and on the 12th February, 1903,
passed a motion unanimously

Hon. M. L. Moss: They knew nothing
ahout i,

Hon. J. W. KTIRWAN : Judging by the
veport they knew as much as the hon.
member, only they took a broader and
more statesmanlike view of the queslion.
The motion passed by the London Cham-
ber of Commerce wns—

Thal a respectful representation le
mide to the Weslern Australian Gov-
ernment, through ihe medium of the
Agent General, in favour of the con-
struetion at as early a date as possible,
of a railway from Esperance Bay to
the Kalgoorlie goldfieids, as being the
uatural means of aceess of those gold-
fields to the sea.

Not only did it atfract actention in Lon-
don but it also attracted considerable
attention in the Eastern States. We
know that in the Federal Parliament, the
late Right Hon. C. C. Kingston took lhe
matter up and there were many import-
ant speeches which he delivered upon the
question and npon the anti-Federal atti-
tudle adopted by Western Australia in
connection with the railway. 8o out-
rageons hecame the position that even
Siv John Forrest, who had always heen
an opponent of the railway, seemed to
get some qualms of eonscience, and I have
a letfer which was published in the West.
Australian and was written at the time
Sir John Forrest was in London when
action was taken in conneetion with the
matter by the London Chamber of Com-
merce. Sir John Forrest made a most
exiraordinary suggestion. It shows the
justice of the case for the line when that
gentleman was driven to adopt this
course. He suggested that the same rotes
shonld he charged on goods and for
passengers hetween the WEastern Gold-
fields and Fremantle as if the railway
had been completed to Esperance. He
said the distance from Esperance to
Coolgardie was 225 miles, or say hy rail-
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way 230 miles: thus all goods and pas-
senger fares from Fremantle to Cool-
gardie and all places over 230 miles,
should be charged as for 230 miles: this
would gei rid of the cry that the gold-
fields had fo pay for 120 miles of extra

carriage, This is a striking evidence of
Sir John Forrest’'s recognition of the

goldfields having been treated very un-

Justly for a great many years i the
matter.
Hon. W. Pamick: That is net the

wiole of the letier?

Hon, J. W, KIRWAN: The whole of
the letter is in my possession and the
hon. member may read it if he desires.
That is the purport of the letier and e
suggestion contained in the letter has never
been carried out trom that day (o this.
As a resull of the hostile attitade ro the
southern portion of the State, even when
it was proposed that a railway should be
censtrueted fo Norseman for the mining
field of Norseman that railway for a long
time was bitlerly opposed because it was
half-waxy hetween Coolgardie and Esper-
anee. Evervoue who is acquainted with
the mining industry will agree that there
were many lields that had not nearly as
much promise as Norsetnan and were sup-
plied with a railway long long before the
Norseman railway was built.  Finally,
affer many vears of continued effort, in
1908, the Moore Government passed a
Bill for the econstruchion of the Norse-

man railway, and the result of that
action of the Moore CGovernmenl was

that for some time there was na great
feeling of gratitude on the goldfields
towards them and they were generally
spoken of as heing broad-minded and
pulilic-spirited in the matter. For some
time the Mgore Government had a very
large and influential hody of supporters

on the goldfields, and some of the Min--

members for

iefers  were vrelurned nas

goldlields constituencies,  Although the
districl  between Norseman and Es-
perance has been recognised for a

very long time as of agricultural value,
yet it is only of comparatively lale yvears
thal its real value has come to be fully
recognised. Tn the same way as there
were large aveas which those who were
here in the early days thought wonld
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probably be utilised for tarming pur-
poses, it is only within comparatively re-
cent years that the attention of the people
has heen directed

to any great ex-
tent towards farming, and agricul-
ture has bhecome fashionable. When

that c¢hange came aboui the people of
the goldfields acquainied with the value
of the land, looked into the malter more
fully and many of them wen{ down and
were quite satislied that there was a por-
tion ¢f that land which was second to
n¢ land available for setilement in West-
ern Australin. It was not only they who
discovered that, hut there had been Gov-
erument officers in Esperance who had
sent reporls to the Government of the
day pointing out to them the value of
ibe land beiween Norseman and BEsper-
anee. T have extrémely lengthy reports,
one from the vresident magistrate at
Esperance dealing with the rainfall, the
quality of the soil, and the great possi-
bilities that were in front of that couniry
for farming purposes
Heon. C. A. Piesze: What is his name?
Hon. J. W. KIRWAN: I, Harrison.
That report was further supported by
a gentleman who is a great autherity on
mallee country, Mr. J. W. White. Mr,
White was s member of Pavliament in
South Ausiralia and was the ehaivman
of a Commission thal was appointed to
inquire info the value of the mallee lands
in South Ausirvalia. This gentleman sent
a very voluminous report regarding Fs-
peranece lands.
Hon. W. Patrick: What vear was that?
Hon. J. W, KIRWAN: The report was
made regarding the Piunaroo couniry
m 1502, 1 know Mir. White very well
and have oflen discussed the matler
with lim. '
Hon, W, Palvick: 1 know him very
well.

Hon. (. Sommers: |s he connected
with the rabbil depariment of this State?
Hon. W. Pairick: Thal is the man.
Hon, J. W. KIRWAX: [ have heen
informed not only hv Mr. White him-
self but by others that he oveupied {he
position of ehairman on the commission
appointed by the South Australian Gov-

ernment.
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Hon., W. Patrick: He was bere years
and years before 1902.

Hon, J. W. KIRWAN: He was a
Government oificer at that time and ihe
report of Dr, Harrison and his report
were sent (o the Lands Department and
no notice was taken of them. There is
only one sentence in Dr. Harrison’s re-
port which 1 shall refer to, and it really
summarises the whole position. He re-
fers to the Esperance-Norseman counirvy
Thus—

Tt iz a fair-sized provinee lying idle
and erying aloud for settlement. 1t
is a great deal better than much of the
land now heing taken up atong the
Great Southern railway.

Tt was in 1905 that Dr. Harrison wrote
* that particular report.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

When the adjournment took place, Mr.
Patrick interrupted me regarding a
point that was not of very material im-
portance, but as it affected the aceuracy
of my general statement, 1 desire to refer
to it. T spoke of Mr. J. W. White of
Esperance, who, as a Government offi-
ceial, had a great many years ago, iIn
1902, reported to ithe Government re-
garding the value of the Esperance
land. Mr. Patrick by interjection im-
plied that there must be some mistake,
inasmuch as 1T stated that Mr, White
was a menber of the South Australian
Parliament, and that he reported upon
the mallee lands of South Australia.
T think that either Mr, Patrick misunder-
stood me, or else he is ineorrectly in-
formed, as [ have been ar some pains
to ascertain whether or not Mr. White
was a member of the South Australian
Parliament,

Hon, W, Patrick: He was a member;
T did not say he was not, I helped him
to get in.

Hon, J. W. KIRWAN:
up  the records, and 1 find he was
a member. Mr. Palrick wanted to
know at what date the report to the
particular body of which this gentle-
man was a member, regarding the mallee
lands of South Australia was pre-
pared. I said that the report Mr. White

T have looked
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submitted to the Government of West-
ern Australia was dated 1902, so that
it must bave been some years hefore
that. On looking up the records of the
South Australian Parliament, I find that
Mr. White was the member for Light,
and the particular year of his election
was 1893, He was for some years a
member of Parliament. I told the hon.
member that il was several years prior
to the date of the report whieh he sub-
mitted to the Western Australian Gov-
ernment. I do not know the date of the
Commission although I have endeavoured
to ascertain it. There was a Parliament-
ary inquiry into the matter; but the par-
tienlar volume relating to it, strange to
say, is the very one that I cannot secure.
That there was such a committee, of
which Mr. White told me personally
he was a member, and of which he was
generally reputed_to he a member, and
that there was an inyuiry, there is evi-
dence in the records whieh are here, but
the particular volume which would give
the names of the members is missing.
However, that is not very material, and
I merely mention the malter bheeause 1
always endeavour te be accurate in any
statement T make, and as I made a
statement earlier in the afternocon, and
as Mr. Patrick seemed 1o ehallenge it,
T wanted to make the matter clenr.

Hon. W. Patvick: T simply wanted to
know the date.

Hon. J. W. KIRWAN : Subsequent
interjections made by My, Patrick im-
plied that Mr. YWhite was not a member
of Parliament, and that there was no
such inquiry. There is, as T have stated,
evidence that there was such an inquiry.
As a result of the renewed interest ihat
was taken in the country between Norse-
man and Esperance for farming pur-
poses, an endeavour was made to get a
report on the value of those lands. Farly
in 1910, Mr. Wilson, who was then Acting
Premier in the absence in England of Sir
Newton Moore, visited Kalgoorlte, When
he was in Kalgoorlie, a number of people
interested in the development of this
portion of the State, waited upon Mr.
Wilson, and he promised that he would

send the Agricultural Advisory Board
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to visit this locality. I would like those
interested in this guestion to remember
that the Agricultural Advisory Board
made two visits to this particular dis-
triet. I am now referring to the first
visit that was made by that Board. It
was somewhat unfortunate that the then
Minister for Lands (Mr. Mitchell) should
have seen fit to accompany the Board
on the oceasion of their first visit to the
Esperance-Norseman  district. Before
Mr. Mitchell saw these lands, he con-
demned them. At a public meeting held
in Kalgoorlie, at which I was one of the
"audience, I heard him condemn those
lands before he inspeeted them. The
visit of the Advisory Board to the Es-
perance-Norseman distriet was of very
brief duration. They oecupied three
days in covering 125 miles, and some
portion of the district was driven over
during darkness. Mr. Mitehell, when
subsequently spoken to upon the matter,
admitted that he had cuvered a portion
of the country during night time, and
those who kunow the country well say
that it was the best portion of the land.
Me, Mitchell said he was able to judge
from the timber in the country as to the
quality of the land. T have been told by
men who know more about agrienltural
lands than [ de, that an idea ean be
formed as to the nature of the country and
the soil from the timber upon it, but T
think, even allowing for that, it must
have been a very perfunctery examina-
ticn. I ean hardly conceive any person
going to inspect land for the purpose of,
say, purchasing it for himself, being
satisfied hy driving over it at night time
and judging by the outline of the trees.

Hon. Sir E. H. Wittenoom: Perhaps it
was hy moonlight.

Hon. J. W, KIRWAN: [ do nol know
that that makes much difference. T men-
tion that to show that the report on that
oceasion was untrustworthy. After a
considerable delay, the Board brought
ocut a report which was of a very non-
commitial character. The gentlemen
who constituted the Board on the occasion
of the first visit to this land were Mr. W,
Paterson (chairman), Mr, H. F. John-
ston, Professor W. Lowrie, and Mr. John
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Muir. In response to a telegram from thie
Minister these gentlemen issued a report
which, as T bave said, was non-committal.
They said they travelled from Norseman
to Esperance, following tle main road,
and that they passed through only abeut
20 miles of eountry which they considered
suitable for farming. Then, further oo,
they declared that, until this area had
been further examined and classified, and
they had made an extended inspection,
they were not prepared to express a more
definite opinion respeeting its agricultural
possibilities. I (hink everybody, includ-
ing the Government of the day and those
who supported the railway, were of Lhe
opinion {hat the frst report was in-
conelusive, and the members of the hoard
themselves expiained it was not satisfae-
tory. After that report was issued on
the 30th June, 100, a further effort was
made to get a proper and complete ex-
amination of this country 1o learn
whether or nol il was really as it was re-
presented io be, by a large number of
people, of considerable value for agrieul-
tural purposes. Six weeks afier the issue
of that report, a very large deputation
watted upon the then Premier, Sir New-
ton Moore, who had returned from Eng-
laud.  The deputation to Sir Newton
Moore in connection with this railway
waited on him on the 5th Aungust, 1910,
and there was never in Western Australia
so large or so influential or representative
a deputation to any Minister. The depu-
tation consisted of 80 persons, each one
of whom was there in a representalive
capacity. There were 18 members of
Parliament. and eight municipalities,
seven roads boards, and eight other pub-
lic hodies were represented. Each of
these public bodies had been invited lo
send representatives. They had diseussed
the matter before, and they had elecled
delegates to go 1o Perth to represent
them on the deputation. T venture to
say that there is no request which could
have been made by any deputation from
any other equally important part of the
State as representative as that deputatton
was, and whiech wonld not have been com-

plied with without delay, more especially
in view of the fact that the deputation
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represented an industry thal had done so
much for Western Aunstralia. The reply
that was made by Sir Newton Moore was
fair and reasonable and it gave a
vreal amonnt of satisfaction to the
deputation and to the people of the LZast-
.ern Goldfields wha were represented by
that deputation, and all went awny very
pleased and salisfied beeause of the reply.
I have Sir Newton Moore’s reply n full
as it was reported in the West .lustralian.
Sir Newton Moeore said that in all his ex-
perience he did not remember having re-
ceived snch a representalive depulation.
He then rveferred generally to the his-
tory of the Esperance railway from lhe
lime the first deputation waited on Sir
Jolm Forrest in 1896 and he wound up
by saying that the veporl from which T
have guoted. of the four members of the
Advisory Board who first visited the dis-
trict, was not one which eould bhe accepted
as conclusive. The board eould not have
been expected in three days to cover 125
miles and give n complele report regard-
ing the value of the lands of that part of
the State. He then went on 1o say he was
not prejudiced against the Esperance rail-
way in any degree; the Government had
alwavs given evidence that it was their
desire fo {real ail parts of the State
fairly, irrespective of loeality. Sir New-
ton Moore further stated that the matter
would receive every vonsideration. and
that the Advisory Board would be asked
to make an examination and report so
that the Glovernmen! might be in a posi-
tion to give a definite opinion. Mr. Gaw-
ler stated that the Advisory Board shonld
have been asked to give a further repori
apon this question. TFvidently Mr. Gaw-
ler did not know that this report he was
referring to was the second report of the
Advisory Board. Mr. Gawler now wanted
a third veport. However, Sir Newton
AMoore promised that the Advisory Board
wonld be again sent to the distriet, that
they would be asked to spend a longer
time in if, and to give a more definite
and ecomplete report than the report
issned in the first instance. Sir Newton
Moore made that promise on the 15th
August, and said that he thought it would

he possible to bave the report in a month
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or two, but it was not available uniil the
17th March, 1911, There have been many
references to this report of the Advisory
Board, and I e¢laim that even the minority
report of Mr. Paterson was not anfav-
onrable. He expressed certain doubts be-
cause he had not been sufficiently long
in the locality to enable him to know all
about it, but in no sense could his report
be regarded as unfavourable. The ma-
Jority report on the other hand must be
regarded as highly favourable. T may ex-
plain that the eonstitution of the board
was slightly aliered on the second oeca-
sion, inasmueh as, instead of four mem-
bers aecting as in the flrst instance, Pro-
fessor Lowrie had left the State before
the second visit, and was not a member
of the hoard on that oceasion. The hoard
on the second visit therefore consisted of
Mr. Paterson, Mr. Johnston, and Alr
Muir. TIn the mnajority report signed by
Mr. Johnston and DMr. Mnir there are
some sentences which have an important
bearing on the queslion, and although
they have been ruoted often hefore they
ought to be quoted again, becnuse it is
evident from the last speech we heard on
this nuestion that there is still a consider-
able lack of knowledge on the part of
certain wmembers. The principal portion
of the report T wish to draw aflention to
is this-—

From the 30 mile stage, and thenee
on to 75 miles from Tsperance, the pro-
posed line wonld run continuously
through the mallee bett. This belt of
conntry comprises approximately an
area 45 miles north and south by 65
miles east and west, or nearly 3,000
square miles, making a tolal area of
1,872,000 aecres, two-thirds of which
the land eclassifiers, Messrs. May and
Hewby, estimate to be good for wheat
growing, viz., 1,248,000 acres.

Roughly, the area of land estimated by
the majority report “as good for wheat
growing in this distviet is 134 million
acres, The report goes on to say—
We may state that this large extent
of wheat-growing country, some 1%
million acres, is the greatest area of
wheat land as far as we know, at pre-
sent in the State in possession of the
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Crown, with so good a rainfall. . . We
would draw your aftention to the faect
that as an Agricultural Railways Ad-
visory Board we have confined our re-
marks solely to the agrieultural pro-
speets of the proposed railway.
They did not deal with the other aspects of
the guestion, snch as the increased traflie
that would arise by virtue of the line be-
ing a connecting link between the gold-
fields and their natural holiday resort,
sanatorium, and port. The minority rve-
port of Mr. Paterson, which hon. mem-
bers who are opposed to this line hase
a great many of their objections upon,
is not at all of so eondemnatory a naturve
ag it is represented to be, Mr. Paterson
says—

I am not wholly in aceord with the
report which recommends the construe-
tion of a railway 60 miles in length
towards Norseman to exploit what is
termed the mallee heli.

He gives us his reasons—

1 must satisfy myself thai the land
to be operated on to warrant a railway
must be reliable wheat growing coun-
try, as on a wheat basis only are rail-
ways justified in dry areas.

He poes on fo say that the land s very
perous. The reports of Mr. O'Brien and
Ve Middlelon that have heen since issned
deal especially with Mr. Paterson’s re-
purt in this particular. These gentlemen
spent six months in thai loeality. They
both have high repulations and have heen
highly recommended, and they adequately
answered every single point o whieh Mr,
Paterson  expressed any doubt.  Mr.
Paterson saild there are no gullier and
waterconrses, That poinl also is dealt
wilh  fully by Messrs. O'Brien and
Middleton, and it 18 shown that this faet
is rather evidence in favour of the coun-
try than otherwizse. Then Mr. Paterson
went on to say fhat he wants to have—
demonstrated at the earliest possible
moment the true possibilities of this
great area, hoth as to its wheat pro-
duction under proper conditions of
farming, and also as to ifs water
supply.
Bolh these points have heen fully de-
monstrated sinee, and are deatt with in
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the reports of Mr. O'Brien and Mr.
Middletou, and no one who reads either of
those reports can have the slighiest doubts
on these two points in future. Mr.
Paterson recommended that certain ex-
periments shonld be made in that par-
ticular area in connection with farming,
and that recommendation has been car-
riedd out; the ouly difference is that
whilst Mv. Paterson wanted the Govern-
ment te carry out the experiments the
settlers themselves are doing it.  Mr.
Surveyor Watkins reported on that area
al that particular time. He was (heve
surveying the land that had heen ap-
plied for. and he gave very conelusive
lestimony as to the value of the eountry.
He stated—

The clay underlying the loam has
been tested to a depth of from 9 feet
1o 15 feet, and fouund to he retentive,
zood holding ground for water con-
servation.

That has been even mueh more satisfae-
torily tested later, as was explained by
the Colonial Seeretury, Mr. Waikins
continued—
The total area inspected from the 28-
mile o 65-mile, and easterly and west-
erly from 40 to 50 miles, would he
ahout one millivn acres. Of this area
nine hundred and eighty thousand
aeres 1s suitable for cereals, and with
approved methods of euilivation should
give a yield of twenty bhushels per
acre.  About 20,000 aeres would con-
sist of salt lakes, flatg, sampire and
tussock flats, sandy ridges, and plains,
whieh would not yield a similar re-
turn, bul  pacts wounld probably be
culiivated and used for gcrazing pur-
poses. This large area of splendid
agrieultural eonntry of uniform quality,
with good loam and elay subsoil, is
eminently suited for cereals. It has a
relinble Tainfall, an exceptionally fav-
ourable climate, is in close proximity
to the surveved line of the wrailway,
within easy distance from a good har-
hour, with shipping facilities and cap-
able of supporting a large and
prosperons community and establish-
ing a profitable and large export trade.
The report of the Advisory Board alse
gave particulars regarding the rainfall,
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and 1 must refer to the rainfall for this
district because last night dir. Moss by
interjection showed that le did not know
much regarding this point. He re-
ferred to the rainfall as being 10 inches,
but the report of the Advisory Board
gives the rainfall and the number of
vears over which the reeords extend., In
Esperance the reeord is of the rainfall
for the last 27 years, at 30-mile for 11
years, at Lake View 8 years, and Norse-
man 14 years, When I interjected to
Mr. Moss that the rainfall was 17 inches
in parts of the wheat helt, the hon. mem-
ber showed (he extent of his knowledge
and the little trouble to which he had
gune to find out the rights and wrongs
of the question when he replied that I
was talking nonsense. T was only quoting
from the records. The average anuual
rainfall at Esperance for 27 years was
2559 inches, at 30-Mile for 11 years
17.67 inches, at Take View, which is 92
niiles north of Tisperance, 11.63 inches
for eight years; and even Norseman,
which is not elaimed fo he within the
wheat belt, has a rainfall that is equal
to that of many places where they are
growing wheal to-day, namely 10.34
inches, When an examination is made
of the average number of months of the
vear when the rainfall is most desirable
for erops, the records are found to be
equally satisfactory. The average from
April to November for Esperance is
22.32 inches, 30-Mile 14.74 inches, Lake
View 8.90 inches, and Worseman 7.93
inches, Those figures were quoted last
night by the Colonial Seereiary, but after
the interjeetions that were made, I think
it is necessary to quote them again. It
gcems necessary to repeat these things
over and over again, and whether or not
there are cerfain members who do not
want fo know the faets, cerfain it is that
they are constantly displaying a woeful
amount of ignorance as to the condition
of things in that part of the country.
The late Government went no further in
connection with the Esperance railway
than to instruct the Advisory Board to
report. Then the general elections inter-
vened, and a majority of the members
at present on the Government side made
no secret of the fact that if they were
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returned (liey would bring in the Esper-
ance railway. We all know the result.
The then Opposition were returned lo
power by an overwhelming majority. I do
nol claim that it was the Esperance rail-
way which was responsible for that, but
it had a (remendous influence so far as
the Easlern goldfields were concerned,
and the results of the elections show
that the bulk of tlie Legislalive Assembly
eleclors, at any rate, cannot bhe uvpposed
to this parficular line. They at any
rate show a bhroad-minded and naiional
spirit, and they seem desirous of doing
what lhey can to fill the vaeant spaces
of Western Auslralia that can be filled
by a prosperous and farming community
if only the Government of the day will
take a sufficiently broad view of the ques-
tion. Last year the Government intro-
duced the Norseman-Esperance Railway
Bill into the Assembly and it was earried
by the large majority of 28 votes to 17,
but when it came to this Chamber it was
rejected by five. This year when the
Bill was brought forward in another
place it again received the very large
majority of two to one, and when pairs
are counted il shows that 2§ members
were in favour of it as ngainst 15
agninst, and now when it comes forward
to us the case for it is sironger than
ever, hecause in the meantime the Gov-
ernmen{, as I explained earlier in my
speech, have sent two gentlemen into the
area to report on the particular questions
on which Mr. Paterson had doubis. One
of the poinis on which Mr. Paterson ex-
pressed considerable doubl was as to the
water supply and the holding capacity
of the ground. The reports now before
ns show ihat the seitllers have sunk ten
dams in that particular area and of these
ten dams nine are holding. There is
only one which is not holding, and Mr.
Middleton explains thut the reason is
that it was due te a mistake on the part
of the settler in putting the dam in the
wrong place. My, O'Brien, as members
are aware, is lhead of the Mines Water
Supply branch, and his report is a very
satisfactory answer to the report of Mr.
Paterson. One of the objections of Mr.
Paterson is where be talks of the land

as very porous and savs that there are
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no gullies or watercourses. Mr. O'Brien
in the eourse of his report, says—

Various reports and statements have
been published io the effect that the
mallee ecouniry is poreus. that no
waterconrses exist and that great diili-
culiies would be met in providing
seltlers with waler, and so on.

These are almost identically the wouds
Mr. Paterson used. His report was evi-
dently in the possessien of Mr, O'Brien,
and Mr. O’Brien regards it as important
to reporl on the doubls set up by My
Paterson. Ar. O’Brien’s rveport con-
tinues—

A few words on the above will show
how a half truth given out in all in-
nocence may leave a bad impression.
The mallee “surface soils,” and to some
extent the subsoils, are porous, aud it
is foriunale for the State that they ave.
The soils on the mallee belt can ensily
absorb all {he rain which falls and hold
it for a cousiderable time before the
sa’s heat pulls it out. The sandy
loams whieh prevail over the surface
assist the retenlion of woislure in the
soil helow, and require less enltivation
in-fallow than heavier and stiffer clay
soils, Condensing the above, we have
—surface soils and sabsoils absorh rain,
and lose it agnin by evaporation, less
the quantity used by serub and trees.
Taking this in eonjunction with the
characler of the rain (slow soaking
falls)—

This is in reference to the remnrk of A,

Paterson’s as to there being no gullies

or watercourses. Mr. O'Brien says—
Taking this in econjunction with the
character of the rain (slow soaking
falls) and the easy grade of the coun-
try—the absence of watercourses is ex-
plained. After an examination extend-
ing over six months—

This gentleman was six months in the

distriet; Mr. Paterson was not more than

a couple of weeks. The report proceeds—
After an examination extending over
six months, and carried ont in a sys-
temaiie way, T see no serious diffienl-
fies in providing a reliable, economical,
and clean water supply, all over the
area of 1% million acres, inclading rail-
way Tequirements,
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I think even Mr. Paterson Limself would
be amply satisfied with that report. I
believe he would recognise that it has re-
moved the doubts he expressed in the Ad-
visory Board’s report he submitted after
a short visit to the locality.

Hon. J. F. Cullen: Would ii not have
been a good thing to refer it io Mr. Pat-
erson?

Hon. J. W. KIRWAN: Mr. Paterson
probably had too many other things lo
altend to. Possibly if the hon. member
had been Minister it migli have accurred
to him, but ihe Ministers to-day have a
creat deal to atfend to. But the report is
theve, and the doubts expressed are there,
and Ministers have seni oflicers down to
inquire further into the questions raised,
and surely that ought (o be enough, But
would the Lon. gentleiman ever be salis-
fiel 7

Hon. J. F. Cullen: Oh, yes.

Hon. J. W. KIRWAN: There are some
rmembers in {he House who will never be
satisfled regarding this railway, It seems
to me (hat the message the Legislative
Couneil are going to send to the people of
the Esperance-Norseman distriet, and to
the people of the goldfields, is that in no
circumnstances, no matter what reports arve
obiained regarding the value of the coun-
try, no matter how valuable it may be
from an agrienltural standpoint, and no
matter how many settlers are ready to go
there and spend their money, never will
they eonstruet thal line, because they fear
it may injure the vested interests of a
few weallhy people in Perth and Fre-
mantle, T am happy to think that the
people of Western Australia have shown
Iy the recent elections that no such nar-
now views are held by them and that they
regard this question in a broad, states-
manlike, and nalional view, and tbat they
arc determined, so far as they are con-
certed, that justice will be done io this
distriet. I am sorry that two members
for Fremantle are not here just now.
Probably they will come into the Chamber
later on and say that they have not heard
one word in favour of the construction of
this railway, and show by their speeches.
as Mr. Gawler showed, that they have not
even taken the frouble to read the reports
the Government weni to such pains and
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expense to have prepared for them. Some
reference has been made to the action of
the Government in endeavouring to help
some of the settlers who plackily went on
to that land, and who are battling and en-
deavouring to make homes for themselves
and their families in that area under very
adverse circumstances; it was said that
the Government ought not to assist them
n the way that has been done. T have a
copy of a letter which was sent by Mr.
Paterson, Managing Trustee of the Agri-
cultural Bank, s letter distinetly promis-
ing assistanee to the settlers of that eoun-
try: it was read at a meeting that was
very lurgely attended, and it was instru-
mental in indueing a number of men to
go down there. It read as follows—

Advances will be made by this bank
on land suitable for agricultural por-
poses in the Esperance-Norseman dis-
triet.

Mr. Paterson added—

Will yon please ohserve, however,
that advances will only be made on
areas that are considered large enongh
for snccessful farming.

For some reason or another—it was
stated in another place that it was at the
instigation of the late Minister for Lands;
T do not know whether it was so, but it
was stated in another place, by the Pre-
mier, I think—Mr. Paterson withdrew
that offer; but in the meantime several
settlers went down there, and it is to the
eternal eredit of the present Government
that they bave done what little they can
to try to help them over their difficulties.
They were all hard-working men on the
goldfields, and they had not a great deal
of money, but what little money they
had, despite the attitude of Parliament,
they had suofficient eonfidence in the land
that they were prepared to go down and
invest it, and it is quite right that the
Government should extend to them the
same facilities as are extended to settlers
in other parts of the State. The Govern-
ment also sent down Mr. Sutton, the
Commissioner of the Wheat Belt, and an
officer from the Agrieultural Department,
Mr, White, to make investigations as to
the methods concerning the assistance

that onght to be given to these particular
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settlers. Last night there were some in-
terjections because a report from Mr,
Sutton on the quality of the land was
not available, but no such report was asked
for, and no such report can be produeed,
because it is not available. They, how-
ever, recommended {hat advances should
be made, and that at any rale gave some
evidence as to what they thought of this
particular country. We have other in-
nomerable evidence that can be produced
on the same point. The seasons for the
last two years have not been as bright
as they ought to be, but still the seftlers
are going on baitline. They are cul-
tivating their land in the most primitive
way; in ooly one instanee hag the ground
been fallowed; yet, despite the unsatis-
factory seasons, fthe worst known for
fifteen years, the results are not discourag-
ing. We see that even those who were

. most bitterly opposed to the railway a

short time ago have been compelled to ad-
mil that there is a very large area of
wheat-growing country in that locality.
Mr. Mitehell, who condemned the country
before lie saw it and then, when he saw
it, damned it with faint praise. now says
it is an 8-bushel proposition; and when
Mr. Mitchell grudgingly admits so much,
we can feel certain the land must be more
valaahle than that. Then we have gen-
tlemen like Mr. Arnold Piesse and the
leader of the Opposition, Myr. Wilson;
they do not any longer deny the value
of the land, but what is their pro-
posal? They say this eountry ought to
be served by a railway; but what is the
railway that they advocate? It is not a
north and south railway. They are advo-
cating an east and west railway; and the
motive that inspired them in advoecating
that railway ean be very easily under-
stood. Any sort of a railway at all se
long as it does not go in a certain diree-
fion is good enough for these gentlemen.
But when they have absolutely not a
single argument left, when every official
and unofficial report published concerning
the district and the testimony of every in-
dividual who has visited the country is
against them, what do they say? “We will
not build the north and seuth railway,
asked for so long, but we will build it
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east and west,” for motives best known
to themselves. There have been a num-
ber of other reports. Several of them
were read by the Colonial Seereiary, but
there is one point in Mr. Middleton’s re-
port [ should mention. That report is
so bulky that, unfortunately, it eannot
all be read to the Honse, but it is desir-
able that every member should read it.
However, there is one point about his
report that is worthy of special note. I
have heard it said that if the land be so
good why do not the settlers go there,
though they may be 50 or 90 miles from
a railway. I have heard members say
they knew of instances of land being
devcloped at very considerable distances
from a railway. 3y, Middleton, at the
outset in his report, gives good reasons
why this land has not heen developed
without a railway. He says—

Apart from the matter of water eon-
servation, my examination has eon-
vinced me that this country is not
suitable for suecessful agricultural
development without reasonable rail-
way facilities. In other parts of the
wheat belt in this State patches of
good rich agricultural land alternate
with stretches of generally poor sand-
plain, and a settler at siarfing may,
without the use of fertiliser, obtain
a generous yield of wheat or hay, from
a pateh of strong land whieh will en-
enable him to wait, though perhaps
impatiently, the advent of the rail-
way,

The fact is this land is
throughout. It is not patchy,
of the same charaeter.

Tlhe conditions

consistent
It 1s all
He continues—
within the area
under examination are totally differ-
ent; for generally speaking, uneither
the areas of good, strong agrienltural
land, nor the strefches of poor sand-
plain, are met with, but land of a fair
average quality, strikingly consistent
throughout the mallee belt. While,
therefore T consider that one million
acres or more of this mallee country
is equal in vaine, for {he growth of cer-
eals, 1o the same area anvwhere else
in the State, the necessity for the
early application of fertiliser and the
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probable absence of the strikingly
high “‘frst yields’’ generally obtained
in the rich country of other parts of
the State referred to above, will ren-
der the low freights that obtain for
railway ecarriage, both of fertiliser
aud of the resultant erops. essential
at a very early stage to the successful
development of the country.
That is a pretty satisfactory answer to
those who wonder why this country has
not been opened up in the past without
railway facilities. My, O’Brien also re-
fers to the character of the soil. With
Myr. Middleion he traversed an area some
18 miles long by 15 miles wide. He
said—

The mallee land, gently undulating
throughout consists of red loam, light
sandy loam, patches of grey loam,
with subsoils of good close loam vary-
ing to loamy clay, and in paris eclay.
The grey appearance the surface pre-
sents along the coach road has cansed
many people to helieve the country is
a misergble sandy waste.

The grey colour is caused by rain
aml wind acting on the loams or clay.
and depositing on the surface a fine
layer of sand, mostly disintegrated.
limastone. This sand is soff. not hard
and sharp, and it appears to he con-
tained in surface and subsoils through-
out the mallee helt.

Proof of the above may be seen an
the spoil banks nf the Government
tanks conslructed last vear along the
coach road by this department. A film
of grey sand has already heen wea-
thered ont of stiff elav. which was ex-
cavated from a depth of 12 feet.

Ar. Middleton also moes on to give a
number of fgures which were quoted
last night by the Colonial Seeretary, in
which Mr. Middleton shows how infinitely
grealer the value of the conntry would he
masdde with a railway than the capital cost
of the railway. He shows thai the Gov-
ernment ecannot possibly lose, but must
gain considerably by the construction of
the line, and he expresses the opinion that
it would pay working expenses and inter-
est. T eannot coneeive what further eould
be done by any Government to convince
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any House of Parliament as to the neces-
sity for this railway. If the mem-
bers he nol  convinced concerning
these reports lhey will never he con-
vinced by any evidence which eould be
brought hefore them,

Hon. R. T. Lynn: Convinced by M.
Middleton’s report

Hon. J. W, KIRWAN: Yes. The houn.
member lhas just come in. Ie has not
heard anything concerning Mr. Middie-
ton’s report. He bas not read Mzr. Mid-
dlelon’s report. It is an evidence of Lhe
way in which he and other members of
the Honse approach the subject, Some
members who ave bifter opponents of Lhe
line earefully stayed away during the de-
bale on the subject last night, and others
who remained showed by their interjec-
tions that they did not follow the Colonial
Secretary. Mr. Gawler condemned the
railway wholesale without having pro-
perly studied these veports, This is the
way this subject is approached. 1 say
no Government could do wore, no reporis
could be produced for any railway strong-
er than the reports brought forward for
this line. 1t is, T think, that the mem-
bers do nol want to read these veporis;
they ave unconseiously biassed against this
traet of country. [ have nnmerons
anthorities here in addivion to those al-
ready quoted. 1 have from fifly to a
hundred authoritative opinions upon this
question. I have also discussed this mat-
ter with nambers of men who understand
mallee counitry. 1 have discussed il pro-
bably with two hundred different men on
as many different oecasions, Many of
them went to that country slrongly
prejudiced against it, but the only
man 1 ever heard express an unfav-
ourable opinion concerning that country
was the man who condemned it befove he
saw if, namely, Mr. Mitchell. Now that
gentleman grudgingly admits that it is
an eight bushel proposition.

Hon, R. .J. Lynn: Mr, Paterson knows
il

Hon, J. W. KTRWAN: The hon. mem-
her is again showing how little he knows
ahout the question. He evidently has not
read Mr. Paterson’s report or be would
know that Mr. Paterson did not condemn
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it, but simply expressed doubts about it.
The hLon, member was not here when I
read Mr, Paterson’s report and poinied
out Mr. Paterson’s expressed doubts as io
the quality of the soil, iis holding capac-
ity, and the means ol conserving waler.
He was wot here when T read M
O'Brien’s and Mr. Middleion’s reports by
way of showing how satisfactorily those
doubts were answered.

Hon, D. G. Gawler: What does Mr.
Paterson say now?

Hon. J. W. KIRWAN: T do not know.
but probably Mr. Paterson would be
quite satisied with the veports of Mr,
Middleton and My, O'Brien. 1 fail to see
how he could be other than satisfied. How-
ever, that gentleman probably has not
rend either of those reports, The hon.
members who interject in this way were
not here a little while ago. Tt is just
in aceord with the way in which this ques-
tion is appreached, They do not try lo
be informed about it, bui approach it
with prejudiced minds, pretending to ve-
present people like the people of Freman-
tle. 1 refuse to insuli the people of Fre-
mantle by saying that the hou. members
who sit here for Fremantle or some of
those who sit for Perth represent the peo-
ple of the metropolitan distriets on this
question. Thereareiwo members who genu-
inely and realty represent Fremantle, two
members who voted in favour of this rail-
way, namely, M. Angwin and Mr. Bolton.
They are the Lyue representalives of Fre-
manlle, inasmuch as they appeal, not to
a limited francehise. but io the adult suit-
rage. to the whole of the people. They
vofed in favour of this raillway and I
dectine to insnll the people of Fremantle
by saying thal they are so parochial, so
narow-minded, so eontemplible, or want-
ing in national spirit as to be opposed
to thiz railway. T have spoken to sone
of the traders of Fremantle; [ conld men-
tion their names, bnt I do not feel justi-
fied in doing so here: T will give them to
any hon. member who desires to have
them, 'These traders of Fremantle told
me that they were ashamed of the paltry
altitude adopted by certain members sup-
poserl io represent Fremanile on this
question, avd said thai those members
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speak, nol for the people of the place,
but for a few holders of vested interests.
1 am veferring to those members who
voted against the Esperance railway.

Hon. M. L. Moess: You know nothing
about ihe feeling at Fremantle.

Hon. J. Wi KIRWAX: Perhaps I
know a good deal more about it than the
hon. member, to whom [ predicted the
result of the last general elections, and
who jeered very much when I did so, but
who,T think,is now perfeetly satisfied that
I was right and he was wrong. 1f a refer-
endum of the people of Western Aus-
tralia was to be taken on the Esperance
railway question it would be carried by
three to one, becanse the people are not
paltry, are not contempiible, I know
them. They always take a generous
view of things, and are desirous of doing
justice to every part of the Stale, and of
seeing that all its resources are developed.
I have quoted so far entirely from official
reports. [ lave herve a list of opinions
colleeted from people whe have know-
ledge of mallee ecountfry, and everyone of
these opinions is favourable to the project.
I will just quole from a few of them.
There is the Government Surveyor, M.
Crawford, who said—

[t is some of the hest cereal land
in the West.

The Government Geologist, Mr. Wood-
ward, in 1893 said—

The country is of a calcareous loamy
nature, being covered with mallee
thickets, and would make excellent
wheat land if cleared. There must be
aboutl fifteen inches of rain.

IIon. H. P. Colebateh: Does he nol
estimate the vield?

Hon, J. W. KIRWAN: No, that was
done by Mr. Mitchell, who condemned the
land before he saw it. Mr. T. C. Heneh-
man, late Government land guide, said—

Txperienced farmers from ithe mallee
country in South Australia and Vie-
toria at once recognise that the land
is good and capable, without incurring
any heavy expenditure, in produeing
splendid erops.

Mr. Hugh Johnstone. a Wickepin Parmer,
said—
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As an agricultural railway alene the
Esperance-Norseman railway will open
up more first-class agricultural land
than any other raitway of equal length
which could be projecied in Western
Australin.

Mr. Charles Thomas, after thirty years'
agricultural experience in other Stales,
said—

After spending three weeks inspect-
ing the distriet T feel confident that,
if the Government degide to open up
the country by rail, one of the higgest
seltlements in Western Australia will
be established. ‘

Mr. A. I5. Shepherd, who has had years
of experience in farming in the Riverina,
New South Wales, said—

The disiriet is undoubtedly a frst-
class cereal-growing distriet.  For
wheat production the elimate and soil
are ideal.

Similarly favourable views have been ex-
pressed by Mr. J. J. Walsh, Mr. Thomas
Lewis, Mr. A. M, Richardson, Mr, Sievier,
Mr. J. Fyfe, Mr. F. .J. Roberts——

Hon. M. L. Moss: Did you get them
oul of the direclory?

Hon, .J. W, KIRWAN: The hon.
member has not been through the district
and yet he expresses opinions.

Hon, M, L. Moss: T merely asked if
you gat the names out of the directory.

Hon, J. W. KIRWAN: Mr. Arthur
Spring, who had had five years’ experi-
ence in Victorian mallee and some time in
South Australian mallee conntry, said—

I consider the mallee land in Lhe
Esperance distriel quite equal and in
many places better than the mallee
lands in Vietoria and South Australia.
There was »plendid eclay 14 and 15
feet deep for tanks. Few Governments
have it in their power to open so large
and rich an agricnltural distriet eap-
able of supporting many thousands of
farmers for so trifling an expenditure.

Mr. G, H, Brearley, a wheat farmer from
Kanioa, said—

I was more than pleased with the
country and anticipate it will become
in the near future an important agri-
cultaral area.

Mr. P. J. Webb, a farmer of Pingelly,
said—
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It is the largesi area of consistently
good farming land I have seen in this
State.

Mr. R. Kinane, a farmer of Yorktown,
Svnth Australia, said—

I have no doubt the mallee land be-
tween Esperanee and Norseman would
produce (he same splendid vesulls that
are now heing obtained at Pinnaroo,

Mr. W, E. Dempstier, who is well known
tc mosl members, has also expressed his
opinion  with regard to thal particular
counlry. The opinions ihat might be
quoted arve simply innumerable. T think
this s 1he first agricultural railwax T
hiave ever known (o be opposed in 1his
House. T have been in this Chamber for
a greal many years, and whenever agri-
cultural railways were brought forward,
goldfields members have readily and
gladly voled for them. When a renilway
was  nsked for a  partieular disiriet,
although we kpnew these railways meant
a loss to the counltry—ihe agricultural
railways bave incurred losses—yet not a
word of objection has ever come from
any goldfields member concerning any
poliey of railway construction for agri-
cultural purposes.

Hon. W. Pairick: 1t is not correet that
there has been a loss.

Hon, J. W. KIRWAN: If the hon.
member reads the Railway reports he will
see lhere has been a direct loss. T he-
lieve there will be a direet gain in the
future, but if the hon. member looks np
the reporis for any year he will see sec-
tional reports regarding each new agri-
cultural railway, and I know that lately
every single one has shown a less. The
coldfields members never objected to
these railways hecause it could not be
proved that they would pay straight
away, and this is the first agricnltural
line T have ever heard opposed in Par-
liament. This is the only railway, with
one exception, that has been suggested
for my distriet; the one exception was
the Bullfineh railway. ’

Hon. J. Cornell: That was a big job;
it did not take long to consider it.

Hon. J. W. EIRWAN: It was iniro-
dueed by the late Government. With the
exception of that railway this is the only
one which has heen suggested in my dis-
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trict, and yet it bas been consislently
oppused by those members who have had
the support of goldfields members over
and over again, If the House is not
satistied with these reports [ ecan ouly
conclude that they are determined they
will not vote for the railway no matter
whalt happens. In refusing to eonstruet
this railway they are Dblocking the de-
velopment of the Siate, If this Bill
passes this House, there will be a land
rush to that distriet sueh as Western
Australia has never known. That dis-
triet will speedily become thickly settled
with a farming community and it will be
a great source of financial strength to
Western Awnstralia generally: and I say
members who are opposing the line are
bMocking (he advancement of the State
and blocking it in the interests of a fow
individuals who think they will be in-
jured simply becanse they have vested
inferesis in certain parts of the Stale.
They are foolish individuals influenced
by nrejudice becaunse we cannot advance
the interests of the Ilsperance-Norseman
district or of any other part of the State
without advancing the intervests of Perth
and Fremantle and all the State.

Hon. M, L. Moss: You know vou have
a had ease.

Hou, J. W. KIRWAN: 1 ask that the
hon. member should withdraw that state-
ment, He said T had a had case and he
was not present to hear my remarks. I
would ask whether a remark of that kind
is fair; it shows prejudice.

The PRESIDENT: Tt is not in order.

Hon. M. L. Moss: Whal iz not in
crder?

The PRESIDENT: To make any in-
terjection.

Hon, M. L. Moss: T only said at the
end of his speech that he had a bad case.

Hon, J. W, KIRWAN: And you were
not present to hear it.

Hon., J. CORNELL (Senth) : I can-
not allow the opportunity to pass with-
out saying a word or two.

Hon, Sir E. H. Wittenoom :
not say more than le said.

Hon. J. CORNELL: : I am going to
say what T have to say.

Hon. Sir E. H. Wittenoom : It is only
repetition.

You can-
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Hon. J. CORNELL : 1t may be but I
have a reputaiion.

Hon. Sir E. H. Wittenocom :
quite riglu.

Hon. W, Patrick : Hear, hear.

Hon. J. CORNELL: I would not
have risen so early exeept that this is
perhaps the ouly opportunity [ shall
have of speaking on the question. I can-
not help being struck with the amount
of logie that has bean brought forward
by the other side who are opposing this
line, logic in the shape of silence. There
is no doubt in my mind as to the fate
of this Bill. Those who are opposed to
it are proceeding ty administer execu-
tion a little more speedily than on the
last oceasion, I must congratulate My.
Kirwan on the speech and on the matter
which lhe brought forward. [ further sup-
port him in clinging to and fighting a
forlorn hope. Consistently for 15 years
Mr. Kirwan has advocated the construe-
tion of this line Lhoth with veice and pen
wheunever the opportunity offered. Tt
has heen said thal love clings. I desire to
state that prejudice elings. If there 1s
one thing that has characterised this de-
bate it has heen the earnesiness and
sincerity of Bly. Kirwan in advocating
the construction of the line and the per-
sistency with which prejudiees cling in
members who oppose it.

Hon. Sir E. H. Wittenoom : That is
only beeause they do not think as you do.

Hon. J. CORNELL : 1 do not think
any railway has been advoeated so eon-
sistently or placed so prominently he-
fore the publie sinee the foundation of
Australia. There has not been one line
which T know of to whieh so mieh pub-
licity has been given and which has been
fought for su hard. Members who pose
as statesmen standing For (he conntry’s
advaneement have made this question,
or heen coerced into making this question,
practically the issue of an election. This
is one of the factors which will defeat
this Bill beeause memhers say they have
consistently promised the electors that
they will oppose the Rill. Ti would be
useless for me to go inte the mnatter
which has been so0 ably dealt with by
the Colonial Seeretary and supplement.—

You are

[COUNCIL.)

.in favour of the line.

ed by Mr. Wirwan, They have put for-
ward faete ihat are irvefutable, and the
only efforts put forwavd hy opponents
of the measure have been put forward
in the lightest and most airy manner.
I have never heard Mr. Gawler deasl
wilh a matter in this House nor have I
heard other members by interjectinn re-
fer to a maiter in such a Hght and airy
way.

Hon. M. 1., Moss :
it last session.

Hon. J. CORNELL : 1 have aot,

Hon, M. L. Moss : You can have your
£O DOW,

Hon. J. CORNELL : So [ will.
ference has been made to what
Paterson said several years ago.

Hon, M. L. Moss : Mr. Paterson will
not lend any money on the land.

We had a dose of

Ke-
My,

Hon, J. CORNEILL : He has not
beerr there since  Other responsible

officers of the Departmeni of Agricul-
fure have been asked, and memhers are
now bringing forward what Mr. Pater-
son said several vears ago as an argn-
ment, despite the fact that the evidence
of the Department of Agrieuliure is all
A spirit of paro-
chialism has been displayed. and I do not
think there has been a question hefore
the Flouse or hefore the public of West-
ern Australia whieh has eaused go muel
pareelialism. T venture to say that as
far as this measure is concerned there
are members in this Chamber who do
not see furlher than the Darling Ranges
or the Fremantle pier. Is that a states-
manlike attitude 7 Members by their
attitnde are endeaveuring to hring about
a poliex of eentralisation.

Hon, W, Pairick : We Jdo not all re-
present Perlh and Fremantle.

Hon., J. CORNELL :  The hon. mem-
bher was closely associated.

Hon. Sir E. H. Wittenoom :
sent Kimberley,

MNon. M. L. Moss :
whole State.

Houn. J. CORNELL : I would not be
so ecotistien! as Sir Bdward Wittenoom,
but T would say that I endeavour to re-
present he South Provines.

T repre-

T represent the
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Hoen. C. Sommers: Do yoa know
when Mr. Paterson was down there last?

Hon. J. CORNELL : T am not aware
of his having been down on an official
visit sinee the memorable time when he
travelled through part of the distriet
at might time,

Hon. €. Sommers: T you know
his report is dated 17th March, 19119

Hon. J. CORNELL : That is over 20
wonths ago. There are reports on this
Table.

Hon. H. P. Colebateh: There have heen
6145-bushel vields since then.

Hon, J. CORNELL: I am greatly
sarprised at Mr. Colebatch bringing for-
ward an argument of that description.
I will grant him that, but let me remind
Tim what has happened in the Eastern
States in some of the finest wheat-growing
land in the world, and where, too, they
have an 18-ineh rainfall. We have only
to wo back a few yeavs to the drought
period to learn that for three consecative
vears there was no vield whatever.

Hon. W. Patriek: Where was that?

Hon. J. CORNELIL: In New South
Wales, the place where my people live to-
day.

Hon. M. L. Moss: Where is that?

Hon. J. CORNELL: Riverina.

The PRESIDENT : If the hon. memnber
will address the Chair there will not be so
many interruptions.

Hon. J. CORNTELL: In the place where
my people live to-day for four eonsecn-
tive years they did not get a load of hay,
while after that for seven years
they never got less than a 24-
bushel vield. Because this year there
happened to be a drought in Esper-
ance, hon. members would nse that as an
illustration to domn the line and damn
the district. Hon. members might be
logical and say that some of the distriets
they represent suffered from the effects of
drvought last year and produced very little
crop and in some places none at all. I
recognise thai ¥ might beat the air all
night without having the effect of altering
one vote. 1 think when the numbers go
up we shall have aboul 10. Alr. Moss says
T am a bit of a philosopher, but a man
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needs to be une these times, T congriaiu-
late Sir Winthrop Hackett on the man-
ner in which he voted on the last occasion,
and T am pre-supposing that he will vote
the same way on this oceasion. 1 think
that the hon. genfleman has intelligence
and is nof imbued with that parochinl
spirit which prevenis him from looking
further than Perih.

Hon, H. P. Colebaieh: You will not
have him long if (lig average keeps drop-
ping each vear.

Hon. J. CORNELL: 1T am well aware
that we will nol keep Sir Winthrop
Hackett very long. Mis will be the fate
we shall all have lo meet, bnt let me =ay
that T think Sir Winthrop has many days
hefore him vet, and not as a politician,

but as =a statesman, and T feel
confident the older he gets and the
longer he lives he will remain as a

living example to some hon. members ihat
age has not warped his intellect in the
way it has the intellect of others. 1In
eonclusion let me say that the result of the
last general election conclusively proved
that the people in Western Aunsiralia as
a whole are in favour of {lis line,

Hon. M. L. Moss: No.

Hon. J. CORNELL: T think that a
greater percentage of the people of this
State, as Mr. Kirwan said, are in favour
of the eonstruction of this railway, and
I regret to have to come to the conclusion
that the only body of men whe are not
convinced of the neeessily and urgency
and practicability of this line are the
members of the Legislative Couneil. I
think, further, that there is only one thing
that will remove that prejudice from this
Chamber, and that is the pale rider on the
white horse.

Hon. J. E. DODD (Honorary Mini-
ster) : T desire to say a few words upon
this Bill being a member representing
that province in which Esperance is situ-
ated. ILike Mr. Cornell I desire to offer
my hearty congratulations to our senior
colleagne. Mr. Kirwan, upon the case he
has put up, and T am sure that those who
believe that the railway should be con-
structed from Norseman to Esperance nre
under a zreat debt of gratitude to Mr.
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Kirwan for the way he has placed this
subject before the country, and for the
manner in which he has spoken to-night.
If hon. members had listened te Mr. Kir-
wan and listened wilhout prejudice I am
sure that they must have been convinced
that the arguments he brought forward
are sulliciently Importani lo justify the
country in hweilding this line. 1 do not
intend (o quole any figures or reports, be-
cause I know they would have no effect
in the way of altering the attitnde of hon.
members in regard to the Bill. T am
afraid no arguments that I can bring for-
ward would be sufficient to break down the
prejndice that seems to exist against this
part of the country. It is all the more
strange for this reason, that Lere we have
what is practically a new provinee. We
have fertile land that has been proved,
and almgst enough land to make a king-
dom, yet we find that the prejudice is so
great against extending railway faecilities
to that part of the State that we cannot
overcome it. Tt is hard for anyone who
is trying to be patriotic to a State such
as this and to Australia as a whole, to
understand why this prejudice should
exist. A good deal has been said about the
average yvield of the wheat grown there. T
cannot go into that becaunse I have not
looked into the matter, but I know that
in different parts of Australia and in
Sonth Australia, which T am more fami-
liar with, and which some other hon.
members alse know a good deal about,
the average for some years was not
greater than eight or nine hushels to the
acre, and yet at the presenl lime those
same areas are yielding immense guanti-
ties of wheat, and some of the most fer-
tile traets of land in Australia are there,
I am sure there is nothing to prevent this
part of the State being the same. T would
urge that some consideralion be given to
the line on the score that this is a poor
man’s country and that it is ¢lose to a big
mining cenlre. where a large number of
men are continually being driven out of
employvment by many cirenmsiances, and
who are looking for other avenues of em-
plovment. If this portion of the State
was only thrown open a large number

of these men would grasp the oppor-

[COUNCIL.]

tunity of settling at Fsperance and doing
something for themselves instead of lan-
guishing on (he mines as at present, Not
only would that be of benefit la the peo-
ple and to the country, but younger men
would be induced to go into the mines
and take the places of the older ones who
wonld leave. Tt might be easier to pick
up younger miners than it would be to
get young and experienced farmers. I
might refer to the Fact that at the last
election one-half of the memhers who
weare returned were refurned as support-
ers of this Bill. Four of them were out
and out Supporters of the line, and Mr.
Connor, who was returned nnopposed, was
pledged to support it. He, too, was n
member of that big deputation to which
Mr. Kirwan referred.

Hon. D. G. Gawler: They never made
a point of it during the election.

Hon, J. E. DODD (Honorary Mini-
ster) : Of course we eannot say that the
election was fought upon that issue, but
we say that one half of the members re-
turned at the last election were in favour
of the Esperance railway. That goes to
show that there was no feeling on the
part of the electors against the railway.
One of the greatest arguments was that

to which Mr. Kirwan has drawn atten-

tion, namely, that two members at Fre-
mantle, who were elected on the aduli
franchise, were elected as favouring the
construction of this railway.

Hon. M. L. Moss: They never pro-
nounced an opinion at any public meei-
ing.

Hon. J. 1, DODD (Honorary Mini-
ster}: Ar. Angwin had reports with him
to show what wus heing done in connec-
tion with this railway, but whether or
not these were brought forward I cannot
say.

Hon. M. T.. Moss: Not a word was said.

Hon. J. E. DODD (Honorary Mini-
ster): As a role the reports of election
meetings in the newspapers are seriously
condensed and it may be for that reason
no mention appeared.

Hon. D. G. Gawler: Mr. Lynn was the

only one who mentioned it and he strongly
opposed it.
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Hon. J. E. DODD (Honorary Mini-
ster) : Attention has been drawn to Mr.
Lynn, but Mr. Healy, who was support-
ing the Government against Mr. Lyan,
came fairly close to getting that seat.

Hon. D. G. Gawler: They were all close.

Hon. J. E. DODD (Honorary Mini-
ster): At any rate it showed, even
amongst the Upper House electors that
there was a large percentage who were
prepared to give a fair deal {o the conn-
try and vote for the Esperance railway.
With regard to the mallee lands, I know
what has been done in the other States
whore mallee is greatly in evidence. 1
have seen it in the dry areas, and I know
what it is in South Australia, and as I
have already said ot the present time
those places are among some of the most
fertile in Australia, We hear a lot about
settling the people on the land, yet here
this vast traet of eountry mnst remain
unpopulated simply becanse prejudice ex-
ists in the metropolis. T believe there
are many here who have not that pre-
judice, and T think all credit is due to
Sir Winthrop Haeckett for his advocacy
of the line. I do not know that if i1s any
use saying anything more. T hope mem-
bers will give this question very serious
consideration and do justice, even at this
iast moment, to those who are seeking not
only to help the goldfields and Esperance,
but also to help the people of Western
Australia,

Hon. F. DAVIS: T move—
That the debate be adjourned.

Motion negatived.

Question put and a division taken with
the following result:—

Ayes . .. o1
Noes .. .. .o 14
Majority against . .. 3
AYES.
Hon, R. G. Ardagh Hon. J. W. Kirwan
Hon," J. D. Connolly Hon. C. McKenzie
Hon. J. Cornell Hon. R. D. McKenzle
Hoo. J. B. Dedd { Hon. B. C. O'Hrien
Hon. J. M. Drew i Hon. F. Davis
Hon. Sir J. W. Hackell | (Teller).
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Nogs,

Hon. H. P, Colebatch Hpn. W. Patrick
Hon. J, F. Cullen Hoa, C. A. Plesse
Hon. D. G. Gawler Hoan. C. Semgiers
Hon., V. Hamerslsy Hon. T. H. Wllding
Hon. A. G. Jenking Hop, SITE, H, Wittenoom
Hyn, W. Kingsmill Hon. A. Banderson
Houn. R. I. Lyon (Teller).
Hon. M. L. Maoss

Quesiion (hus negatived; Bill rejected.

BILL—INDUSTRIAL
TION,

Report of Conference of Managers.

Debate resumed from the previouns day
on the motion of Hon. J, E. Dodd, that
the report of the Conference Managers
be adopted.

Hon. W. KINGSMILL (Metropoli-
tan): Perbaps I may be pardoned for
speaking at this stage of the proceedings
on this Bill, beeause possibly 1 may not
have an opportunity later on. T want
first of all to say that in my opinion the
thanks of this House are due to our
managers who have fairly and ably re-
presented us aft the conference, and to
say that so far as 1 am personally

ARBITRA-

coneerned I am  perfeetly  satis-
fied with the conelusions at which
they have arrived.  Indeed, in re-

gard to those conclusions, T musi say
that had I personally had the drafting
of the measure under consideralion many
of those coneclusions would have heen
come to by me, more especially with re-
rard to the attitude which these gentle-
men who represented this Council as
managers have taken up with regard to
rural workers and domestie servants.
During the very long debates on this
BRill both in Council and in Commitiee
scarcely enough importance was placed
on the faet that these two classes of
workers represented two essenfially dif-
ferent classes; that the Arbitration Bill
is framed more particularly to affect
those workers out of whose labour profit
is designed to he made by their employ-
ers. It seems to me that this is & very
vital difference as regards the elass of
labour emploved. With regard to rural
workers there is no doubt that they are
employed with the idea of the emplover
making a profit out of the work they
have to perform. On the other hand,
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with regard to domestic servants, such a
question does oot arise, and I take it
that the object of any industrial legisla-
tion must be io see that the greed of man
does nat lead employers {o unduly op-
press those whom they employ. For
this reason [ eannot but approve heartily
of the conclusion that the managers have
eome to in this connection. Again, a
point which appeared to me (o be some-
what weak with regard to the eonclusions
arvived at by the managers was in con-
nection with an industrial agreewenl he-
ecoming a common rule; but on examina-
tion I am satisfied that the provise which
the managers of both Houses have agreed
to is a sufficient safeguard in that eon-
neclion. There is only one thing in eon-
nection with these proceedings that T am
a bit inclined to be dubious about, and
that is the procednre which is proposed
to be adopled in now dealing with this
Bill. So far as I ean find, the authori-
ties on Parliamentary procedure which
T have had time to eonsult are strangely
silent upon the course to be followed
after a conference has arrived at a de-
cigion, I hope, however, thal the course
which to my mind is the obvious one to
‘be followed will be adopted, namely, that
the Bill will he re-printed with the
amendments agreed upon by the man-
agers embodied therein, and then, pre-
suming of course that a sense of lovalty
to their managers will guide both
branches of the Legislature, the Bill will
be passed pro forma through all its
stages in each ouse. Tt is impossible
to follow the desire of the Message re-
egived from another place thai we should
snggesl further amendments, hecause we
have no further stage at which those
amendments can be suggested. T hope
the common-sense conrse will be adopted.
that the Bill will be prepared afresh ae-
cording fo the recommendations and
agreements of the managers, and will
then be passed pro forma willkiont dehate
and with as liftle delay as possible
through both Houses. In conclusion, T
desire to express my gratification that

those hon. gentlemen inside and outside

of this Chamber, who have somewhat
previously expressed the opinion thal

-other

[COUNCIL.]

thi< Chamber was not prepared to deal
fairly and satisfactorily with this mea-
sure, have bad this most erushing rebut-
tal faid ai their feet, and that by the
aclion of the managers of this House in
eonjunction with the managers of an-
place it has been conclusively
proved that this Legislative Couneil is
willing to aet fairly and equitably as be-
tween the various classes in this Stale.
I think that ne more abundant proof of
that ean be furnished that the report
whieh has been submitled to Lhis House
by the managers appointed to econsider
the provisions of this Bill. I have much
pleasure in supporting the adeption of
the report.

Hon, J. F. CULLEN (South-East}: I
have only a few words to say, because T
think the least said aboul a ecompromise
the better, for one word leads to a re-
joinder, and so on. With regard to the
sugeestion of Mr. Kingsmill, I think the
better eourse would be for this House to
fall in with the expressed wish of the
Legislative Assembly. The Assembly
has returned the Bill with the request
that this Honse, if it approves of the
report of the managers, will embody it in
the measure. I think 'that wonld he the

simpler course.

Hon. W. Kingsmill: How can we do
that?

Ilon. J. ¥. CULLEN: T see no diffi-
cultv in ihe Message being taken into
Comniittee to-morrow in aecordance with
the order of lasi night, that it should he
considered in Commiitee. With regard
to the compromise, T agrec with My,
Kingsmill that we ought to congralulate
our managers on the immense amount of
work they got through, The only part
T am not satisfed with, T want le explain
1o my constilueney, is with regard to the
agrienltural and pastoral workers, but
in loxvalty to our managers and in expres-
sion of the desire that the vexed nuestion
should be settled, T am willing to give
way an thal. T would like fo say that in-
asmueh as the amendment made by
this Houise has been called illogical—
I think anomalous would he the more
correcl  word—with regard to these
two sets of workers, I am satisfied
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that the atiitude of other hon mem-
bers is the same as my own. We have
no objeetion to all such workers having the
fullest henefit of any legislation, but what
we do feel is that a eentral eourt to which
agricultnrists and pastoralists might be

haled, not as the outcome of any
weneral feeling amongst their em-
plovees but in obedience to a mere

agitation worked up from outside, would
not afford a time-saving and eeconomieal
method of settling any dispute that might
arise. T am satisfied that sooner or later
all rural eases will have to go to some
system of wages boards loeally sitting to
decide the question. However, for the
sake of doing all thal ean he done towards
industrial peace I am willing to accept
{he compromise made by our managers.

Hon. J. E. DODD (in reply): T just
desire to say that in regard to placing
the Bill before the House, the Government
will strive as far as possible to put the
measure before hoth Houses in a eonstitu-
tional manuer, and T am sure we will be
only too plensed te receive the assistance
of the officers of the House in that en-
deavour. I think it is now the desire of
all parties to see this Bill carried in ae-
eordanece with the report of {he managers,
and I sincerely hope that no constitutional
difficulty will present itself to make it im-
possible for that report to he carried info
operation.

Question pult and passed; the report
adopted.

BILL—WORKERS’ COMPENSATION.

In Committee.
Resumed from the 28th November;
Hon, W. Kingsmill in the Chair, Hon.

J. E. Dodd (Honorary Minister} in
charge of the Bill.

Clanse 11—agreed to.

Clause 12—Application of Aet to

industrial diseases:

Hon. . P. COLEBATCH: The clanse
shonld be stmeck out. He wished to
test the feeling of the Committee as
to whether it was desired that in-
dustrial diseases should be dealt with
in the manner proposed by the Rill or in
the manner suggested by the Royal Com-
mission that fook evidence on this ques-
tion some time ago and peinted out Lthe
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enormous difficulties which would arise
from any scheme such as that set out in
the Bill. Apparenily the scheme out-
lined by the Royal Commission was
ahandoned hecause it provided for con-
tributions from the workers themselves.

Hon. A, SANDERSON: The distine-
tion hetween accidents and diseases was
very wide. He was prepaved to go 1o a
liheral extent with regard to accidents;
bt with regard to diseases, it would be
placiug an wnfaiy and new burden on the
employer altogether unjustifinble, It was
well to test the opinion of the Committee
on the point right away. There was a
wide division hetween aceidents and
diseases to which more or less the whole
of humanity were liable.

Hon, D. G. GAWLER: There was no
provision for industrial diseases in the
Acts of New Sonth Wales, Queensland,
or Tasmamia, The select eommiitee that
inquired into this Bill some two years
ago reporied that provision for com-
pensation for diseases was unworkahle
and that the employer eould not protect
himself except hy a rate of insurance
that eould only be paid by wealthy em-
plovers. They also pointed out the diffi-
culty of traciug the emplover with whom
the worker contracted the disease, though
they recognised that it was ecaused by
dust and was quite distinet from tuber-
culosis.

Hon, J. E. DODD: It was just as well
to decide whether industrial diseases were
to remain in the Bill. He hoped the
clause would not be struck out, bhecause
we were endeavouring to make the Biil
apply  to  oceupational diseases which
were Just as much a result of the industry
as aeccidents to workers. If it was equit-
able to pay compensation for an ex-
ternal injury it was just as right to pay
compensation for an internal aceident in
the shape of a disease caused throughb the
inhalation of dust.

Hon. J. D. Connolly: How ean you
prove where the disease was contracted?

Hon. J. E. DODD: That matter would
very soon settle itself. This was no new
principle. The provision in regard to
industrial diseases existed in the English
Aet since 1906 and-in the New Zealand
Act. Though, he admiited, miners’ lung

’
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diseases did not find a place in those
Aets, lead poisoning, anthrax, and mer-
eurial poisening were dealt with in the
English Act and the New Zealand Aect, and
were covered by legislation just passed
by a Liberal Govermment in South Aus-
tralia. It seemed strange that, so soon
after an overwhelming announcewent in
favour of the party who sought to make
these diseases rank as accidents, the
Couneil should seek to strike ont the pro-
vision. The rveport of the select com-
mittee referred to hy JMr. Gawler was
no guide. A commitiee appoinied by
the Legislative Assembiy at the present
moment to deal with the same subject
would give a very different report. The
party presenting the report rveferred to
was almost annihilated on going to the
country,

Hon. D, G. Gawler: Two Labowr men
signed the reporl.

Hon. J. E. DODD: That was simply
to get uniformity and to try te bring
An indusiry
which paid 23 million pounds in divid-
ends in 17 or 1B years and never spent
a penny in the mitigation of the suffer-
ings from miners’ complaint, should in
some way contribute fo those rendered
belpless by reason of working in the
mines. In South Afriea the mine owners
spent £30,000 on erecting a sanaiorium,
and £5,000 per anmum towards its up-
keep. In Engtand Lever Brothers at
Port  Suaalight up fill 1804 spent
£350,000 on a zavden city on hehalf of
their employees, and on bnilding hos-
pitals and eonvalescent homes and other
nstitutions for that purpose, and the
Cadbury Company at Bourneville to 1904
spent £108,000 mm the same direction.
Now that our mines were getting decp
and the men were suffering more than
they did in the early days, something
ought to be dene in order to mitigate their
sufferings. Certainly the mining industry
was a declining industry and there were
difficulties in the way of a large number
of mining companies keeping going and
meeting their liabilities, but no company
should earry on at the expense of the
health and lives of the workers with-
out in some way endeavouring to miti-
gate the sufferings of their employees.

[COUNCIL.] -

Only in one or two minor instances had
ihe companies done anything for the
workers, as for instance by establishing
a workers’ club, the deeds of which, it
seemed, were beld by the mines; but in
reference o the sufferings brought about
by industrial disease not one penny had
heen spent from the huge dividends. The
Committee ought to eonsider very seri-
ously before they wiped out the provision
from the Bill, a provision which had
found ils way inte the Fnglish, the New
Zealand, and the South Australian Acts.
Hon. J. CORNELL: It was to be
hoped ihe Committee would not strike
out the provision. The English Act
sirictly provided for a disease which was
peculiar to the mines in England, and in
Germany, under the system of eompul-
sory contributing insurance, o similar
provision was made. There was no gain-
saving the fact that medical evidenee con-
clusively proved that these diseases were
on the increase in Western Australia as the
mines went deeper. The proposed legisla-
tion was an attempt fc make just pro-
vision for a man who became disabled or
lost his life through a disease peculiar
to the mining industry. The miner whose
lnngs were destroyed hy reason of his
oecupalion had just as mueh vight io
eompzensation as had a man who losl an
arm ar a leg in a mining accident. The
mining industry was dwindling, bnt when
the industry was at the height of its
prosperity in the State nothing whatever
had been done to alleviate the suiferings of
the stricken workers by those who con-
trolled the mines and participated in (he
dividends.  As one who had worked in
the mines on the Golden Mile for a cou-
siderable number of years, he knew ex-
actly what had been done for the workers
by those responsiblie for the conduet of
the mines. All that had ever heen ex-
tended to the worlmen was a measure of
compensafion which was obligatory ae-
cording to law. The workers on the
mines were required to pay into a medieal
fund if they were not contributors to a
lodge: and the lodges found it necessary
not only to provide medical and surgical

attendance for their members, but hospital
accommodation as well. To an extent
this was in the interests of the men, but
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it wus alse in the best interests of the
mine owners, who were thus released
from the necessity of providing medical
and surgieal relief and hospital accom-
modation.  Despite the faet that 22
millions had been paid in dividends by
the gold mining industry, nothing what-
ever had been done for the welfare of
the men emploved in the industry; that
was to say, nothing as ecompared with
what had been done in the indusiry in
other places. KEven the very Workers
Club referred to by the Honorary Minis-
ter was held by the mines as seeurity
for the £2.000 advaneed for its establish-
ment, Apart from that and the drinking
fountain provided by AMr, Daoolette in
Vigtoria Squave, nothing had been done
by the mining eompanies to alleviate the
had conditions which, of neeessity, pre-
vailed in connection with deep mining.
This question had been prominently be-
fore the people of the State. Mr, Ardagh
and limself had made it a principal
plank of their platform, and they had
heen returned by the people. Also, almost
every member of the Labour parly had
made it a burning question. The people
held that some provision should he made
agninst these diseases, and that the
burden should be placed on the industry.
Tt was to he hoped the Committee would
not strike out the provision. If ihe Com-
mittee did strike it out the action would
be used as a lever againsi the continuance
of the Tegislative Council. He for one
wounld not hesitate to use it as such, for
the emphatie voice of the people had heen
heard on the subjeet, and this Chamber,
with its restrieted franehise, had no right
to oppose the will of the people. )
Hon. J. D. COXNOLLY : The prin-
ciple contained in the Bill had bhis sym-
pathy to a certain extent, and he agreed
with Mr. Dodd when that hon. gentleman
said ¢“Why should not an employer be
just as much liable if a worker in his
employ contracted a disease. as if that
worker broke an arm or a leg in his
emplov?®  Moreover he believed in the
principle contained in the clause to a eer-
tain extent. But the elause went too
far. If it were in a modified form no
doubt the Committee wonld accept it.
but if it vere agreed to as printed it
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wonld make mining impossible in West-
ern Australia.

Hon. J. Cornell :
done so in Great Britain ?

Hon. .J. D. CONNOLLY: Because
the conditions there were different. In
England the miner was born into the
mine and remained there all his life, and
therefore it was very easy to discover
wlhere he had econtracted a disease. There
was a great deal of mining disease pre-
valent in the State, but muoch of it, more
especially lead poisoning, had never heen
contracted in the State, and therefore
it would be quite unfair to saddle the
mining industry of Western Australia
with the borden of it. There were many
cases of lead poisoning in Western Aus-
{ralia, but probably one of them had
been contracted in the State. As far as
the gold mining eompanies of Western
Anistralin were coneerned he agreed with
Mr. Dodd and Mr. Cornell that they did
not deserve very much sympathy in the
way of protection from legislation of
this kind. He knew of nto eountry which
had been more unfortunate than Western
Australia in this respeet. They had
drawn 22 millions of dividends and what
had they given the counfry in return ?
They had not been generous or just; they
hard done nothing at ail. Tt would not
have been very mnch for the companies
to have provided for disabled miners in
the way suggested. This clause would
not hit the people who had {reated West-
ern Australia unjustly. The 22 millions
had gone. The sharcholders of to-day
were nol the shareholders of those days
and we would be penalising the people
who had nothing to do with the past.
The mines were poorer, new mines werg
starting and they could not bear a bur-
den of this kind. Apart from that we
had to consider the impractieability of
the elavge. Tle would support the prin-
ciple hut the clause was too sweeping.
The schedule of diseases counld be exten-
ded to embrace toothache. measles, or in
fael anything. The eclause apparently
had merely been thrown in and evident-
Iv it was never seriously intended that
it shonld be passed. Tf it was mode-
rate, or on the lines of compulsory con-

Why has it not
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tribution, theie would be a good argu-
ment for it.

Hon. H. P. COLEBATCH : For his
part he objected to the suggestion that
beeause he wanted to strike out the
clanse as he was opposed to provision
being made for miners who suffered
from disease. He had seen too much
of disease among miners o be lacking
in sympathy for them. Tast year a
Roval Commission was appointed con-
sistine of Doetors Jack and Mitehell
and Messrs. R. A. Varden, R. Hastie,
and Jolin Daw, and they presented a wn-
animons report. The report dealt prae-
tically with two methods, one was eostly
and almost impraeticable and the other
was safe and easy. Yet the Governmeni
for some reason unknown fo him had
adopted the method which the commis-
sion said was costly and impracticable.
What wonld be the first result of pass-
ing the clause? Tt would mean that the
mining companies would draft ont of
their employment the men who, because
of weak health, wonld be -considered
likely to contract disease and they would
be left to shift for themselves. They
would receive no compensation and no
assistance to find other employment. The
commission foresaw that and devised peri-
odical inspection with a view to the men
whose health unfitted them for ocenpation
in the mines being drafted out, but not
thrown on Lo the sireets. In New Zea-
land an attempt was made to deal with
the matter in the same way as was pro-
posed by the Government. The Govern-
ment Insurance Department took over the
risks and put up the rate by £1 per
eent. Then in 1909 a special Bill was
inlroduced to repeal that section of the
Aet. Tt could not be for any other
reason than that it was unworkable.
The eommission recommended the ap-
pointment of a board and outlined a
comprehensive seheme which would work
no hardship on anvone and which wonld
make provision for all. TInstead of ad-
opting that the Government put forward
this proposal which would press harder
on the men than any one else. He could
not see why supporters of the cause of
the miners did not favour the reecom-
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mendation
preference

Hon, F.

of (he Royal Commission in
to the Bill.

DAVIS: Mine owners were
not in the habit of employing men who
were weak or diseased, The competition
was suflicient to warrant that no such
men would be employed. There was little
need for fear that the measure would
affect any number of men in the direction
suggested. There was (oo great a ten-
dency to follow precedent, and, heeause
this clause was not in another Act the in-
ference was that it should not be adopted
here. 1f we followed that iden to ifs
logical conelusion we should never adopt
any orignal legislation. The clause was
reasonalde, becanse there was no practical
difference betwen an acecident .and a dis-
ease confracted in an industry. One was
& quick oeccurrence and the other was a
slow occurrence, and the result to the
man was the same, namely, incapacitation.
Therefore it was consistent that there
should be no difference In the remedy.
Hon. M. L. MOSS8: The men engaged
in this elass of aeccupation who contracted
these diseases were as much entitled to the
sympathy of Parliament as the men who
broke a Tlimb 1 earrying on a hazardous
occupation, The suggestion he made dur-
ing the second reading debale was the
best solution of the difficulty. That was
to pass the elause and make it operative
for one or two years, so that whatever
Government were in power they would
either drop the provision or re-enact if,
if it bad not proved to be delrimental to
the industry. Twenty million pounds had
been distributed in dividends among share-
holders, and it was scandalons to think
how little they had done to support the
men who eontracted disease and who
were injured in their service, Some coun-
tries would have made it compulsory for
the directors to reside in the State, and
if the diveciors had been local residents
they would have been more amenable to
public opinion, and it would have been
brought more closely home to them what
the miner had to contend with when work-
ing at great depths. The miner was en-
titled to a great deal of consideration, and
if that considerniion could be given to him
without inflicting serions hardship on the
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wdustry it was a duty thaf Parliament
owed to {bose employed in fhe indusiry.
He was willing to voie for the elanse
subject to the amendments on the Notice
Paper, which would bring the c¢lause into
line with similar legislation in England.
If the Minister was prepared to accept
the snggestion ihat the eclause should re-
main operative for two years, he wounld
vote with him. Tf the Minister declined
he would vote with Mr. Colebatch.

Hon. J. E. DODD: Mr. Colebateh had
snid he conld not see why the Government
shonld not adopt the proposal of the
Royal Commission which sat last year
He had not one word to say against the
commission, but the Government were in
good company inasmneh as a commission
was appointed in 1904 to go into the
question of the ventilation and sanita-
tion of mines, That commission made
certain vecommendations and they were
not eonsidered by the Government, al-
though the same Government were in
power. 1P the present Government had
sinned in not adgpting ihe report they
had sinned in good company inasmuch as
the Government which had appeinted that
commission had noi carried out the com-
mission’s recommendations. In regard to
the insurance rates the mining companies
could easily hreak down any desire on
the part of the insurance companies lo
inflate the vates, (hey +were wealthy
encugh to pay the insurance themselves.

Haon. R. D. McKenzie: What about the
small mines?

Hon. J. E. DODD: With reference to
New Zealand a good deal had been said
about the faet that the insurance com-
panies had increased their rales. Te
{Hon. J. E. Dodd) gave evidence before
the commission m Kalgoorlie in 1911, and
these were some extracts from his evi-
dence—

1017. By Mr. Hastie: And after
carrying the thing on for about a year,
during which time there were no claims,
they repenled the Act?—Yes; the
trouble was in reference to the examin-
ation of the men before they went un-
derground. That trouble was guite rea-
sonable, inasmuch as no provision what-
ever was made for such men as might
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be debarred from the mine. Had such
provision been made, the men would
have taken a very different siand. Then,
again, the increased rale was fixed
without any figures to hase 1t on. There
was nothing to show what the rate
should be in order to cover the risk.
They had not figures to go upen, and
no case was brought under the Aect
during ils operation, This, to my mind,
clearly shows that the inereased rate
was not justified.

1019. However, they viewed it as 20
per cent. more risky when the disease
was put in, Perbaps, when time enough
had elapsed, those claims would have
come in by ibe dozen?—Of eourse the
disense was in existence then; the Aect
was to take in cases of existing disease,

By My, Mitchell : But yon would not
suggesl that no winers in New Zealand
died of miners’ phthisis while that Act
was in operation?—I am inclined te
think theve is less miners’ phthisis there
than here, but 1 am perfectly sure that
if a miner had died of phihisis while the
Act was in force his relatives wonld
have clnimed under il

That coneclusively showed that within 12
menths  there  was no case of miner’s
phthisis in New Zealand. By that he was
trying to show (hat the increased rates in
New Zealand were not justified.

“Hon. D. G Gawler: Do you know why
they repealed it 1 New Zealandd

Hon. J. E. DODD: There was a strike
in New Zealand because the mining com-
panies desired to have a medical inspec-
tion and the miners opposed it. What
we declared was that the men who were
working on the mines at the present time
shonld not have to snbmit themselves to
medieal examination. That was the athi-
tude whieh had been adopied everywhere.
In Johanneshurg they did not objeet to
new men coming in being examined, but
they did object to those who were already
there being compelied to undergo an ex-
amination. The report of the miners’
commission in the Transvaal fn 1911 said
practically the same thing,

Hon. M. L. Moss: Is miner's phthisis
very prevalent at the present time?
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Hon, J. E. DODD: Tuberculosis was
not as prevalent as might bz thought
There were 27 cases when Dr. Cumpston
was appointed comissioner, There was
no desire to mislead the House, but at the
present time there were 33 per cent. of
the miners suffering from fibrosis of the
longs, but ibat did not always generate
into tuberculosis. Many of this 33 per
cent. were still working and were likely
to work for years.

Hon, M, L. Moss: Is it a progressive
disease?

Hon, J. E. BODY: Yes; it was dust on
the brouchial tubes.

Hou. M. L. Moss: Does a man who is
affected get worse and worse?

Hon. J. E. DODD: Yes, and it was
quite pessible that it might generate into
tuberculosis. Miners bhad always taken
up the attitude that they would not have
a medical examination,

Hon. D. G. Gawler:
old ones object?

Hon, J. E. DODD: There was no doubt
that if a medical examination took place
among those who were employed on the
mines a goed many would be discharged.

Hon. D. G. Gawler: If any of them
were suffering from the disease this mea-
sure would be retrospeciive.

Hon. J. E. DODD: 1i was tot {oo cer-
tain wheiler it woulll he retrospective.
If it did there would not be so wmuch
need for objection. .

Hon. D. G. Gawler: It will apply.

Hon. J. E. DODD: There was another
point and it was that if a medical exa-
minaiion of all new men took place the
dizease would he stamped ont in course
ol time.

Hon. J. F. CULLEN: The diliiculties
feared could not be met in rhe way Mr.
Moss proposed. The real difficulty about
the case was that it set up an inealenlable
risk to be insured by the employer. No
employer should face that risk with the
insurance companies nnless lhere was an
all-ronnd medical examination. That ex-
amination would eost to-day anything
from £5,000 to £10.000.

Hon. J. E. TYodd: That is wrong.

Hon. J. F. CCLLEN: It was doubtful
whether £10.000 would cover it, and who
was going to find that money? This Bill

Wiy should the
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would eover anylhing from 20,000 to
30,000 winers, and how were Lhey to be
medieally examnined at less than half a
guinea each. The wethod of providing
for such men was not in a Workers' Com-
pensation Bill. but in an Industrial In-
surance Bill. and the Minister would be
wise 1o let this elause go by the board and
bring dewn his promised system of indus-
trial insurance.

Hon. J. E. Dodd: I have never pro-
mised anything of the kind.

Hon, J. 1. Connelly: State insurance.

Hon. J. F. CULLEN; It was the same
thing.

Hon. J. E. Dodad: T said quite the re-
verse. that it wounld ake a long time for
me lo give my adherence to a secheme of
that kind. ' ’

Hon. J. F. CULLEN: Some Minister

pronounced authoritatively on the sub-
ject.

Fon. M. L. Moss: The Attorney Gen-
eral.

Hon. J. ¥. CULLEN: The Attornex
Genera) then said ihe Government in-

tended to bring in a system of State in-
dustrial insurance. When the time came
he wonld objeet to it going beyond indus-
trial insurance because (here was no need
for the Government to provide for peaple
who could provide for themselves. Whal
was intended by this clause the Committee
were diseussing would be fitly provided
for in an industrial insurance Bill. In
the Workers' Compensation Bill it would
lead to endless troulille. Was the Bill to
be retrospective? Were there to be medi-
cal examinations revealing hundreds of
cases of sickiess included in the eategory
of this clanse?

Hon. M. L. MOSS
ment—

That after the word “furnished” i
line 7 of paragraph I of the provise in
Subclause 1, the following words be in-
serted :—or is wol sufficient to enable
that employer to take proceedings under
the next following proviso?”

Those words were in the Tmperial Aet and
their omission from the clanse was seri-
ous, hecause the proviso as printed in the
Bill provided that the worker or his de-
pendants. if so required, should Ffurnish

woved an amend-
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his lasl employer with such information
as to the names and addresses of all the
other employers who had employed him
during the previous 12 monihs, as he or
they might possess, and if the informa-
tion was not furnished the ewployer
“upon proving that the disease was not
contracted whilst the worker was in his
employment shall not be liable {o pay
compensation””  Under the Tmperial Act
not only had that information to be fur-
nished, but the information had to be
sufficient to emable the employer to take
progeedings under the next following pro-
viso, s0 as to recover compensation from
the previous employers. The amendment
would bring (he clause into line with the
English law.

Amendment put and passed.

Hon. M. . MOS8 moved a further
amendment-—

That Subclouse # be struck out.
Hon. members had already spoken about
restrieting the power of the Governor to
add to the number of discases lo be
brought under the scope of the Act, and
this was ihe subelawse which gave that
power,

Hon, 1. K. DODD: This subelause was
found in the English Aet and also in the
South Australian Act, It it had heen
reasonable to inserl a provision from the
English Act which had been omitted from
the ¢lanse, as had been done in the pre-
ceding amendment, it was equally rea-
sonable to retain this subclause, which
was contained in both the English and
South Australian Aects.

Hon. J. D. Connolly: It is net unrea-
sonable to allow Parliament to say
whether you shall add any other industrial
diseases.

Hon. A. SANDERSON: The reference
to the English Aet was not a fair argu-
ment, because the conditions in regard to
industrial diseases in the two countries
were entively different. Tn regard fo ac-
cidents, the conditions were the same in
both countries, but that could not he said
of industrial diseases. The Fourth Sched-
ule included anthrax, which was really an
aceident and wounld not oceur in the or-
dinary course of employment. Phosphor-
ous poisoning was alse inclnded,but a Bill
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previcusly passed this session had dealt
witlt phusphorous.  [f the Minister would
confine llie attention of the Commiitee to
the quession of miners’ disease, without
reference to the Euclish Act, (he argu-
ment could be narcowed down., The Min-
ister would admit that the guesiion of
compengation for industrial disease had
been treated most sympatheically by all
members,

Fion. J. E. Dodd: I do not dispute that.

Hon. A. SANDERSON: If the discos-
sioh wias confined to miners’ disease, and
anthrax was left out of the Bill, all refer-
ence 1o the Fnglish and New Zealand Acts
would be obviated.

Hon. J. 5. DODD: One was not pre-
pared to saddle the mining industry with
disabiiities thal other industries were not
bearing.

Pragress veported.

Hause adjourned at 10.25 pm.

Aegislative Hascmbly,
IWednesday, 4th December, 1912,
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 3.30
p.m., and read prayers.

QUESTION—POLICE CONSTABI.E’S
BRAVERY.

Mr, McDONALD asked the Premijer: 1,
Has any recognition heen made by the
Poliee Department of the eonspienous
bravery shown by Constable Delfs during
the reeent shooting affray at Denham,



