2692

Queestions.

Legislatibe HAgsembly,
Monday, 3rd February, 1902.

Question : Coolgnrdle Water Scheme, Pipe Cnulking
Contrnet—Question: Rabbit  Fonce, Subsidiary
Line Eastward--Question: Con(lenser at Cool.
gardic—Question : Goomalling Rai , Partienlnrs
—Trupsfer of Lond Amecdment Rlll
Brands Bill, Recommittal, 1'ep0rted — Anmaal
Estimates: Resolutions reported, nadopted ; wlso
Ways nnd  Menns —Motion: Coolgurdie Water
Pl pes (Conlking and Laying}, to waccept Coptrnet,

te resumed; Nelect Commitiee u.ppoultedu-
\] otion: Land Grantto Tradesand Labour Council,
to disapprove (resumed), passed -Adjournment.

Tae SPEAKER took the Chair at
430 o'clock, p.m.

PrAYERS.

QUESTION —COOLGARDIE WATER
SUHEME, PIPE - CAULEING CON-
TRACT.

Mr. J. I.. NANSON, without notice,
asked the Minister for Works : Whether
he would canse to be laid upon the table
of the House the existing contract between
the Government and Messrs. Couston,
Finlayson, and Porritt, with rega.rd to
the caulking and laying of pipes in
connection with the Coolgardie Water
Scheme.

Tae MINISTER FOR WORKS (Hon.
C. H. Rason) replied: Yes.

QUESTION—RABBIT FENCE, SUB-
SIDIARY LINE EASTWARD.

Mr. A, E. THOMAS asked the
Premier : Whether immediate steps would
be taken to construct the subsidiary line
of fence to protect Esperance, Salmon
Gum, Grass Patch, and Ravensthorpe.

Tee PREMIER (Hon. G. ILeake)
replied : The matter has been submitted
to the Lands Department.

QUESTION —-CONDENSER AT COOL-
GARDIE.

rat reading—

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mk. A. E. THOMAS asked the Minis-

ter for Railways: 1, Whether tenders
were called for the building of the new
condenser at Coolgardie.
3. What is the capacity of the condenser ?
4, What was the contract price ?

Tee MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS
(Hon. V. Kingsmill) replied : 1. Tenders
were not invited. 2, Because it was
deemed that the urgency of the case ren-
dered the loss of time involved in calling
for tenders most inadvisable. 1In the

z, 1f not, why ?

" June next.

Queslion.

event of the continuation of the drought
then existing, the delay of every day
weant in a few weeks’ time an expendi-
ture of about £600 per day for baulage
of water to supply the Southern Cross to
Menzies section of the line, 3, 70,000 to
75,000 gallons per day. 4, £10,000, plus
the cost of firebars, 25,000 g:t]lon tank,
and construction of a siding for loadmg
bricks (£1,000), making & total amount
of £11,000. Owing to the recent rains,
arrangements have been made to com-
plete only one-sixth of the whole work.

QUESTION— GOOMALLING RAILWAY,
PARTICULARS.

Hon. G. THROSSELI asked the
Mivister for Works: 1, On what date
the construction of the Goomalling Rail-
way was comwmenced. 2, What was the
departmentally estimated time for com-
pletion of the line. 3, Upon how many
occasions work has been stopped on the
line, and for what reason. 4, Whether
the delay in constroction entailed extra
cost to the department, and if so, to
what amount. 5, What is the total
amount expended to date. 6, Whether
the Minister can now name a date for
completion of the line. 7, Whether the
Minister is aware that the great bulk of
the produce traffic is being lost to the
line, owing to the excessive charges for
freight leviedl by the Construction
Department. 8, Whether the Minister
will consider the advisubility of at once
assinilating the charges for freight to
those made upon open lines.

Tae MINISTER FOR WORES
(Hon. C. H. Rason) replied: 1, March
19th, 1900. 2, 12 months for the 20
miles first authorised to be constructed.
(An additional extension of 10 miles wus
authorised on 28th Tebruary, 1901.)
3. (a.) Four occasions, viz.,, from (1)
November 7th to 15th, 1900; (2)
November 28th to January 28th, 1901;
(3) February 23rd to April 22nd, 1901 ;
(4) May 31st to December 5th, 1901
(5) Intermiitent and inadequate supply
of permanent way materials and difficulty
in obtaining suitable labour occasioned
thereby. 4, (a.) Yes. (b.) Extra cost
difficult to estimate. 5, £39,870. 6,
7 and 8, Imstructions have
been already issued to charge from lst
February, and until the line is handed
over to the Working Railways Depart-



Brands Bill :

ment, such an all round rate per mile as
will correspond with the average rate on
opened lines for similar distances.

TRANSFER OF LAND AMENDMENT
BILL.
Tntroduced by the PrEMIER, and read
a first time.

BRANDS BILL.
RECOMMITTAL,

On motion by Mr. 'W. H. James (in
charge of the measure), Bill recommitted
for amendment of certain clanses.

Clause 2—8hort title and commence-
ment :

Mr. JAMES: As it appesred the Bill
wag not 8o widely known throughont the
country as had been anticipated, it was
desirable to postpone the date on which
the Act should come into operation. He
moved that the word * April,” in line 3,
be struck oul, and “June” inserted in
lieu.

Put and passed.

Clause 4 —Definition of terms used in
this Act:

Me. JAMES moved thatufter ¢ sheep,”
in the last line, the words * or any ear-
mark vn cattle” be added. This would
make the definition clearer.

Put and passed.

Clause 6—Description of brands to he
registered under this Act:

Mz, JAMES moved that the word
“ Minister,” in line 4, Le struck out, and
** Registrar” inserted in lien.

Put and passed.

Clanse 8-—Length of brand:

Mr. JAMES moved that in Sub-
clause 3 the words * three-quarters of
an inch,” in lines I and 2, be struck out,
and “an inch and a quarter” inserted in
Lien.

Put and passed.

Clause 10—No brand to be used unless
registered :

Mr. JAMES moved that after * nine,”
in line 1, the word “ eleven” be inserted,
also that in paragraphb (b}, after *mark,”
in line 5, the words “or age-mark” be
inserted.

Put and passed.

Clause 21—Ear-mark to be made by
puoch or pliers only :

Me. JAMES moved that there be added
to the clause the words “ or an age-mark.”
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Put and passed.
Clanse 27—Purchaser of impounded

. stock to brand :

Mz. JAMES moved that in Sub-clause

' 4 line 1, the words “forthwith, and

before removing the same,” be struck
out, and “within one month from such
sule "’ inserted in lieu; also that in line 5
the words “ before removal” be struck
out, and “ within the time aforesaid”
inserted in lieu.

Put and passed.

Clause 32—Stock on whick brand has
been wilfully altered or Dlotched to be
held to be unbranded :

Mer. JAMES moved that the word
“gtock,” in line 3, be struck out and
“gheep” inserted in lieu.

Put and passed.

Clause 36 —Stock Dbranded under re-
pealed Acts to be deemned branded :

Mz, FAMES moved that in Sub-clause
2, line 1, the word * stock ” be struck out
and “ sheep ” ingerted.

Put and passed.

Clause 39—Regulutions :

Mr. JAMES: A new provision was
desirable, . case it should Dbe found
nceessary to divide the State into districts.
The existing Act allowed ear-marking on
ong gar; and as probably the number of
ear-marks on one ear would be insufli-
cient to meet the requirements of the
whole State, the Minister might have to
divide the State intv districts ; but it was
not anticipated there would have to be so
many under this Bill as there were under
the existing Act. Probably two or three
at the most, would suffice. If, however,
the State were divided into districts, the
cortificate of registration of a brand or
ear-mark should show the district in
which such brand or ear-mark was
entitled to be used. The new provision
would farther enact that if an owner,
being entitled to use a brand in one dis-

* trict, used i1t in another, that would be

an offence against the Act. He moved
that there be added to the clause a new
paragraph, to read :—

Districts.—(2.) The Minister may, by pro-
clamation in the @Qazette, divide the State into
two or mora districts for the purposes of this
Act, and may register any brands for use hy
the owner thereof exclusively in any such dis-
trict. Inany such case the following provisions
shall apply :—({s.) The certificate of registra-
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tion of any brand and the brands register and
brands directory shall indicate the district in
whichk a brand may be used by the owner
thereof. (b.) Any owner wsing any brand
upon any head of stock ountdide the district
within which such brand may be used ghall he
guilty of an offence against this Act. {c.) The
Registrar may refuse to register any brand for
use in any district when, in his opinion, such
brand is likely to cause cunfusion or mislead
by reason of a similar brand being registered
for use in an adjoining distriet.

This farther paragraph gave the registrar
power to refuse to register u brand if he
thought confusion likely to result. The
State being for the purposes of this Bill
divided into two districts, inside one of
these districts it might, though he did
not say it would, be necessary to use all
the brands allowed: there might be so
many different sheep-owners. Therefore
it was considered advisable that discretion
should vest in the registrar, so that he
might allocate the brands in such a
fashion that the ear-marks in use in those
portions of the two districts bordering on
the dividing line should be perfectly
distingt. The registrar would take cave
that the brands in the district on each
side of the dividing line were so allocated
that there would be little or no risk of
confugion. Under the Bill as it stood,
the registrar had no power to use his
digceretion, but must register whatever
brands were applied for. Henee this
new paragraph.

Mg, Warrpacge: Did this vefer o
brands or to ear-marks ?

Mr. JAMES: To either.

Mr. Warnace: Did it apply to sheep
ouly ?

Mr. JAMES: Yes.

Amendment put and passed.

New Clause:

Mr. JAMES: The Committee should
understand that the amendments now
being moved were proposed at the sug-
gestion of a number of gentlemen in-
terested in sheep and cattle, who held a
meeting in Perth on Baturday morning.
Those gentlemen represented half-a-
million sheep and 30,000 or 40,000 cattle.
The meeting expressed itself strongly in
favour of the imtroduction of a clause
providing for age-marks. Those mwen-
bers of the select committee on the Bill
whom he had been able to consult indorsed
the recommendation. He moved that

[ASSEMBILY.]

Recownmittal.

the following be inserted to stand as
Clause 11 :—

Age-narks

(1.} The proprietor of any eheep who is the
breeder thereof may ear-mark the same to
denote the year of its birth. Such ear-mark
(herein called an age mark) shall be made on
the off ear for ewes, and on the near ear for
rams or wethers, and ehall be made during or
within threa months after the expiration of
the year to which it relates and not otherwise.

In the year 1902, and in every seventh year
thereafter, the off ear or the near ear, as the
case may be, of all sheep lambed during the
year shall be left clean and no mark whatever
ghall be made thereon.

For sheep lambed in the year 1903, and in
every seventh year thereafter, the age mnrk
shall consist of onc notch on the front of the
ear.

For sheep lambed in the year 1904, and in
every scventh year thereafter, the age mark
shall consist of two notches in the front of
the ear.

For sheep lanbed in the year 1905, and in
every seventh year thereafter, the age mark
shall consist of three notches in the front of
the ear,

For gheep labed in the year 1906, and in
every geventh year thereafter, the age mark
shall consist of one notch on the back of the
ear.

For sheep lamhbed in 1007, and in every
seventh year thereafter, the age mark shall
consist of $wo notches on the hack of the ear.

And for gheep lambed in 1908, and in every
seventh year thereafter, the age mark shall
consist of three notches on the back of the ear.

(2.) Any person who makes any ear-mark on
the off ear of any ewe, or the neur ear of any
wother or ram, except as provided by this
section, shall be guilty of an offence against
this Act.

The age-marks would of course be pluced
on the clear car, an earlier part of the
Bill providing for the proprietorship
brand being placed on only one ear. It
was entirely optional with the breeder
whether or not he would iusert the age-
marks; but under this clause age-marks
would be the same throughout the whole
State, and would thus be readily under-
stood. At present, in order to recognise
an age-mark, it was necessary to know
the system of age-marks adopted by the
breeder.

Put and passed, and the clause added
to the Bill.

Sixth Schedule:

Mg. JAMES moved that in the first
part of tbe schedule the words “ third
ditto near quarter, fourth ditto off
quarter,” be strueck out, and ‘‘third
portion near ribs, fourth portion off ribs,
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fifth portion near quarter, sixth portion
off quarter” inserted in lieu.

Put and passed.

Mr. JAMES moved, as a farther
amendment, that in the second part of
the schedule the words: “ First portion,
¢ near cheek’ ; second portion, ‘ off cheek’;
third portion, ‘ off cheek’; fourth portion,
* off cheek’ ; fifth portion, * near shoulder’;
sixth portion, ‘off shoulder,”” be struck
out, and “first portion, ‘near rump’;
second portion, ‘ off rump’; third portion,
‘near shoulder’; fourth portion, °off
shoulder,” ** inserted in lieu.

Mr. WALLACE: The effect of the
proposed amendments would be to de-
teriorate hides greatly. As a layman, he
did not of course presume to dictate to 2
body of pastorulists; but the amendment
scemed £o him ill-judged. Cattle should

_be so branded that one might readily
recognise the brands in riding through
stock, It was pointed out to the select
cowmittee which inquired inte the Bill
that this desideratum was atiained by
the brand on the cheek, since cattle would
naturally raise their heads when o man
rode up to them. The English papers
and magazines had published articles
drawing attention to the loss camsed to
Australia through indiscriminate brand-
ing. His desire was that cattle should
be branded on the ueck; but in view of
what had Dbeen stated in reference to
branding on the cheek, he had given
way. Brunding on the rump would
geriously affect the value of the hide.
Still, if pastoralists placed no value on
the hides of their cattle, he would not
oppose the awendment, short-sighted
though its policy appeared to him.

Amendiment put and passed.

Bill reported with farther amendinents.

ANNUAL ESTIMATES.
ON REPORT.

Resolutions passed in Committee of
Supply reported.

Turg COLONIAL SECRETARY
moved that the report from Committee
be adopted.

Mx. MONGER moved as an amend-
ment that the Estimates be recommitted
for reconsideration of item 2 in connec-
tion with the Mines Department.

Tue CoLoNIAL SecreTARY: The hon.
member wished to increase the amount.

[3 PEBrUarY, 1902.]
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TeE Spearer: That could not be done.
Me. MONGER: It wus intended to

move g reduction in the item in order to

express the opinions he held.

Mr. WALLACE: Whether it was
usual or not, he intended to protest
against the recommittal of the Estimates.
Members should spend their tine in the
Chamber when items were under cvon-
sideration, and mnot be outside on the
lawn smoking and talking.

Amendment put and negatived, and
the report from Commniittee adopted.

IN COMMITTEE OF WAYH AND MEANS.

Resolution passed, giving effect to the
votes of supply already agreed to, by
granting the required amount out of the
Consolidated Revenue Fund.

Resolution reported, and the report
adepted.

MOTION—COOLGARDIE WATER PIPES
(CAULKING AND LAYING), 7O
ACCEPT CONTRACT.

Debate resumed from 22nd Januvary, on
the motion Ly the Minister for Works,
“That the proposals (as laid npon the
table of the House) of Messrs. Couston,
Finlayson, and Porritt, to complete, by
contract, the caulking and laying of the
pipes in connection with the Coolgardie
Water Scheme, be taken into consideru-
tion, and that the Minister be aunthorised
to acecept the same, subject to the modifi-
cations sugpested in the Engineer-in-
Chief’s report.”

Mr. J. L. NANSON (Murchison):
Very few words will suffice for what I
wish to say on this subject. I can fully
understand that the Government, if they
have no more informmation on the ques-
tion of the laying of these pipes than is
contained in the printed papers laid on
the table of the House, wish to place on
the House the responsibility of saying
whether this offer should be accepted or
rejected. Tt was moticeablein the speech
of the Minister for Works, so far as it
was possible for a member proposing a
motion of that kind, be was studiously
noncommittal in the tenor and tone of
hig remarks, which certainly did not
sugpgest that he, personally, was strongly
in favour of the proposal. Tndeed, his
speech Dore the resemblance of one who
had undertaken a disugreeable and some-
what distasteful task. I can sympathise
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with the Minister in the position in which
he found himself, hecause there can be
no question that after its having gone
forth that the contract for this work
was proceeding satisfactorily, and that
the previous ococupant of the Works port.-
folio in this House, the member for
Pilbarra (Mr. Kingsmill), having on
more than one occasion given the House
his assurance that everything was going
on satisfactorily, it must have been some-
what of a humiliating task for the
Minister to admit that matters were in

uo way satisfactory, that the work was

proceeding very slowly, and costing much

more than it should cost, and that officers |

at present in the employment of the Works
Department could carry out the work
much more cheaply if they were given a
contract. What the Minister for Works
did not explain, and that will perhaps be
explained when his colleague, the Minis-
ter for Railways, speaks in the debate,
which I suppose he will do, was why a
proposal of this kind, so to speak, sheuld
have dropped like **a bolt from the blue,”
and that the Works Department should
not have discovered earlier in the work
the unsatisfactory coundition of the
Coolgardie Water Scheme. Earlier in
to-day's sitting 1 asked the Minister
for Works, without notice, to place
on the table of the House the exist-
ing contract with DMessrs. Couston and
Finlayson, and my object in making that
request was to sscertain exactly how the
country stands in regard to these gentle-
men. It has been stated that the con-
tract which they possess with the
Government is of such a pature that we
really, in considering this proposal, have,
so to speak, Hobson's choice. It has
been stated in the public Press, I believe,
that if we to-night accept this proposal
the work must go on as it is going
at present. We cannot send Moessrs,
Couston & Finlayson about their busi-
ness, or terminate the contract with
them ; that we have two alternatives,
either to continue the work by day labour
with the risk, and a very serious risk, of
its costing very much more than it should
cost, and taking more time than it should
take, or accept the new offer without any
satisfactory assurance beyond that of the
Engineer-in-Chief and the officer directly
in charge of the works, Mr. Hodgson.
There is no independent authority, and

[ASSEMBLY.]
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the question is: which is the best to
acecept in the circumstances? Tt is
desirable before the House divides on
the motion that we should know definitely
whether, in the event of the House
deciding to reject this proposal of Messrs.
Couston & Co., it will be possible to
determine the existing agreewment, also to
ascertain what it is likely to cost to
determine that agreement, so that if the
House think it better to throw the con-
tract open to public tender, we inay know
exactly the legal position of the Grovern-
ment or the Works Dcepartment in this
matter. There can be no question, how-
ever we way differ on the werits or
demeritz of this present proposal, that
the existing contract with Messra. Couston
& Fivlayson is open to the gravest
suspicion. No limit has been imposed as
to the cost of the work under the agree-
ment, or as to the time of its completion,
There is therefore very strony sense in
the propoesal that either we should amend
the contract, or failing to amend it,
if we have power to de so, to enfer
into o new contract. Already some-
thing like 12 mounths have lLeen occupied
in laying 90 wmiles of piprs, and ir is
only u rule.of-three sum, of a very
unpleasant character, to caleculate how
much longer the work will take if we are
going on under present conditions. If we
cannot get out of the existing contract, if
we must abide by it and accept Mesars,
Couston and Company’s new proposals, I
take it this House, whatever opinicns
members have as to the proposal, cannot
but feel, although it be faulty in some
respects, that the proposal is an improve-
ment on the existing arrangement. The
acceptance at any rate we know means a
reduction of 80 per cent. in cost of the
work now undertaken. It means that the
work will be finished three months earlier
than would be the case according to the
departmental estimate, and we cannot be
certain that the departmental estimate of
the time will be borne out: they may be
farther out in their reckoning. It means,
what T believe is & very important thing,
that the whole of the pipes will be tested
and the contractors have to submit the
pipes to a test of 25 per cent. above the
normal pressure before they can get any
money paid to them with respect to the
jointing aud thelaytng: it means that the
pipes already laid will be subjected to a
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test, and I am given to understand, and I
should like to know in the debate which
proceeds whether there is any authority
for the assertion that the condition of the
line, so far as it is already lnid, is any-
thing but satisfactory. There is no
guarantee that the pipes will bold water—
leakages have occurred in the joints owing
to the joints not having been guickly
covered, which has caused a contraction
to take place. 'The condition of the pipe
line, so far as it has been proceeded with,
is not one that the House will view with
any sort of satisfaction. T do not attach
a great deal of importance to statements
of this description, becavse anyone who
has followed the contract in connection
with the Coolgardie Water Scliene must
know that in the Press, and in private
conversation, statements of an extraordi-
nary character are about as to what has
already taken place in regard to that
contract.  But it is perbaps as well that
statements of that extraordinary character
should be mentioved in the House, if only
to be contradicted. I bave heard some
statements myself that 12 miles of the
line buyond Chidlow’s Well have recently

(3 Feprusry, 1902.]

been subjected to a private test, and that

the pipes have been found to leak in a
manner which weans that the whole of
the canlking of the 12 miles of pipes will
have to be dupe over again. I ierely
mention that statement so that it may
receive contradiction.

Tar Mivisrer vor Workgs: It is not
true.

Mr. NANSON; The Minister for
Works says it is not true, and 1 am
exceediogly glad to hear it is not true.
As I bave already said, many wild state-
ments get about, and t{he sooner they
come into the light of day und are con-
tradicted, the better for the country and
for this scheme. But on one point all
sections of the House will be united, and
that is on the extreme importance of
completing this scheme at the earliest
possible moment.
be sorry to have any responsibility on my
shoulders of having it said later on that
one had delayed the scheme by a single
month; but when the Government ask us
to sanction a proposal of this sort, when
they place upon the shoulders of Parlia-
ment the respousibility of saying whether
this is a good proposal from an engineer-
ing point of view and from a business

Personally T should
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point of view, the House is justified in
refusing to give its assent to that pro-
posal until the case has been proved to
the satisfaction of the House. The neces-
gity for completing the work appeals not
only to the goldfields but to the conntry
as a whole, because if I remember aright
early in the session the Treasurer told us
this year something like £175,000 interest
and sinking fund was required.

Tue Treasovrer: One hundred and
seventy-five thousand pounds in all,

Mr. NANSON: One hundred and
seventy-five thousand pounds in all, and
therefore with that heavy burden upon
the finances of the country, it stands to
reason that the sooner this work is bring-
ing in revenue the beiter it will be
for us. Tu the course of this debate w
yvestion will no doubt be brought up
as to the merits of contract labour
over day lubour. T should like to say
I am not ope of those who condemn the
systew of the privciple of day labour
ubsolutely. Only the other day we had
an instunce of thut system being adopted
by o company in this country, who
certainly would not dream of adopting it
if they did pot vegurd it as guod under
certain conditions,  We know the Electric
Tramway Compauy are laying down their
tramway at Kalgoorlie by day labour, and
therefore in one verv notable instance we
have proof that by business men it is
considered not impossible to carry out
work by day labour un a satisfactory and
commercial basis.  But if we go into the
question of day labour carried out at
present by the Public Works Department
of Western Australia, then T think there
can be only one cooclusion, that being
that it has been a failure, not only in
regatd to the Coolgardie Water Scheme
o far, but in vegard to other works; that
it has cost this country perbaps hundreds
of thousands of pounds which migzht huve
heen suved, und that until the Public
Works Department is so reformed that
day labour can he carriel out on an
cconomical and business-like basis, this
country cannot afford to have very much
to do with it. The Engineer-in-Chief,
with u considerable amount of courage,
has gone back on his previcus convictions,
und so far as concerus the Cuolgardie
Water Scheme he has abaudoned the
cause of day lubour, When we remember
how strongly Mr. O’'Counnur has in the
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past advocated that system, we may be
sure he would not bave undertaken what
must have been to him the very distasteful
duty of going back upon his previous
convictions if he had not the strongest
reasons for doing so. He must have been
convinced by the unanswerable logic of
fucts that at any rate so far as this particu-
larscheme is concerned it is not practicable
in the interests of the country to carry it
out by day labour. Of course, as to the
general question of day labour and con-
traet lubour, it is unnecessary to obtrude
it largely into this debate. After all, we
are only dealing with one work, and with
a work that hus to be completed at the
very earliest moment ; therefore T urge on
even those who think that as a general
rule it may be advisable to carry out
works by day labour, thatin thisinstance
it may be necessavy to strain a point to
get this work carried ont by contract,
either by accepting Messrs. Couston &
Cu.’s offer or by throwing the work open
to public tender, if thereby we can get the
work done quickly and in a way that will
give satisfaction to the country. There
1s only one more point to which I wish to
allude, and that is as to the question
whether this work should be given itnme-
diately to Messrs. Couston & Co. or
whether it is not advisable to throw it
open to public tender. The point seems
to be whether caulking by a machine or
caulking by hand is the morve efficient
gystem, aud these of us who are not
engineers but who have taken an interest
in the question cannot but be strnck by
the immense divergence of opinion that
exists on this point. It is true that if we
do not go beyond these papers issued by
the Government we can only come to the
one conclusion and at once accept Messrs.
Couston & Co.’s offer; but if we take into
consideration the opinion of men who
should be authorities on these two rival
methods, if we take into consideration
that pipes of this nature have been
caulked by hand labour in South Austra-
lia and Victoria, then we cannot have a
large amount of doubt as to whether the
proposals of Messrs. Couston & Co. are not
putting the country to an unnecessarily
largre expense. I simply mention the point
. so that when the members of the Govern-
ment come to deal with this proposal in
the course of the debate they may be able

[ASSEMBLY.)

i fquestion.
i T think I am justified in moving that the
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[t is no doubt in the knowledge of the
Minister for Works asit is in the know-
ledge of many members of the House
that there is that strong difference of
opinion, and very many people, very
many contraclors, very many engineers
believe that it will be to the advantage
of the country to have the caulking
done by kand labour. The most astonish-
ing statements are made as to the
failure resulting from the wuse of the
caulking machine; and unless we can
get  stronger evidence than is con-
tained in these papers, I cannot
think the House would be altoguther
justified in taking upon itsclf the respon-
sibility of immediately sanctioning this
proposal, The Government will perhaps
be able to sugpest now how it will
be possible to give this additional
evidence. Some infurmation may be got
by appointing a select committee, and
unother proposal may be to bring two
expert engineers from the Eastern States
to examine the two methods, and let the
Government be guided by their advice,
I wmerely throw these suggestions out. I
am not at the present time prepared to
bring forward any amendment to this
proposition, because in a matter of this
kind I think it is the duty of this
(Opposition) side of the House to give
the Government all the reazonable assist-
ance in our power. It is possible that ag
the debate proceeds it may be advisable
to move some amendment which may be
welcomed by the Government, but at the
present stage T myself do not feel inclined
to move an wmendment. The difficulties
I have slightly indicated may be vemoved
in the course of the debate, and wore
light may e thrown upon this subject by
other members who have knowledge of
these works and of engineering, to which
of course I myself in no sort of way lay
clajm.

Mr. G, TAYLOR (Mt. Margaret): I
move the adjournment of the debate. My
reason for doing so is that I moved a
motivn calling for papers to be laid on
the table setting forth the amount of
remuneration Mr. Couston is receiving,
and those bave not yet been produced. I
think those papers would materially affect
the position, and this is & very important
Taking that view of the case,

Lo throw some light on thut aspect of it. ' debate be adjourned for a week.
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Motion (adjournment) put and nega-
tived. :
Mr. R. HASTIE (Kanowna): There
seems very considerable hesitancy among
members to speak on this question, and
[ am nwnot surprised, hecanse every-
one thinks with the member for Mt.
Margaret (Mr. Taylor) that we are
not possessed of suflicient information
on the subject. It has been said here
to-night that the Minister for Public
Works in moving this motion was
in a very doubtful condition, and was
doubtful where his own sympathies were.
Exnctly the same thing can be suid of the
leader of the Opposition, who, in speak-
ing, wentioned that this was not a ques-
tion of departmental or day labour, but
said almost in 80 many words it was
rather a question hetween one system of
contract and another system of contract.
If T understand the case, Cuuston has
already entered into an arrangement,
practically » contract, with the depart-
ment by which the Public Works Depart-
ment give him u certnin sum of money
running into many thousands of pounds
and also £10 a week. Busides that, the
pepartment allow him to cmploy his
twu purtners in positions with reference
to this scheme. Farther it gives him full
control of &ll the men employed. So far
as I can understand the position Couston
receives £10 a week, his partner (Porritt)
receives £8 a week, and Finlayson, the
other partner, although not receiving any
salary, superintends the alterations and
improvements to the caulking machine at
w workshop at Midland Junction. The
workshop and all its fittings are owmed
by the Government und all wages are paid
by the Government, and the improve-
ments which have been made to the
machine since it was purchased by the
Government are made by Government
labour and at Government expense. That
means that the machive is the property
of the Public Works Department, and
practically the Public Works property is
the property of Couston. If we refuse to
enter into this scheme, where are we?
Must we continue to go on in the present
position? There are no clauses in the
present contract directing that the work
shall he finished within @ certain tame,
nor ig o certain price specified ; and if, as

I have no doubt is the case, that firm gets |
ut least over £20 or £25 a week from the
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Government, it is obvious that it is in the
interests of that firm to continue the job
for the next five or ten years—-is it not?
No arranpgement whatever is made as to
time, wor has thcre been any arrange-
ment to assure the efficiency of the
scheme when it is put throungh. The
mewmber for the Murchison suggested
that we should have a copy of the
agreement already wmade with Couston.
I wonder why papers to ibat effect had
not been placed on the table; because I
believe every one of us is curious to know
the terms of that arrungement, and when
and why it was made: why it was that
the control of this scheme has been taken
out. of the hands of the departnent und
given to men who are, as far ag we know,
irresponsible.  Surely we are entitled to
have that information ; and I fully believe
the Government will place it on the table
before they allow this question to be
decided ; that further on, an amendment
will be proposed or an udjournwment
moved before we are asked to dispose of
the motton. This proposal regurding
Messrs, Couston and Co. is made on
the recomnmendation of the Bogrinecr-in-
Chief. Tunderstund the Coolgardie Water
Beheme itsclf was first iustituted on the
recommendation of this Enpineer-in-
Chief ; and he has told us all ulong that
it would be finished very early. He gave
many of us ‘to understand it would be
finished last Christmas, and now we ure
promised that it will be finished next
Christuas.  Again, the cngineer comes
forward and practically tells us that it
cannot be finished next September, or
vven next Christmas, unless we allow
this new contract; and he adds that the
pirt of the scheme which is already com-
pleted is inefficient, and tells us that the
principal part of this new contract is that
the would-be contractors guarantee to
remove or to improve the pipes already
caulked. Now why is it that at this time
the Engineer-in-Chief is not present?
[M=. Jacoryr: Hear, hear] Why does
it happen that he has arranged that this
question shall be before us at a time
when he is outside the State? That to
me is very strange. I do not believe he
is a reliable authority on this matter.
As far a3 the Coolgardie Water Scheme
goes, T believe the man who thinks the
least of it, who has the smallest opiniun
of the matter, and who is probably the
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least reliable authority on it, is Mr. C. Y.
O’Connor himself, who, over and over
again, hasassured the peopleof thiscountry
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that the scheme would be finished at dates

on which there was no prospect whatever
of its being finished. Awnd we should not,
wonder at that, because it is perfectly
true, as the member for the Murchison
{Mr. Nanson) mentioned, that it 1s not
peculiar in not being expeditiously carried
out. Various other public works have
been under the control of the Engincer-
in-Chief, and as far as T know uot one of
them has been finished, and it is very
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scheme becomes anything like a per-
manent success. On the point I men-
tioned before as 1o the pipes for
reticulation not being ordered, L should
like to say, if in aoy circumstanees the
scheme reaches completion in August,

. September, or October of this year, then

doubtful whether any of them will he

finished. Take, for example, the Fre-
pvantle Harbour Works, the Bunbury
Harbour Works, the Coolgardie-EKal-
goorlie duplication, the Boulder duplica-
tion, the Menzies-Leonora lines -there is
not one of thuse works which has not
tiken two or three times longer thun we

were induced to believe would be requived

when the work was first put in hand.
Yet so fur as we have gone, the ouly real
authority quoted in favour of giving this
new contract is the Engineer-in-Chief.
T take it, the meaning of this is that Mr.
0’Connor has quite given up hope of the
pipe-line under his superintendence being
a, success, and in farther proof of the idea
that he did not think for o moment that
i, wonld be carried out at the end of the
vear, or even in August, as this contractor
assumes, 1 would mention that the
Engineer-in-Chief has not provided for
the reticulution, though he knows as
well as every member of this House that
it will take at the very least nine or ten

mounths to get ready the pipes, engines, |

and other appliances required for that
purpose. I an not one of those who, like
the member for the Murchison, fancy
thut if we accepted this contraet, or did
something similar, we could get the water
on the goldfields at a comparatively early
time —say in August or September next;
and I shall not be surprised if the water
does not hecome available for the next
two or three years. Because I helieve
this will happen that even though the
scheme be put through, there will appear
some unexpected difficulties. There will

be in the best of circumstances unantici-

pated breakdowns; and a lot of things
will require to De changed. All that
will wmean delay, so that a consider-
able time wust elapse before the

we ghall require to send the water to the
mines. There ig no arrangement for that
being done; and if the water reach
Coolgardie or Kalgoorlie by the end of
thig year, a considerable delay must then
take place before we get pipes for reticu.
lation, and another summer will pass
before the water is in any way availuble
for miniug.

Mr. Higuam : That is your concern.

Mz, HASTTE: What is our concern ?

Mr. Hrouam : The reticulation.

Mer. HASTIE: The people on the
goldfields have wever shown that they
were not prepared to censider that ques-
tion. I assure the hon. member that
they will consider it ut the very earliest
oppottunity. But I do not believe there

. are 50 people on the goldfields who have

any idea thut the water will be available
before the end of the year; and therefore
they do not hurry themselves very much.
But the question presents itself thus: Is
thig scheme as it is being carried out
anything like a good scheme? Ts it a
good scheme that we should see carried
out further before we really and tho-
roughly consider the guestion whether
there is any chance of its being efficient ¥
Remember this, that the belief in the
efficiency of Lhe scheme rests on the
authority of the Xnyineer-in-Chief, and
on his anthority only. If I am teld in
reply that it rests on the authority of
other people connected with his depart-
ment, and that they agree with him, then
I say that is to be expected. There is u
freemasonry between the officers of every
department which prevents any one of
them from expressing an opinion different
from that of other officers in the depart-
ment. (A laugh) Hon. members laugh;
but that is my experience, and I helieve
the invariable experience of every member
of this House,

Mkz. TarLor : Silence is golden.

Me. HASTTE: Four or five months
ago the member for Boulder (Mr. J. M.
Hopking) moved a motion asking that o
test be 1nade; and in reply, the then
Minister for Works, apparently with
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the sanction of the Evgineer-in-Chief,
promised that a test should be made, at
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this subject which passed between me
and Sir John Forrest a short time ago,

the latest within four months. That time | from which it will be seen that the right

has been exceeded and that test bas not
been made. It then seemed to most of
us, and it still seems to me, and I belicve
to others, that we ought to have that test
made before we comsider this question
any farther. T hope no fresh arrange-
ment whatever will be made till we can
make sure that the pipes as they are will
be reliable conductors of water. I have
not at the moment any motion to move ;
but I wish to say that T will oppose this
proposed contract by every means in my
power; and I hope the Government will
not do avything farther in the maiter
to-night in the direction of finishing this
debate, until some of the information we
require is available.

Tar PREMIER (Hon. G. Leake): It
certainly is not the desire of the Govern-
ment to press this matter to o division
without giving hon. members full oppor-
tunities for discussion, and also furmsh-
ing them with all the information the
Government possess. I think everybody
will admit that the Government find
themselves in a very difficult poeition.
Here is & scheme we have to force to
completion, which we are pledged indeed
to force to completion, but which for
many yeara past the majority of members
on the Ministerial side of the House have
opposed tooth and nail in Parlizment.

Mr. Jacory: Not the majority of the
present Ministerial supporters.

Tag PREMIER: I do not say all: I
shall restrict the remark to wyself.
From its very inception I was opposed
to this scheme; and now I find that the
exigencies of politics have placed me in a
position in which I must try to bring this
matier to a satisfactory conclusion ; and
I assure the House that I will ose my
best endeavours—thowugh I was opposed
to the scheme- -to make it & success, both
from an enginecring and a commercial
point of view. [Memsers: Hear, hear.]
I have never questioned the scheme
from an engineering point of view;
but what has always been a trouble to
nie s, how this scheme could become a
commercial success. We are now, I will
not exactly say accused, but it is sug-
gested that we attempt to create delays
in the completion of the work. Perhaps
hon. members have read the letters on

hon. gentleman, who was responsible for
this scheme, implied that the present
Goverment had probably dene, or would
probably o, something which would
militate against the speedy completion
and success of the work. Now this is a
great public work which has been adopted
by Parlinment and by the country, and I
acknowledge it to be my bounden duty
and the duty of my colleagues to make
the scheme a success it that be possible;
but we do not wish to have the mistakes
of other people thrown on our shoulders.
We do not want to be saddled with other
people’s blunders. And it must also be
understood that the present Government
did not make the agreement with Messrs.
Couston and Company.

Mxz. HasTie: Who did ?

Tue PREMIER: The Minister for
Public Works at the time was the Hon.
F. H. Piesse, member for the Williams.

Mgr. Jacony: No, no!

Tar PREMIER: Yes, yes!

Mg. Jacory: Was it so long ago as
that ?

Tue PREMIER: IiL was. The gist
of that contract will be found on page 10
of the printed * Papers in connection
with the Coolgurdic Goldfields Water
Supply,” which have been laid on the
table; Appendix A, second parvagraph of
letter from Messrs. Couston and Com-
pany to the Minister for Works, dated
20th January, 1902. There isa contract,
as I say, and a copy of it will be laid on
the table by the Minister for Works;
but Iam told by the Minister that the
gist of it is really coutained in the second
paragraph of this letter, reading as
follows :—

Our present contract for the supply of

- machinery and maintenance of same confains

(specification page 7, paragraph 2) the follow-
ing conditions :—

The econtractor at all times during the
maintenance period shall provide and maintain,
at each of the six installations, an experienced
and swtable mechanic (who shall have the
principal charge of the machinery thereat
respectively during the same pernod), aond
also a snitable staff of employees for working
each such installation; and the Minister
(subject to the provisions of this contract)
will pay to the contractor, once every month,
such & sum as ghall be certified by the
Engineer-in-Chief to be equal to all the wages
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and cost of fucl and other stores paid by the
contractor foror in respect of etoking, workinys,
or cleaning the machinery of such installation.

Now, that is practically a contruct for
the caulking of those pipes; and, as hon.
members are aware, the work is done by
machinery.

Me. Nawsow: If you decide to discon-
tipne the use of machmery, will the
contract terminate ? If you decide in
favour of hand-caulking, I mean, will
that bring the contract to an end ?

Tre PREMIER: I am not prepared
to say off-hand. There is a contraci,
bhowever; and what is now proposed to
be done is to vary that contract in the
terms to be gathered from the correspon-
dence. The position of the Government
is this. Up to the present moment the
work bas been carried out by contract
under the sole control and supervision of
the Engineer-in-Chief, » gentleman who
bhas up to the present moment enjoyed
the confidence of the Government, and
whose recommendations have, I believe,
in every case been acted on. That gentle-
mas now makes a recommendation to
the present Government, who conse-
quently hesitate before disregarding the
advice given. We do not take shelter
behind anybody else; for by this motion
we ask that the Minister be authorised to
accepb the contract, subject to the modifi-
cations suggested in the report of the
Engineer-in-Chief. From this it will be
gathered that it is the present intention
of the Ministry, still acting on the advice
of the Engineer-in-Chief, to enter into the
contract recommended by that gentle-
man. The House being in session,
however, and the acceptance of the con-
truct involving a departure from the
system which has hitherto obtained, we
as a Ministry thought it right to report
the whole of the circumstances to the
House. [Mg. Tavror: Most decidedly.]
If the House declare that we should
be wrong in accepting the advice
given, very well: the House will have
to consider what is the next best step to
take. I ask bon. members, however, to
understand that what is now proposed is
practically only a variation of an existing

contract, which contract was recom- ,
to Parliament what we proposed to do;

mended by the Engineer-in-Chief and
approved by a former Director of Public
Works, Hon. F. H. Piesse, who was at
the time a member of Sir Johu Forrest's

[ASSEMBLY.]

i Grovernment.

Pipe Caulling, ele.

It is our duty as Mini-
sters, I take it, to see not only that the
scheme be properly completed, but that it
be completed at the least expense to the
State; and the argument in favour of
these recommendations, so far as we
know, is that a very large sum of money
—something like £30,000—will be saved
to the Btate if the proposed extension of
the existing contract be made. A farther
strong argument for the aceeptance of the
proposal 15 that under it we sbhall have a
proper guarantee as to not only the work
to be done in the future by the present
contractors, but also as to the work done
in the past. [Several interjections.]
Moreover, we shall save three months in
time,

Me. A. E. Tromas: What sort of
guarantee can Couston & Co. offer now,
if they cannot guarantee the work which
they have been already paid by the State
to carry out?

Tee PREMIER: We have no guar-
antee at present; but under the proposed
extension of the contract we shall have
one. Messrs. Couston and Co. undertake
to enter into a sufficient guarantee—I
presume by bond—and, at any rate, the
Government will have the retention money
to come-and-goon. The retention money
is 30 per cent. on the amount of the whole
contract. The House will see that, primd
facie at any rate, the recommendations
which are made to us, and which we
are prepared to accept, ure all in
favour of the State. It is of import-
ance for us to save time, and 1t is
of importance for us to sauve money.
The proposal now under consideration is
recommended, according to the corres-
pondence I have referred to, by the father
of the whole scheme, Sir John Forrest;
and he is backed up by the Engineer-in-
Chief. Whether the adoption of the
suggestion will result in a departure from
the principles hitherto laid down and
hitherto acted on is, I think, beside the
question ; because we, as Ministers, have
to consider the best interests of the State
at large. I declare again, this contract
appears to be one which, if adopted, will
save the State both time and money. We
felt it incumbent on us, however, to report

und this without endeavouring to shield
ourselves behind Parliament. It is right
for us, I consider, to take the step which
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we have taken. If we had pot brought
the matter before Parliament, or say if
we had waited until Parliament had
risen and then accepted the contract
during recess, we should have been open
to criticism.  Again, if we bad rejected
the proposal and the scheme had, in con-
sequence, been delayed for a time, we
should have been asked, “ Why did you
not accepl Couston and Co’s. contract ?
We should stand, therefove, to be shot at
either way, unless we bad, I will say,
“nous” enough io tell Parliament all
about the proposal when made. It
cannot. be contended that the Ministry
shirk responsibility, because we say by
this motion that we recommend the
acceptance of the contract, or rather, I
must say again, an extension of the
existing contract. That there have been
mistakes in the past T will not deny,
though I do not propose in this connec-
tion to particularise. Tndeed, I do not
tbink I am in a position 6 do so. Tam
under the impression, however, that this
ig a big pumping scheme to enable water
to be forced from the Darling Range
to the eastern goldfields. Everybody
will admit that water cannot be pumped
without pumps, [Me. REsmpe: Oh,

o on!] Hon. mewmbers do not doubt
that? Very well. That being so, one
would suppose that the first thing to
receive attention was the erection of these
pumps in order that, as each small section
was constructed, these pumps might le
called on to do their duty and test the
line of pipes in its various sections.
Those who had control of the scheme,
however, thought fit to leave the contract
for the pumps to be completed at a
future date.

Mr. Tavror: So that the pipes could
not be tried in the meantime.

Tux PREMIER : I do not sav that.
I am accusing mnobody. T want the
House to understand that I aw accusing
nobody.

Me. Tavror: T am, though.

Tee PREMIER : I think the con-
tract time for the pumps is up in June
next.

Me. Tavror : And you cannot try the
pipes in the meantime ?

Tae PREMIER : No. Tt stands to
reagon that a pumping scheme cannot be
tried without purops.

3 Fesruary, 1902.]

Pipe Caulking, ele. 2703

Mgr. Jacorx: Yes; it can be tried by
hydraulic pumps.

Tee PREMIER: Of course, when T
say thecontract time for the pumps is up
in June next, I refer to the pumps for
the whole line. As a matter of faect,
however, the pumps for the first and
second sections will be completed in
Murch, when the Minister for Works
will be in a position to try these scctions.
Then, if the pumps do their duty, and if
the works so far constructed are sound
and good, water will be taken up as far
Cnnderdin.  That will be about the
middle of March; but no mabter how
well the pipes may be laid and no
matter how well they may have been
caulked, it is of course impossible to
take the water from the Mundaring Dam
to any point towards the eastern gold-
fields, unless the pumps are established
and in working order. The present Gov-
ernment, at any rate, cannot be blamed
for any delay up to June next. But I

‘have it on the authority of my colleague

that probably the whole of the pumps
will not be ready by June nexi, because
an extension of time, which has been
asked for by the manufacturers, will prob-
ably have to be granted.

Me. Hoprins: When you say June,
do you mean June of this year?

Tee PREMIER: This year, so far.
Of course, every day's delay, I am pre-
pared to admit, means additional loss to
the country. The pipes have been lkid
down and the trenches have been dug for
nearly the whole of the way to Coolgar-
die. That work, of course, has taken
some considerable time, and has

Me. Hasrie: Why not lay the pipes ?

Tae PREMIER: They are being laid.

Mz. Hastie: Only very slowly,

Tae PREMIER: That is pot the
fanlt of the present Government. The
pipes have been laid, and the irenches
have bheen dug, and of course we are
standing out of the interest on the money
expended in that work, whatever the
amount may be. It must be some hun-
dreds of thousands of pounds. We can-
not hope to receive any veturn for that
outlay, or to check the charge for interest,
until the pumps are in working order.
The State, however, is not only paying
interest on the loan, but has also to meet
the cost of the sinking fund which, as the
Treasurer has told the House, amounts to
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gomething like £175,000 per annum.
the motion now before the Honge be not
negatived, Ministers will of course usc
their best endeavours to make the best
possible contract with Messrs. Couston
and Co. Whilst we have said that it is
our intention to accept this contract, that
statement is, of course, subject to any pos-
sible alteration which may be for the bene-
fit of the State. IL may be in the power
of the Government to reduce the contract
price, und thussaveafarthersum of money.
The member for the Murchison (Mr.
Nanson) spoke of determining the agree-
ment, requiring to know what it would
cost to do that, and as to amending the
contract, and so forth. "We do not desire
to commit any breach of any contract,
and we do not wish to ferminate the
work if it will bring on us any liability.
Ag to amending the contract concerned,
the proposals made really amount to
amending the contract, but an amendment
which is primd facie for the benefit of the
State, because it will save both time and
money.

Mr. Nawson: It has been said that
there would be n saving of expenditure
and time if the caulking were done by
hand instead of by machine,

Tre PREMIER : I believe it is said,
whether by persons of responsibility or
not, that caulking can be done by hand
as economically as it can be done by
machine.

Me. Tavror: Twenty-two timescheaper.

Tae PREMIER: I can hardly think
that. The people on the goldfields, and
everybody else, declare that there should
be no delay in the completion of the
contract. If we do mnot enter into this
contract, if we call for tenders on
fresh specifications, and so forth, there
necessarily must be delay ; and we do not
keow if anybody else 1s in a position,
until tenders are called, to offer to do
this work at a less figure and in shorter
time than Messrs. Couston, Finlayson,
and Porritt are prepared to do it in. 1
am veminded, supposing the caulking
machine is & more expediticus method,
we shonld have to arrange with Messrs.
Couston & Co. to nse their patent machine.

Me. Hopkins: You have done that
already.

Mr. Jacony: Yes.

Tre PREMIER : If we bave then I
will withdraw that point. By reason of
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Tf | their patent rights Messrs. Couston and

Co. bave secured the conlract for the
caulking, and the Government are paying
them a fixed salary, finding the wages and
all other necessary accessories. They
however declare, for reasons I cannot
explain, that as contractors they can
make a better job of it, and yet save time
and money to the State. That, I admit,
is a blot in this proposed contract.

Mr. Tavior: They ought to be
ashamed to say so.

Tre PREMIER: Yes; T cannot under-
stand that. I thinkib the correspondence
they have been asked to explain if, and I
think the reason given is that ved-tape is
the trouble: they cannot get the supplies.
The Works Department possibly are able
to make a calculation as to what the
work will cost, and in what time it will
be done on the basis of past ¢xperience;
yel these people say—whether they have
gained benefit from that past experience,
I cannot say—at any rate they say, * 1f
we are working for the department, we
cannot do such good work, or do it so
economically, but give us the contract
and we can make money, and you can
save money.”

Mg. Tayror: Scandalous!

Tue PREMIER: I do not wish to
use harsh terms: [ want to be dispas-
sionate in this matter. There are many
things I cannot understand, and many
things that are extraordinary; and this
scems to be one of them.

Mr. Tayrnor: They should be made
to explain.

Taex PREMIER : Suppose they do
explain, and it turns out afterwards that
the proposed scheme for the completion
of the contract is most economical: what
reason can any mewmber give that the
Goverument should not enter into a
binding contract to bring about a very
proper end ?

Mr. Tayror: What would a private
company think of similar proposals ?

Tne PREMIER: If the hon. member
thivks T can answer his questions, well
then I cannot. They are every one of them
posers, consequently that is the difficulty
of my position. I cannot dodge the
hon. member's questions. Acting on the
advice given to us by our professional
experts, it is our duiy to save the State
both time and money. That is the posi-
tion. Wedo not want to shelter ourselves
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behind a Parliamentary debate or resolu- | experience of similar work; and I have

tion. 'We huve declared our intention to
give effect to this recommendation; we
honestly come forward and tell Parlia-

ment that is so, and we give our reasons, |

based principally on the professional
advice which has been given. And when
we realise that time and money can be
saved if we carry out this recommenda-
tion, I do not think either Parliament
or the State can blame us for the recom-
mendation we have made.

Me. A, E. THOMAS (Dundas): A
¢clause which occurs in the report over the
name of Mr, Rason, Minister for Works,
sums up the position pretty clearly; and
thal is what the Premier has just been
speaking about. The position appears to
be practically that Messrs. Couston and
Co., as salaried officers of the State, can
spend over £30,000 more and take
some months longer to do work which
Messrs. Couston, Finlayson, and Porritt
can actually do as contractors. As con-
tractors, they can do what shounld Le their
duty to do as servants of the State. If
not, what prevents them 7  What I object
to in this position is that these people
have been paid by the State, us the mem-
Ler for Kanowna has said recently, about
£25 per week to perfect a machine for
caulking which they in the first place,
together with the tools, sold to the Gov-
ernment for a big figure. They have
been uging their position as servants of
the State to perfect their machine and
tools, and then they come along after
they bave perfected them at the expense
of the State, and ask us to make them
a present of a tremendous sum of money.
If a contract is to be made for the work,
I object to ifs being given to this firm
without proper public tenders being
called, and T feel satisfied that if public

tenders are called for this work, if it is
found possible to do it in the interests of

that scheme, we will find that tenders
will be put in at a very much lower price
than the price submitted by Messrs.
Couston and Co.

Ma. Dravonp : That is only surmise.

Me. THOMAS : 1 have gone into this
matter with some engineers. I do not
pose as an authority myself ; not being a
mechanical engineer I would not dare to

give an opinion ; but I have taken the .

trouble to inquire from men who are not

only mechanical engineers, hut have had -

taken the trouble to inquire as to the
cost of similar works which have been
carried out in other States of Australie,
and the figures I have seen in connection
with these works are very different from
the figures snbmitted by Messrs. Couston
and Co, The figures given to me would
work out something like this. Fixing the
pipes in trenches, 1s. 6d. ; fixing the joint
rings, 6d.; ramming and expanding, 8d.;
canlking in pipes, 4s.; trying joints and
examining pipes, 1s. 2d.; hire of tools,
ls. 8d.; maling a total of 9s. 1d., as
against 15s. 6d.

Mg. DIAMOND : Is that the Beetooloo
scheme in South Australia?

Mz. THOMAS : These figures are con-
siderably in advance of the price to be
charged here. There are the Bandoleer,
Barossa, and other schemes.

Mg. Diamonp: The Barossa scheme
was not carried out, but the Beetooloo
scheme was.

Me. THOMAS : There are one or two
other schemes. These are figurcs which
have been given to me, and they can be
checked by hon. members, if desired.
The Engineer-in-Chief advocated in the
first instance that this work should he
done by day labour under departmental
supervision and control. There was po
difficulty in letting a coniract to these
Eeople without calling for tenders. Aal

ave said before, these individuals fo
whom the Engineer-in-Chief propuses to
let the contract have gained their experi-
ence here, and the previous cost of the
work has shown that they had very little
experience and knowledge when they came
into the service; but now, having gained
their knowledge and perfected their
machine at our expense, they are prepared
to do this work. They have been in
charge all this time, and have succeeded
in doing marvellously little work in
a long time. They bave said themselves
that a tremeadous amount of money
bas been wasted over the work, but
they will save £30,000, therefore the
Engineer-in-Chief recommends the pro-
posal. I hold that the proposals which
the Engineer-in-Chief has made in
the letters which we have from him ave
tantamount to a vote of censure on the
chief engineer, passed by himself. A
contract has been entered into by a high
official in the State—the highest official
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whom we can look to in the State—and a
contract out of which we cannot get
without compensation being paid, a
contract without limitation of time and
price, without limitation as to whether
the work shall be efficient or mnot
when completed. Now this officer is
desirous of shifting the responsibility
from his shoulders in regard to the
20,000 joints which have already been
completed. What have we paid these
people over £25 per week for, besides
finding all their supplies, all the wages
and the machines to do the work ? " A
statement was made in another House b,
a member the other night, that a test had
been made of the pipes, and that they
had been found to be in a leaky condition.
I do not know if that statement is correct
or uot, but there should be some ground
before & member would stand up in the
Tegislative Council of this country and
maake use of the statement, which he did
last week. If contracts like this have been
entered into, I would like to know if any
other contracts have been entered into of
a similar nature by the Engineer-in-Chief ;
if so, I would like to see the particulars
of them laid on the table of the House
for the information of members. I think
the sooner we have a Royal Commission
appointed to inquire into the matter of
the Coolgardie Water Scheme, the better
for the sake of the taxpayers of the
country. I intend to oppose this motion,
_ and T do so because I do not consider we
have information before us to warrant us
in giving a report, and in arriving at a
decision in regard to the matter. If I
um asked to report on a mive, I am going
to have some details, I am going to have
some particulars and some information
on which I can base my report before I
will put my name to it. I intend to
oppose the contract being let, and 1
would like to see move definite preposals
given to members of this House.

At 630 the SpEakEr left the Chair,
At 730, Chair resumed.

Mr. M. H. JACOBY (Swan): It is a
difficult matter for members, with the
information before the House, to decide
whether they are justified upon the merits
of this case in acceding to the proposal of
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the Alinister for Works. The Minister
bas all the available information at his
disposal ; he has all the expert advice at
his disposal, and if that advice were at
the dispesal of the members of this
House—

TrE MinisTer vor Works : It is.

Mr. JACOBY : No; if that advice
were at the disposal of the House in the
same way as it is at the disposal of the
Minister, then, perhaps, we might be
justly asked 1o express an opinion upon
the merits of the case; but 1t appears to
me to be a matter which the Minister
himself can only properly advise upon.
There are thousands of avenues of infor-
mation which are ouly open to himself,
and in addition to that we have the
peculiar position of the Eugineer-in-Chief
being away during, perhaps, the most
critical time in connection with this water
scheme. I think that,as the Governinent
must have anticipated this question would
arise just now, it is to be regretted the
Engineer-in-Chief was allowed to leave
this State doring the time. I hardly
think that if I were acting for myself, as
I am acting as a representative in this
House, I would be justified in saying
“yes” or ‘“no’ to the proposal put
forward. During his speech the leader
of the Opposition made reference to
stateients that were current regarding
re-canlking, which was supposed to be
%oing on in a section of the scheme near

hidlow's Well. I am exceedingly sur-
prised at the Minister disclaiming any
knowledge.

Tae Minister ror Works: Twelve
miles has been canlked.

Mg. JACOBY: If the caulking has
been completed, and not tested, I should
like to know why it has been found neces-
sary to re-caulk it. This particular
portion of the line is one of the portions
where the heaviest strain will take place,
and special precaution was taken in the
original caulking of this section, The
machine was given 5in. returns round the
joint in order to secure extra tight caulk-
ing. The pipes were then covered in the
ugual way, and by some means or other
it was discovered that they were not
efficient. Now the whole of this work
has to be done, and is being done, again.
1f this is an evidence of the manner in
which Messrs. Couston and Finlsyson
carried out the work, I can hardly think
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they are going te do it better in the
future. We find the pipes have to be
uncovered at the joints, that larger man-
holes have to be excavated, and that the
machine is being worked without the aid
of power, hand power being used, and
this work is being done by four men on
the machine. TUntil this time we have
been. using a dynamo of considerable
power to do the work which four nen
can now efficiently do; and I have it on
most excellont authority, from two dif-
ferent sources, that when these pipes were
uncovered at the joints, on trying with a
hand chisel it was not difficult to tighten
the leads to the extent of making them
half-an-inch tighter than they were made
by the machine. This is, perhaps, one of
the most expensive pieces of work in con-
pection with this caulking. The pipes
were covered, but thev had to be un-
covered and extra large man-holes had to
be made to accommodate men working
the machine. In some cases these holes
had to be excavated in the solid rock, as
it cannot be blasted, and the whole of it
had to be done by hand. In addition to
that, the machine has to be carried from
joint to joint, as the intervening por-
tion of lead over the pipes will not
allow it to be rolled along. Alto.
gether this piece of canlking is an ex-
ceedingly bad piece of work, and if it
be an ndication of the whole work that
has been done, then I cun say I have
very little confidence in the work that
has been carried out.

Mg. Diamonp: I understand they
guaranteed the work they have already
done.

Mz. JACOBY: Then I do not think
anything of the guarantee. In this case
one of the most important sections on the
line has to be done again. T trust thot
the information we shall get from the
Minister will be a little more comprehen-
sive than what we have at present. Tf
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what I have stated —and it has been

given ta me upon the hest of anthority—
be true, then T coosider the Minister
shonld have had these defails. The
Minjster comes down and asks us to con-
sent to an alteration of the contract,
which practically means the alteration of

an important portion of the policy of the

Government.
TrE MivisTER FOR Works: Will you
say what details you want?

. £70,000 or £80,000.
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Me. JACOBY: I thiok in this I alone
have given sufficient indication. It is
quite impossible for nembers of the
House, in 2 matter of this high impor-
tance involving enormous expenditure, to
express an opinion whether this contract
should be accepted or not, unless we huve
absolutely the fullest information. Ifit
be true that a portion of the work that
has been carried out previously by these
people, in the employ of the Government,
18 of such a nature as to require the
whole of it to be done again, I ask the
House whether these people can be safely
trusted upon the ineagre information
given this House with a continusnce of
carrying out this acheme.

Mr. C. HARPER (Beverley): It
seems to me the House is in a rather
difficult position. We are asked to give
an opinion on a question without sufficient
evidence. The Engineer-in-Chief says, at
the end of his report:—

‘While thus recommending that the contract
ghould be let, I do not, however, recommend
that it should be entfered into hurriedly, and
would suggest that the subject be ventilated
either in Parliament or in the public Press, ov
amongst the principal members of Parliament,
before final action is taken.

It would appear from this that the
Engineer-in-Chief is somewhat doubtful
about his own recommendation—[Mem.
BERS: Hear, hear]—and it appears to
wme that there are only two courses which
we can follow. Oneis toinguire farther;
or, secondly, to say, “The Government
or their advisers must take the whole
responsibility.” Surely the House is not
in possession of sufficient detail as to the
reason why this propesed saving can be
made, to say that the proposal shouid be .
adopted. Undoubtedly the saving should
be made; but we want to know why it
cannot be made otherwise; and it is
impossible to ascertain why, with the
information before us, If we take the
responsibility of saying *“The Govern-
ment must decide, and their decision
rests on the advice of their Eogineer-in-
Chief, who himself appears to be doubt-
ful,” the question arises whethér we are
doing our duty to the country. Because
this is a most serious thing, and more
far.reaching than perhaps appears on the
surface. These contractors say they can
save the country something approaching
If the House
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follow the advice of the member for
Kanowna (Mr. Hastie) and say “ We
will not do it,” the people who lend money
to this country will say, *“ Why is this?
—here is is an offer to save £70,000
or £80,000 rejected!” We can easily
understand that the buyers of our scrip
will hesitate to lend money when they see
such an opportunity of saving capital
passed by, In that respect the position
is most serious, and should, I think, he
carefully inquired into before we devide
what to do. There is involved in the
problem not only this saving, but the
question of dep.lrtmenta.l versue contract
work. There is no good blinking the
fact which underlies the hostility shown
to any alteration; and from the district
which T represent and throughout the
agricultural districts, there has been a
loug complaint aga.inst the Government,
for absorbing all, or nearly all, the avail-
able labour, and paying absurd prices for
inferior labour. For the last year or so,
that has been a common complaint.

Mr. Besine: Do yon want more of the
inferior labour ?

Me. HARPER: I hear whispers on the
Labour bench. I have no doubt the hon.
member interjecting will be only too glad
to have an opportunity of proving that
mine ig an incorrect view of the position ;
but [ know from instances which have
come before me that labour, not of the
highest class, has by the Government
been paid at the highest rate on Govern-
ment works, The men prefer such work
to any other they can get. Therefore the
question to my mind ig: are we to seek to
gain more information, or to take, as it
were, a leap in the dark, and leave the
Government with the responsibility of say-
ing “yea’ or**nay” to this, perbaps tofind
out afterwards that they might have
obtained more information? As farasl
recollect from o conversation T har with
the Engineer-in-Chief regarding these
caulking muchines, these contractors
undertock in their contract—or I shall
not say it was in their contract, but the
understanding was—that these machines
were to caulk, I think, 36 joints a day.
[MenBER: Thirty-two.] It is obvious,
if they are not doing that number, there is
something wrong; and we should know
the reason why. If they ure not coming
up to the standard, that shows there
is something wrong, and that we should
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know what is the reason ; because surely,
whatever the terms of contract are,
there must be some means of rejecting it.
The Government ought to be in a position
1o cancel the contract if the machines are
not doing what it was asserted they would

[Mr. JacoBy : Hear, hear.] There
Leing a geperal consensus of opinion that
this eaulking is not efficient, and that it
is not being done cheaper than it cun he
done by hand labour, we ought to know
more about it; and for these reasons,
although I strongly hesitate on the
subject, I think the question lies betwern
taking a leap in the dark and having a
select committee of inquiry. And T thimk
an inquiry is so important, not only for
the success of this scheme and the saving
of money, but algo in regard to the effect
the result may have upon our latitude in
borrowing, that we should thoroughly
thresh out this matter, and know where
the weak spot is; becanse everyone seems
confident that there ia something behind
which we do not koow. Therefore T
move as an amendment :—

That this matter be referred to a seiect
committee, with a view of. getting as guickly
as possgible at the root of the dificulty.

Mz, W. J. GEORGE (Murray): 1
second the amendment.

Mg. J. GARDINER (Albany):
seems to me, after a perusal of this
report, that if we took the general opinion
of the House, it would be that those
responsible officers who recommend the
acceptance of this contract ought at the
same time to have tendered their resigna-
tions. [M=Empers: Hear, hear.] 1 never
in my hfe read anything that more fully
condemned the officers of this department
than their own words; and I am sure
those of us who in the past have
had any responsibility in this matter,
or who now feel the full responsibility of
seeing this great work carried to a sue-
cessful issue, are n dread that this is
only the beginning of wany other huge
mistakes. [Mr. GEOrer: Discoveries.]
Well, T will say discoveries. Ii seems to
me that this colony embarked on a great
scheme on the recommendation, and
pledged itself by the reputation, vt one
man. It was a scheme worthy in the first
instance of having the best expert advice
obtainable in the world, by which we
might benefit. Now we are faced by a
position clearly showing that the re-
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gponeible men have not been fully seized
of their responsibility, but have allowed
minor details very materially to interfere
with the carrying ous of this great work.
Can anything be more coudemnatory than
some passages of Mr. C. Y. O'Counor's
remarks in these papers which have heen
laid on the table? He replicd verbally
to the questions of the Minister for
Works, and subsequently he put in
writing as a reason for the acceptance of
Messrs. Couston and Co.’s contract, that—

They can have a freer hand than they could
have by doing it departmentally, as they
could employ whom they liked and discharge
whom they Liked.

What does that mean? Does it mean
that in this work, carried out under
departmental management, the responsible
officers were not allowed to have the best
workmen, and to see that those workmen
carried out their duties faithfully and
well?  Then we go farther down :—

And their system of dealing with men and
paying them, keeping their time, ete., would
probably be simpler than is required in the
Government service.

Can auy greater sarcasm than that be put
into print regarding fhe administration
of a department? We go still farther
down :—

Taking into consideration that they have
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done at a saving of something like £80,000
to the State. There is mention in these
papers of the old contract apparently
entered into, showmg an absolute lack of
business capacity in the then Minister
and his responsible officers. For surely,
if there was any responsibility felt, there
ought to have been in that contract a
provision that the contractors should not
be paid unless their work were efficient;
and there should have been a time limit,
and & proviso thut we should not go on
paying these men practically for all time,
or for as long as they liked to take to
complete this work. The one necessity

. of this scheme is to get it completed as

offered to he respomsible for the efficiency of -

the 20,000 joints which have been completed.

Surely to goudness, if we are to have
responsible men who have practically

pledged the credit of this country to a

great scheme, surely if we are to pay
those men to occupy positions, they ought
to see that whatever work is done is done
efficiently. [MemrErs: Hear, hear.]
That is what we are paying them for.
And to bring into our minds doubts as
to the effictency of the 20,000 joints which
have already been completed 1s simply to
undermine our faith in the success of the
scheme us a whole. T say that is the
feeling in my mind ; and I venture to say
it is the feeling in the mind of every
member of this House who is impressed
with his respounsibilities. 'We are told
that by employing the same men under
the same supervision, and by paying those
wmen the same rate of wages and working
them the same number of hours a day, if
we let these would-be contractors do it by
the proposed contract, then it can be

quickly as possible ; otherwise, I venture
to suy the House will have to take means
for conserving water on those fields,
leaving the Coolgardie Water Scheme to
be coustructed at some future date; for
every summer we are faced with the diffi-
culty that owing to the tardiness in the
completion of this worl, we have to pay
an enormous sum for water; and every
year we trust to the statement that the
Coolgardie Water Scheme will be com-
plete when the next summer comes.
Consequently, every year we are faced
with a huge loss ; because time after time
we have relied on the word and the advice
of this responsible engineer that the
scheme would bealmost immediately com-
pleted. Now,asthe leaderof theOpposition
{Mr. Nanson) said, if we are to go on at
this rate, goodness knows when we shall
have it completed. I am sure we all
recognise the position. There is no de-
sire to be “little” in auny way. We
are rexdy to accept what responsibility
belongs to us; and the responsibility
thrust upon the House is to have that
work completed as quickly and economi-
eally a8 possible. Why, from the begin-
ning of this work up till now, there 1s u
rottenness apparent. We have those
pipes sent out, and we find that any
amateur can discover in themn defects of
various kinds. Surely in a work of such
a magnitude the Government should have
seen what their responsible officers—I am
not blamiug this or any other Govern-
ment—but I say it was the duty of who-
ever occupied the ministerial bench to see
that we were getting aur money's worth,
and that our money's worth was such
that we could rely upon it from beginning
to eud. That is the position.
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Mz. GEorGE: They must rely on their
officers.

Mer. GARDINER: T quite understand
that; but 1 think if we were to say now
what is deep down in our hearts, we would
say ihat those officers, on that report,
should be suspended or should be agked
to tender their resignations.

SeveraL Mewmsnps: Hear, hear.

Mr. GARDINER: It is a scandal
that public officers should send in such a
report as this.

Memper: It cannot be done.

Mer. GARDINER: Yes; it can be
done. The report states that this firm
employing the same men under the same
conditions can do the work 30 per cent.
wore cheaply than it is now being done.

Me. Georae: I am glad the Engineer-
in-Chief admits it.

Mr. GARDINER: T hold that he
does admit jt.

Mr. Georee: Yes; and I say I am
glad he admits it.

Me. GARDINER: Hon. members
must bear in mind that this may be only
the first of a series of big mistakes which
Mr. O’ Connor will have to admit. That
1s the position we are faced with, We
have to ask ourselves whether, presuming
the Government say, “No; we will not
let this firm have the contract,” the firm
will confinne to carry on the work
departmentally in the present unsatisfac-
tory manner.

Mg. GEorGE: Let us hope not.

Me, GARDINER : We may well look
aghast at the prospect of a continuance of
the work under the supervision of such
responsible officers as this report brings
to our kpowledge. The amendment of
the member for Beverley (Mr. Harper)
has no other purpose than to serve the
best interests of the country: I am quite
certain of that. Before we proceed it
would be wise to be fully informed whether
the present contract is or ie not terminable.
Undoubtedly the calling of fresh tenders
will mean great delay; and, therefore,
the question arises how the work is to be
carried on in the interim. Should it be
carried on in the waateful fashion now
obtaining ? Shall it go on in the hap-
hazard fashion described by the Engineer-
in-Chief, who states that a private firm
will be able to do the work more cheaply
and quickly because they will not be
bampered with red-tape deslings with the

(ASSEMBLY.)

Pipe Caulking, etc.

Government Storekeeper, but will be able
to get their requirements filled promptly
hy private merchants ¥ Surely it is out-
rageous that a gigantic public work should
be carried out m the slipshod maunner
described by the Engineer-in-Chief him-
self! I am firinly convinced that the
instance now brought to our notice is not
the only one, Dbut that right from the
beginning to now there have been delay
and delay, and waste and waste. This
country is not in a position to bear a waste
of hundreds of thousands of pounds in
this prodigal fashion. The country is
too large, and there are too many demands
on the public purse with the object of
allowing the masses of the people to earn
their daily bread better and more easily,
than that we should allow thousands to
be frittered away by the incompetency of
highly-paid officials. And that is the
state of affairs which T think this report
clearly proves to exist. It would be
a wise thing if the Minister for
Works asked Mr. C. Y. O’Connor to
veturn to this ecountry immediately—
[SEverat MEemBERs: Hear, hear]—su
that we may obtain the benefit of what-
ever explanation be has to offer before
we finally decide the question. I consider
the position which the Govermnent have
taken up, fully justified. If the work can
be done more cheaply and effectively by
amending the contract as suggested, then
let the contract be amended : 1f the Gov-
ernment can effect a. saving of £30,000, it
is their bounden duoty to do so. But
before they accept the contract, the Gov-
ernment should have the matter probed
to the bottom, so that the respounsible
officers, whoever they may be, can Dle
called Lo account.

Tue PREMIER (Hon. G. Leake):
One word on the amendment of the
member for Beverley. On behalf of the
Government, T am prepared to accept
the amendment. In saying so Ihave, how-
ever, to express the desire of the Govern-
ment that the proposed select comnmittee,
having once emharked on this inquiry,
should finish itand makeareport. The ses-
sion, as we know, is nearly atan end, and
it is extremely probable that the committee
may not be able to complete their
investigations before the prorogation.
Ta that event T think it will be advisable
to couvert the select commitiee into a
Royal Commission—-] SEvERAL MEMBERS:
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Hear, hear])—and thus make sure that.)
some competent body will deal with the
whole subject. I have not one word to
gay in objection to the criticisms which !
have been levelled at the motion.
Minigsters are as desirous as other
wembers to have the matter sifted to
the very Dottom; and so far as the
Government are concerned, vo obstacle
of any deseription will be thrown in the
way of either a select committee ora
Royal Comumission. It is the desire of
the Goverment thatany such body shounld
have the benefit of the fullest possible
information. The only appeal T make to
the Houseis that the Minister for Works
muay be appointed to the cownmittee, in
order that be may assist other members
with every information at his commaud,
and also that he may have the bencfit of
conferring with those other members.
Unrder such conditions the inquiry should
be completed promptly.

Mr. W. J. GEORGE (Murray): I
have buat little to say on this matter.
The member for Albany (Mr. Gardiner)
referred to the eminent engineer who is
responsible for the Coolgardie Water
Scheme. I wish to.call the attention of
the lLion. wember to a report by Mr. C. Y.
O’Connor, dated 17th July, 1896. A
passage in that report reads : —

I need scarcely say, therefore, that I never |
urged, nor do I now propose to urge, upon the
Government or the country the undertaking
of this work.

Mr. (’Connor states in an earlier portion
of the report that it appears as though
he had been urging the scheme on the
Govcrnment. In the paragruph I bLave
quoted, he makes it elear that he did not
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do so. His opinion on the scheme was
asked, and he gave his opipion. T
mention these facts hecause I feel sure
the member for Albany, on learning them,
will no longer be desirous of atiacking
Mr. O'Connor in this connection. But
the hon. member has practically attacked
the whole administration, with which Mr.
dO’()onnor has certainly had something to
0.

Mgr. Jacony: Many people had some-
thing to do with the administration.

Me. GEORGE : The matter is a most |
serious one—almost too serious for dis-
cussion; for unmless this question be
sutisfactorily determined, not merely to
the minds of hon. members but to ihe |

Pipe Canllking, elc. 2711

minds of wen who understand works of
this nature, all the motions we can
propose and all the regulations we can
adopt will not do anything towards
saving the country from a terrible loss.
I therefore consider that the select com-
mittee proposed by the amendment, or

_better still the Koval Commission sug-

gested by the Premier, should bhe
appointed. I wish to remind hon. mwem-
bers, however, that the members of such
a committee or commission ought to be
chosen not necessarily from this House,
but from the best men available. Where
an expenditure of millions is involved,
the State would do wrong to be parsi-
monious in obtaining the best possible
advice: we should have the benefit of the
best experience available. Tf T were
making an attuck oo the administration
in connection with the Coolgardie Water
Scheme, I should want to know—and
that very clearly—how it comes sbout
that the recommendations of the com.-
mittee of eminent experts which inquired
into the scheme in London have been
practically ignored. To my mind, there
18 no doubt those recommnendation have
been practically disregarded ; and it is on
that score responsibility is invelved.
Whoever is responsible for the casting
agide of those recommendations has
practically taken it on himself to accepl:
for certain what a committee of experts
considered doubtful. On the person
responsible in that respect the blame
must rest. 'With the member for Albany
(Mr. Gardiner) I feel that this disclosure
with regard to the caulking is only the
first of many disclosures we may look
forward to. I greatly fear it is but the
precursor of a whole series of adissions,
This is not an occasion on which to
discuss -the question of departmental
work versus contract work. The sugges-
tion of the member for Beverley (Mr.
Harper), which has been accepted by the
Premier, affurds the readiest and best
means of setthing the matter, It
is undoubtedly desirable that the whole
subject should he fully inguired into
hefore we make any farther arrangement
with Messrs. Couston and Co. or with
anyone else. For my part I feel convinced
that if it were decided to call tenders for
the work of caulking and laying the pipes,
the figures submitted by Measrs. Couston
and Co. wonld be bettered in the interests
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of the country. The report placed before
us shows, as has been truly said, a
number of points against the administra-
tien of the Public Works Department. 1
do not think, however, that the present is
the proper time to make an attack on that
administration. The labours of the select
committee or Royal Commission will, no
doubt, embrace a thorough inquiry into
the methods of the department. We
must remember, farther, that the men
to be judged are not here, nor repre-
sented here, and are thus without
opportunity of reply to the ecriticisms
which all of us, myself included, are
perhaps too ready to pass.

Mg. GarpiNer: [ criticised them on
their own admissions.

Me. GEORGE: I could passa good
many criticisms which woeuld, perhaps, be
interesting; but I do not think it is
advisable to do so now. T agreewith the
Premter that the committee or commission
to be appointed should finish its laboars
and malke its report. The present is an
oceasion on which all hon. memhers may
well assist the Government, even though
they hate them. I have no particular
love for them, but I will help them on
this occasion, and indeed help them
farther in the matter.

M=. Tomas: Who is trying to block
inguiry ?

Mg. GEORGE : I do not think anyone
is trying to block inquiry. I simply
express the opinion that this i1s a time
when all of us should assist the Govern-
ment, in the interests of the country’s
welfare.

Mg. J. M. HOPKINS (Boulder): I
am of opinion that the present system of
canlking should be continued for the time
being. The appointment of a select com-
mittee will not, I think, meet the case. It
is necessary that a Royal Commission be
appointed straight away, consisting of
the Minister for Works, as chairman,
and

Tae Minister For Worgs: Not as
chairman.

Mr. HOPKINS: Very well, then; a
Royal Commission consisting of three
members of this Houge and two of the
most eminent engineering experts we can
obtain,

Mr. GarpiNgr: Iuside or vutside the !

State ?
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M=r. HOPKINS: If we cannot obtain
the engineers we want in Western Aus-
tralia, let us Lring them from the Eastern
States. The matter is onc of scrious im-
portance. From one end of the State to
the other theve is a feeling of anxiety lest
the large amount of money already ex-
pended on the schemne should prove to be
so much money wasted. I understand
there is in existence some kind of contract
by which Couston and Company have a
sort of mortgage over the entire scheme
until completed. Briefiy, it is a matter of
astonishment and disgust to me to find
such a situation created #t so a critical
a period. Certainly it is a reflection on
the engineering branch of the Public
Works Departinent, that with the con-
currence of the engineering officers, works
should be carried out under such con-
ditions of extravagance and delay that a
private contractor can do them in a much
shorter time and at 30 per cent. less cost.
It leads oune to believe that the engineer-
ing capacity to be found within the public
service is very much lower than that to
be found outside. Certainly, some of
the Government engineers receive high
salaries ; but the state of things disclosed
by the papers laid before us to-night lends
puint to a criticism I passed in connection
with the Estimates, that the lowness of
the salaries, generally speaking, paid to
departmental engineers has a tendency to
drive good men out of the service and to
leave the Government only those whom it
is not very desirable to employ. No
member of this House is more anxious
than myselt to see the scheme completed ;
but still I think a board of inquiry, and
preferably in the shape of a Royal Com-
mission, is absolutely necessary. If mein-
bers of the House are to be appoianted to
theinguiring body, they should beabsolved
from legislative duties for the remainder
of the gession, in order that they may
devote the whole of their time to the
inquiry and furnish a report to the
Government with the greatest possible
expedition.

Mzr. F. WALLACE (Mt. Magnet}:
It appeays to me that the one prominent
phase of the question which councerns
members to-night—and I may say the
whole people of the eastern goldfielde—
15, how can we get the water to the
castern goldfields in the quickest pos-
sible time ? While having that desire
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myself, I, at the same time, want to safe-
guard the State interests in this way. It
will be no use rushing this scheme, as we
are doing now, unless we are satisfied the
work is being done in a proper wanner.
We bave heard for months past ques-
lions raised as to the inefficiency of the
work ; to-night we have had evidenece
given us by members who have obtained
it from reliable auothorities, that ithe
joints already fixed are not efficient. I
have been told by one man engaged at
the caulking machine that he could see
daylight through all the joints which he
had assisted in caulking. Be that correct
or otherwise, it prompts members to be
careful in coming to a decision. This
question has been referred to by every
member of this House, and we are asked
to take upon ourselves a responsibility
that should be placed on the shoulders of
the Engineer-in-Chief, who, in the past,
hus been looked upon as an officer of
high qualifications. But this officer now
asks the House, composed of laymen,
withount qualifications as engineers, to
take upon ourselves the task of com-
pleting the Coolgardie Water Scheme.
The information given to hon. members, in
many instances from reliable sources, can
searcely be questioned when considering
the qualifications of the persons giving
the information. It hasbeen told me, with
reference to the pipes and the pipe-rings,
that in many instances the pipes are not
entrenched ; that they are merely laid on
the surface of the earth and covered with
ballast.

Mz. Movaer: Do you take all you
hear as correct ?

Me. Hoprins: It is quite correct.

Me. WALLACE : T need only ask the
member for York (Mr. Monger) to take
a trip as far as Chidlow’s Well, and he
wifl see what I say is correct.

Mg, Jacosy: They are all trenched as
fur as that.

Me. WALLACE: If we take it that
the majority of pipes are trenched, then
they are not laid in the trenches suffi-
ciently deep, I am told, to resist the
pulsation which will be brought about by
the force of water which will be sent
through the pipes from pumping station
to pumping station.
practical experience can form some idea
of the pulsation which will be caused to
those pipes if they simply look at a small
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pump around their home: that will give
them an iden of the pressure in a lurge
pipe such as that used in the Conlgardie
Water Scheme. I believe the joint-rings
wre not sufficiently wide to permit of the
pulsation. That bas been told to e by
o practical man, and when it comes from
u man of some engineering knowledge, it
must certainly create an impression in
one's mind. I cannot help thinking that
there is some cause for the rumours.
Aud in giving my decision to-night, T
must be influenced by the information
which has Deen given to me. I am
pleased to say that members are not
going to tuke upon themselves, as a Par-
liament, to decide this question. It has
been proposed by the member for Beverley
(Mr. Harper) that a select commitiee be
appointed to inquire into this watter;
but in accordance with u remark made by
the Premier, I am going to move an
amendment. that a Royal Commission be
appointed in preference to a select cowm-
mittee. It 1s all very well to have a
Royal Commission or select committec,
but how many of the 50 wmembers know
sufficient to pit their coutention against
the contention of Mr. C. Y. O’Connor ¥

Mr. Hoprkins: They would sit in a
judicial capacity.

Me. WALLACE : Then it is not going
to be the opinions or knowledge of the
cuominittee, but the report is to be based
on the evidence. I questim if expert
evidence can be obtained in the State.

MRr. Jacony: Oh, yes; it can.

Mr. WALLACE: The Miunister for
Railways reminds me of an eminent
engineer, Mr. Christie: probably after
that, I shall be able to class myself as an
eminent engineer. If expert engineers
can be obtained in Australia, we should
have gone to those experts instead of
sending our Engineer-in-Chief home to
the old country to coufer with the engi-
neers there.

Mg. Horpgins: Not necessarily : they
did strange things here a while ago.

Mr. WALLACE: T am of opinion
that expert evidence cannot be obtained
from the Eastern States.

Mg. Diavonn: What about Malis, of
Adelaide ¥

Mr. WALLACE: If T am wrong, I

| shall be pleased to know that it is so, but

i

this idea is not purely one of my own. It
has been forned from information given to
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me, and based on discussions which I have
had with many pominent men whom we
meet in this city, and who are looked
upon ag expert engineers. There hns
been u large expenditure to date, and
we have to consider the question of
a still larger expenditure before the
completion of the wurk. Notwitbstand-
ing the desire to get the water to
Coolgardie as quickly as possible, it is
our duty to see that we have good work-
manship put iuto this scheme, even if we
have to defer the delivery of the water at
Coolgardie for another year or two.
we going to have this work constructed,
and the pipe-track completed straight
away, and as soon as we get the water
into the pipes to find that we ought to
have done so and so. It is better to go
slowly and surely than to rush the scheme
through in order tu get the water to the
other end. The Mimster for Works just
now replied to an interjection by the
member for Albany (Mr. Gardiner) that
it would have been better if the Govern-
ment had made preparations for con-
serving water on the fields in the past,
and to have allowed the scheme to go
aloug leisurely and surely. I was going
to suggest, in obtaining evidence for
the Royal Commission, that inatead of
appealing to our local engineers, we get
the evidence and knowledge of some of
the highest engineering authorities in
London.

Mgz. GeoroE : They cannot be here.

M=r. WALLACE: It runs in my mind
that one eminent engineer consulted at
home in the early stages of the scheme
was oue Mr. Carruthers, and I have heard
that our Mr. C. Y. 0’Connoer served under
Mr. Carruthers, and to a certain extent
Mr. Carruthers was responsible for the
Engineer-iu-Chief’s position in this State.
Are we going to appeal to Mr. Carruthers
to pass an opinion ¢n a work which has
been commenced, and which has heen a
successful failure up to the present time—
are we going to ask that gentleman, who
gave us his advice five years ago, to give
us his advice now ¥

Mr. GEOERGE: Are you sure he gave
advice on the scheme ?

Me. WALLACE: From what I re-
collect, the opinion given by the engineers
at home was not on the success of the
scheme as a finuncial concern, but they
did say that it was possible to pump water
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from here to there, und farther on. I
helieve there was some such statement as
that, bot I, as an ordinary engineer,
could give the House that information.

Mr. Georee: Dou't forget that these
gentlemen recommended tests.

Mr, WALLACE : What the member
for the Murray (Mr. George) suggests has
been reconmmended by the wember for
Boulder (Mr. Hopkins) for some time
past. That hon. member has suggested
testing small portions of the work,

Mer. George: The engineers recom-
mended it, not the member for the
Murray.

Mr. WALLACE: And the member
for Boulder has advocated it for sowme
time in this House; that is, a trial of the
first section of the pipe-line.

Mr. Grorsee: Those gentlemen recown-
mended it in 1896.

Mr. WALLACE: I started severul
times to tell the House from what source
evidence shounld be obtained, but I have
been interrupted so often that I have not
succeeded in wmy efforts. Evidence might
be obtained from a society which is called
the Tustitute of Civil Engineers of
London, and from that body we could
get engineers of reputation so valuable
that they would not give a veport on a
question of this sort unless they wern
prepared to demonstrate to this Govern-
ment that their advice could be carried
out to success. The member for Albany
also touched on the key-note of this ques-
tion. He suggested that we should get
rid of all the officers associated with this
report, and that would do one really good
thing for the State. I wish to move an
amendment.

TrE Speaggr: The hon. member had
better wait until the wmendment. which is
now before the House has been dealt
with.

Mg. 8. C. PIGOTT (West Kimberley):
I do not quite fall in with the idea of a
Royal Commission, becanse the amount of
money at stake is too vast. Looking
through the report from a purely business
point of view, I notice first of all
that for the sum of £68,264 an
offer is made to practically complete
the work, That offer is to be backed up
by satisfactory bonds, and guarantees
that the work will be carried out properly
and finished to the satisfaction of the
Government within a certain time. On
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the other band I see that the estimated
cost of finishing the scheme, as it is being
carried out now by departmentsl lubour,
is, accordivg to the Engineer- 111-Ch1ef
£97,520. That is by an officer whom we
all respect. But I do not think it can be
looked upon as a firm offer, because if we
consider the fizures which bave heen
given hitherto by this genileman, and his
estimate of the works to be carried out
under his control, he has always been far
under the amount which it has taken to
complete the work.

Me! Domerry: That is wrong. What
whout the Fremantle Harbour Works?

Mr. PIGOTT: For argument’'s sake
we will take thege figures as correct.
What do we find? We find we ave going
to have this work done, if we accept the
offer made to us, for £29,256 less and in
three months leas than we propose to do
it ourselves in. The sinking fund aud
interest that we buve to pay on this
gcheme amount, as the Treasurer told
us, to £175,000 a year. The Engineer.
in-Chief says le cannot complete this
scheine under his own direction unless
we give him three months longer than
the contractors offer to finish it in. At
that rate, provided we assume that when
this work is completed it will bring in
sufficient to cover cost of interest and
sinking fund, that three months means
another saving of £43,750. Altogether
these two sums amount to £73,000.
Then we go farther thun that. These
contractors say, " If you will give us 10
per cent. more on the amount we have
asked for, we will cut the time down hy
another two wonths” So if we add
another £6,826, that will make a farther
saving of £23,240. Thus if we accepl
the offer that has been given to us, the
work will be completed on 31st August,
and the Government will save £95,242.
We are asked, “ How do we know that?”’
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We know nothing except what has been .

worked out, but we cannot do betler than
take these figures which are before us.
The offer of Cousion & Co. is gennine,
for it must be impossible for themn to
make offers of this sort unless they are
prepared to carry the comtract through.

Mr. DoserTY : Then why did they not
carry it through when they started ?

Mgz, PIGOTT: That bas nothing todo
with the question. It would be very

wrong for this House to refuse an offer .
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for saving an amount of money so enor-
mous as that for the sake of finding out
where the fault was. The ouly surprise I
have had in this matter wus after going
through the papers, to find out that the
matter had been brought before the House
at all. T feel certain that if the Govern-
ment had accepted this offer straight
away and published it in the House and
adhered to it, they would have gained the
approval of all sections of the coramunity,
bar one.

M=. Resipe: Wlich one?

Mgr. PIGOTT: I cannot see why the
Grovernment delayed ut all. The Premier
says be has not brought the matter before
the House in order to shelter himself or
the Government. Why has he brought
it down ? There is only one reason that
I can see, that is that he does not wish
to alienate from himself and covfreres
the support of the Labour party. When
the Premier was speaking, I asked when
it was likely that the pumps would be
ready. He said the time for the com-
pletion of the pumps was the end of June,
The Minister for Railways said the
contractors had asked for an extension of
time. That being the case, there is no
reason why the puwnps should not be np
by the 3lst August, if we allow an exten-
sion of two months; and I assert that if
this contract offer be accepted, there is no
reason why the water should not be flow-
ing through the pipes by the lst Sep-
tember. A good deal has been said as
to what has been going oun hitherto.
From what I can make out I think our
Engineer-in-Chief has made a very large
mistake ; but, in my opinion, he has
condoned his error to a great extent.
There is not the slightest doubt that
wheo this work was started, Mr. O’Connor
thought that by carrying it out depart-
mentally by day labour he could do it
cheaper, or as cheaply, as if it were done
by contract. Now, the reports that are
before us prove to us that Mr. 0’Connor
has changed his mind. I admire him for
stating plainly that he has changed his
mind. If Mr. O’Counor has been in
error, and has neglected his work, there
must be something wrong. Either he
has been wrong in his own opinion, or
the work has been neglected shamefully,
seeing thers has been a lenkage to the
extent of £30,000 on an amount of
£100,000. I caunot understand where



2716 Wuler Scheme:

that money goes to. It must either go |

to labourers who do no work, or else it
goes into the pockets of people who are
outside.
affairs, and the more oue looks into it,
the more he feels that the whole thing
really stinks. I do not know that if this
offer be accepted we shall get the
work done at the cheapest poasible rate;
but I do know that if the offer be
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in the contract system is that all contracts

" shall be the result of public tender, and

This is a shocking state of

accepted a sum of nearly £90,000 will be -

saved. I assert that the Cabinet ought
to have accepted that offer and bave said,

“ We will take this £90,000, as it is -

offered, and we will let the small fry go.”

In cunclusion, T have cnly one thing to |

say. Mr. O'Connor is either right or
wrong. If right, this will be the last of
day labour 1a Government works in
Western Australia.

MemagEr : No fear!

Mg, PIGOTT: If Mr. O'Connor is
wrong, T Lope this will be the last of Mr,
O’Cunnor,

M=z. H. DAGLISH (Subiaco) : I cannot
agree with the member for West Kimber-
ley (My. Pigott) in his opinion that the
Government shonld not have referred the
ntatter to the House, because it seems to
me¢ a matter in which the Government
deserve credit for consulling mewbers
before taking an important new departure.
It is far better that the Government
should cousult members frankly before-
band than wait to be criticised afterwards.
We might have found certain members
sitting in Opposition criticising the Gov-
ernment, whatever they did, whether they
adopted day work or let the work by
contract, and telling them they should
bave done the opposite thing. I am
satisfied that the last mewmber who sat
down, and who, I regret to say, fired a
shot and ran away, would have been one
of the first to attack the Government, no
matter what course they adopted. I am
prepared to cowmmend the Government
for bringing the matter before the House,
but cannot agree with the motion as thev
have introduced 1%, because T do not think
there hus heen any justification shown,
up to the present, for making the import-
ant departure proposed Ly the Minister
for Works.
Beverley (Mr. Harper) would have us
believe, a. question of day labour versus
contruct labour. There is nothing of that
sort about it, becuuse the main element

_ -

It is not, as the member for -

this important, this esseutial element of
fairness in any contruct system is abso-
lutely lacking in the present iostance
Farthermore, there is the important
point introduced of Government servants

. being allowed to tender for Govern-

ment work. This is, indeed, u very
new departure ; and then again we
have it proposed by tlhese servants of the
State that they shall have the use of
machines which have heen bought by the
State ; bave the use of Guvernment pro-
perty for the purpose of carrying out
their private contract. That again is a
feature which is not common in any
public contracts of any description what-
ever. It seems to me there has been a
big and unnecessary waste of public
money in this Coolgardie Water Scheme.
And one important element of waste hus
Leen the purchase of a machine that was
really only in an experimental stage.

Tue Minister For Worxs: They
are prepared to take the machines back.

Mgr. DAGLISH: I quite understund
that, but I should like to know if at full
rates.

TaE MinisTer FOR WorEs: The letier
says,  We are also prepared to tuke over
the plant already purchased by Govern-
ment, and agree to the same being
deducted from the contract price.”

Mr. DAGLI3SH: Then the position is
altered to this extent, that whereas an
impetfect machive was sold to the Gov-
ernment and the Government have per.
fected it, the coniractors are willing to
iake over the perfected machine at the
price the Government paid for the im-
perfect ome. In other words, the con-
tractors are to have the benefit of all the
experiments which have been made at
the Government cost, and the Govern-
ment have to bear the expense of all the
failures incurred after the landing of this
machine.

Mz. GEORGE:
royalty to be paid.

Mz, DAGLISH: Quite so; but the
royalty wouid not be refunded—I under-
stand that. My particular point is that
this particular mackine should never have
heen bought by the Government until it
had been rendered fit to be put on the
market for ordinary commercial purposess
I should like to refer to a point alluded

Don’t forget there is a
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to by the member for Beverley, who feels
very strongly with regard to the labour
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question, and that was that the Govern- °
ment had sought nearly all the labour at -

this work at absurdly high rates. T do
not like to hear that sort of statement
made unless there be some justification for
it, If there were justification, T would
make use of it myself. The member for

Beverley seemed to imply that if the con- |
tract system were adopted, labour would be |

obtained at a cheaper rate. I find the
contractors say, “ We are prepared to
undertake the work at a lower price than
it can be done at by hand caulking, and
also to give a much more perfect job.
We are also prepared to recognise the
eight hours a day for the men, and pay
at least the same rates of wages as are
being paid by the Government.” That
really implies that a» somewhat higher
rate if anything might be paid, but at all
events no lower rate would be paid than
the Government are giving. That at
once removes the contention of the
member for Beverley that the Govern-
ment are paying something more than a
reasonable rate of wages. That is in the
first letter on the question; and in a
second letter, dated the 6th Junuury,
they say :—

The prices we here quote are about 30 per
cent. below what the work has cost up to the
present, and considering that the men’s wages
shall probably have to be increased as the
work approaches the fields, it will readily he
seen that we are offering to complete the work,
not only in much shorter time, but at & con-
siderably lower price than is possible under
the present day system.

While they recoguise that ingtead of
reducing wages, it will probably be neces-
sary to increase wages, they at the same
time show that there is no justification for
the implication that there has been any
over-payment by the Government in
regard to the daily wages of the men
emploved on this work. The members
for Kanowna (Mr. Hastie)} and Albany
{Mr. Gardiner) spoke with great foree
regarding the management of the Public
Works Department, or at all events of
the Coolgardie Water Scheme; and this
seems to be the erux of the whole question.
Undoubtedly there is strong justification
for inquiry, and Iam prepared to support
the amendment of tbe member for

Beverley (Mr. Harper) to have a select

commiitee. 1 should like a select com-
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mittee rather than a Royul Commission,
because T do not helieve in members of
Parliawent being elected to take certain
responsibilities, and then palming off
their responsibilities on persons outside
Parliament. I think we ought not only
to recognise that we have these respon-
sibilities on our shoulders, but that before
we enter this Chamber we should feel
satisfied that we are competent to fulfil
our duties. What we want is not o com-
mittee of experts, but of independent
men who will hear cvidence and
give an unbiassed finding on that
evidence, However, experts should be
brought io, not as judges but as
witnesses ; and 1 am quite satisfied that
we can get from this House » commitiee
competent to hear the evidence and
afterwards to give an impartial finding.
The member for Mount Magpet (Mr.
Wallace) is like a lot of people in this
Stale who prove the truth of the scrip-
tural statement that “a prophet hath no
honout in his own country.” The hon.
member does not believe that our
Australian experts are worth anyihing;
but T would point out to him that we
have some very able engineers, especially
in connection with our Australian Univer-
sities; we have some very capable
engireers in each of the States and in
New Zealand, and 1 think this State will
find quite a number of competent men in
the other States who will be fit to give
reliable evidence before a select com-
mittee. I should not like to see an
unnecessary slight cast on our Australian
engineers. The fact that these gentle-
men have come from England to make
their living in our midst does not indicate

" that they are inany way inferior to those

who have stayed at home. I know of my
own knowledge that our Universities are
very careful, when importing gentlemen
to fill engineering or other chairs, io
gelect absolutely the best wen available,
and to pay them salaries which will make
it worth their while tn come out. 1
ghould like to repeal what has alveady
heen said, that this rveport before us is
practically an expression of censure on
the eapacity of the engineering division
of the Public Works Department. I do
not think it is in any sense a veflection
on the ordinary men engaged on the
work; but it is a reflection on the
engineers, and on the supervision they
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have exercised over the workmen. The
same workinen wonld doubtless to a great
extent be emploved if a coubractor were
to take over the work; but Messrs.
Couston & Co. say the supervision would
be better. Now I contend there is no
reason why the supervision on a Govern-
ment work of this sort should not be just
as good as the supervision of a private
contractor.

Mz. Georce: Except that it never is.

Me. DAGLISH : T am satisfied thatit
could be, if the Government engineers
were imbued with a desire to do their
duty, to do their best for the State just
as private enginevrs do their best for the
private contractor. I am quite satisfied
the Grovernment can get just as good men
to supervise this work as can the con-
tractor.

Me. GeoreeE: But such men are
cramped in their operations: that is the
trouble.

Mzr. DAGLISH : But in this case it is
proposed that the men actually in the
employ of the Government shall do the
work ; and therefore it cannot he alleged
that Messrs. Couston and Co. as private
contractors would be any better than
Messrs. Couston and Co, as State
employees.

Me. GeoroE: They give their reasons
why they should be better.

Mr. DAGLISH: I find the reasons in
the statement of Messrs. Couston and
Finlayson on page 11 of the printed
report ;—

Our own persenal motives in seeking to
secure the work on the conditions stated in

our offer are with a vicw to establishing the
reputation of our patent caulking machines,

Our patent machine is the only invention for
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jointing pipes koown, and we feel that, with

the business directly in our own hands, we
could make euch a reputation for the machine
as would bring it into general use throughout
the world.

It shall doubtless be asked why this great
saving cannot be attained under the present
arrangement, to which we have to reply:—
First, the conditions atteniling contract work
are such a8 to enable the contractor to obtain
at the same rates of wages a far greater
amount of work from the men ewmployed.
Second, the difficulty in obtaining stores under
the present arrangements has been such as to
sericusly impede the progress of the work.
Third, the addition and improvemente we con-
template making to the machinery would
enable us to carry on the work at a consider-
ably reduced price.

FPipe Canllking, ete.

Me. Georar: They could make those
amply under Government.

Me. DAGLISH: Qnite so; and thev
could give the better supervision under
Government too, if they chose. There is
no reason why the supervision in the
Government service should not be equally
as good as in private contracts. It is
simply neglect on the top rung of the
ladder; and I feel quite satisfied that
if on Mr. ’Connor were placed the
respongibility of earrying out this work
at the price he recommmends in his report,
it could be carried out as efficiently as it
could be done privately. I want to
impress on the House u fact mentioned
betore, namely that Mr. O'Connor is not
satisfied with doing his own work, but
that he will insist on taking on work
altogether outside his own particular
province, For instance, the report which
he makes on the 16th January concludes
with this paragraph:—

While thus recommending that a contract
should be let, T do not, however, recommend
that it should be entered into hurriedly, and
would suggest that the subject be ventilated
either in Parliament and in the public Press,
or amongst the principal members of Parlia-
ment, before final action is taken.

Now I think the shoemaker should stick
to his last ; and it should not he for any
individual member of the State service
to give Ministers advice on questions of
policy. I do not think any public
servant should say for a moment that a
matter had better be ventilated in Parlia-
ment or in the Press, or that the prineipal
members of Parliament should be con-
sulted. 1 think we should require our
Engineer-in-Chief to adhere to the work
of his own department; and if that were
done, T have no doubt that work would
be better attended to than at present,
We have had him previonsly as a

- financial expert, and now we have him as
© the guide, philosopher, and friend of the

Minister for Works in regard to the
course the Minister should pursne in
Parliament. I cordially support the
amendment of the member for Beverley
(Mr. Harper}, and 1 believe the result of
a committee of inguiry will be at all
events to satisfy the public mind, which
18 at present in a state of unrest regarding
this matter. I would point out in con-
clusion that in respect of the 20,000 pipes
already laid, of which Messrs. Couston
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and Co. have offered o guarautee the i the work 30 per cent. cheaper under con-
efficiency if they get this contract, this

State is entitled to look to Mr. C. Y.
O’Connor te guarantee the efficiency of
those pipes, as they have been laid
directly under his coutrol; and if any
farther expenditure on them is necessary,
then the Btate is entitled to know why it
is necessary, and where the fault lies, in
order that it may deal suitably with those
who are respounsible for that fault.

Mzr. D. J. DOHERTY (North Fre-
mantle) : I have little to say on this sub-
ject, and what I have to say will be
definite. I think, of all the proposals
which have ever been put before either
the people or the Parliament of Western
Australia, this proposal * takes the cake”
for a colossal piece of impertinence.
The question is that these engineers say
they will take the anxiety from the Gov-
ernment ; whereas they should have been
doing their duty to the Government for
the liberal wages paid them. Having for
from nine to twelve months been receiving
pay from this country for directing cer-
tain work, they wish to maintain that it
is impossible under their own direction
to carry out the work at a cheap rate.
*“But,” they say, ‘'give us a contract.”
What does that mean? That these men
have beeo robbing this country; and if
1 were to-morrow a member of the Gov-
ernment, I should put the case info the
bands of the Criminal Investigation
Department, as a huge piece of absolute
robbery, seeing that this country has
suffered from the determination of these
men simply to further their own ends;
and I should be very careful of these
gentlemen for the futuve, and should go
farther than this State to find out their
antecedents so that I wight understand
their characters. It is with no uncertain

voice that we should speak on this sub- ¢

ject; because never in the history of the
States of Australin has such o proposal
heen wade by men who admit that they
have been practically robbing this Gov-.
ernment. In what other way can wo
tuke it? They say “Now that we
huve robbed you and got the money
out of your pockets, and perfected oor
machines, we know exactly what to do.

and under better facilities we can cheapen

the work.” Aftertaking the money from
the Government for perfecting their
machines they are prepared to carry ont

tract.

Mr. Georer: What will it cost if they
finish it under the present arrangement?

Me. DOHERTY : I do not mind what
it would cost. If that proposition were
put in m{ hands, and I were the Minister
for Works, I shounld dismiss these men
from the work in ten minutes.

Mz. Georece: You could not: they
have a contract.

Mzr. DOHERTY : I should break the
contract.

Mg. Preort: You could noi do that.

Mr. DOHERTY: What? There is
evidence that they have been robbing
this country. Surely there is equity and
justice to be obtained in ourcourts. The
country cannot be imposed on by men of
this sort. If we cannot carry out the
work by the pecple at present guiding it,
it is our duty to get proper men. There
geems to be an opinion that the Engineer-
in-Chief is responsible for all these things.
But we must know that in a great work
he cannot be at every pipe joint, or at
hoth ends of the pipe-line at once: he
has o huge department to control. T say
the men who are immediately and directly
controlling the work are the men respon-
sible to this House.

Mr. Tromas: Still, the Engineer-in-
Chief recommends the acceptance of the
contract.

M=z. DOHERTY: Evidently to relieve
bim of certain unxiety. But we say we
pay these men, and they should bear the
burden of the auxiety. "I do not believe
much in Royal Commissions, becaunse I
think a Royal Commission would probably
stop the work, and be a very heavy cost
to the country; but I think a select com-
nittee might grapple with this question
in the first instance.

Tue MmrsTER FoR Harnwavs: A
committee would not have time to report
to the House hefore prorogation.

Mz. DOHERTY : The House seems to
be of one opinion—that these engineers
ghould promptly be removed from this
pipe-line—-I mean these men, Couston,
Finlayson, and Porritt, whose names
appear at the head of this report. If
they canuot be removed, I say, * Put the
police on to them, and remove them
forcibly.”

Mz. Georer: What ahout compensa-
tion ?
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Mr. DOHERTY : If a man goes into
your employment, and you find out that
he, by means of various little tricks of the
trade, is robbing you, you bring him before
& court.

Mz, Pigorr: There is nothing of that
gort in this case.

Mr. DOHERTY : They say that under
their control, Government workmen can-
not carry out this work as cheaply as
under contract. Has he not the same
headpiece, the same men, the same
machines, and has he not the Government
behind him to pay wages?

Mr. Georeg: But what about com-
pensation? Is there no distinetion
between wasting and robbing ?

Mz. DOHERTY : There 1s no distine-
tion so fur as public mouey is concerned.
These people have been wasting the
public money, therefore they have been
robbing the country; and if the House
allows such men to contioue in the State
employ any longer, a grave injustice will
be done to the country.

Mr. Georee: Suspend them and hold
an inquiry.

M=e. DOHERTY: Suspend them! I
would not have them on the works
another ten minutes. These people
write :—

Considerable anxiety exists bhoth in the

minds of the Government and many of the
thinking public —

I agree with that statement. The

anxiety at present, however, is to have '

these men removed from the work as
quickly as possible. They also say :—
And we feel certain that, should you
favourably consider our proposal, a speedy and
satisfactory solution of the pipe-laying diffi-
eulty would result,
Of course! These men have been experi-
wenting at our expense, and now the

solution is to let them bhave a contract
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is that the country should not be shame-
tessly robbed, either by this firm or by
sny other body of men. I hope the
Mmister for Works will give us his views
on the question whether these men shall
continue in Covernment employ. As
regards the method of inguiry, I prefer a
select. committee to a Royal Commission.
I wish to point out again as regards
Mr. C. Y. O’Connor, that although he
#aid the work could be done, he never
was very much in favour of it. When

. originally asked as to the practicability

and make a huge profit at the country’s .

cost.
and Co.'s offer constitutes absolutely as
huge a swindle as has ever Deen sub-
mitted to anv Parliament in Australia.
It is bare-faced impudence. These men
come forward and say openly. “This is
our mode of swindling: please accept
this contract.”

Me. Georoe: There will be a leading
article about you in to-morrow’s paper.

Mr. DOHERTY: I do not care what
the leading articles may say. My opinion

I maintain that Messrs. Couston

of the scheme he said, ** Yes; I can pump
water to the fields or to the sky, if you
give me money enough.” The scheme
was foisted on Mr. Q’Connor.

Tur PrEMIER: By whom?

Me. DOHERTY: Now, on the ques-
tion of contract versus day Ilabour, I
know that certain people favour every-
thing being done by contract. The effect
of the contract system is to permit the
contractor to sweat a certain amount of
money out of, say, 600 men instead of
that money going into the pockets of
those 600 men. Which is Dbetter for the
country ? I say it is better for the com-
munijty that the 600 men should have
the money than that the contractor should
have jt. Om the question generally, I
fear my remarks have not DLeen strong
enongh.

MR, Geores: They were weak, very
weak.

Mz. DOHERTY: True; and I hope
members will bear in wmind that I meant
them to be strong.

Tur MinNister FOR WORES:
arguments are weak.

Mg. DOHERTY : The Minister for
Works says my arguments are weak.
The hon. gentleman’s reasoning is that
men who wunt io rob the country of
£30,000 should be allowed to do so. Is
that good reasoning ? That is the posi-
tion the Minister takes up.

“THE MivisTEr ¥OR WORES: Noiat
all.

Mz, GarDINER: Do not set up a man
of straw just to knock him down again.

Mgr. DOHERTY : I bave plensure in
supporting the amendment proposing the
appointment qf a select committee,

Mz. W. D. J HNSON (Ealgoorlie) :
I desire to support the amendment in a
few words. With the member for North
Fremantle (Mr. Doberty), T think this

Your
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one of the most glaring and impudent ' have been better.
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[Mr. GEorGE : Hear,

proposals that bas ever come before an | hear.] If the butty-gang system, which

Australian  Parliament. Mr. C. Y.
(¥Connor by his report practically says,

is employed in similar cases in New
Zealand, had been introduced into this

“Under my mavagement Messrs. Couston | pipe caulking, the pipe line would have

and Co. cannot carry out the work satis-
factorily ; but remove them from my
control and they can do it very safisfac-
torily.” Mr. O'Connor thus practically
admits his incompetency to manage this
great work. Couston and Company in
effect say to the Government, “ We bave
go far made this work as costly as
possible; we have been experimenting at
the public expense; we have been per-
fecting our machine and we have ascer-
tained the cheapest method of doing the
work. Now that we have satisfied our
minds as to the most economical methods
of laying und caulking the pipes, we want
a contract, under which we will do the
work at a lower cost and pocket the
difference.” 1 quite agree with the
member for North Fremantle that
Messrs. Couston and Co. should not be

allowed to remain in Government employ -

for one mioute longer. The Minister for
Woerks ought to have dismissed them as
soon a8 he received this veport, which
makes it plain that Couston and Co. have
been robbing the country for some con-
siderable time.

Mer. Garniner: Don't be too rough!

Mr, JOHNSON: I am not too rough.
‘When the Minister for Works saw that
these men were robbing the country, it
was his duty to discharge them from the
public service. I agree with the opinion
expressed that a select committee can
make the necessary inquiry. Very little
evidence, I think, will be wanted to prove
that the work has been and is being
badly manuged. Farther, a select com-
mittee can easily get proper advice as to
the means of carrying out the work with
greater economy, and with greater ex-
pedition as well. This important question
is occupying the minds of the people of
Western Australia. Public opioion, I
think, is generally in favour of having
done with Messrs. Couston & Co. and
their wachines and allowing the work
to be done by hand-caulking. I am
prepared to maintain that if this State
had never seen Messrs. Conston & Co. or
their machines, the Coolgardic Water
Scheme would bave been farther advanced
and the workmanship put into 1t would

|
|
|
|

been u good deal nearer Coolgardie than
it is to-day.

Mr. A. E. THOMAS (Dundas): I
oppose the amendment because, as T said
in gpeaking before the adjourntnent, it is
high time a Royal Commission was
appuinted to inquire into the whole
administration of the Works Depart-
ment. I do not know that in this
House we shall find men competent to
decide the question. Ounly one of our
members is a4 mechanical engincer; and
yet it iz proposed to appoint from amongst
vurselves a select committee to try this
nnportant issue. Necessarily, four out of
five of its members would not be com-
petent to pass judgment in the matter at
all,
Mr. Donerry: 'There is Mt. Magnet
(Mr. Wallace), too, you know.

Mr. THOMAS : I favour the appoint-
ment of a Royal Commission on which
the ouly member of Parliument would be
the Minister for Works,

Mz. R. HASTIE (Kuanowna): T desire
to say a few words cu the amendment.
Since I spoke to-night a great deal has
been uttered concerning the Engineer-in-
Chief. One or two members have pointed
out that Mr. O’Connor did not, at the
initiation of the scheme, declare his
belief in it. That may be; but over and
over ugain since the work was started he
hag been publicly and semi-publicly com-
plimented on the schemne. Tt has been
said in his presence that he helieved in
the scheme from the beginning; and, so
far a8 T know, there has not been heard
one svilable of contradiction from him.
He has not denied his belief in the
scheme; and le has, at any rate, acted
in such a way as to create an impression
in the minds of the people that he was
favourable to the scheme. But the
Engineer-in-Chief alone cannot be held
respousible for the work. There is
another highly-paid officer, Mr. Hodg.
son, who is the engineer in charge
of the work; and I wonder why
that gentleman has pnot received more
attention from members of the House.
Mr. Hodgson is, I believe, generally
responsible for the carrying out of the
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scheme. Any rewarks passed concerning
the Engineer-in-Chief in this counection
should, therefore, be shared by Mr. Hodg-
son. The member for West Kimberley
(Mr. Pigott) has said that the first
necessity we should look tu is the adoption
of a plan which will enable the scheme to
be completed at the earliest possible
moment. The bon. member pointed ot
that Messrs. Couston and Co. offered
to complete the work for £30,000
less than it would cost on the present
basis, and, moreover, to complete it
much earlier than 18 possible under
depaurtmental administration. I wish to
remind the hon. member, however, that
there are others prepared to do the
work by hand-caulking wmore cheaply
and more quickly even than Messrs.
Couston and Co. offer to do it.  Various
members of the House can support me in
“that statement. If final offers to the
effect stated have not been made, then I
can assure the Minister for Works that
those offers will be made atan early dale.

Mr. Taomas: The Government are
tied up, and cannot accept any offer but
Messrs. Couston's.

Mr. HASTIE: I refer to the remark
made by the member for West, Kimberley.
However, even if we do not adopt the
aystem of hand-caulking, but retain the
system of machine caulking, we have still
another way out of the difficulty. The
Government, have bought the machine:
the patent is the property of the Govern-
ment, and go also are the improvements
which have been made in {he machine not
golely by members of the firm of Couston
and Co., but also by various employees of
the Public Works Department.

Me. DomerTy: At the Government
expense : that is the point.

Mg. HASTIE : And at the Government
expense. If the Government, therefore,
take over the maching, they will find
plenty of officials reaudy to keep it going.
These officials, with the gangs of men now
employed on the line, are capable of
carrying out the work more cheaply and
quickly than Messrs. Couston and Co.
themselves.  Unfortunately,
there is a bugbear in the way, as we are
reminded by the member for Dundas
{Mr. Thomas), that apparently the Gov.
ernwment have entered mto a contract with
Mr. Couston by which they guarantee
him employment in supervising the work |
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until it is finished. T do not know what
the terms of the contract are; but I sup-
pose the Government have not heen so
foolish as to sign a contract without some
saving clause. Perhaps there is a clause,
such as is usual in these contracts, that
the work is to be carried out satisfuctorily.
If the contract contains such a clause,
surely to goodness that clause can be
applied now; and in that vase the Gov-
ernment can adopt other measures to
carry out the work of laying and caulking.
The speeches I have heard in this House
to-night convince me that it would be an
act of folly on the part of the Govern-
ment to accept Messrs., Couston and Co.’s
contract cn anything like the terms
offered. In speaking on the suhstantive
motion before dinmer, I omitted one
point, It has been understood on all
hands that the respousible authorities are
not sure that the 20,000 pipes already
laid are in good condition. It is within
my knowledge that within the last fort.
night one or two gangs of men well up
the line have received instructions to hold
themselves in readivess to return fariher
down the lise, in order that they may
overlook and perfect certain partsalready
laid. This fact goes to show that the
(Government, engineers in charge of the
line are by no means satisfied with the
pipes that bave been laid. Whether a
Royal Commission or a select committee
take hold of this question, I hope the
body to be appointed will take the fullest
evidence and bring up a report at the
earliest possible moment.

Mk. J. RESIDE (Hanvans): I share
the opinion expressed by the members
for North Fremantle and Kalgoorlie, on
the report 1aid on the table to-night. [
consider that report amounts to an abso-
lute confession of incompetency on the
part of the departmental officers. Tam
ready to pledge myself to it that if such
a report had been received by the head of
a private firm, the gentleman making it

. would be immediately sacked and the

however, |

proprietor would take the earliest and
best means of finding out a thing or
two. The time has come when the
Government should take steps to secure
the effective supervision of public
works. Messrs. Couston and Co. prac-
tically admit that they are not dealing
fairly and honestly by the Government.
. They are not giving the country a fair
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deal. Tnfact they are making money out !
of the Government which they are not
entitled to. They say that if they are
relieved of red-tapeism they can do the |
work much cheaper. How they are going l
to do the work much cheaper, T do oot
know. The member for Kalgoorlie and |
myself have had some experience of
Messrs. Couston and Finlayson and the
way in which they have endeavoured t
carry out work cheaper, was by reducing
the wages of the working men by 10s, a
week.

Mz. Tavnor: They did it too, did they
not ?

Mg. RESIDE: They did so. As far
as the Government are concerned, in sub-
witting this matter to the House they
have done the right thing. It is omly
right that an important guestion such as
this should receive the approval or other-
wise of this House. As to the question of
day labour wersus contract labour, T
believe the principle of day labour is a
good one, but unless you have good
supervision it ia a bad principle. So far
as the day labour system hag been carried
out in Western Australia lately, it is
doing all it can to damn the system and
there are a number of people who belicve in
the contract svstem who would like to see
it damned. The only day labour system
whiclj can be a success is to have the
work carried oot similarly to a private
contract and I do not see why it should
not be done. I believea select committee
will be eligible and competent to come
to a decision. The member for Mt.
Margaret (Mr. Taylor) has veferred to
the guestion of obtaining expertevidence.
The chief duty of a select committee will
be to endeavour to find out the best
means of completing with despatch the
first section of the pipe line from Mun-
daring Dam to Cunderdin and having a
practical test made. A practical test of ]

that section would be more valuable than
all the expert evidence which we could
get throughout Australia. In reference I
to the remark that there is not sufficient
talent in the House to form a select com-
mittee, 1 differ from the fember for
Dundas (Mr. Thomas), because I consider
there are members in the House compe-
tent to forw this comwittee. Only the
other day I heard the member for Dundas
say he was an engioeer.
Mr. TrOMAs: Oh, no!
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Me. RESIDE: It is not altogether a
question of mechanical engineering.

Mr. Dorerry : He is an underground
engineer,

Mr. RESIDE : Well, the hon. member
called himself a mining engineer, and ibat
is next door to il. It is not altogether a,
question of mechanical engineering, but
a question of men of common sense who
have had some experience in carrying out
public works contracts, and I think there
15 suffigient falent in this House to deal
with this question, and to lay the result
before Parliament in a report. In
reference to the guestion of hand or
machine caulking, the member for
Kanowna (Mv. Hastie) said that offers
no doubt will be made to do the work
cheaper by hand labour than by machine.
That says very little for the machine.
That is all I can say on that matter. I
do not wish tv say much more on this
question, but I favour tbe appointment
of a select committee because I do noi
believe the House has sufficient evidence
befure it to-night to deride this question.
I favour a select committee being ap-
pointed to obtain farther evidence before
Parliament should come to any definite
decision as to an alteration being made
in the carrying ount of this work. 1 think
the committee should go to work und
comnplete the job us soon as possible.

Mz. 8. C. Preorr (West Kimberley):
I wish to make an explanation. When
the member for Kanowna (Mr. Hastie)
was speaking, he charged me with giving
no reasons why I thought the Govern-
ment should accept the offer without firsl
calling for tenders for the work. T gave
the bon. member sufficient credit for
having read the papers before the House,
and I also gave him credit for really
onderstanding the question. I am very
sorry I huve wronged the hon. member.

Mr. Hastie: Whatisthe hon. member
talking about ?

Mg.J. EWING (South-West Mining):
It is quite unnecessary for me to go over
the ground which hon. wembers have
traversed, but I feel it inecumbent upon
me to support the remarks which lave
fallen from the wmember for North

" Fremantle {Mr. Doherty) and others. I

feel that we are called on to decide a very
important question, and the expressions
which bave fallen from many members I
indorse. I feel it is the first duly of the
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Government, whether there is a conlract
or not, to take seriously into consideration
the advisability of breaking the contract
at ovuce, if there is one. It seems to me
this firm of Couston, Finlaysou, and
Company have practically * got ut” the
Government, and are making wouney at
the Government expense. 'We know that
the Government have shown & great deal
of pluck in the past —they know the facts
of the case and we do not, and there may
be some difficulty in the way of breaking
that contract now —I feel sure the Govern-
ment will take the necessary steps if they
think these peopleare robbing the country,
and take the contract out of the hands of
Messrs. Couston and Company. So far
as day labour is concerned, if these gentle-
men were removed from the service of the
country, I am sure there are coinpetent
men in the service who could conduct the
supervision of the work by day labour
and carry it out successfully. I am not
gaying that T am particularly in favour of
day labour as against the contract system,
but in this matler the Engineer-in-Chief
in his earlier reports wus in favour of day
labour, but practically to-night lie tells us
that we should not have this work carried
out by day labour. Possibly that is on
account of these particular men taking
charge of this work and playing the game
of perhaps getting at the Government, as
I believe they are. I rise to support the
appointment of a select commuttee in
preference to a Royal Commission, but 1
think the scope of the cowmitter might
be widened and the reticulation schemes
come under their observation. I join
issue with the member for Dundas (Mr.
Thomas) when he says there are not five
members i the House who can take
evidence and arrive at an intelligent
decision on this matter. I feel it 1s a
question of evidence, and certainly there
are five members who can go clearly into
this matter and submit a reporl for hon.
members. The Premier pointed out that
one great reason why a select comwittee
should be appointed was that th- Honse
would prorogue at an early date.

Meg. DonErry: It could be turnedinto
a Royal Commission then.

Mr. EWING: Io that case I would
not oppose a Royal Commission, but I
wish to save expense and prevent exorbi-
tant salaries being paid to men who sit
on Royal Commissions, and I think the

[ASSEMBLY.]

Pipe Caulking, ete.

members of the House should take the
responsibility of the whole thing. I
would also like to suggest that when this
report is ready, that the Government
should call the House together, if onlv
for a week, and allow members to take
the full responsibility, so that it should
not be placed on the shoulders of the
Government. The members of the Gov-
ernment, or rather the Premier, has told
the House that he has been opposed to
the scheme all along, but I accept his
assurance that he is going to bring it to
a suceessful issue at an early date. I
think the Ministers should have a short
session in six weeks or two mouths’ time,
so that members could once and for all
settle this question of the Coolgardie
Water Scheme. In connection with the
contractors, it seems to me a tecrrible
thing that they should be drawing £25 a
week and at the same time placing
before members of the House a proposi-
tion which seems absolutely ridiculous
and should not be tolerated for one
moment. I trust the select committee
wiil be appointed and that we shall have
their report at an early date; also that
Parliament will be called together so as
to decide what shall be doue.

Mz. G. TAYLOR (Mt. Margaret): I
rise to oppose the motion of the Mimster
for Works, to hand over this contract for
the completion of the Coolgardie Water
Scheme to the firm of Couston and Com.
pany; for I think this is the greatest
fraud that any salaried servauts of any
English-speaking country ever asked their
masters to carry out. In the first
instance I am led to believe the Govern-
meot advanced Messrs. Couston and Co.
a sum of money to do all the preliminary
work in connection with the construction
of their machine. The Government then
bought the patent, and T may say the
country does not know what the perfee-
tion of that patent has cost the country. I
have been told, I do not know how truth-
fully, that repeatedly this machine has
been in the Government workshops, and
that the charge for the work done has
been wade Yo other departments, but not
to the perfection of the machine. For
that reason there is no possible way of
finding out what this patent has cost this
country.

Mg. Domerry: It must have been the
Forrest Government who did that.
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Me. TAYLOR: No; it bas been gomg
on for a long time. and right ap to the
present; it has been going on ever since
I bave been in Parhiament, for I have
been told repeatedly about it. 'The
Premier said we were not actually called
on to give a contract to Mesars. Couston,
Finlayson, and Porritt: it was only a
variation of a contract, recommended by
Mr. C. Y. O’Connor, the Engineer-in-
Chief.

TeE PrEMIER: Already in existence.

Mr. TAYLOR: Already in existence.
If there are any vovenants between these
people, then the work is not being carried
out by departmental labour. I think the
public have been under the impression
that Messrs. Couston, Finlayson, and
Company were the servants of the State
supervising this work, but now we are
told by the Premier that these people
have a contract. They seem to bave
something behind them, which we do not
kuow exactly. They have a hold on the
Grovernment by an agreement in exist-
ence: they have been very guarded right
through in carrying out this work, The
Premier to-night said no pumps were
erected to date, or that onlv two bad been
erected at the pumping stations. It has
been generally understood that no pumps
at all were erected.

Tre Prewier: The pumps are not
erected yet.

Coustoun, Finlayson, and Co. was to see
that the pumps were not erected as lony
as possible, because they were deeply

sensible that their work would not stand, ]

and that immediately the water was
pumped intc the pipes and a test was
made leakages would appear. 1 said
in this Chamber three or four inonths
ago—
ngE PreEmier: I did not say tbat.
Mr. TAYLOR: No; nobody expected
you to say that—mno fear! I suid in
this Chamber I had been told on good

(8 FesruaRry, 1902. ]

‘ t-hrough, water may follow,
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' have been pushed into boles in the pipes.
You can imagine that, if yon poke sticks
There is
no doubt the idea has been not to have
these puniping stations. The present
Minister for Railwavs promised n this
House, in reply to a question 1 asked,
that there would be a test made in three
weeks from that day, und I think T am
perfectly within the limits when I say
that was four months ago, and I huve
never heard «of that test. Hon. gentle-
men occupying the Ministerial benches
are responsible to this country for the
expenditure of money. We are the
guardians of the public purse, and what-
ever gentlemen are on the Treasury
benches, they are respousible, I do not
deprecate the idea of the Premier in
regard to the statement he made that be
was taking Parliament practically into
his confidence, or that he wanted an
expression from Purlinment as to whether
this contruct should be accepted or
whether they should continue to ask for
this inquiry and probe the thing to the
bottom, to allow Parliament to see all
that was possible in connection with this
scheme. The Minister for Works, who
is now Minister for Railways, did not
carry out his promise. He remained

© longer than three weeks as Minister for

Works and that test was not made.

" Why are hon. gentlemen mnot struight-
Mu. TAYLOR.: The object of Messrs,

forward in this matter? Why could
they not say, “ We cannot make the
tests; we bave no pumps te pump water
into the pipes’ ¥ Then we would bave
known where we were standing, but hon.
gentlemen ullowed the House und the
country to belicve thut the only reason
the test was not made was that the pipe-
caulking was not completed, and that as
soon as a section was completed it would
Le tested. There was no idea that

i the Public Works Department or the
" Engineer-n-Chief were afraid to put the

authority that one could poke a stick |

through holes in the pipes.
for Mt. Magnet (Mr. Wallace) has also
told the House that he had heard one
could see daylight through the pipes. If

The member °

. you cannot pump water.”

one can see daylight through the pipes, '

sticks can be pushed into the holes. The
member for Dundas (Mr. Thomas),
who has some wechanical knowledge,
has also told the House that sticks

water into these pipes. The Minister gave
us no idea that sort of thing existed in
their minds. But the Premier made it
perfectly clear to-night, when he said
*“You have no pumps, and without pumps
The Premier
was perfectly correct when be said thatif
you were going to pump water the first
thing you should have looked to was to
get the power to pump. He said, “ It is
not being done now, and it will not be
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done till June” So that this country is
not to know until June whether this pipe.
caulking is a success.

M=. DorerrYy: And these men are
allowed to go on their way.

Me. TAYLOR: And these men are
allowed to go on their way, as the mem-
ber for North Fremmutle has put it, still
plandering the country; and I say they
should at once be dismissed. I have to
work for my living, and if [ fail to give
satisfaction I expect to be dismissed, or,
as it is commonly expressed in my circle,
“ pet the sack.” If the case is as clear as
this veport says in relation to Couston and
Co.—and their own letters say it, and
also the Engineer-in-Chief—I assert the
whole lot deserve diswniasul.

M=zmBER: The men ?

Mr. TAYLOR: I do not know about
the men. The men were under the most
exacting employer in Western Australia.
Couston and Finlayson, when private
vontractors, were supposed by the work-
men of this ecountry to be the most
exacting emplovers in this State. As
contractors on the goldfields they were the
first to reduce wages five or six years ago,
as the member for Hanvans (Mr. Reside)
put it, during the erection: of the post-
office at Kalgoorlie. Whatever portion
they have controlled it has been &o the
loss of the State. It is a good thing for
this House to know to-night that theve
are some meu in charge of some depart-
ments ‘of that pipe-track who are doing
justice to the State. We know that
Finlaysen and Couston have not dune so:
we are deeply sensible of the fact. As
the member for East Fremantle (Hon. J.J.
Holines) put it, they have been lying low.
They bave been practically robbing this
country while they were perfecting their
owp machine, and now they have got it
they want to get a contract off the Gov-
ernment. They tell the Government they
can save them 30 per cent., and if they
complete this job three months sooner by
contract than by day labour they will
save the country £60,000. That means
a great saving to the State. If these men,
with the power they had to do this pipe-
caulking, have failed to do it, they no
longer enjoy the confidence of the Gov-
ernment of the day and the Works
Department, and when they have lost

. that confidence they should bLe dismissed.
That is the position I take up. The

[ASSEMBLY.]
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canlking is only a very invignificant piece.
1 will read a few lines—it will not take
long—that appeared in the Morning
Herald last week, and members can take
them for what they are worth. 'hey are
supposed to be from a practical engineer.
The writer says:—

In a letter from Messrs. Conston and Co., to
your contemporary on Monday, they allege that
they have had 450 men employed on the
jointing works, .and that by hand-caulking
two men can do four joints per day.

That is the part T want yon to take
notice of—

That is at the rate of 900 jointa for 450 hand-
caulkers per day, or five miles of pipes. If,
however, has taken their machines, with 450
men, eleven months to do 70 miles of jointing ;
but if these men had been hand-eaulking with-
out these machines they would have done that
70 miles in 14 days; consequently, according
to the statement of Couston and Co., the use of
these mechines (which have cost us £19,000),
with 450 men, takes 22 times as lung to do
70 miles as these 45¢ men would have done it
in without them.
That is all about it, as far as any iinport-
ance isconcerned. I do notknow whether
there is any truth in this statement or
not. I am not guing to vouch for the
accuracy of i,

Tue PrEmier: Is that a leader”?

Mer. TAYLOR: It is a portion of a
letter signed by a well-known gentleman,
W. B. Christie, a man with wonderful
mechanical knowledge, I believe, but I do
not know. I have read controversies in
the papers this last twelve months fromn
the pen of the same man. There is no
doubt he has shown the weaknesses of
the whole of this system: he has shown
from the very inception that it was a
fraud. Ministers of the Crown would
not take any notice of this man.

Me. Dongkry: Which Government?

Mr. TAYLOR: The present Gtovern-
ment. They would not take any notice
of a letter signed by this man hecause he
was not a reliable authority; but I say
that this man hus, for the last seven
months to my own knowledge, shown the
position we are in to-day: he has not
been one iota wrong throughout. He
said these men would never complete the
schemne under the present system, and it
has been shown to-pight on their own
word, and on the word of the Engineer-
in-Chief, that they cannot do it. What.
ever the faults of this man Christie may
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be, the position he has taken up in .

reference to this water scheme has, up to
date, apparently been solid. He has
never altered one iota, but has written
column after column pointing out that
the water scheme was going to be a
failure under this caulking system. I
am sure there is no member of the House
who has not practically acknowledged—-if
he has not done it in s0 many words—
that it bas been w complete failure. Ifit
has not been so, I wonder why we have
been called upon te discuss the advisa-
bility of handing over the matter as a
contract, or to have a select committee or
royal commission te inquire into it
When I have spoken to members of this
House with reference to these statements
of Mr. Christie in the Morning Herald,
extending over a period of fuur or five
months, I have been met with the reply,
“Oh! take no notice of Christie: he
knows nothing about it.” But it is a
most remarkable fact that we are landed
in the position to-night that he told
us five or six months ago we should
be landed in. Therefore, I think it is
necessary to at least take some notice of
what he says. He speaks of a letter
written by Couston and Co., and he
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Mr. TAYLOR: It is a comparison.

. It is in a letter written in answer to one

points out in his argument that two men .

can do four joints a day by band . caulking,
and if they had 450 men 70 miles wouid
be completed in 14 days. T do not think
there is any necessity for this House to
go into hysterics as to whether the whole
snccess of this scheme depends on the
caulking machine or not. I am credibly
informed that the patent of this machine
cost the State £13,000. Is that right?

MemeeR : Niveteen thousand.

Tre MINIsSTER For Rainways: Five
thousand pounds for the patent rights,
and the rest for the machine,

Mzr. TAYLOR: Nineteen thousand in - ¢, ohion in which they admit they bave

all, Isuppose? Nineteen thousand pounds
have been spent of the people’s money
for » machine which is practically no

of Couston’s, when it dawned on his
intagination that they would have front
enough to write a letter to the publie,
asking the Government to let them have
a contract.

Tee Mivmsrer ror Rarnwavs: On
whose authority do you make the state-
ment ¥

Mr. TAYLOR: On Christie’s, accord-
ing to this letter. Couston suys in a
letler that they have doue 70 miles. He
says that, in a controversy between
Couston and Christie; and I am guoting
Christie, and making a comparative stale-
ment. Conston says that two men can
do four joints a day; so how many joints
can 450 men do ¥ Christie says they can
do 900, or five miles; and if they do five
miles a day, how long will it take to do
W miles? It will take 14 days. Tt has
taken 11 months practically to do that
amount of work, according to Christie.
If more than 70 miles has been done, of
course the difference is not so great.
This is what I shonld like to draw the
attention of the House to, that in regard
to what is done we have no assurance
that it is w success. Couston and Com-
pany themselves say, * We will undertake
to put that in order.” The State has
spent this money, and what have we got
forit? Everything we read in connection
with this—these papers laid on the table
containing letters and suppestions from
Couston and Co., and alse the advice of
our Bogineer-in-Chiet to the Government
of the day to give over this contract—
goes to show, in regard to the caulking
that ie supposed to be vomplete, that
there is no certainty about its success,
and that he will ondertake to see it put
in order. Considering the good salaries
these people have heen receiving, and the

. been doing the work, if the fucts do not
. warrant their dismissal, I do not know

good, according to the reasoning here, -

that is, whereas two men can hand-caulk
four joints a day, with the machine it
took 450 men 11 months to do 70 miles.
So I know there is a great desire on the

purt of the Guvernment to keep on with -

this machine.

Tag MivisTeR FOrR RAILwavs: Are
you certain that is all that is done ?

what will. I hope the Minister for
Works will not shelter himeelf bebind
the Public Service Act in respect of this
question. I am commencing to get tired
of people sheltering themselves behind
this and that ; and I think it is time that
gentlemen who gruce the Treasury bench

~ should tell the House straightforwardly

what is their position. If it is within
their power to dismiss these men, Cousten
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and Co., I say the Government should
dismiss them. There is no doubt in my
mind that they have merited dismissal.
Moreover, I helieve if this were a discus-
sion in a8 private firm, if we were the

[ASSEMBLY.]

partners in the firm, we should vot be

considering their dismissal; we should

probably be considering a case in the

Supreme Court, as the result of which
they would be sent. down to Fremantle
for three or five years. But no. We sit

here and smile because we are wasting -

the public money. [Me. Domgrry:
Hear, hear.] Thousands of people in
this State are ill able to lose money spent
like this ; and farther, this system is a
blow at an old-established practice in

this State, namely, departmental work, a .

system which I do not thank the dewo-
crutic element in this House for intro-
ducing, because it.was introduced in the
days of the old conservative Giovernment.
Yel now, when dewnogracy is supposed to
be ab its zenith, we ure called on to go
back to the old days of contract work, to
sweat people by meuns of contractors,
while vet we are riding on the waves of
democracy | That is what T object to. I
have no {aith in a select committee ; I
can easily see at one glance ithat if a
select conmittee be appointed the House
will prorogue, and the committee's work
will cease. The Premier sars we can
mmake the committee into a Ruyal com-
mission ; and if there be a Royal com-
misgion, I hope it will probe this
question to the hottom. I am per-
fectly satisfied that there are certain
things in connection with this water

scheme that have been in existence fur a |

long time, and that will not bear the
light of day ; I hope whatever committee
or commission be appointed will have the
straightforward honesty of purpose to
make the whole thing clear and to let the
light of duy shive upon it; and I am

satisfied the principle of departmental |

work will not suffer. In counection with
these cuulking machines there has been a
huge swindle from start to finish. Now
the inventors wish to say that they can-
not do the work because they have not
got it under contract; and according to
the Premier's own statement to-night it
is partially under contract. I hope what-
ever form of inquiry be adopted, the
fullest investigation will be made, and
finished once and for all.

Pipe Caulling, ete.

Mr. W. M. PURKISS (Perth): I
must admit that I view this question to
a large extent as “through a glass,
darkly.” I am also prepared to admit
that in the papers before the House there
is a great deal of what is humiliating ;
that the attitude taken by Messrs. Couston
and Co., so far as is revealed by the
papers, is open to grave criticisin. Beyond
that I do uot go. But from a perusal of
the whole of the papers, and from what
has been in many respects a very able
debate on both sides of the House to-
night, I may sav that at the present
moment the question presents itself to
my mind as revealing something like a
bottomless bog. However, [ think we
can bottom that bog; and I throw out a
suggestion which I think ought to form
a true solution of the present difficulty.
We all know that an ounce of practice is
worth a pound of theory. I am informed
the pipes are laid aud jointed hetween the
dam at Mundaring and Cunderdin, & dis-
tance of 85 miles; and I am also credibly
informed by those who kunow that the
puwping-plunt which is in course of erec-
tion at Cunderdin will be ready to perform
its proper function during the first week
in March.

Tur MiINTSTER FOR WOQRES:
April,

Mer. PURKISS: In April we shall
have the pumping-plant at Cunderdin,
Very well: in April we shall have the
pipe-line to Cunderdin laid and jointed.
Why not therefore pause ? When T say
‘“pause,” I also say, “In the meantime,
let all those who have control of this
work under the existing régime Le
enjvined to go on with due diligence,
and let us wait for this ohject-lesson
which we shall bave in the first week in
April.

Mg, Douerty: And what will vou do
with Couston and Co. in the meantime ?

Mg. PURKISS: Go on.

Me. Dorerry: Let them go on?

Mg. PURKISS: Yes. Let the work
proceed.

Mz. Domerry: Then this House will
not be deing its duty.

Mer. PUREKISS: Yes; because, as far
as they are concerned, they cannot do any
more mischief. They caunot lead the
country into any more expense in the
section between the dam and Cunderdin
than has already been incurred, because

No;
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the pipes there are already laid and

(8 Fesruary, 1902.]

jointed. To test them, we need only await

the start of the pumping-gear at Cuon-
derdin. As soon as that plant is ready
to perform its operations, you will have
an object lesson worth all your select
commiltees and Royal Commissions.

Me. Douerry: Then you practically
stop the work ?

Mr. PUREKISS: Not at all.

M=z. DoHERTY: You must.

Mr. PURXISS: Then, even if we stop
the work, would it not be hetter? . Will
you not stop the work if a Royal Com-
mission be appointed ?

Mr. Preorr: No.

M=z. Jacopy: Let it go on.

Mr. Horrins: Certainly; Lkeep it
going.

Me. DorERTY : Shift those engineers
now in charge: that is all that is neces-
Sary.

Mr. PURKISS: The Royal Commission
will not shift them.

M=z. Doaerty : This House ¢un pass a
resolution to shift them,

Me. PURKISS: The gquestion of their

conduct and the conduct of all responsible

officers above them can remain in abey-

Pipe Caulking, efc.

Mz. PURKISS: My proposal would
enable us to get to the bottom of this
bog.

Tue MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS
{(Hon. W, Kingsmill): In my opinion,
the paramount object which at present

. should occupy the attention of the House

and the Government —and I think I can
answer for the Government—is the best

' way to get the water scheme finished in

. the quickest possible time.

ance natil the report of the Royal Com- -

mission comes in. I say, wait. We
shall have an object lesson in the 85
miles of pipes tested. We sball see
whether this caulking-machine has done
its work thoroughly, We shall =see
whether the pump at Cuooderdin is able
to do its worﬂ'); and then you can go oub
with experts, and call in additional
experts, if necessary, and if it turns out
everything is satisfoctory as far as that
85 miles is concerued, then we shall have
a lesson wmore valuable than could be
gtven us by any select committee or Royal
Commission, :

Me. Horrins: There is much to
inquire inte bexides the canlking. )

Me. Douerry: The propoesal would
delay the water scheme by three months.

Me. PURKISS: I do not say delay - side.

the work.

Mr. Doerry: You must, if you stop
the work. We should get rid of the
engineers. .«

Ma. PURKISS: The Royal Commis.
sion would deluy the work.

Me. Dorgrry: No; it would suspend
those engineers.

[MEMBESR :
Dismiss Couston.] Of course that is one
suggestion, and I bave no doubt in the
opinion of the mewber for Mt. Margaret
{Mr. Taylor) a very valuable sugges-
tion; but I should Like to point out that
such action in itself would have no great
effect on the progress of the scheme.

M=s. DorerTY: Could you not put an
honest man in charge to do the work,
after you dismiss the dishonest servant?

Tur MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
I think the hon. member interjecting is
rather excited with regard to this ques-
tion. The dismissal of any officer without
the adoption of other means does not
mean the completion of the water scheme.

M=z. Domerry: It does, if you have
honest men to do the work.

Tar MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
That is another thesis. The hoo. member
is now proposing to employ other means.
I presuwe it is Just with the idea of find-

' ing out the best possible method of com-

pleting the work that the member for
Beverley (Mr. Harper) has moved, as an
amendment to this motion by the Minister
for Works, that a select committee be
appointed; and I think that from the
members of this House surely five men
could be chosen who could be trusted to
approach the subject fairly and with
ability, and to advise the Government as

; to the best way to carry out the work,

Perhaps [ am taking a somewhat anxious
view of this in my present capaecity;
because I should like to inform members
that it is & matter of very vital importance
to the department over which I now pre-
I hope, whatever steps be taken,
no steps will be taken which may in any
way delay the progress of the work.
Every month during which that work
remains unfinished means a cost in in-
terest and sinking fund of something
like £14,500. Then, again, if this fine
weather continue and we get no more
rain on the fields, the Railway Depart-

2729 -
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ment will be put to enormous expense.
That is another question. Much has been
said about having a4 public test; and the
member for Mt. Margaret (Mr. Taylor),
who wade an able, elquent, and most
impassioned speech on this subject,
evidently thought the reason why this
test —which I undoubtedly adipit was
promised by me shortly before I had the
misfortune to be forced from the honour-
-able position I then occupied—was not
made, was that the pumps were not in
position. Now I should like 10 disabuee
his mind of that idea. What was pro-
posed to be done was to gravitate water
from the dam at Cunderdin into the
length of pipe which was finished on this
side of Cunderdin, and then to conduct
a test exactly sinilar to the ordinary
hydraulic test of a hotler. Unfortunately,
it was found we could not spare the
water from the Cunderdin dam. Steps
were then taken to caulk the line of pipes
at Chidlow’s Well; and shortly after that
began, which was some three or four
weeks after the promnise had been made
by me in the House, the abandoning of
which was dve to the fact that we had
not sufficient water—I ceased to take
official interest in the proceedings. But
if the hon. member had been so anxious,
I have no doubt he might have used that
abundant energy of which he has given
such evidence this evening in placing the
aubject as boldly and as forcibly as only
be could place it, betore my successor.

M=. Tavror: I had notime tosee him.

Mg. Donerty: Who was your sue-
cessor ? I forget now.

Tae MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
The member for Mt. Marguret had time
to do that.

Mz. TavLor: To do what ¥

Tae MINISTER FOR RATLWAYS:
To place this matter before my successor.

Mg. Tavror: He was not five minutes
in office. ~

Tar MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
1 should like to puint out that o good deal
of work done by the hon, mewber is done
outside this Chamber.

Mz. Tavror: If your successor had
remained in office long enough, I should
bhave tested the question whether vour
successor was as big a dodger as other
Ministers.

Tae MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
Anpother point concerning which I should

(ASSEMBLY.)
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like to disabuse the hon. member’s mind
is as Lo the respounsibility for the scheme.
A great many members have said the
Engineer-in-Chief is responsible for it.
I wish to give that a most emphutic
denial. The only part of the schewe for
which the Engineer-in-Chief is responsible
is the technical part. With regard to the
policy of adopting the scheme at all—and
that 18 a feature of the case I had very
much pleasure in assisting several otber
members now on this side of the House
to a right view of--the policy originated,
I Dbelieve, with the late Premmer, the
Right Hon. Sir John Forrest,

Mz. Jacorr: We are talking about
the administration, and not about the
scheme itself,

Tre MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
I am simply endeavouring to combat an
assertton, made several times in this
House, that the Engineer-in-Chief is
responsible for the scheme.

Several MEMBERS: Oh, no!

Tare MINISTER FOR RATLWAYS:
T certainly gathered that from what hon.
members said, and I have listened to the

“debate with a good deal of interest.

Me. Hasrie: It would never bave been
initiated without the concurrence of the
Engineer-in-Chief.

Mz, Jacosy: Is he respousible for the
administration ?

Tae MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
If it comes to that, what about the
administration ¥ .

Mz. Jacopy: That is what we are
discussing.

M=r. DomertYy: Who is Minister for
Works now ?

Tee MINISTER FOR RATILWAYS:
The Minister for Works is now prepared
to assent to the proposition made by the
member for Beverley (Mr. Harper) that,
the state of things being more or less
unsatisfactory, inquiries should at once
bé made with a view to putting matters
on a proper basis; and that is the object
which this House has in view, I think,
in practically accepting the amendment.
Another aspect of the case was placed
before us by the member for Perth (Mr.
Purkiss) ; but I am sorry to say that
while his arguizents were admirable, his
premises were not altogether sound.
Unfortunately the pipe track is not com-
plete between Mundaring and Cunderdin.
Tt is a great pity it is not; although,
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even if it were complete, it would depend
on the erection of the pumps hefore
pumping could be carried on. Of neces-
gity, bowever, this part of the scheme is,
T will not say the last to be completed,
but one with regard to which there are
difficulties in the way of completion. It
50 happens that close to Northam, from
approximately Clackline to Northam, itis
necessary, on accoubt of the greater pres-
sure to be combated there, to use pipes
of thicker plate and stronger make, and
algo correspondingly stronger joints, than
in other portions of the scheme. These
pipes being fewer in number than those
of the weaker class, and the difference in
the plate necessitating some alteration in
the manufacture, the stronger and thicker
pipes were manufactured last. It is also
a facl that from Clackline to Northam
there is a deviation from the railway
line, so that these pipes were not only
manufactured last but bad to be carted a

certain distance to their destination. !

Consequently the gap between Cunderdin
and Merredin is now one of the greatest
on the whole pipe line. I give in my
strongest adherence to any proposition

[3 FEBRUARY, 1902.]

which would bhe likely to effect the speedy
completion of the scheme. So far as the

Railway Department are concerned, it is |
@ matter of paramount intportance to |

them to have water along the railway
line as quickly as ever it can be obtained. |

I think it is quite possible—indeed, I hope

— that with the portions of the scheme |
already laid and jointed the water will be '
at Cunderdin about the end of Mareh, !

and at Merredin by the end of April.

Mg. GarpDiNgr: What would that
save the Railway Department ?

Tae MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
It is very hard to say.

Mr. DomaEeErTY: Seveaty
pounrs a year.

Tae MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
I feel inclined to have the question more
fully inquired into. I do mnot think
investigation will cause delay, and I hope,
therefore, that the amendment will be
carried.

thousand

Mz. Douerry: Can I now move a
farther amendment, sir, to the effect that
the House is of opinion that Messrs.
Finlayson, Couston, and Porritt should be
immediately dismissed from the public |
service P .
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Tre Srearer: That would not be an
amendment to the present proposal.

Question (that the words proposed to
be struck be struck vut) put, and passed.

Question (that the words proposed to
be inserted be inserted) put:

Tae Premier: I thought hoen.
nmembers wanted u Royal Commission.

Mgr. Hoepkins: I propose to move an
amendment to that effect now.

Tee Sprager: This is the time to
move such amendment.

Me. Dorerty: What about the
amendment 1 wanted to move ?

MRr. GARDINER: What is the use of
condemning these wmen first and then
having a trial afterwards ?

M=z. Horkins: I wish to move as a
farther amendmeut that a Royal Com-
mission be appointed.

Me. Hastie: Supposing a select com-
mittee be appointed, can the select com-
wittee be turned inte a Royal Commis-
sion at the end of the session ?

Tue SpEageEr: Yes. A select com-
mittee cannot sit after the end of the
session. .

Mz. Hasrie: Will that select committee
have power to call expert witnesses ¥

Tee Speaxer: Certainly.

Me. Hoprins: I am convinced that
the best course would he to appoint a
Royal Commission straight away. 'Three
mewnbers of this House, with the assist-
unce of two expert engineers obtained
either in Western Australia or from the
adjoining States, could deal with the
whole question. I should like to test the
feeling of the House on that point.

Tae Premier: I have to point out to
the hon. member that the House does not
appoint a Royal Commission: the Gov-
ernment appoint Royal Comissivns. If
the House devides to appoint a select
committee, that select committee will be
able to start work immediately. It can
go a certain distance and get through
formal work; and when the House
rises—and it must rise befure tbe select
committee completes ita work—the Gov-
ernment will include the members of the
select committee in a Royal Commission,
to which, if necessary, other persons will
be added.

Me. Horrins: Should not those other
persons be added before the inquiry is
entered on ?
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SeveraL Memsers: Hear, hear.

ToHe PREMIER: The Govermment might
arrange to appoint a select- committee
and a Royal Commission simultaneously.
There is no trouhle about that. I will
promise the House—

Mr. Horrins: Will you appoint an
engineer to assist ¥

Tag PreMIer: Oh, don’t ask me
whom I will appoint.

M=z. Hopxins: I did not intend to ask
that.

Tae Premier: I promise the House
that there shall be full inquiry into the
matter, and that I will confer with the
members of the select committee to agcer-
tain who should be appointed to assist
them,

Mxz. Doperty: I the meantime, what
do you intend to do with the contractors ?
That is what many members want to
know.

Tre PrEMmier: We have to find out,
first of all, whether the contractors have
broken their contract.

Mzr. Hopkins: Since the -proposal of
the Premier meets with the approval of
members, I shall not move my amend-
ment.

Question passed.

Motion as amended thus agreed to.

Ballot taken and committee appointed,
consisting of Mr. Daglish, Mr. George,
Mr. Rason, Mr. Nanson, also Mr. Hurper
ag mover ; with puwer to call for persous
and papers and to sit during any adjourn-
ment of the House; to report; this day
fortnight.

MOTTON—LAND GRANT T0 TRADES
AND LABOUR COUNCIL, TO DIS-
APPROVE.

Debate resumed from the 16th QOctober,
on the motion by Mr. C. Harper, relat-
ing to land granted to the Trades and
Labour Council, and affirming * That this
House refuses to sanction the proposed
transfer, and condemns the priociple of
land grants for purposes of this nature
without the consent of Parliament.”

Mr. R. HASTIE (Kanowna): The
meaning of this motion practically is tbat
the House should disagree with the
granting of a piece of land for a trades
hall at Fremantle. This grant consists
of three.quarters of an acre of ground,
situated in Fremuntle, and I vnderstand
that the bodies concerned, about 12
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months ago, tried to get a piece of ground,
and after all the vacant blocks had been
looked up, this was found to be the only
available ptece of land, and the then
Forrest Government offered to the trades
hall people this block, which was avcepted.
After that, the foundation-stone was laid
by Sir John Forrest. It has been pointed
out by the mover (Mr. Harper) that this
is too valuable a block to give away; but
I understand there was practically no
choice in the matter, because no other
block was available, The member for
Beverley has also raised the objection
that in giving such a valuable block to
ore body, it was a certainty that other
trades associations would put in a claim
for blocks of lund, and it was very fairly
poioted out by that hon. member that 1t
would be abaolutely impossible for the
Government to agree to that, because
there is not sufficzent public land to go
round. But the member for Beverley
seems to misunderstand the intention
and the position of this matter. This
land is intended, not for one body, but
for all the trades in Fremantle, and it
is & rule in almost every part of this
country to give one block, and that block
is called the trades bhall site, or, if not a
trades hall site, it is understood to be
for the use of all the trades people
within the distriet. 8o far as this
block is concerned, T have not yet heaxd
that the purpose for which the land was
granted would not be carried out, vntil
the opposite idea was suggested by the
member for Beverley. This block of
land is intended for all trades associa-
tions within the Fremantle district. The
wember for Beverley did not like this
idea, because it was practically giving a
grant of the public estate to one class. I
recollect there was an objection inter-
jected that blocks of land are given to
agricultural societies, but the hon. mem-
brer for Beverley answered that objection
by saying that agricultural societies are
not a class, inasmuch as all people in the
neighbourhood are eligible to become
Exactly the same thiog ob-
tains with reference to the trades ball in
Fremantle. There are some exclusive
trades who allow only those people work-
ing at particular industries to join, but
there are others such as the Australian
Workers' Association which are open to
all. In any case it can hardly be said to
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be 1 class grant, because the trades hall
would be availadle to at least B0 to 85
per cent. of the people in Fremaaile.
Besides, the question appears to me to be
simply this, The ground was granted
for that purpose by the then Govern-
ment of the day; and while I do not say
the Grovernment of the day were justified
in doing this any more than doing any
other thing they did, yet they did seriously
enter into this affair. They gave over
this ground for the particular purpose;
and as it has been the object of every
member of the present Government and
everyonc in this House to carry out the
arrangements made by previons Govern-
ments, therefore T submit that this also
should be carried out. I believe it is the
intention of the mover and of some others
to suggest that this ground could easily
be cut into two. It is not in the power
of the Government to hand over at any
moment another portion. It is said
sufficient ground could be given for a
trades hall out of the original portion
that was given ; but I have made inquiries
on that subject, and I find that supposing
a portion of the ground were handed
over, it would give them a frontage of
only a little more than 20 feet for the
erection of u building. Members will
gee that this is impracticable. Besides,
the piece is a very simall one ; it is wedge-
shaped, and will be of comparatively little
commercial value. To give only part of
the block would tend to spuil the block
for a trades hall, and the portion left
would oot be of much use. I shall not
say anything farther on the matter,
because there are various members from
Fremantle in the House at the present
time who are conversant with the whole
case. They also know that this land was
given openly by the last Government, and
I believe they are all prepared to advise
us to carry out this engagement that has
previously been entered into. I shall
ouly say this in conclusion: I have been
assured by those who will get the land
that it is not a grant to any exclusive
body whatever, but it will be for the use
of all trades and all unions and associa-
tions in Fremantle, and it will be in the
power of the Government in drawing up
this lease to make sure that this object is
carried out.

Mz. J. J. HIGHAM (Fremantle):
This is o matter in which I have taken
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considerable interest, and T have been to
gome extent instrumental in inducing the
Government to concede this gift to the
trades and Jabour people and the different
frieudly societica of Fremuntle. Thegift
may appear to some members a somewhat
extravagant one, but afier considerable
attention had been devoted to the matter,
and after the Surveyor General had
visited Fremantle and gone over the
varivus sites that might be made available,
this has been found to be the only site
that might be given for the purpose.
To cut up the site, as now proposed,
would he absurd. It would nullify the
object of the original gift. Theintention
is to build a trades and friendly societies
hall, to erect several offices connected
with some 16 or 17 associations, and to
build some shops on the basement that
will recoup these associations for the very
heavy expenditure they will hie compelled
toincur. A question has been raised as
to the Government title to this land, and
it is satd there iz some little difficulty
because the Government in the  early
days of the colony did not properly carry
out the transfer of this bit of land. As
far as that point is concerned, I do not
think there need be any difficulty what-
ever. DMy own recollection poes back
nearly 40 years, and I know the Govern-
ment bave been in undisputed possession
of the land for that period. 1 hold a
letter here which T have shown to several
members, in which it is stated that in the
opinion of a very old Lustoms House
officer the Government have been in
possession of that laud for 65 years;
and notwithstanding the fact thut they
way not have proper transfers or proper
conveyances, as they would have been in
those days, there vannot be the slightest
doubt that the Government are in
undisputed possession of all that land.

MemBER : What is the value ¥

Me. HIGHAM : £6,000, T should say.

Tue Premier: £7,000.

Mr. HIGHAM : Apart from the
question of value, if you come down to
the main fact, it is this. These several
blocks of land were given to these trade
and labour and friendly societies. The
Premier of the colony came down and
laid the fonndation-stones for a series of
buildings they propused to erect. Sub-
sequently he attended a banquet where
the gift of this land was confirmed,
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and there cannot be the slightest doubt

as to the promise of the Ministry in power
that this land was about to be given for
this purpose. I cannot see that any sub-
sequent Cabinet can withdraw from the

Land Grant.

Ministry, that pledge has been confirmed
by the then Premier laying the foundation
stone of the proposed building, it was

. wgain confirmed at a banquet given in

obligations laid upon them by a previous |

Ministry,

There can be no question that, |

extravagant as the gift may seem to some

members, it is going to Le a very valuable
ane to the various municipalities con-
nected with Fremantle. I am satisfied
that the present Administration cannot
withdraw from the oblizations laid upon
them by a previous Government.

Mr. A J. DIAMOND (South Fre.
mantle) : T cannot conceive that the
Legislative Assembly of Western Aus-

tralia should pass a motion which would -
virtually be dishonouring the bills of the |

Forrest Govermuent.

Me. Hopkins: The foundation-stone.

Mg. DIAMOND : This land was pro-
mised in gogd faith. A member of the
Government. who promised it laid the
foundation-stone. Plans are prepared,
the societies are ready to start building
at any time, and I think it would be a
shame if the House were to pass this
motion. In fact, Iwould ask the member

for Beverley (Mr. Harper) to think better -

of it and withdraw it. With reference
to the value of this land, I believe in
some official documents the value has been
put at £7,500, but L suy that is simply
ludierous. The position iz a bad one for
business purposes.

MEmBERs: Oh, no!

Mr. DIAMOND : Business is removing
to the nortbern side of the town, in a
different direction—the member for North
Fremantle (Mr. Doherty) will bear me
out in saying the business part of the
town is moving towards the river. At
the time when the sea jetty wag the im.
portant part of the town, the particular
portion of land may have been of great
value, but I think, and not only think,
but know, that the values of land in that
particular portion of the town are decreas-
ing. This particular portion of land is
irregularly shaped, and if you attempt
to cut it up and give a portion to the
trades hall people aud reserve another
portion, neither portion will be of any
value to anybody. But the main. point
is this—and I do not think any mem-
ber of the House will gainsay it—
that a pledge has been made by a former

Fremantle, and in my hearing it was con-
firmed by Sir John Forrest on his late
visit to this State. I think a solemn
pledge and promise has been entered into,
and I certainly hope the House will not
vote for this motion.

Me. D. J. DOHERTY (North Fre-
inantle) : Being somewhat connected with
Fremantle, I should like to eater my
protest aguiost the motion. The mover
can scarcely understand the importance
to u body like the Trades and Lahour
Cuuncil of a site of this sort, because if
the land is to be of advantage to them, it
will in the future, from an educational
standpoint, be of benefit to the rising
artisans of Fremantle. You must remen-
ber that within the boundaries of this
building they will give a certain class of
technieal education. We shall have
libraries and reading rooms, and there
will be facilities for intercourse between
members of different trades, which will
naturally improve things. It is all the
better for us to consider it in this light,
that so long as we have a number of wen
meeting as tradesmen in a particular hall
for their mutuul improvement, we remove
them in a certain way from obstacles
which may interfere with their welfare in
future, their manhood and usefulnes. So
we have to consider it not only from the
point of there being a trades hall, but
from the fact of there being a hall at
which education will be given to the rising
artisans of Fremuntle and the surrounding
districts. As to the value of the site,
I do not question it atall. Isavitisa
very desirable site, but the case deserves
a valuable site. The position is a very
good one for the hall. Surely this great
democratic Government, which swept over
the country with a flood of democracy,
the Leake Goverument, cannot repudiate
the democratic idea of assisting the
working men of this State. They have
got into power by the vote of the working
men, and surely they will not now refuse
to come to the assistance of these very
working men. Now we want to hear what
they say on this subject. Though the
working people, or the great majority of
them, supported the Government, yet
Ministers seek to repudiate this promise!
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Mz, Jomnson : The motion comes from
your (Oppusition) side.
Mr. DOHRRTY: When you have
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been here long enough, you will know—— -

Tae SpeaRER: The hon. member must
address the Chair.

M&. DOHERTY : When those (Labour)
members huve been here long encugh,
they will understand that the bombshells
thrown into this House at the instance of
the Government are frequently thrown,
ix_ldthe first place, from the Opposition
side.

Me. Jomngow: Do the Government
make the bombs ¥

Mzr. DOHERTY : They generally do.
But on this question, the Government
will be obliged to state definitely to-night
what are their intentions. I shall have
pleasure in voting against the motion,

Mr. F. McDONALD (Cockburn
Sound) : As one of the Fremuntle mem-
bers, I should like to say a few words. I
wis present when the foundation-stone
of this hall was laid with great ceremony
by « former Premier, Sir John Forvest.
I know this block of land; and I am
afraid T shall some day come to the
Government with a request for a block of
land for some other society in Fremantle.
I can quite understand why this block
ghould have been offered to the trades
and friendly societies of the Port; but I
cun hardly agree with the last speaker
when he says that the commercial value
of this Dblock is decreasing, or that
property in that neighbourhood is decreas-
ing in value; because I think the hon.
member, during business hours, would
hardly bear that out.

Me. Dorerry: He merely stated that
trade was going to the other end of the
town,

M=r. Diamonp: 8o it is.

Mg, McDONALD : I understand there
is about three-quarters of an acre in that
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got o block of land. T am quite agree-
able that the trade unions should get a
block of land for a trades hall. But at
the present mowment the Government bave
practically not a foot of land whereon to
erect u building in Fremantle; and I

- think the trade sovieties would Le satis-

fied if the Government were prepared at
once to hand them over, sav, that strip of
land bounded on three sides by the
Esplanade, Collie street, and Packenham
strevt respectively.

Hon, G. THROSSELL (Northam) :
This was a most generous and a most
important gift to what 1 believe to be a
most important society or association. I
bave no doubt that Sir Jobo Forrest, who
presented the land to this association,
had the very best motive in so doing.
Whatever opinion we may bave regarding
such a gift of land, still out of respect
for one who has done so much for this
State, we surely cannot withhold our con-
gent to the transfer. The fact that Sir
Jobn Forrest was invited to lay the
foundation stone of that hall shows that
the trade societies acted wisely, and in
their own interests. If the society be
mad, there ig certainly a method in their
madness. However, T would invite mem.
bers, in all kindness, to shut down the
debate on the matter, and to recognise
that this was a generous gift from a
generous man to an important society
on the eve of his departure from the
State. T confess that it put this associa-
tiun in a most unique position. I believe
the value of the land at the least is
£5,000 to-day; and the gift placed the
gociety in the position of being uble to
erect 1ts hull and to obtain un advance to

' the best advantage. Possibly Fremantle
' representatives huve ulready told the
" House that the association numbers some-

block. I know fora fact that the present -

Government lave not enough land at
Fremantle for the erection of an office
for their shipping-master.
;uga,iust the motion, but I would go thus
ar.
land at the corner of the Esplanade and
Collie street, Fremantle, of say 40 to 50
feet, should he quite sufficient for a mag-
nificent trades hall. The block abuts on
three streets. We heard a lot of a trans-
action in which Messrs, Dalgety and Co.

I shall vote -
I think a strip of that valuable °

thing like 2,000 members; and if I am
rightly informed, the hall or halls to be
erected are for the use of all classes of
labour associations. The importance of
Fremantle cannot be gamsaid, and 1
venture to say the hall itself will be worthy
of the port and worthy of the man who
presented the site. If my private jude-
ment were now to be appealed to, Ishould
be bound to say that the gift appears to
me unnecessarily large. On the other
hand, I do not wish to shirk responsibility.
Loyalty to my old chief prevents any
farther exzpression of my opision oo
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the matter. Isay again, with all respect ! Premier is informed that there is no block of

for the present Government, that they will
do a graceful act to a man who ig absent,
and a graceful and generous aci, too, to
this important association, by allowing
the matter to pass, clinching the bargain,
and making a legal gift of the land to
the association. I would urge it upen
the Premier not to let the veport go forth
that the lale Premier, Sir John Forrest,
who has done so much for this State,
and publicly laid the foundation stone of
this hall, has since been stultified by
having his gift withdrawn. If an error
of judgnent has bren committed, let s
remember it is an error of judgment on
the part of one who has a very large
heart and very great c¢laims on our con-
sideration and forbearance, if considera-
tion and forbearance be necessary. Houn,
members can recognise my position. If
the motion go to a division, 1 shall sup.
port the action of Sir John Forrest in
bestowing this land upon the association,

Tue PREMIER (Hon. (3. Leake):
The member for North Fremantle (Mr.
Doherty) says that in the interests of
democracy this land should be given, and
because the Government pose as a demo-
cratic Grovernment.

Mg. DoaErry: I said * pose.”

Tre PREMIER: Of course ithe hon,
member does not know the first principles
of democracy, or he would know perfectly
well that giving away the lands of the
State is not one of its principles. [Mr.
Harrer: Hear, hear] When we give
away the lands of the State, not for
public purposes but for quasi-private
purposes. -there is still less demoeracy
about that. But the bon. member, I
know, lives in Fremantle. I wish the
House to remember that the grant was
promised about December, 1900; that o
generul election was then pending, and
took place in April. T shall ray no more
on that point. On the 3rd October, 1900,
the following letter was written by the
Under Secretary of the Premier’s Depart-
ment—of course by direction of Sir John
Porrest, as Premier —the member for
Northam being then Commissioner of
Crown Lands:—

I bave the honour, by direction, to acknow-
ledge the receipt of your letter of the 10th

wtamo, requesting Gover 'ment aid towards
the erection of a trades hall at Fremantle,

and in reply to state that the Right Hon. the ;

Crown land available which would suit your
committee, I am directed to add that the
Premier regrets that he could not recommend
the alienation of the old court-house as desired,
and that the question of granting money for
trades halla is an important one, which will
have to receive consideration from Parliament.
So far, only one small grant has been promised,
and before any further promises are made, the
whole question will require careful attention.
I suppose careful attention was given to
it; Dbecause I find that on the 19th
December, 1900, there 18 a minute in Sir
John FKorrest's handwriting, signed by
him—apparently a Cabinet mioute : —

Miniaters advise that the whole of this land
be granted to the Trades and Labour Council ;
the term to be 889 years; the material to be
the property of the Crown, and to be removed
a3 required, The quarters of officers now on
the land not to be disturbed for one yuar.
Subject to this, the other portione of land to
be given immediately. Under Secretary
Premier’s Department ask l.ands Department
to reply accordingly, and wire to Mr. Higham.
On the 24th September, 1901, some
farther question seems to have arisen—1
suppose as to the delay in issuing the
grant; and the lands purchase officer,
who was asked for a valuation, writes as
follows :—

Herewith please find my valuation of Fre-
mantle Town Lots 94, 118, 119, and the
adjoining reserve, facing Marine terrace, Collie
street, and Packeoham street. The land has
a frontage of 145ft. 6in. to Packenham street,
102ft. to Collie street, 199ft. to Marine terrace,
aud 38ft. 6in. to Henry strest, by a through
depth on the north side from Henry street to
Packenham atreet of 241ft. Bearing in mind
that land in Henry street is worth £30 a foot,
and in Packenham street £40 a foot, and that
thia land is surrounded cn three sides by
streets, I value the whole block at £6,600, at
which price thera would be little trouble at
present in obtaining a purchaser. The build-
ings a8 they stand are worth £1,000, making a
total of £7,600 for land and improvements.
The land is enclosed by a stone wall, which,
from its appearance, has been erected nany
years.

Mr. Dorerry: He does not value the
stone wall, I notice.

Mz. Hioaanm: What about the depth ¥

Tae PREMIER: Oh, there 1s any
amount of depth.

Mz. Dorerry: Who is the valuator ?

Tee PREMIER : Mr. Stronach, the
Government land valuator. If this land
were being resumed by the Government
for any purpose, I venture to say the price
would be doubled. There is no getting
away from the fact that the land is of
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great value. I am prepared to admit
there has been a promise by the late
Government to make a grant of this lund
to the societies.

Me. Hiaram: Of the whole bleck P

Tee PREMIER: Yes; of the whole
block. The matter was brooght under
my attention soon after I vame into office.
I was informed that the promise had been
made, and that there was a difficulty about
the title. It was farther shown to me in
the correspondence that the Government
of the day had promised to bring in a
Bill to cure the defects in title. At the
moment I did not realise what the land
was; but being satisfied the promise had
been given, I told the gentlemen who
waited on me that if a Bill to cure the
defects in the title was all they wanted,
they should have it. I knew that the
title must be in the Crown, and that
there could be no difficulty, therefore, in
passing a Bill to confirm the tifle. Later
on, however, fuller particulays of this
grant were brought vo my kmowledge.
Farther, the Government were, as hon.
meinbers know, on the track, so to apealk,
of these irregular grants ; and it turned
out ultimately that this would be an
irregular grant. The promise was one
which the Premier and the then Com-
wissioner of Crown Lands had no legal
right {0 make. It was made, however,
I feel it my duty to place these facts
before the House. Having avowed my
opinion—in which opinion I believe my
colleagues agree with me—that these
grants of land, if illegal, should not be
given effect to, I consider it only right
that we as & Government should express
an opinion on the proposal. Only a few
wecks ago the Government actually took
steps in the Supreme Court to revoke
a grant of land which, in seme °reapects,
is analogous to this one. Tt was a case
of a free grant of land Ly way of com-
pensation. The Supreme Court held that
such grants are not within the power of
Parliament.

Mz. Horrins: Not within the power
of Parliament ?

Tee PREMIER : Not within the power
of the Minister, I should say. Of course,
Parliament can do it by statute. Parlia-
ment can do anything.

Mg. DonERTY: You refuse to earry out
the promise of the previous Ministry ¥
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Ter PREMIER : If some hon. mem-
bers want to make a fuss about this, I am
ready for them.

Mgz. DonErTr: We want to show you
up in your proper light.

Tee PREMIER : If the hon. member
wants to make an electioneering speech,
this i an admirable opportunity. Some
hon. memhers need these opportunities,
and make a practice of taking advantage
of them directly they arise. If we find,
then, that we bave sought the aid of the
Bupreme Court in avoiding & promise of
a similar nature, how can we consistently
grant this land to the Fremantle societies
without introducing a Bill into Parlia-
ment for the purpose? I declare that
this is one of the 1nost valuable pieces of
land left to the Governwent in Fremantle.
I do not care what any bon. member says
to the coptrary. I know the locality, I
know the property, and T know the nature
of the buildings put up during the past
few years in the locality.

Me. HieEam: Nothing has been built
there for 30 years.

Tae PREMIER :
warehouses close by ¥

Mz. Hieram : There are none close by,

Tee PREM1ER : There are some uot
far off.

Mr. Dorsrry: The land is valuable
enough. .
Tee PREMIER: It is no use arguing
that the site is not valuable; because, if
it were not, these people would not want

it so badly.

. Mg, Hraman: But yon were talking
about the buildings, and I say nothing
has been huilt there for 30 years.

Tre PREMIER: This promise was
made in good faith; and the peopleto
whom it was made have acted on it to
a certain extent. They have incurred
sowe expense, und have gone so far, I
belivve, as to lay the foundation stone of
the building which they propose to erect.
They went a step farther than that, and
asked Sir John Forrest to lay the stone
and thus confirm the promise. In the
circumstances, T am prepared to recom-
mend Parliament to make a grant of
land to these societies in the locality in
question; but I am not prepared to
recommend that the societies should
have more land than is sufficient for the
purpose of erecting their hall. A grant
of the block promised will be in the

What about the



2738 Trades and Labowr:

nature of an endowmeot, which is

foreign, I say positively, to the principles '

of the Land Act and the general land
policy of the country, I would much
prefer to see another course taken;
vamely, that a site sufficient for the
purposes of their huilding be granted to
these people, and that the House vote a
sum of money by way of compensution

for the value of the land not graoted. .
That would be fair; and I venture to say

that if we go before arbitrators and value

the land under the circumstances, we :

shall find that £7,500 is not the figure
at which we shall get out of this bargain
of the old Government. I do not want
to deprive the societies of the privilege
which has been promised to them; but,
at the same time, I am anxious that the
Crown should not part with its land in
any coastal towns, and particularly in
the port of Fremantle. [ do not want
to steal a march on the societies; and I
repeat that I am prepared to recommend
Parliament to wake a grant of sufficient
lond to construct the hall on. The
title to that land will be made ahsolutely
clear, if necessary by statute. I am
prepared, farther, to recommend a money
grant in lieu of the land not trans-
ferred.

Me. Hienam: In lien of the differ-
ence 7

Trg PREMIER: Yes. I would go to
that extent, because T would ruther part
with the value of the land in money
than part with the land itself. 1 say
nothing can be fairer than my pro-
pusal.

M=. Nawson: Do T understand that
the “Government propose to grant a new
site ?

Tae PREMIER: No; a portion of
the present site. If, however, the Gov.
ernment have another piece of land which
the societies prefer, I am prepared to
consider the advisability of granting a
new site. If the societies desire particu-
larly to erect their buildings on the site
where the foundation-stone 1s lmd, the

Goverument will make an exception in
this case and bring in a Bill to justify .

the grant and confirm the title; and, in
addition, I am prepared to recommend
this House to vote a sum of money as
stated. But ¥ want to affirm the prin-
ciple that farther land grants are illegal.

Having once affirmed ihat free land |
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" grants are illegal, I cannot counsistently
recommend this House to make such a
grant as is proposed. That is the posi-
tion I find matters in. The papers are
before hon. members. Of course, I have
quoted only two short memoranda; but
these have a very important bearing on
. the question at 1ssue. I do not think we
gshould violate a principle we have
affirmed. We should not be doing our
duty if we made free grants of land of
such value as this and in such an impor-
tant situation.
' Mgz. J. M. HOPKINS (Boulder): 1
would like to congratulate the Trades and
| Labour Council of Fremantle on their
remarkable business aptitude. When the
title wus not forthcoming they at onee
induced the Premier to lay the foundation-
stone of their Dbuilding on this land;
which was the best way to secure the
property. I think the O’Leary case
mentioned by the Premier was hardly a
fair comparison with this case. The land
was given to Mr. O'Leary in conjunction
with two or three other land-grabbers on
the eastern goldfields, while in the Ire.
mantle case 1t was an endowment to aun
agsociation. I agree with the Premier it
is time that this trafficking in land should
be put a stop to, because it is manifestly
absurd to say the Premier would have
placed the value of the land on the Esti-
mates as a grant to the association. If
au association ia to be permitted to go to
the Ministry of the day and ask for
v £20,000, and to be told “T cannot give
you £20,000, but if you like to pick a
block of land in Hay street of the same
value you may do so,” it shows the
necessity of amending the Land Act
This matter has gone so far that 1 feel it
ig almost advisable to complete the trans-
action #fnd let the Trades and Labour
Council have a portion of the land. The
proposition made by the Premier is fair
and reasonable in view of the stand the
Government have taken in the matter of
surrenders, and very likely the members
of the Trades and Labour Council when
they have that proposition before them
will consider the propoesal eminently
satisfactory.

Me. T. F. QUINLAN (Toodyay): I
am inclined to fall in with the view
expressed by the Premier, and in doing
. 80 I feel we are under a moral obligation
to these people to grant them a piece of
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lnod sofficient for their purpose; also
I think the Premier's suggestion is
a very adwirable one. I think three-
quarters of an acre of lund in the
central part of Fremantle, which is so
valuable, is too much to give away, but
in the cireumstances I feel Tam justified
in supporting the proposal of the Premier
in making some provision as well as giving
a sufficient quantity of land for the pur-
pose of building a hall. To give away
three-quarters of an acre of such valuable
Jand is certainly going beyond what I
think is the duty of any Government, no
matter who or what they are. 'When the
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these people are entitled to something;

" but I really cannot understand the posi-

debate on the Perth commonage guestion

came up svme time ago the member for
SBubiaco (Mr. Daglish) was especially
strong in his remarks in regard te the
granting of the land, and he opposed the
grant most strenuously, whereas the
country are pledged to give this endow-
ment, and it has been in the possession
of the Perth Council for 20 years. I
mention this by the way to show how
some members change their opinions
frequently in this House, and, although
the member I have referred to bas not
spoken, I take it for granted that he is of
the same mind as those who are concerned
in relation to this hall. The mewnber
for Kanowna (Mr, Hastie) referred to
there being only 20 feet frontage, but he
admitted there were three-quarters of an
acre. ‘Therefore I can hardly understand
how the three frontayes would be of that
length. T trust the expression of opinion
by the Premier will meet with the satis-
faction of the House, that he will give
sufficient land for the building of a hall
and mounetary assistance, but not to the
amount of £6,000.

Mz. A E. THOMAS (Dundas): I
cannot help saying since this motion has
been spoken to from the Labour benches,
and since we have heard remarks from
one member of that bench as to a rotlen
and corrupt Ministry, that if the same
grant of land had been for the purpose
of erecting a ball for an employers’ asso-
ciation or a chamber of mines we should
have had the whole of the members on
the Labour bench rising to condemn such
rotten and corrupt practices on the part
of the Government.

Mg, C. HARPER (in reply as mover);
I think the Premier has arrived at a just
conclusion.

After the promise made,

tion taken up by some members who are
supporting this proposal that it requires
three-quarters of an acre to erect a trades
hall on. I think the Labour members
are damaging their case by making such
n claim. I was going to make some re-
marks similar to those which were made
by the mem! er for Dundas (Mr. Thomas).
If this had Dbeen a grant to an industrial
firm even on good terms to the country,
that might have Leen styled a most cor-
rupt proceeding ; but as it happens to be
for an industmal purpose, for a class—
because there is no getting away from it
they wish to make money out of it—-

Mz. Diamonn: They do not.

Mr. HARPER: They propose to
erect u lot of shops, and I do not suppose
they are going to allow the occupants to
rent them for nothing.

Mzr. Diamonn: Not for the benefit of
private menbers of the asseciation.

Mr. HARPER: I do not say that,

Me. Hromam: They have to find the
unoney to build the shops.

Mz. HARPER: That is oot the pur-
pose for which the Government should
grant land. For members to come here
and favour this propesal, and then con-
demn similar proposals, puls them in an
unhappy position. The position is this.
Anp association may go behind the scenes
and get a promise of a piece of land
which they know they would not get if it
were brought up in the House. I say it
is a most destructive position for the
Lepislature of u country to establish. It
is not pure administratiou. There are
many men in the House who were sent
here to see what they conld do to evolve
pure administration ; but if that kind
of proceeding be carried out, there will
be no purity of administration; there-
fore it is quite right and proper that
this matter should be brought up
in the House and condemped for all
foture time. I hope every member

will realise that this is a proceed-
ing which shonld never have been
committed ; in fact, Sir Jobn Forrest

condemned it himself, because he said no
meney shonld be granted without a vote
of the House, and then he gave away
land of the value of £6,000. I cannot
see the difference. Those members who
support this matter donot conduce Lo the
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high honour which they ought to main- '

tain in the House.

Me. Higrax: May I rise to a point of
order. If this debate is continued, the
Fremantle members will not. be able to
catch their train.

Tar SrEagEr: I do not see what that
has to do with it.

Mr. HARPER: It will do the Fre.
mantle members good to be kept here.
Sometines we have had to sit here till
midnight, and this matter has been post-
poned on three separate occasions out of
consideration to the Fremantle members.
If they do not wish te wuit they can go,
and the House ean finish the business in
their absence, as we have doaein relation
to many other matters. I cannot quite

support what I understood to be a promise -

given by the Premier, that he was pre-
pared to give a portion of this land and
the value of the balance. I do not think
it would be right at all.
Tae Premier: I said a money grant.
{& Ccllo not think T spoke about the
nd.

Mr. HARPER: I am pleased to hear |

the hon. gentleman say so. T cannot see
what is required more than ample space
for the building of this hall and for any
necessary little offices.

TeaE PrEMIER: I certainly would give
them g substantial grant.

Mg. HARPER: I have no objection
to that, but I do not think it would be
right to give them a grant of land worth
£1,000, and £5,000 in money. If I
understand the bon. gentleman not to
mean that, I am certainly quite agreeable
that a sufficient portion of land should be
given for this building, and T have no
- objection to a grant of money also being
given, but I protest againsi this system

of giving the country’s land behind Parlia- |

ment. If grants are to be made, they
should be made by Parliament.

Tee PREMIER: Would the hon.
member withdraw his motion, and then
we can perhaps fix it up and bring the
matter down again to-morrow in another
form, on the Supplementary Estiates ?

M=s. HARPER: If I withdrew this, I
should be withdrawing the condemnation
of a principle. That 1s what I object to.
It might be said then that the House did
not agree to the econdemnation of the
principle. T say I want to condemn the
principle,
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Question put, and a division taken with
" the following result:—

| Ayes ... 13
Noes ... 11
Majority for w2
Ares Nozs
Mr. Ewing Mr. Daglish
Mr, Gregory Mr. Diamond
Mr. Harper Mr. Hastie
My, Tllingworth Mr, Higham
Mr. Jacoby Mr. Holmao
Mr, Leake Mr, Hopkina
Mr. Monger Mr, Jobnson
Mr, Nanzon Mr. Reid
Mr. Phillipa Mr. Reside
Mr, Quinlon Mr. Taylor
Mr. on Mr. Doherty (Teller).
Mr. Thomas
Mr. Wallace {Teller).

Question thus passed.

ADJOURNMENT.

The House adjourned at 11-28 o’clock,
until the next day.

Hegislutibe
Tuesday, 4th February, 1902.

T ouncil

' Pnpers Presented—Motion: Midland Bailway Inguiry,
Conditions before Purchase [uegltived)—h(ouon:
Public Works, t0 Inquire oy to System—Leave of
Ahbgence—Judge’s Pension Act Amendment Bili,
ﬁ:stErend:iug-— oton ; Coolgardie Water Scheme,
to
Bil, d
ment Bill, in Committes, reported—Kalgoorlie
Tramwoys Act Amendment Bill, Brst rending—.
Crimion]l Code Bill, in Commitiee, Schedule 4 to
end—Early Closing Bill, in Committee, Clanses 9 to

' ite and Test (resumed)—Fourth Judge
I
1
|
‘ 13, progress—Adjonrnment,
|
l
|

ecommittal, reported—Gaols Act Amend-

Trsz PRESIDENT took the Chair at
4:30 o'clock, p.m.

Prayzsss.

PAPERS PRESENTED.

By Hown. A, Jamesonw : 1, Conservation

of jarrah forests in Western Australia by

» use of sawn telegraph poles—Copy of
Correspondence between the Western
| Australian and the Commonwealth



