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THE COLONIAL SECRETAY: That is
my wish, and ought to be my duty.

Ballot taken, and a committee ap-
pointed comprising Ron. J. D). Connolly,
Ron. J. W. Hackett, Hon, A. G, Jenkins,
Hon. W. Kingarnill, Ron. W. T. Loton,
Hon. Sir Edward Wittenooma, and Hon.
G. Randell as mover; with power to call
for persons, papers, and records, and to
sit during any adjournment; to report
on the 27th October.

ELECTORAL BILL.
SECOND REAMING.

On motion previously made,
Bill read a second time.
THE PRESIDENT: Mlay says;-
Sometimes a Bill is referred to a select

committee to which other Bills have been
committed, or to committees appointed to
inquire into and consider other matters; or
two or more Bills are referred to the same
select committee.
Therefore a member can move that this
Bill be referred to the same select com-
mittee as the Constitution Bill was
referred to.

SELECT COMMITTEE.

On motion by HON. G. RANDELL, Bill
referred to the select committee already
appointed, with the same powers, and to
report ou the 27th October.

REDISTRIBUTION OF BELTS SILL.
SECOND READING.

On motion previously made,
Bill read a, second time.
THE COLONIAL SECRETARY: I do not

think it is necessary for me. to move that
the President leave the Chair.

How. J. W. HACKETT: Standing Order
246 is ve-ry clcar.

SELECT COMMITTEE.

OnL motion by How. G. RALNIIELL, Bill
referred to the select committee already
appointed. with the same powers, and to
report on the same day.

ADJOURNMENT.
The House adjourned at 14 minutes to

9 o'clock, until Tuesday, 27th October.

Wednesday, 14th October, 2908.
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THE SPEAKER took the Chair at

4-30 o'clock, p.m.

PRAYERS.

PAPER PRESENTED.
By the PREMIER: Return Showing

grants and subsidies to fire brigades,
moved for by Mr. Hohnman. Report of
Central Board of Health, 1902-3.

Ordered, to lie on the table.

QUESTION-WATER SUPPLY, CLAIRE-
MONT.

Mn. PIGOTT asked the Minister for
Work-c: -I, Whether he is aware that the
Osborne Water Supply is to be shut off
on the 10th inst. z, What steps he in-
tends taking in order to provide with
water those people at Cottesloe and Clare-
mont who at present are dependent on
the Osborne Water Supply for drinking
water, and whose premises are not yet
connected with the new Government
scheme.

Tan MINISTER FOR WORKS re-
plied: ', I understand that the shutting
off is to take place on the 16th inst. z,
Arrangements are being made to connect
the Osborne system with that of Clare-
mont, and pumnping from one to tbeother
will commence on 16th inst.

QUESTION-RAILWAY FREE PASS.
MR. JOHNSON asked the Minister

for Railways:- i, On whose authority Mr.
C. Temperley was granted a free pass in
a reserved carriage on the goldfields line.
z, What special consideration led the
Government to grant this unusual favour.

[A.SSEMBLY.1 Questions.
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THE MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS
replied: r, The travelling pass was ranted
at the direction of the Minister for
Railways. The reserved compartment
was granted by the Commissioner of
Railways; both in view of the important
position held by Mr. Temperley as the
joint managing director of the largest
British company trading in Western
Australia, and contributing largely by
freight to the Western Australian Gov-
ernmnent Railways revenue, a, Answered
by No. 1.

QUESTION-PRINTING OFFICE,
CUTTERS' WAGES.

Mn. DAGLISH asked the Colonial
Treasurdr: z, Whether he is aware that
men employed as cutters in the Govern-
ment Printiing' Office are being paid at a
lower rate than those engaged in private
offices, although they are working the
same hours and under similar conditions.
2, Whether be will take steps to have the
ruling wage paid to such employees.

THE COLONIAL TREASURER re-
plied: i, No, z, Yes;, if they arc work-
ing the same hours, and under similar
conditions, and doing the same work.

QUESTION- GOLDFIELDS WATER
PIPES, MINIMUM WAG3E.

Mn. DAGLISR asked the Minister for
Works: i, Whether there is a minimum
wage clause in the contract of Messrs.
Hoskins & Co., Ltd, with the Goldfields
Water Supply Department for the nmanu-
facture of pipes; if not, why not. 2,
Whether it is correct that the firm in
question is paying labourers at the rate
of seven shillings per day.

Tuz MINISTER FOR WORKS re-
plied: i, Yes; there is a minimum wage
clause in the contract with Messrs. Hog-
kins & CO. 2, No complaint has ever
been made to mne that the wages paid by
this firm are below the current rate.
The contractors have supplied the follow-
ing figures as to the wages paid to mena
employed in making these pipes :-Fore.
man, X5 per week; 2 at 12s. per day,
20 at Ils, per day (when on Sin, and Gin.
12R. per day), 11 nt 10s. per day, 6 at
9a. 6d., 3 at Os., 6 at 8s., 10 at 7s. 6d.,
1 at 7s.; 4 boys at 30s. per week, 1 at
28s., 3 at 25s., 1 at 20s., 4 at 15s., 1 at
108.

QUESTION-FREMANTLE DOCK, SITE.
Mn. MORAN asked the 'Minister for

Works: i, Whether the site for the large
dock at Fremantle has been fixed. 2, If
not, when it will be fixed. 3, Whether
there will be any resumption of pri va tely-
owned land, 4, If so, whether the Gov-
ernment have any idea of the approxi-
mate cost of such resumption 5, What
will be the capitalised cost, approximately,
of the dock when completed. 6, When it
is calculated to be completed.

TanE MINISTER FOR WORKS re-
plied : :, Not yet. 2, As soon as possible.
3. Impossible to say in absence of deter-
mination of site. 4, Answered by No. 8.
5, Dependent upon site and nature aild
extent of dock decided upon. 6, Answered
by No. 5.

QUESTION-A RUIT RATION COURT,
STATE SERVANTS.

Ma. MORAN asked the Premier: E,
Whether the recent eases in the Supreme
Court and Arbitration Court in connec-
tion with the State's servants have re-
ceived the attention of the Government.
a, Whether the remarks of 'Mr. Justice
McMillan, that the Civil Service Act was
in reality a nulliv, as absolute power was
by certaini sections entirely vested in the
Minister, had received consideration. 3,
Whether the Government proposed to
re-establish well-defined privileges and
conditions of service not entirely dlepen-
dent upon ministerial arbitrament, by an
amending Act.

THE PREMIER replied: i, Yes. 2,
I ami not aware of any such remarks,
The power possessed by the Crown in
this State is the same as that possessed
in the other States of the Cornmtonwealthi.
3, It is not proposed to introduce an
amending Bill this session.

QUKBTION-RAILWAYS, COST' OF
WORKING.

Da. O'CONNOR, for Mr. Stone., asked
the Minister for Railways:. 1, Whether
it is a fact that, while Governmnent Rail-
ways cost 80 per cent. of their earnings
to defray maintenance and working ex-
penses, the Midland Railway only costs
41 per cent. a, If so, what is the Cause
of the high working expenses of the
State Railways as compared with the
private line. 3, Whether the Govern-
ment will take steps to provide a remedy.

oteatiose. Questiona.
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TaE MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS
replied: i, It is understood that the
Midland Railway percentage was 41,88
for 1902, while the Government Railways
was 82-58. 2, There are many reasons
why working expenses are higher. No
fair comparison in this respect can be
drawn between a State-owned and a
privately-owned railway. 3. Everythin~g
reasonably possible will be done to mini-
mnise working expenses consistent with
efficient upkeep and public accommoda-
tion.

PAPERS-GOVERNM~ENT GARDENS,
ALLEGA.TIONS.

Ka. DAGLISH moved:
That there be laid upon the table a state-

ment of the evidence taken by the Public
Service Commission regarding the admainistra-
tion of the Government Gardens, and all
correspondence and reports relating thereto.
He assumed that this motion would not
be opposed by the Premier.

THE PREMIiER: Why did the hon.
mnem her single out this particular matter ?

MR. DAGLISH: The reason he moved
in this matter was that he understood
certain evidence was given before the
Public Service Commission affecting the
probity of an officer of the public service,
and he had been made acquainted with
certain facts or alleged facts some time
before this evidence was taken, and had
been requested. to move this House for
somne inquiry. He had refrained from
doing so because of the fact that the
Public Service Commission was sitting,
which Commission seemed to him an
impartial body and one better qualified
than a committee of this House would be
to deal with any question of the sort.
The Public Service Commission sat and
took certain evidence, and he wished this
House to be in possession of the evidence
taken and any correspondence that might
have followed upon it, because as an
officer of the public service was reflected
on in the statements made to him, either
that officer should. be vindicated or he
openly condemned. As one charged with
the duty of voting supplies for this
department, he thought it due to himself
to know how the business was conducted,
anld sWhether any allegations made to him
were true or not. He did not wish to
lparticularise these allegations, because he
did not think it right, without having

some definite knowledge, to make public
statements reflecting on an officer of the
public service; and he had desired to even
refrain from saying what he was now
stating, but the Premier forced him to do
so. The circumstances fully warranted
the House in perusing the papers.

Tan PREMIER: The Public Service
Commission had been sitting for the last
12 or 15 months, and no doubt they
had taken a great deal of evidence in
relation to various departments and
various officers. Now for the first time
at motion was made, singling out some
particular statement on some particular
issue, and the House was asked to agree
to a motion to place the evidence on the
table of the House. Members wpuld ask
how it was that this particular instance
had been seized hold of by any member,
for the purpose of having it brought to
the attention of the House. He (the
Premier) did not like these motions, and,
in his opinion, if members wanted to make
a charge against a civil servant they
should make it specifically, for it cer-
tainly was not desirable to do it in this
indirect manner. If evidence had been
taken from both parties by the Public
Service Commission, he supposed tbo
report of the Commission would reflect
it in the report; but if it was an en
parle. thing that was referred to, was it
fair to the man attacked to have placed.
upon the table of the House a mere state-
mnent of the charges made against him,
and have the papers published to the
world, as papers were published through
being placed on the table, and to do that
man what might be a very serious in-
justice? Members knew that when papers
were placed on the table they became
public property and. got into the Press.
[Mu., MofA4&: Not necessarily.] They
always did, if they were of interest. If
they contained a charge against persons,
those papers got into the Press, and cer-
tainly they did so when moved for by
way of a return like this. It was wrong
to take this indirect manner of doing
what might be an injustice to a public
servant. If any member, by reason of
complaints made to him, thought an
inquiry ought to be held into the conduct
of any particular person in the public
service, and if the member faileti to obtain
satisfaction on applying to the Minis-
terial head, he could move in this House

Allegationi.
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and take upon his own shoulders the
responsibility of making the charge. A
member moving in this way ought to
accept that responsibility, because so
much harm could be done by making
charges in this House or in the public
Press against a public servant, which
might subsequently prove not to be well
founded. Every member of the House
must have had personal experience of
individuals coming to him to make
statements about this or that public
servant. That was mnost probably the
experience of all, and certainly it was the
experience of every member who had
been in the House for more than one
Parliament. if in connection with any
matter there existed papers in the pos-
session of the Government, and if a
member liked to see those papers in view
of allegations made to him-of course
one assumed the hon. member would
take care that they were allegations made
on responsihle evidence and were prisind
facie reasonable before taking steps-the
Government would he glad to show him
the papers and let him have whatever
information was available. The hon. mem-
ber would then be in a position to know
whether farther action should be taken
in the matter; but he should take -upon
his owl! shoulders that responsibility. It
should not be the practice of the House
to encourage the placing of papers on
the table for such a purpose. If they
were needed for the information of any
member of the House, that member
could obtain them at any time by asking
the respective Ministers; but if the infor-
mation was placed on the table in nine
cases out of ten it was put there for the
purpose of being published in the daily
Press; at all events it got there, and
as great harm could be done by reason
of that practice, we should discourage
motions of this nature. If the bon.
member saw the papers it would then be
competent for him to bring a. specific
motion, if he thought the matter of such
importance as to justify a motion being
moved for the papers to be placed on the
table of the Hfouse ; but this indirect
way of escaping responsibility of taking
action which might injure a public
servant was, undesirable. He hoped
the House would hesitate before agree-
ing to the motion, which might do
a great deal of harm to any public

servant whose conduct had been brought
into question as suggested by the mover.
If charges had been made before the
Public Service Commission, and those
charges were threshed out by hearing
evidence on both sides, the Commission
would have made a recommendation and
have decided the matter. If there -was
no decision on the point in their report,
one assumed that whatever evidence had
been taken by the Commission was taken
in the ordinar 'Y course of their inquiry to
ascertain how business was conducted in
the departments they examined, If this
was not an inquiry with evidence taken
from both sides, we should not make public
en parte allegations which might do great
injustice to any member of the public
service. The Public Service Commission
were there for the purpose of hearing
statements from public servants and
other persons concerning the admnis-
tration of the, departments; anad were 'we
to give undue publicity' and inflict injury
on one or other officer who might not
have had a chance of meeting those
charges before the Commission ?

Mnt. MORAN: The House would he
somewhat surprised at the opposition of
the Premier to the placing of any pulblic
papers on the table. This country had
been put to the great expense of the
Civil Service Commission, -at the request
of the present Government; and when a,
return was called for it was opposed by
the Government. Without expressing an
opinion on one side or the other, be had
listened with surprise to the Premier's
objection to lay papers on the table. If
the papers were refused, the light of
public discussion and Press criticism
would not be thrown on the matter.

THE PnREMIER:- Would it be a public
matter to make public an en parte charge
against an absent manP

MRt. MORAN: Could it be right to
cloak up an inquiry ?

TEz PREMIER: Then call for all
evidence on that question.

MnL. MORAN:- We were entirely in
the dark.

THEm PRExMER: The Commission
might obtain evidence from a dozen
different sources, and much of it might
be confidential.

Mn. MTORAN: But if confidential, it
did not follow that it should remain
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confidential and not be published. When
the Premier was in Opposition, he was
very active in calling for papers, and so
were his party.

Tan PREMIER had rarely called for
papers.

MR. MORAN: We ought not to refuse
a request of this kind unlesi on some
grave consideration. He disliked the
idea of refusing to produce evidenee in a
public matter of this sort.

MR. FQUL~KES: The Premier was
quite right in refusing to have the papers
prod need at this stage. The mover
stated that some allegations had been
made to him-he did not say by whoml
or whether he knew those allegations to
be true-with regard to the probity of
some person connected with the Govern.
meat gardens. Those words were vague.
The mlover departed from the wording of
his motion and said that some allega-
tions had been made to him with regard
to the probity of some public servant.
The Premier then offered to let the
member for Subiaco see the whole of the
evidence, so that the hon. member might
decide whether he would move for that
paper to be placed on the table of the
HRouse. The 'Premier also said it was
not fair to have ez parle statements made
public with a view of proving whether
certain allegations made to the member
for Subiaco were true or not. It was not
our duty to find out whether persons told.
the truth at all times to the hon. member.
It was the hon. member's duty to find
out whether allegations made to him.
were true, and it was his duty to go
to the Government offices and see the
papers if he desired to do so. We
were practically asked to support a
"fishing inquiry," the common term
applied to a motion before a. Judge for an
order for fuller evidence to be given by
the opposing party. There was no
refusal to provide the papers. The
Premier had simply asked. the member
for Subiaco to go to the office of the
Colonial Secretary and see the evidence
for himself, so that when he had seen it
he might come to this House and move
that thc papers be produced, if he then
desired to give them publicity.

MR. DAGIISH (in reply as mover):
The Premier seemed to think there was a
desire to he unfair and a desire to sup-

port ex parle statements. The idea of
the motion was to avoid ex parts state-
mnents going forth to the public. One
would have assumed that the Commission
would not have taken ez parle s tatements
and stopped at that point; but it appeared
they had done so without calling rebut-
ting evidence. No greater condemnation
of a Commission had been brought for-
ward in Parliament.

MR. MORAN: WAS the inquiry
closed ?

Mn. DAGLISH: One had not the
source of knowledge possessed by the
Government.

THE PREmiER: The hon. member had
the same source of knowledge as the
Government.

MR. DAGLISH: The pigeon -holes of
the Government were not available to
members. He had spoken to the Colonial
Secretary about the matter, though he
had never put forward a distinct request
to see the papers; but he had never been
oftered. the opportunity of perusing the
file. He would have gladly taken the
opportunity had it been offered. He was
under the impression, when lie moved for
the return, that he was fulfilling a duty
to the public, and he still thought he
was. The public and the House were
entitled to see all papers of public
interest; and there was no question more
vital than the probity of the men who
were drawing the pay of the State, and
no question on which the House should
have fuller information. It was to be
regretted that the papers only gave one
side of the case, and that the Commission
had dealt with the civil service in the
manner indicatedl. The Government
should have checked their manner of
procedure at an early date. It was to be
hoped that at a later date the whole of
the evidence of the Public Service Com-
mission on all the departments would be
furnished, so that we should know the
grounds on which their various recom-
mendations were based and be satisfied
as to whether they were justified. In
view of the attitude of the Premier it
would be useless for him to press his
motion, but he would accept the Pre-
mier's suggestion to peruse the papers,
and in the meantime would ask leave to
withirkaw his motion.

Motion by leave withdrawn.

Allegations.
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RETURN--SUBSIDIES AND GRANTS TO
INSTITUTES.

Mn. JOHNSON moved that there be
laid upon the table of the House a retunrn
showing-(a) The number of Miners' and
Mechanics' Institutes and Art Galleries
in the State; (b) the amount of subsidy
received b y each institution during the
last financial year.

MR, HASTIE: This would be a very
interesting return; but in view of the
fact that no regular subsidies had been
paid for some t ime, the motion should be
slightly amended. He moved as an
amendmnent that paragraph (b) of the
motion be altered to read: " The amount
of subsid 'y and grants received by each
institution during the last five financial
ycars."

Amendment passed, and the motion an
amended agreed to.

RETURN-RAILWAYS PROJECTED,
COST, Era.

MR. MORAN moved.:
That there be laid upon the table of the

House a return showing the capitalised cost
per mile of railways in this State up to date.
What would be the approximate length of the
following railways :-I, Jandakot-South-West-
era. z2 Malcolm-Laverton. 3 (a), Collie-
Great Southern; (b) continuation of Collie-
Great Southern to Tilgarn line. 4, Fort Hed-
land-Nullagine. 5, 'Mont Dagnet-Lawlers.
6. Duplication of present line to Eastern Gold-
fields. 7, Greenhills extension to Yilgarn line.
8, Goldfields-Norseman.
This motion ighht have been submitted
in the form of a question, because it
involved nothing that could not be done
by the Minister or one of his officers in
half an hour. Nothing could be con-
ceived of greater importance to the
State at the present time than a
clear view of what was intended when
hazy references were made to various
public works that were projected; and
nothing could be more calculated to keep
the House on the track of financial
success than clearly defining what was
intended to be done in regard to a public
works policy. Members knew that every-
one of the railways mentioned in the
motion had been considered by the
Government in one shape or another.
At Greenhills the Premier gave coun-
tenanuce to a request that the Greenhills
line, which his party so ardently opposed
in earlier days, should be continued on

through unpopulated territory to the
Yilgarn line. It was suggested by the
Premier that what was necessary was to
coinvince the NM iister for Lands, for he
(the Minister.) could] convince the House.
Evidently it was not necessary to con-
vince the Cabinet. One would have
thought the Minister for Railways would
have had a say. It could not be denied
that the people took these proposals
seriously. Hope dererred made the heart
sick, and nothing was more calculated to
make the peaople discontented than to
hold out half-formulated promises to
them, especially in regard to railways,
and to dangle them over their heads for
years. It was desired to have a clear
and official exposition from the Govern-
meat as to the length of the railways
mentioned in the motion. One could
then easily consider what the cost of the
works would mean to the State, and
could take the return into consideration
along with the Treasurer's exposition of
the Government policy, that in future
nothing more than .£750,000 of loan
money would be spent each year, and.
arrive approximately at how many years
it would take to carry out this policy.
One could also ask the Government what
lines they intended to make in the near
future, and what lines were only promised
for political purposes.

MaT.. JOHIN ON: Could lines not be
built out of revenue ?

Mn. MORAN: Then there would be
no harm in obtaining the length and

appoxmate cost. The policy of the
Gvrment did not lead one to believe

that any, great economy was to be exer-
cised in expenditure by reason of which
we might hope for a large expenditure on
railways. Hie would. follow the motion
up this session, and, if he had the honour
of being in the Hfouse next session by
leading questions at suitable times to
evolve from the Government at whatpar-
ticular stage their belief in this public
works policy had arrived. We should
not have this nebulous kind of public
works policy. It was not so in the days
of the initiator of the policy. Sir John
Forrest was accused of being very profli-
gate in reference to public works, but it
was to his credit that he always meant
what he said. When Sir John Forrest
said be meant to do certain public works,
he used his weighty experience to get
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them adopted by the House, and he was
not afraid of the responsibility of under-
taking them, in most cases getting his
way. One desired to know whether the
Government were in earnbst about the
matter as Sir John Forrest was, or
whether the works were mentioned with
the view of dangling illusory hopes in the
eyes of the people of any particular part
of the State, or whether they were put
forward with the idea of completion in
the near future.

Question passed, and the return
ordered.

MOTION-COMPULSORY IMPROVE-
MEN~T OP LANDS.

HoN. G. TRROSSELL (Northamn)
moved:

That, in the opinion of this House, tbo time
has arrived when the Government should, in
the best interests of the State, introduce
legislation providing for the compulsory im-
provement of all unimproved first-class agri-
cultural land held by absentee owners;- such
compulsory improvements to be of a similar
nature to those which now apply to non-
resident selectors under the existing land laws
of this State.
He said: In moving this motion I doubt
not that members all round the House
will recognise that it em bodies a sound
and righteous principle, that the owner-
ship of land involves responsibility. This
principle is sufficiently recognised by our
existing land laws, which provide that
the smallest holder is compelled by law
to improve his holding and give its wealth
to the State, or pay a penalty for not
doing so. I seek to apply this principle
to the unimproved first-class agricultural
lands held by absentees, and I can see no
reason why this principle should not be
so applied. The Parliament of the
present day, like that of the past, holds a
mandate from this House. We have
spent £200,000 in the repurchase of
so-called large estates in order to attract
population and settle them upon the
land. Whichever way we turn under
our land Act it is clear that lands are
intended to be used. I have always
maintained that it is unjust and unfair
that while we apply this wise law to our
own selectors, absentees may hold very
large areas indeed and yet go scot-free ;
and I have a very strong conviction that
if the present state of things continues
we shall be simply defeating the object

of our own policy, which is meant to
attract population and settle them upon
our land. Too long, I maintain, have
we permitted one portion of our State to
remain a blank upon the map. I refer
chiefly to the northern parts. I will
illustrate what I mean by referring
to a small return tabled the other
dlay, at my instance, showing that the
lands of the Midland Railway Oomnpauy
now held by absentees total 371,000
acres, and those 371,000 acres are held
by seven holders, giving an average
holding of 53,000 acres per holder. I
confess that I know no resident in
Western Australia, however long his
standing may be in the State, who holds
such a large area, sand I have a right to
assume that when the land was obtained
by this company the worst land was not
selected. The only object I have in
view is to compel the owners to
improve the first-class agricultural land
under our existing law. As that land
was selected directly from the State,
the owners should have been compelled
by law to have expended long ago
a sum of £371,000 upon that land,
exclusive of external fencing. Why in
the name of justice and common sense,
when the country is clamnouring in all
directions, should we allow this state of
things to continue? This is not the first
time I have referred to it in this House,
but I hope for the credit of the State and
for its benefit it will be the last, because
I trust that this motion will be carried.
Those 871,000 acres, as I said just now,
should have involved that expenditure.
It also means the settlement of 371
families on the land, giving each family
1,000 acres. There is not only one dis-
trict affected by this, but there are other
districts, including the Toodyay district.
a considerable section of which is owned
by one of these absentees. We know the
state of the Toodya 'y district to-day, and
we also know the state of the northern
district. I do not think there is any
necessity for me to labour this question,
for it is so simple a matter that I believe
I shall have the support of every member
of this House who gives the subject serious
consideration. I only use that 371,000
acres by way of illustration, for there are
other large areas held by absentees which
were not shown in that return ; but the
adoption of this fair and just law would

of Lands.
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simply mean raising up for the disposal
of the Lands IDepartment and of the
country generally a new province, We
are making special efforts, and I am
glad to recognise that such is the
case, to induce people to settle on the
land ; and if we take the turn of the tide
just now and let it be known that this
land is to be opened fur selection, we aire
bound to have a largely increased rush of
people from the Eastern States. The
result of this motion being carried will
be that not only the absentees to whom I
have referred, but all other absentees who
hold unimproved agricultural land will
get to know of our intention, and the
land agent will be resorted to, the conse-
quence being that land will be subdivided
andl selections of laud for settlement will
go on. Tf that be the result, then the
object of my motion will have been
secured. Long ago I said it was a stigma
upon the old Goveroment to allow such a
state of things to continue, and I repeat
that, and take my shaire of the responsi-
bility ; but T say that it will be a still
greater stigrna-recognising now the im-
portance of this matter and the expendi-
ture the country has gone to in making
railways, and that we are settling our
own lands-if we allow men in London
and elsewhere to share the unearned
increment. I consider they have had a
pretty good innings, for during 12 or 14
years the land has been held, and as it
was 14 years ago, so it is to-day. What
is proposed being unlike special cash
taxation of the land, we cannot be charged
with any special legislation. Long ago
it was said that if' we legislated against
absentees it would hurt our credit in
London, and that is the bogy held up to
us; but if we are charged with any special
class legislation, the reply is a simple one,
namely "There is no special legislation :
the legislation which will be applied to
your land has for years and years been
applied to the selectors in Western Aus-
tralia." I can only say I hope to have
the support of members all1 round the
House and the support of the Govern-
ment. who are putting forth every effort
to induce people to come on to the land.
I especially reiterate the fact that at a.
Lime when. we are making these efforts,
at a time when we should be reaping the
reward of our past loan policy, it is
a great blot upon our administration

to have these blocks of land unoccu-
pied. and unused. I have pleasure in
moving this motion, and I can only say
in all seriousness that I have an ho~nest
convict-ion that if it be passed it will be
one of the most important amendments
of the Laud Act ever carried in this
House, and one also which will bring
immediate results for the benefit of the
people and the State generally. I beg to
move the motion standing in my name.

MnR. A. J. DIAMOND (South Fre-
mantle): There is one point I am not
perfectly clear upon. Generally speak-
ing, 1 am in thorough accord with the
motion, but I want to know why absentee
owners are specified. Will this also
apply to owners residing here who are
holding large areas of unimproved land?
If such be not the case, I would move to
strike out the words - held by absentee
owners." For many years I have been
strongly of opinion that the absentee
should, when the time comes for a land
tax to be imposed, pay more than the
local landowner. I think that is gene-
rally conceded throughout Australia; but
apparently in this motion, unless I mis-
read it, we are throwing responsibility
.for improvements on an absentee land-
owner which we are not throwing on the
resident landowners. I say there cannot
be any possible difference in the respon-
sibilitv of a man, whether he resides in
this State or out of the State, as to
improving his land. When the time
comes for ~us to distinguish between
absentee landowners and the resident
landowners we shall know how to do it.
I suppose we shall put on a land tax, and
perhaps make the tax on the absentee
landowner higher than that on the resi-
dent landowner. It appears to me,
however, that unintentionally the hon.
member who has just moved this motion
has made it somewhat indefinite. I for
my part will not vote for any motion
whiich will give to the resident landowner,
as far as improvements are concerned, an
advantage over the non-resident land-
owner. With these remarks, I hope the
mover will accept my amendmnent -

That the words "1he'd by absentee owners"
be strnck out.

Mic. C. J. MORAN (West Perth):
Whilst the late Minister for Lands (Hon.
G. Throssell) was speaking, I had written
out an amendment which I submitted to
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himi after he finished, bearing on the point
mentioned by the member for South
Freinantle, in somewhat different words.
The hon. member's amendment will
scarcely meet. the question. There is ally
amount of first-class agricultural land in
Western Australia held by nobody, and
I propose to move that the words
"alienated from the State" he inserted
in lieu of "held by absentee owners."
special notice being taken of absentee
owners, if you like. For myself, I would
not mention " absentee owners," but I
would simply say "alienated from the
State." I submit that legislation Riming
at the absentee owner, and leaving alone
the man in the State who owns more or
as much, is special legislation ; but if you
legislate to carry your compulsory clauses

of improvement into the realms of private
ownership in estates long held in this

cntyas well as into your ordinary
landpolicy of smaller holdings, that is
not special leg islation. EutI am entirely
in accord with this motion. I think the
amendment I suggest and that of the
hon. member go together, and they make
the motion complete. There is no doubt
that a great blot in our system at the
present time in the presence, right
in the midst of our settlement, of
a vast area of the fairest lands of this
State held and allowed to remain waste.
That appeals to us at once, the large
areas held by one company'v; but through-
out Western Australia, fronting our
Eastern and other railways, large estates
have been held for many years and not a
pick or shovel put in them, and never a
penny have these returned to the State.
[MR. HASTIE: In other States too.] it
is admitted in Victoria and Queensland
that a great bar to the progress of those
States is the large landed estates held
unimproved. We do not want that
system to grow in Western Australia.
T~he capital value of these unimproved
lands has gone up enormously, and if the
owners are approached with a view to
purchase, they want pounds and pounds
per acre for land which they have kept
idle and unimproved. Because some
persons happened to have lawfully become
possessed in the past of larg estates, tat
is no reason why the laud policy of this
country should be barred for all time.
Merely because some persona' land has
been increased in value by no effort of

*theirs, by the increase of settlement and
the carrying out of improvements by
others, no effort being made to that end
by the owners of those idle estates, are
we to allow them to still keep those large
areas locked up and the railway running
past them in many cases ? That I say is
bad policy. This motion if adopted will
obviate the necessity for a land tax, for
I do not think the time is quite ripe in
Western Australia for instituting what is
called a general land tax.

TuxE SPEAKERn: The hon. member must
not anticipate a, discussion on a question
which appears on the Notice Paper.

MR. MORAN: If we cast out this
motion, I shall decidedly vote and work
strenuously for some tax being placed on
the general lands of the State. I do not
think the big machinery ('f a land tax
would quite pay at the present time in
this State, and it would not be really in
keeping with our policy of giving away
our lands. I think the time is ripe for
adopting the policy of the present motion,
and it ought to bie given effect to by a
Bill to be introduced this session by the
Government. We are not in need of
extra revenue in this State, and therefore
the object of the motion is not to make
more revenue; tbe specific oIbject is to
make available for settlement lands which
are now locked up in large areas. The
mover has intimated to me that he is
willing to accept the amendment I have
suggested; and that being so, I do hope
no objection will be raised to the motion.
We endeavoured to get this principle
carried in this House years ago; but it
was then objected that there would be a
breach of contract, or that some promise
had been given to the holders of large
areas that they should not be taxed. It
has been found, however, that any pro-
maise so given was not put in writing;
and a promise given years ago for a pur-
pose of this kind cannot bind this country
for all time. I will move my amendment
when the other amendment for striking
out certain words has been adopted.

MR. S. C. PIGOTT (West Kimnberley):
The object of the mover is thoroughly
understood by all members of the House,
that he is entirely in earnest and his one
object is to benefit the State in greneral;
but it is the duty of this House to post-
pone this question for some little time,
because there is involved in it a question
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that is beyond anything brought forward
this evening, and that is: how far can
we dleal with lands that were alienated
before responsible government was adop-
ted in this State ? It appears to me
that there must be some doubt as to the
position in regard to this question, and I
should like to see this debate adjourned
until a case that is now before the courts
is decided. That case practically bears
on the question now before the House;
and I think that if members will agree to
have the motion adjourned until that case
is decided at law, members will then be
in a much better position to express an
opinion on the motion than they axe at
present.

Mn. MORAN :How long will that case
lastP It may go on to the Privy
Council.

MR. PIGQTT: We would be well
advised to withhold our opinion on this
motion, until we get a decision on the
question now before the Supreme Court.
With that object I move that the debate
be adjourned.

Motion put and negatived.
MR. T. F. QUINLAN (Toodyay) : In

supporting the motion, I also agree with
the amendment which has been suggested.
I 'nave long felt that some steps should be
taken in the direction proposed by the
member for Northam, and!I think he said
all that is necessary so far as the amount
of land -alienated is concerned. But not
only is land held by the absentees referred
to, but a number of persons in this State
hold large areas of land on which
not a penny has been spent in improve-
ments. It is due to those who have
expended money and energy and who
have by their enterprise improved the
holdings of their neighbours that these
large holders should be compelled to
imiprove their land ; and I think the
motion as amended will be in the right
direction. Although I represent an agri-
cultural district, I told my constituents
soine months ago that I intended to move
in this direction. In Toodyay there are
large areas unimproved, particularly the
area, mentioned by the member for
Northamn, 871,000 acres, a great deal of
which is in the Toodyay district, and is
held by a gentleman who obtained it
through the Midland llailway Company
chiefly.

MR. T. H. BATH (Hannans): It is
gratifying to find members of all shades
of opinion supporting a motion for com-
pelling those who muonopolise land to do
something with it and contribute to the
welfare of the State. This holding of
land in large areas without making use
of it, or permitting others to do so, has
brought about great evils in the Eastern
States, particularly in Victoria, also in
New South Wales; arid we see these evils
in a lesser degree in this State of West-
ern Australia. We must recognise that
the agricultural industry is the backbone
of the welfare of any State; that although
gold-mining suffices to give great encour-
agement and to promote great develop-
ment in any State, yet in the long-run it
must give place in permanent importance
to the agricultural industry. It is our
duty as members to support any motion
which has for its object either mak-
ing those who hold large areas do
something towards their improvemient,
or for compelling them to pt'rrit others
who are desirous of developing the agr-
cultural resources to go on these unim-
proved lands without undue restriction.
I congratulate the mover on the diplo-
mnatic manner in which he has brought
the question prominently forward, by
introducing a motion which insists in the
amended form that those who hold large
estates unimproved shall comply with the
same couditions as are imposed on per-
sons who hold smaller areas. The pass-
ing of this motion will be a step in the
right direction towards the development
of our agricultural resources, for we know
that the increase of settlement in the
agricultural districts means encouraging
every industry in the State. I have
much pleasure in suppoi-ting the motion
as proposed to be amended.

How. F. H. PIESSE (Williams): I

regret I as not in the Chamber when
the over spoke on this question. There

is a great deal of difficulty in the way of
giving effect to the motion. In applying
the motion to first-class agricultural land,
if You deal with that kind of land only
the object of the motion will be defeated,
because we know there are numbers of
areas which are called second-class sand
third-class lands, and the difficulty will
be in regard to classification. If you
make improvements compulsory in re-
ference to first-class land, you will find
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in the certificates given as to classifica-
tion that there will be more second-
class and third-class land certified to
than first-class, and the object of the
motion will thus be defeated. As to the
amendment suggested by the member
for West Perth to make the motion
apply generally, it will need very careful
consideration before this House agrees
to that; because notwithstanding that we
are desirous of seeing the lands of the
country developed, we should be careful
how we seek to bring about that result.
In adopting this motion, we shall be
taking a course which may be questioned
from a legal standpoint, for we are
attempting to legislate in the direction
which relates to lands that had been
previously granted under conditions of
sale and no improvements being asked
for, and the Crown grant had been
issued. To bring about the object we
desire would be to bring about another
which I see in a motion on the Notice
Paper. I am as much in accord with
the motion of the member for Northamn
as any member of the House, and as
desirous of seeing the lands lying idle
brought under development and made to
return much of their latent wealth to the
State which those lands are not returning
at present; but while the object is good
in theory, and meets with the approval
no doubt of most members, yet to put it
in practice is most difficult. The subject
needs more consideration than is likely to
be given to it at this stage.

MR. MORAN:- A Bill will have to be
brought dlown by the Government, if the
motion is carried.

RON. F. H. PIESSE:- That is quite
so; but the subject needs much more
consideration. No doubt it commendls
itself to hon. members because it is a
course which many have suggested, for
we have always been desirous of seeing
the breaking up of large estates and
seeing them developed; but we must be
careful as to the methods to be adopted.
I think the course suggested is open to
very great difficulty, and I have pointed
out one instance in which it will mean a
great deal of trouble, the matter in re-
gard to the quality of land and whether
this principle should apply to every class
of land.

Ma. MORAN : We will support you in
striking out the words "1first-class."

HON. F. 'f. PIESSE : I am in favour
of the matter being postponed for far-
ther consideration, and I would support
the suggestion of an adjournment so that
the matter could be looked inko by the
Government.

MR. J. EWING (South-West 3Mii-
iug): I hope that, in the absence of the
Minister for Lands, thle motion will not
be disposed of this evening; but I think
the Government might give an assurance
to the Rouse that perhaps some time
next week this question may be again
discussed and a decision arrived at.
With regard to what the member for the
Williams has said concerning first and
second-class lands, I think the motion is
simply one notifying to the Government
the wish of the House, and that when
the necessary legislation shall follow the
Government canl bring forward a scheme
comprising first- class and second-class
lauds. Therefore the form of the motion
does not matter. With regard to the re-
marks of the member for West Perth,
from my own knowledge there are large
areas of first-class agricultural land acces-
sible to railway lines and near centres.
It is very necessary in the interests of
the State that these lands should be
fully utilised and thus to be settled.
I have in my mind a very large estate
in the South-W~est. It is not necessary
to state the locality of estates, for they
are well known to hundreds. I hiave
always been in favour of the idea pro-
posed in the motion. No injustice will
be done by it, and I think if the motion
is carried it will do away with the neces-
sity of a tax on unimproved land values
at the present time. Perhaps it is rather
early for that step, hut this motion will be
a step in the right direction. In agreeing
to an adjournment, I do so on the under-
standing that the Government will at an
early date give us an opportunity of
deciding the matter one way or another.

Ma. 0. HARPER (Beverley): I think
everyone must agree with the principle
urged in the motion of the member for
Northam (Ron. G. Throssell), and that
it is very desirable in the interests of the
State; but we must not shut our eyes to
the fact that it is not so easy to attain.
However, I do not think many people
will object to it. We all realise we want
our land developed at a reasonable rate
consistent, with the progress of the people
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settled on it; but there happens to be
a statute governing this matter to a con-
siderable extent, which no one seems to
have taken into consideration. I will
read it. It is in Subsection 2 of Section 4
of the Constitution Act, and reads as
follows:-

Nothing in this Act shall affect any contract
or prevent the fulfilment of amy promise or
engagement made before the time at which this
Act takes effect in the Colony of Western Aus-
tralia on behalf of Her Majesty with respect
to any lands situate in that Colony, nor shall
disturb or in any way interfere or prej udice
any vested or other rights which have accrued
or belong to the licensed occupants or lessees
of any Crown lands within that Colony.

In the face of this, I think it would be
absurd for this House to pass any reso-
lution of a directly contrary nature until
we have the decision of the Supreme
Court with regard to it. Any person
reading this subsection in a literal sense
would understand that persons who pur-
chased land previous to the Constitution
Act were protected in their rights and
could not be touched by this House.

AIR. EWING: Can We put a land tax
on themP

MR. HARPER:
question. I am not
legal opinion on the
quote to the House

That is not the
prepared to give a
point, but merely

this statute. The
question has been brought before the
Supreme Court lately, and the Judges
have not yet given their opinion on it.
It would be wrong for the House to give
a vote in apparent confict with that
section until we know its interpretation.

MR. R. HASTIE (Kanowna): We
have now come to another constitutional
difficulty. Those people who bought
land before we had Constitutional Gov-
ernment bought that land under certain
conditions which we cannot alter. If
that is so, then all our roads board
taxation is illegal, and not only our roads
board taxation, but all the laws passed
by this House and imposed on these
people have been illegal.

AIR. HARPER: Are you a legal
authority ?

MR. HASflE: Undoubtedly, on con-
stitutional matters I claim to form an
opinion as well as any other member
of the House. This question may be
before the Court, and the Judges may
decide as has been indicated, for the
simtple reason that there is no Act of

Parliament later than that law; but I
think it has hitherto been understood
that all the States had supreme authority
over all the land they had got. If this
State has power to enforce the laws, it
has also power to amend its Constitution.
The Constitution has been amended haif-
a-dozen times, and if it is necessary for
us to put through another amendment in
order to make a change like this beyond
any doubt, surely Parliament is able to
do it. Parliament is absolutely useless
unless it has control over all the lands of
the State. Up to a few moments ago I
always looked upon the member for Bever-
ley (Mr. Harper) as a champion for the
rights of the State, but apparently he
has become a backslider at the instance
of the member for the Williams. 1 hope
he will look into this question, and see if
my interpretation of a constitutional
matter is not very much better than his
own. What we want the hon. member to
realise is whether it is necessary to amend
the Constitution in order to make a law
such as the member for Northam asks us
to pass. One question incidentally raised
is that, in order to effect this reform, we
may do an injustice to the individual. It
seems to me, if there is anything in the
matter, the position is whether it is better
to do a supposed injustice to the indi-
vidual by changing the policy of the
State, or to continue a gross injustice to
the State in general by giving the indi-
vidual these privileges. We are not
asking for any of the privileges of the
individual to be taken away except one,
and he is-a most important individual I
admit. According to the member for
Beverley and others, the individual who
bought land from this State before
responsible government was endowed
with the privilege of preventing any work
being done on a large territory of the
land of the State. The motion asks for
that power to be taken from this indi-
vidual, and for him to he treated as all
other people in the State are treated. I
hope whatever rule is applied it will be
applied all round. The man who lives in
Claremont and holds a large piece of
laud unworked is very nearly as bad as
the man who does the same thing and
lives in London. We have to watch the
Claremont people just as much as we
have to watch the stranger outside our
gate. It seems that the House is at one
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*with the idea that every part of the State
should be worked, and that we should
always recognise the laud belongs to the
people within the State, that the people
should get facilities to work it, and that
no man should be endowed with the
arbitrary authority, even if it is old-
fashioned or if it is in the Constitution
of the State, of preventing this land
being worked. I also hope the sugges-
tion to make the motion apply to second-
class land is adopted, so that every part
of the State may be worked, and so that
people may not be able to hold even
second-class land without working it, and
so that we may not be forced to have
large territories in this State unworked.
These are not altogether held by ab-
sentees, but are held by many good
people in the State. We see these
territories when going from here to
Oeraldton and on towards the Murchison
-large portions of fairly good land not
a third of which is worked; and much of
it is held by people who have been in
the State for 30 or 40 years, whose
principal duty seems to be to hold the
ground to prevent the bulk of it from
being worked. I hope that a measure
such as has been indicated will come
into law at once, so that people may be
stopped from holding ground in this
State and preventing it from being
worked by those willing to use it.

MR. F. ILTINQWORTH (Cue) : I
have every sympathy with the object of
this motion. I only wish that it was a
practical one, and that we could carry it
into force ; but it is useless to talk of
theories in the fae of facts. First of all
true ownership should be based on occu-
pation and improvement. The present
occupation of land is based upon Crown
grants, and I know no power that can
alter the position of a Crown grant.
Parliament cannot do it. Parliament can
only enforce conditions upon the land by
way of taxation, because the Crown
reserves that right; and only because the
Grown reserves that right has Parliament
the capacity to do so. The amendment
proposes that certain words be struck
out, and it is intended to insert in lieu,
"alienated by the State." When wesell
certain lands to a selector, and take his
6d. per annum per acre, we are then in
possession of the land, and we have
power to enforce any conditions we

please; but when the State, as a State,
alienates land by a Crown grant, I an
at a loss to know what power the State
has to enforce anyv conditions whatever.
I wish it had. I wish we could devise
some scheme by which we could reac:-h
these people who hold land whether in
town or country, and who refuse to im-
prove it whilst other persons are willing
to improve theirs. [Interjection by MR.
Thnronn.] A laud tax is of course
possible. I have already' observed that
the Crown reserves to itself the right to
tax, consequently taxation is within its
power notwithstanding that there is a
Crown grant. This, however, is not a
question of taxation, but of enforcing
certain conditions of improvement, or in
other words instructing the owner bow
he should use the land demised to him
by the Crown.

MR. DIAOND: It is done in South
Australia.

Ma. ILLINGWORTH: No.
MR. MORNx: You can take it alto-

gether.
Ma. ILLINGWORTH: Yes; you can

take land by Act of Parliament, but
there is always the question of dealing
with the owner and giving him some kind
of compensation. You can do as you
please, but you must admit that the
individual who owns the land has some-
thing to say on what you propose to do.

MR. HASTIE: Do we not impose con-
ditions in regard to a Crown grant?

MR. ILLINOWORTE: You cannot
compel a man to build a house upon the
land.

MRt. MORAN: What about the Factory
Act ?

MR. ILLINGWORTH: I want it dis-
tinctly understood that I have a strong
and earnest feeling on the lines of this
maotion, if the object. can be attained, but
there are a few difficulties in the way
which I want to point out with a view of
having them remedied, if possible. This
is an abstract motion, and there is
nothing to prevent us from carryving it,
nor is there anything to prevent the Gov-
ernmient from taking the necessary steps
to legislate as far as possible to carry out
the principle of the motion; but the first
thing that will have to be done is to alter
the Constitution, and when you have
altered the Constitution, you have to treat
with the question of Crown grants.
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MR. MORAx: Supposing we let the
constitutional authorities settle thatycint
-the Attorney General and others.

MR. ILTJNGWORTH: Any Govern-
ment which propose to carry this motion
into effect will have to face the difficulties
lying in their way, and one of the, diffi-
culties is an alteration of the Constitu-
tion and dealing with questions of Crown
grants. My knowledge is limited, but I
know of no power that can interfere with
the rights of a man who has a Crown
grant. I may yet have to learn this, as I
have to learn many things, but as at
present advised I know of no power that
can interfere with the vested right to any
piece of land in the British dominions
that has been granted by the Crown.
If we can devise some scheme by which
the motion can be carried out, I would
like to see it done. I am pointing out
the difficulties in order that members
may indicate how we can surmount
them. Can you go to the owner of a
thousand acres of land aind say, " You
have no right to own it unless you fence
it in or improve 10 acres the first year
and 50 acres in the second" ? If you
attempt to do that, he will order you off
the premises and tell you he has a Crown
grant.

MR. MonANr: You can impose a land
tax.

MR. ILLINGWORTH: Now we are
getting at something like a reasonable
proposal. If you want to reach this man
in the way in which we all desire to
reach him, the power which is at our dis-
posal and is in our hands, and to which
there is no hindrance, is to put a tax on
the land. You can tax what you like.
Years ago when a proposal was made in
this House to put a tax on certain lands
in this State we carried a motion in Come-
mnittee that a certain tax should be put
on all unimproved lands, and that those
lands should include the Midland Comn-
pany's lands. But what happened ?
Members on the Government benches
talked for an hour after a decision bad
been arrived at, until a sufficient number
of members was whipped up for the pur-
pose of defeating the motion. That is
the nearest approach we ever had to
getting a reasonable land tar, and that
motion was lost in order to defend
the Midland Railway Company. It
wits done for that purpose. The very

people of al others who should have
been dealt with under the Bill were
excluded, and I stood in this House
for hours, and other members stood with
me, endeavouring to carry that motion,
and to make it apply to the Midland
Company as to all other land companies;
but that was lost for the purpose of pro-
tecting the Midland Company's land, the
very land proposed to be dealt with by
the motion of the hon. mnember. We
must come to a reasonable common-sense
view of things, if we want to do' this,
and I hope we all do. I do. The only
way we can do it is by way of a land
tax, and a motion with that object already
appears on the Notice Paper. If we
propose to carry this motion, we can do
so, but let us not go away with the idea
that we shall effect the object in view by
carrying the motion.

MR.MoRAN: it will have a far-reaching
effect upon certain people if we carry
it.

Mn. ILL1NGWORTH: It may, and
if the motion is put I am going to vote
for it, although I see aill the difficulties
in the way. It is very deirable, if the
motion be carried, that it shall apply to
all classes of land. The character of the
improvement is a matter for considera-
tion. There is no reason why third-class
land should not be improved as well as
second-class land, and no reason why
second-class land should not also be
improved. The application of the im-
provement idea should have reference to
all lands, and I would ask the hon.
member who moved to. strike out the
words "held by absentee owners" to
withdraw temporarily his amendment for
the purposc of having first dealt with the
question of first-class land. I should
say " unimproved land," without refer-
ence to first-class agricultural Land. If the
hon. member would consent to withdraw
temporarily his amendment, I would
move that the words "first-class agri-
cultural " be struck out for the purpose
of making the motio rea " improvement
of all unimproved land."1

Mn. MoRAN: The idea is agricultural
land.

MR. UIINGWORl'H: If land has
been alienated and held for pastoral pur-
poses, there is no reason why pastoral
land should not be improved. At any
rate it is clear that if we want to reach
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the land we should strike ou t "first-class
agricultural."

MR. MORAN: You might strike out
"first-class " and leave the other.

Ma. ILLINGWOREI: To test this
I move that the debate be adjourned, in
order that we may have time to consider
some of the points raised.

MR. MoRAK: That is one way of
defeating the motion.

Mu. ILLLNGWORTH: Tdo notwanit
to defeat the motion.

Motion (adjournment) passed, and the
debate adjourned.

MOTION-MIDLAND RAILWAY AND
LANDS, TO PURCHASE.

Mu. T. F. QUINLAN (Toodyay)
moved:-

That the time has arrived when, in the best
interests of the State, the Government should
purchase the Midland Railway and the lands
of the company; and to this end the authority
of the House be given to the Government to
enter into negotiations with the company or
its representatives in this State for the pur-
chase upon terms to be agreed upon.

He said: In moving the motion standing
in. my name, I desire at once to say I
hope and trust that the wording of it will
not be regarded by the Government as a
mandate altogether for the purchase of
this concession. My reasons for placingthe motion before the House are, first
that I have held for a long time that
some steps should be taken with a view
of obtaining the concession held by this
company; and secondly I am pledged to
this particular motion, as 1 promised my
constituents a, few months ago to intro-
duces it, and I am entirely in accord with
them in acting in support of their views.
Although I know there are contrary
opinions held as to the wisdoni of this
course of action, I feel at any rate
justified. in introducing the motion. For
the information of a few members who
perhaps are not aware of the circum-
stances in connection with the Midland
Railway Company's affairs, I may be
permitted to refer somewhat briefl'y to
the principal points in connection with
the value of this concession. In the first
instance in 1886 a. concession of 3,324,000
acres of land was given to this company,
or in other words 12,000 acres per mile
for 277 miles of railway. Some time
later the Governmentadvanced or becane

responsible for the small sum at that
time of £60,000 for this company,
subsequently making the country re-
sponsible for £5600,000-[Mn. MORAN,:
It was against the Constitution too]-
the Government holding as securit "y for

Ithat guarantee 2,400,000 acres, of whiGh
the company have since sold so far
5000 acres. I may here remark that
probably it will be said by some member
of the Government that the sale of these
55,000 acres has not been approved of;
but I amo given to understand, and
I fully believe it notwithstanding the
opinion which is held I think by
the Government, that the Government
will have to consent to the sales which
have been made by the company.
I admit it is contrary to the policy of
this State to have sold large tracts of
land such as the company have sold; but
from what I have been able to gather-
and I am informed indirectly by a legal
opinion-I believe the company acted
within its rights in selling that quantity or
any other quantity of land, provided they
complied with the conditions so far as
the proceeds are concerned, by paying in
the amount received, less 5 per cent. It
will be in tbd recollection of members
that the large area named in the return
produced the other day ait; the instance of
the member for Northam (Hon. G.
Throsseli) passed to Messrs. Mendal and
others-371,616 acres. This is part of
the parcel of land formerly held by the
Midland Company. The company still
hold, apart fr-om the portion secured to the
Government, 368,963 acres, and the bal-
ance has been sold to various purchasers.
I contend that although there may be a,
difference of opinion among members as
to the wisdom of this course, 'yet the time
has arrived when these two parties should
be brought together. We know it often
happens that when persons are desirous
of obtaining a p~articular property, they
are somewhat loth to make the first
approach in regard to its purchase:. I
wish the Government to take the initia-
tive in this matter, and see if a purchase
can be made on reasonable terms; but let
it be a purchase of the lands as a whole,
and surely not the railway only without
the lands. I would prefer that the Gov-
ermnent should hold the whole conces-
sion; and although a sum was isaid to
have been fixed by the company two or
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three years ago, when they were willing
to sell and when the member for Northam
was Premier for a short time, that sum
being about £1,200,000, I am given to
understand that the company have en-
hanced the price since then. I think a
very fair basis could be fixed between
the Government and the company at
the present time. The object would be
primarily for the opening up of the lands
by the Government, and b 'y settling people
on these lands there would be farther
means of traffic to the railway. The
Government would be able to give terms
in regard to resale of the lands that
would he better than the terms offered
by the company at the present time;
and everyone will agree that it is prefer-
able, taking it all round, to have such
terms as the Government can give for
promoting the settlement of the land,
and such as the company have not
adopted in the course of their sales. We
know they have sold blocks of land for
various sums, and they usually soil on
condition of the payment of a portion on
deposit, the balance remaining on mort-
gage at 6 per cent. A few persons have
been able to purchase by this means, but
the smaller class of settlers are unable to
afford the terms which the company
demand. Together with the revenue
which is derived from the traffic on
the railway, there would he the pro-
ceeds of any laud sales, as well as
rents from areas of mineral land owned
by the company and worked by indi-
viduals. I may be permitted to remark
that the company have certainly not, so
far as the mineral advantages are con-
cerned, given any encouragement to per-
sons desirous of working the minerals
within the company's concession. I know
there A-re minerals of various kinds on
their property; hut the company have
always plac-ed great obstacles in the way
of persons working them, demanding a.
share of any products obtained by those
who work the minerals. I need only
instance the course taken in respect to
the Great Southern Llailwav when it was
purchased by the Government some years
ago. We know there was even a strong
opinion at that time against the purchase
of that concession by the Government;-
hut what has been the result ? Immense
settlement has taken place on the lands
all along the Great Southern Railway,

and to-day it is a thriving and populous
district. I believe also that the Govern-
ment have made a profit by that transac-
tion; and J see no reason why the same
should not follow in regard to the
purchase of the Midland Company's rail-
way and lands. I believe I am justified
in urging that if we have to pay even a
trifle more th an its fair value, the indirect
benefits to the State will more than
make up for that small sacrifice. I know
the company are in bad odour, and have
been so more or less ever since the con-
cession was first obtained; but however
we may differ in regard to the methods of
thep company and of those who originally
took up the concession, and wbile there
are many things which could be said
with great truth in respect to those con-
cerned, yet all this is beside the question.
Suffice it to say that the debenture
holders are entitled to do the best they
can for themselves in dealing with the
property under present conditions, -and
no doubot they will try) to exact thle
best terms they cibn from the Govern-
ment. in purchasing it. Those who took
up thle concession volunteered to do
certain works, and they obtained a
concession on certain termns. They have
carried out their undertaking gener-
ally, and so far as the present con-
dition of the railway line is concerned I
need only refer to the reports made by
two engineers who inspected the line
some years ago, when requested by n.
joint corn mittee of both Hou ses of Parlia-
ment to do so. Air. Hai-grave, M.I.C.E.,
of Perth, and Mfr. Ower, district engineer
for the Railway Conistruction Branch of
the Government service, proceeded along
the line to thoroughly inspect and report
on it as requested by that committee.
The examination was exhaustive and
critical; and on the report they made
the joint committee came to the conclusion
that the line was in good order, as will
be seen from the following passage in the
report which the committee presented to
Parliament:-

This railway, which has a lengcth of 277
wiles, is in the first place subject to the re-
strictions made as to the laying of the per-
manent way, has apparently been built in a
most faithful manner, both workmanship and
material being of the bust description, and
this no doubt to a great extent accounts for
the generally good condition oif the line at

Ithe preseat time.
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A subsequent report was made by the
Chief Engineer for Existing Lines, Mr.
Dartuall, to the Government on the 13th
January last, from which I will read an
extract: -

Since my last inspection, a great improve-
ment has been effected in the condition of the
railway as a whole, but especially on the last
170 miles, which has been very well main-
tained. The whole of the line may be said to
be in fairly good running order; the sleepers
are in very good order throughout the line,
and practica~y there is HtO creep in the rails
on the line.
So far at any rate we have the opinion
of three engineers, one reporting on
behalf of the Government; and one of
the other engineers, who has considerable
standling in the profession, certifies as
to the construction of the line, and no
doubt his report will be fully considered
by the Government in view of negotiat-
ing for the purchase of the property.
The traffic on the Midland Company's
railway is not restricted as is the case on
some other railways in this State, par-
ticularly in the case of a railway which
chiefly carries timber. The traffic on the
Midland Railway consists very largely of
passengers, stock, and various kinds of
traffic; although the Government have
taken a step which may have restricted
the company's profits, by placing a vessel
to run between Fremnantle and Geraldton
carrying at through rates, and in this way
have entered into competition with a
company which made a certain contract
with the Government of this State many
years ago. The Government may have
deemed that a proper thing to do; and
although I supported the motion for that
purpose when moved by the member for
Geraldton, I admit now that I do not
think it wits a statesmanlike course for the
Government of this State to enter into
competition with the Midland Railway
Company. I acknowledge that in this
matter the Government are entitled to
their own opinion; but T feel satisfied it
is not a wise step, and that it will not
look well in the eyes of capitalists in
London. XWith regard to the revenue
received from the railway, I believe the
returns are available for members to see,
and they will show that for the year 1902,
the net profit was £249,402; so it will be
seen that from the start there is a very
good profit to be made by proper nmanage.
merit of the line. I ami aware the

Government are not likely to be so
economical in managing the line if they
take it over as the Midland Company are
under present conditions; but it is reason-
able to infer from what has been done
that a fair profit can be obtained from the
start, and this is some encouragement for
the Government to move in the direction
of purchasing the whole concession.
With reference to a portion of the com-
pany's contract not having been carried
into effect, such as fencing and the pro.
vision in regard to importing so many
immigrants within a certain time, the
Government of the day are said to waived
the condition so far as immigrants were
concerned, because I understand the
Government at that time were not
desirous that a large number of people
should be brought into this State at
a time when the circumstances of the
Government did not enable them to
p)roperly provide for those people. There-
fore those terms having been waived, any
question in regard to them should not be
entered into now in negotiating for the
purchase of the railway and lands. I
am reminded that the Government did
encourage the Great Southern Railway
Company in promoting immigration to a
certain extent; but the company were
afterwards asked to stop the immigration.
With regard to the Midland COMPanDY
consenting to sell their raiilway and lands
at the present time, I may briefly say I
believe that if the Government do not
come to terms with the company, they
will be able to raise the £600,000 from
another source, and if the company do
that, I do not think the Government will
gain anything by objecting to the sale at
the present time. There is the contract
which we entered into years ago, and
although the comnpany are not free IFromn
blame in many directions, yet they are
entitled to fair consideration at our hands.
One suggestion has been made, that in
the event of our agreeing to purchase
this concession, the Government would
do well to work this railway separately
from the other Government railways, so
as to see how far they can work a line
more economically than is the case with
other Government lines. Though there
are contrary views on the question, and
though it may be said that this motion
may cause the company to raise their
price, yet I cannot see any objection to a
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reasonable motion asking that the Gov-
ernment and the company should meet
and endeavour to arrange fair terms. If
the company demand such a price as the
Government would pot be warranted in
giving for the property, taking into con-
sideration the direct sand indirect benefits
to tbe State, then the Government would
be justified in refusing to purchase. I[
feel confident that now is the time for
action. We know that some debentures
are being offered in London for a very iow
figure. I am informed that recently six
per cent, debentures have been offered at
a trifle over £30 in London. This being
so, if the company demand an exorbitant
price for the property when the Govern-
ment endeavour to arrange terms with
them, they would be justified. in refusing;
but I am confident this motion is in the
best interests of the State, and I com-
mend it to the favourable consideration
of the House.

DR. M. O'CON NOR (Moore); I second
dhe motion.

At 6-S0, the SPEAKER left the Chair.
At 7-30, Chair resumed.

On motion by the MINisTER FOR
WORKS, debate adjourned.

MUNICIPAL INSTITUTIONS ACT
AMENDMENT BILL.

suECOanD BE.&ING.

MR. W. Mf. P URKTSS (Perth): I
beg to move the second reading of this
Bill. It is intended to correct what now
appears to be an obvious oversight, or
a manifest error, or what -I may call a
technical error. 'Under the existing
legislation power is given to &, munici-
pality to acquire a quarry or quarries;
and not only to acquire such a property
as that, but to borrow money for the
purpose of acquiring it. Power is also
given to acquire a plant for the working
of the quarry, and to borrow money
for the purpose of that acquisition.
While these powers are given under the
existing law, there has been -no p~ower
conferred upon municipalities to devote
their income or any portion thereof to the
working of the plant or to the working
of the quarries, nor is there any power
given to utilise the profits of the quarry
in respect of their own particular pro-

perties, or to enabit' sister minicipalities
to purchase from the municipality that
possesses a quarry to the fartherance of
the needs of the sister municipality.
Pre-existing legislation before the Muni-
cipal Institutions Act came into force
enabled a municipality to acquire a
quarry. The Municipality of Perth
acquired a quarry, and dedicated a large
portion of its funds in opening up that
quarryr, a large expense being incurred in
respect of developing that particular
quarry, known probably to nearly all
members as the Parkervifle Quarry, A
considerable sum of money was dedicated
and devoted to the purchase and estab-
lishment of a. plant at the quarry; but
while, for years the municipality has
devoted funds out of its annual inc:ome
towards the working and developing
of the quarry and towards the appli cation
of its produce to the streets of the munici-
pality, and from time to time for years
past it has assisted Sister municipalities
with Stone,. yet a municipality such as
Perth, be-ing a creature of statute, has no
more power than that with which the
statute clothes it. The powers conferred
upon a corporation of this character are
to be construed and looked at in the lighit
that the corporation has no inherent
power. What the Municipal Institutions
Act gives to a corporation is all it has,
aud no more. Trading corporations are
distinct, for such corporations have been
held to poB5O55s many powers incident and
corollary to the object of such commercial
corporations, while a6 corporation such as
the Perth municipality has no more
powe r than th iat with w hich it is literally
clothed by the statute under which it
came into'existence. It must be obvious
to bon. members that there must be an
omission, and that Something has been
forgotten simply because certain premises
were taken for granted. It must be
admnitted that it is absurd, if a corporation
has power to borrow mroney to buy a
quarry and plant, to let it stop there. It
would be absolutely absurd if a corpor-
ation. could acquire a quarry and plant,
and not be able to utilise its funds to the
development and utilising of the stone
towards its own need, and towards ass ist-
ing kindred corporations and others. It
is manifestly essential that an absurdity
which exists on the statute-book, and
which has not been discoverrd until
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lately, should be rectified. The Perth
quarry is not a thing of yesterday. It
has been worked for years. It was as-
sumed that the corporation had power to
develop it, and to utilise the stone and sell
it to sister municipalities, and to devoteI
the corporation's income towards that end, I
bringing in fact the development, the
user, the working of the quarries into a ,
debit and credit account in the same way
as it would the ordinary revenue for
footpaths and so forth. This is mani-.
festly simply one of those omissions, one
of those things forgotten, simply because
it was taken for grante, no doubt on the
face of it without looking narrowly into
it, without putting on microscopical spec-
tacles, that the power to acquire a quarry
and erect the plant carried with it the
right to obtain revenue for the develop-
wnent of the quarry. In reference to
private individuals and trading corpora-
tions, it would do so; but this was not a
trading corporation; the powers pos-
sessed are only those given by the statute.
This omission crops up. and unless the
defect is remedied we shall have this
extraordinary state of things. that there
is a. quarr 'y which, as far as the city is
concerned, Is a very convenient one, and
a. very valuable and expensive plant is
absolutel y locked up, and cannot be
utilised. There has simply been an
omission in the Municipal Institntions
Act, and to cure that I propose the second
reading of this short Bill. There are
two clauses, the first of which is only a.
formal one as to short title. The second
clause states;

Every municipal council shall have, ad
shall be deemed to have had from the passing
of the Municipal Institutions Act 1895, power-
ri) To work quarries acquired by the council,

and to employ persons, and to provide ma-
chinery. apparatus. horses, and plant in and
for such work; (2) Tn defray the eoit and
expenses of ani incidental thereto out of the J
ordinary income of the council, and (,I) To
use the stone or other material obtained from
any quarry for the purposes of the munici-
pality, and to sell or contract for the sale and
supply of the same to any person or public
body.

This is a Bill practically of one clause,
and it seeks to cure, as will be obvious
from Clause 2, what was an oversight,
simply an omission. It would be absurd
for a corporation having a- quarry and
having opened it up at considerable

expense and erected plant at great cost,
to stop theme and not be enabled to work
it. The time is coming round no doubt
when the municipal council will have no
occasion to take stone. in large quantities
from its own particular quarries, but
the sister corporations may require it;
consequently if the quarry in respect of
which these large sums have been in-
vested is to lie idie simply because the
municipality in respect of which the
quarry has been established has no need
of the stone at a, particular time, it would
seem an injustice. It would be unjust if
the municipality could not dispose of
stone to the sister municipalities which
have not acquired quarries, and Sub-
clause 3 would enable the municipality
to do a-. Subclauses I. and 2 give power
to work quarries and to defray the cost
and expenses, and Su belause 3 enables
the municipality to use the stone and to
supply kindred bodies, neighbouring
municipalities or persona. I subinit that
there should be no objection to that en
the part of members. There certainly
can be no objection to the first subclause,
neither should there be any objection to
the second, that the council sjhall defray
the cost of working. At. any rate there
should be no objection in this year 1903,
when we talk so readily and freely of the
municipalisation of various public works.
Many municipalities possess their own
gas wvorks and their electric works and
various other works, and the trend of
modern feeling seems to be in that
direction. I cannot for one moment
believe there will be any serious
opposition to giving the municipality
power to dispose of the surplus stone
from the quarry when the municipality
itself has no particular need for it. There
is an ebb-end-flow in these things, and
sometimes the municipality can absorb
the stone from that paiticular quarry,
but there are other times when perhaps
it does not require such a quantity.
In the meantime it in; well, proper, and
fitting that the quarry should go on
working, seeing that there are so many
sister municipalities in the neighbour-
hood which have not quarries and not
plant to work quarries, but simply have
to depend upon some private quarry, or
as in this case, to took to a municipality
which has a quarry for the source of
their supply. I therefore commend the
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passage of this Bill to the earnest con-
sidera~tion of the House. If this Bill be
not passed, an obvious injustice will be
done, and the position will be really
ludicrous. To think that people have the
power to acquire a. quarry and to borrow
money for the purpose of obtaining plant,
and that they cannot work the quarry and
bring the revenue from the working of
it to the ordinary account, or defray
the cost of expenditure incidental to
the workiniz of it, and cannot dispose of
the stone or utilise it, really brings the
position to a reductia ad absurdurn. The
object of the Bill is so simple that it will
not require a lengthy speech from me to
explain the measure, and I therefore
wove the second reading and trust that
it will coinmend itself to members.

MR. W. ATKINS (Murray): I rise
to oppobse certain parts of this Bill. In
the first place with regard to the quarry,
I always understood that this council
apquired from the Government a piece of
land to dlo their quarrying for their own
purposes. Therefore, if I understand
aright, as far as the second clause goes
there is no occasion for this Bill, because
I understand the council have all the
rights and title they require to get this
stone for their own purposes, that being
what the quarry was obtained for. It
appears to me that the whole gravamen
of the thing is in the last two lines.
[MR. MORAN: In the tail.] Thu sting
is in the tail. The council want to use
the stone and materials in the quarry for
other municipalities. They want to sell
it to" "any person or public body." What
it actually means is that the council have
obtained the quarry, for which I believe
they paid nothing, but on which they have
spent and wasted a good deal of money
-there is no doubt about that-and
now they want to compete with private
people who have paid their way all the
time; and I say that is not fair. The
Bill is a good deal like one introduced
last session, which was not supposed to
do any harm to anybody at all. That
measure was not to do anything that
was wrong, but it was really to override
two decisions of the Supreme Court.
Now the council tome agin and ask this
House tolegalise an illegal action theylhave
dune. I say that advisedly, because the
council have been selling this stone before
asking for this measure, and have done

what they say they bad no right to do.
They knew when selling that stone, and
not using it for their own purposes, they
were doing wrong, ani why come to this
House and again ask for their il legal aoction
to be made legal ? Itis not righttodo so
for that reason, and it is not fair to compete
in the public market. The other evening
there was a discussion here about gnols,
and it was contended that stuiff made in
gaols must not be sold. In the same
way, why should stuff made by the cor-
poration be sold outside?

MR. Di&XONn: Corporation labour is
paid and gaol labour is not paid. That
is all the difference in the world.

Mn. ATKINS: The two things are on
all-fours. Why should a thing like this,
which has been subsidised by the Gov-
ernment, come into competition with a
private individual? It seems to me clear,
and if it was Dot right for the council to
do it, why should the council do it? The
council first did it, and then said, "1We
had no right to do it," If a private
individual did that, what would people
say about him? He would be called a
swinler at once. It is, I repeat, not fair
to bring this quarry into competition with
private individuals. It would be per-
fectly unfair to do what is proposed, and
I shall certainly move an amendment,
when the Bill gets into Committee, to
strike out the last two lines and a
half.

Mn. S. EWING (South -West Mining):
I think it would be better to adjourn
this debat6, after what the member for
the Murray has said in objection to the
Bill. We have not the facts before us,
and a~t present I am inclined to agree
with the member for the Murray in the
obijections be has stated; but if there is
a desire to continue the debate, 1 will not
move the adjournment.

Ma. S. C. PIGOTT (West Kimnberley):
This quarry was given to the Municipal
Council of Perth b 'y Sir John Forrest, at
a time when the metropolitan district
was going ahead fast, and there was a
difficulty in getting metal for road-
wuaking on account of the great competi-
tion among purchasers in the metro-
politan district. The Perth Council have
had the quarry from that time ;they
have worked it when it suited them to do
so, and at other times they have let it lie
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idle; but I must confess there is a lot of
force in the arguments used by the
member for the Murray with regard to
giving power to a munuicipal council to
enter into open competition with any
person or persons owning or working
quarries in this State. It will be most
unfair for this House to give to a muni-
cipal council the right to compete with
any privately-owned quarry, in such a
way that if the council took it into their
beads they could undoubtedly cause all
privately-owned quarries in the district
to close up. Members will see that the
municipal council are seeking an amount
of power that no private owner of a
quarry can have; and if the municipal
council are given this power of competing
with any privately-owned quarry, they
can arrange the price of stone in such a
way that no privately-owned quarry can
compete successfully against them.

MR. DIAMOND: Would that not be a
good thing for the community ?

Mit. PIGOTT: It might be a good
thing for the community, but it would
not be a good thing in the eyes of the
public of Western Australia. Whatever
we do in this House, we should always
see that fair play is dealt out to all
people alike, and we shou~ld not give
rights to any public body that will
militate against the rights of private
individuals. If the member for South
Fremiantle had a quarry of his own, I am
sure what his answer to the Bill would
be, especially if that quarry were situated
near the municipal council's quarry. If
this matter has not been thought out by
members, it will be welt to adjourn the
debate; but if members have considered
the question, then the Bill can be dealt
with on its merits-not in the way the
member for Perth suggests, but the Bill
should be thrown o'ut. I think there
can be no doubt that if it is necessary
that the first two clauses of the Bill
should pass to enable the Perth Council
to work the quarry for their own purpose,
I know of no objection tg 'that portion ;
but as to the latter part of Clause 8,
which gives power to the Perth Council
to work their quarry in competition with
all privately-owined. quarries, that will
not meet with m~y approval. I hope the
Attorney General will give his opinion
on the matter.

THE P REMIIER (Hon. Walter James):
The position is a simple one. UJnder the
Municipal Institutions Act, mnuoicipali-
.ties have power to borrow money for the
purpose of quarries. This quarry has
been carried on legitimately. Two
questions have cropped up, Objections
have been raised to the present methods
of the Perth Council. One objection is
that they could not carry on the work at
all; that although they have power
under the Act to purchase and establish
a quarry, they have no power to carry it
on. with municipal funds. The second
objection is that even though they have

power to carry on a quarry, the Council
have no power to (rush stone except for
their own specific purposes. It may be
a question as to whether on the second

*point there is not good ground for con-
tending that the Perth Council when
crushing the stone must do it for their
own purposes only, and not sell to other
persons or bodies. The Municipal Coun-
cil of Perth want to get a Bill passed for
making the law clear on these two
points. So far as the law can be made
clear on the first point, the House will
no doubt agree to the Bill in order that
the Perth Council and other municipal
corporations shall have p~ower to estab-
lish and maintain quarries and stone-
crushing works for their own purposes if
they so desire. T1he second point arises
whethe they shall have the power which
they seek in the Bill, to sell the product

frmthe quarry to other persons or
bodies. If you concede that it is only a
fair thing to give the power in the first
instance, it necessarily follows that you
mustgive the power in the secondinstance;
because you actually make the first power
useless if you insist that a municipal
council shall for their own purposes
carry on a factory sufficiently large to
supply their own wants withiout a fair
margin; and if you say that although
the council have a plant sufficiently cap-
able of turning out a larger quantity than
they can use, they must not turn out
that larger quantity but only a quantity
sufficient to meet their own requirements,
and must either get a small and expe n-
aive plant, or if they have a large plant
they must use it only for a certain
limited time to supply thieir own require-
ments. Members know that to work a
business of this kind economically, there
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must be a large output. The City
Council have found that if they are
allowed to sell to other persons or bodies.
they can produce from their quarry in
excess of what they require for their own
use, and are thus able to reduce the cost
of productiou; but if they are compelled
to produce for themselves only, the coat
of production will be increased. There-
fore I submit that there can be no
reasonable objection to giving to a muni-
cipal council the power they ask for in
the Bill; and if this House does niot give
it to them,' the House will so limit tbe
area, of the council's work that it will be
too expensive to carry on.

MR. PIGOTT:. If you do give the power,
what will be the effect on private enter-
prise iP

TH1E PREMIER: Either they will sell
at the same price as the privately-owned
quarries, or they will sell at a lower
price. If they sell at the same price, the
private owner of & quarry cannot com-
plain; and if they sell at at lower price,
the consumer cannot complain. We are
not here to protect the private owner.
When the Cit 'y Council find they can
produce stone at a, lower cost, it may be
said they are using municipal funds to
produce an article at a price that
enables them to undercut the private
quarries. If the hon. member (Mr.
Pigottt) is so solicitous for the preserva-
tion of municipal funds, would he com-
pel the City Council to go to the private
quarry to obtain stone, or comrpel them
to work a small plant and so increase the
cost of their output as compared with that
what it would be nder other conditions?
[AMl. PIGOTT;: No.] As the boa. mem-
ber disagrees with me on that point. I
imagine he would disagree if I said the
Municipal Council ought to be allowed
this power. Councils and roads boards,
being the constructors of public roads,
are the purchasers of nearly all the stone
that is quarried and crushed for road
purposes; and being the main consumers
because they are the road-makers, why
should they not be allowed the privilege
of managing a quarry of their own? If
not, what is the objection to allowing two
or three municipalities to combine for the
quarrying and crushing of stone, and
selling the product among themselves?
That is the position. The Perth Council
want to seUl stone to surrounding nuni-

*cipalities and roads boards. They are
Pelling to them now, and these local
authorities are getting the benefit of a
quarry that is cardied on by the Perth
Mlunicipal Council. Subelause 3 will
allow them to sell to other purchasers;
but the hon. member agrees that the
purchasers of stone are mainly the local
bodies.

MR, PIGOTT: No.
Mit. TA&YLORC: They are the principal

customers.
Tni PREMIER: If you eliminate the

local bodies who are the road-construc-
ting authorites, the outside demand for
broken metal will be very small, the
great bull; being required for the road.
constructing authorities. So far the
City Council have limited their supply to
their own requirements, and to those of
the surrrounding municipalities and roads

*boards. They oughkt to have power to
sell to such bodies; and if this Bill will
give them the additional power to sell to
other persons and bodies, I do not see
why they should not have the power. If
we recognise that it. is a, wise expenditure
for a municipal body to go in for quarry-
ing and crushing stone for their own
purposes, why should we not allow them
to carry on that work without unduly
increasing the cost of the work they are
carrying on?

Mim. A. J. DIAMOND (South Fre-
mantle): -1 do not think much can be

gained by continuing this discussion,
*bCause I believe the majority of tneni-
hers are agreed on the advisability of
passing the Bill. If the member for the
Murray and the leader of the Opposition
consider that the municipality, of ]3irm-
ingbian has no 'right to) sell gas to private
consumers in opposition to gas which
might be supplied by private com-
panies-

MR. PIGOTTrr. That has nothing to do
with it.

M1R. ]DIAMOND: If the hon. mem-
ber says that has nothing to do with it,
he cannot see the logical application of
what I am saying as to the Birmingham
municipality selling gas in competition
with private companies. The same
applies to the municipal conil of Glas-
gow, which runs a tramway and sells
tramway rides to the people cheaper thian
perhaps a private company or iudividual
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could do it. The question is not the
benefit of people who are interested in
providing a certain article, but the
question is, which is the best system for
the community? If the municipality of
Ferth can sell roaod metal to the subur-
ban municipalities and roads boards
cheaper than private enterprise can do it,
I cannot see what the objection can be to
the council doing so. I cannot see why
private enterprise should for a woment
stasnd in the way of the public good. If
the municipality of Perth can Sell road
metal cheaper to the surrounding public
bodies than private enterprihe can do it,
that must certinly be for the public good.
For the very ame reason the mu nici-
pality of Birmingham, by producing gas
at an enormously decreased price, and
selling it to the surrounding surburhan
municipalities at leas than the cost for
which those were producing it either by
private or by their own enterprise, was
doing a great public good. It is the same
thing in Glasgow. In gas, water, electric
tramns and all other public services the
municipality stepped in and served the
surrounding munnicipalities and the public
cheaper than private enterprise had
done.. If we listen to the arguments of
the leader of the Opposition and the
member for the Murray (Mr. Atkins),
we must say we will not allow anybody
to step in and serve the public better
than private enterprise. if those bon.
gentlemen will reconsider the matter they
will see that their objections atre all
against public interests. I feel perfetily
confident that the majority of this 'House
will support the second reading of the
Bill,

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

IN COMMITTEE.

MR. HARPER in the Chair; MR FixR-
Kiss in charge of the Bill.

Clauses I to end-agreed to.
MR. MORAN: The whole Bill bad been

passed.
THtE PREMIR: The Preamble had not

been passed.
MR. MOANe: Could Clause 2 be recon-

sidered on recommnittal ?
TEEi PREMIER.: Yes.
On motion by the PREMIER, progress

reported and leave given to sit again.

MOTION -- PORT HEDLANIJ TO PIL-
BARRA RAIL WAY, TO CONSIDER
OFFERS.

AMENDMENT, TO CONSTRUCT.

Debate resumed from 2nd September.
TE -MINISTER FOR WORKS (Hon.

C. H. Eason) : When the member for
Pilbarra (Mr. Tsdell) rose just before I
moved the adjournment of the debate, I
believe it was his intention to signify his
willingness to accept the amendment of
the member for Cues (Mr. Illingworth).
Therefore I hurriedly moved the adjourn-
ment of the debate because I th ou ght that
would not have been a tactful move on
the part of the hon. member, for reasons
I will explain later. The project of con-
necting the Pilbarra, Goldfield with a sea-
port is no new question, having several
times been brought prominently before
the attention of the Government by
various members and by various
pub lic bodies. So far back as August,
1895, a report was presented to both
Houses of Parliament upon a pro-
posed railway to connect the Pilbarra
Goldfield with the seaboard. That report,
which I have in my hands, dealt with a
proposed line from Marble Bar to Port
Hedland and with a proposed line from
Cossack to Marble Bar. The estimated
cost of the line fromn Port Hedland to
Marble Bar, a distance of about 115
miles, with j arrah sleepers, was £318,033,
and with steel sleepers £368,821. The
estimated cost of the line from Cossack
to Marble Bar, a distance of about 207
miles, with jarrah sleepers was £599,027,
and with steel sleepers £724,246. I men-
tion this question of steel sleepers versus
jarrah Sleepers, because in the report I
notice that great attention is drawn to
the great number of white ante existing
throughout the whole of both routes, and
to their extraordinarily savage nature. I
think we may fairly conclud e that j arrah
sleepers would be of little or no use for
that line, and that it will be very advisable,
if it is not a necessity, to use steel sleepers
in the cons truction of the proposed line.
In the report it is stated that on both
routes there is an absence of timber of any
practical use for railway purposes. That
bears out what has been said by the
meminber for Pi lbarra, and indeed by e very
member who has spoken on this question,
as to the entire absence of timber for
mning purposes. The report of the
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surveyor who went over the line amply
bears out the testimony given in that re-
gard by the members who spoke on the
subject. The absence of timber is so bad
that the report says in all seriousness if
a permanent survey were decided upon
sufficient timber might be found to make
the pegs. The information is afforded
that on both routes the line is well
watered, and that there would be very
little difficulty in obtaining an ample
water supply on either line. Although
this report only deals with the question
of a line from Port Hedland to Marble
Bar, it is now evident that the terminat-
ing point would of necessity have to be
Nullagine, about 50 miles farther than
Mlarble Bar, so that the total distance
would be a distanace of about 165 miles.
Taking that lesser distance, the route from
Port Hedland to Nullagine as against the
Cossack to Nullagine route, I do not think
the liue could be constructed and equipped
for a less sum than from £500,000 to
£2600,000, and it would only be possible
to keep within that limit by building the
line and equipping it in the most
economical way. With the knowledge
before us that the line offers no very
great engineering difficulties, that an
ample water supply could very easily be
pronided, and that the cost would be
somewhere about the sumn I have named,
the question for the House to decide is as
to whether the line should be built, and
secondly, if it should be built, whether it
ought to be built by the State or by
private enterprise. [MR. ILLINGWORTE:
My amendment will decide that point.]
I submit the amendment of the member
for Cue goes farther. If ado pted it will
absolutely tie the hands of the Govern-
ment to construct a line of railway to the
Nullagine-Pilbarra Goldfield, not even
allowing them to consider offers from
persons willing to construct it by private
enterprise, hut compelling them to con-
struct it themselves. I anm sorry that
the hon. member gave that interjection at
this stage, because Tthoughthe would have
left a remark like that severely alone, but
in any case he should not have made
such an intt.rjection. I will quote the
hon. member. [MR. ILLINGWtJRTfl: YOU
need not read it; I know all about it.]
But some hon. members have not that
advantage; they do not 'know what the
hon. member's opinion was in 1900. His

opinion was one with which I entirely
agree to-day. I would like to refer to it
briefly. The lion, member said -

It is not a question of the railway to Dun-
dam, it is not s question of the railway to
Fitharra, or of a railway to half a dozen other
places; it isi not a, question as to whether
these lines will pay or ought to be constructed;
but how we shall provide the means for con-
struction is the question we shall have to face.
That this country will have to be developed is
certain; that it can be continuously developed
on borrowed money is a question open for
consideration; and if we are to make a trial in
regard to private enterprise in the construc-
tion of railway lines, we have here a suitable
opportunity-of putting the matter to the test.
Here is a district which is Proved to be
excellent, which has big prospects before it,
and if this Parliament is put face to face with
the question of going to the London money
market to-worrow to borrow 'money for this
railway, I think we shall have to say "1no."

MR, ILLINGwoRTM1; We had four
millions to raise then. It is different
nOW.

THre MINISTER FOR WORKS:
The hon. member continued:

Should the Pilbarra district rema4in without
a railway for years, perhaps 20 years, because
this Parliament cannot see its way to go to
the London market for money.

I think the circumstances are on all-fours
there at any rate. However, the hon.
gentleman was then of the opinion
that if it was desirable to build a
railway by private enterprise, this rail-
way was one above all others that lent
itself to that system.

MR. ILLINGwoRTH: I Say so Still.
THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: I

am glad to hear that, becausie it is what I
intend to say to the House to-night.
My colleague (Mr. Kingemill), when he
was member for Pilbarra, moved a motion
in this House in 1900 in exactly the
same words as the motion now moved by
the present member for Pilbarra; and
from that day to this we have had
frequent expressions of opinion from
members 'of this Rouse, also fromn the
Northern Settlers' Association and many
other public bodies, all ur-ging, the
desirability of the construction of this
line. I remember having frequently
beard the member for Coolgardie (Mr.
Morgans) urge in this House the desir-
ability o , this line, and point out in a
very eloquent and forcible manner the
immense resources of the Pilbarra, Gold-
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field, resources whitch only needed tis
railway line for their development. I
do not wish for a moment to doubt the
testimony which has been given here and
outside the House with regard to the
many resources of this district, but I
submit that it is the duty of any Govern-
muent to be guided in a large venture such
as this, or such as this would be, by the
advice of its responsible advisers. The
present Government have at all events
made a step in this direction, and it is
the first practical step which has been
taken in all these years. The Govern-
wuent have instructed the Government
Geologist to submit an exhaustive report
upon what are the mining possibilities of
this district; and if that report is favour-
able, and in mny opinion there is very
little doubt upon that point-

MR. PIGOTT: You have no doubt, you
say?

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS:
Personally I1 have no doubt.

M. PIGOTT. You think it will be
favourable ?

Tun MINISTER FOR WORKS:
That is my opinion. Surely the experts
we have heard cannot be altogether
wrong. Surely they have nut unduly
exaggerated the possibilities put before us.
I cannot imagine that could be the case.
Therefore I say that personally 1 expect
the Government Geologist's report can
hardly be anything but favourable.

MRt. MORAN: Besides 'we have had
returns.

TnE MINISTER FOR WORKS:
'Undoubtedly; and if that be so we
shall1 have reached another stage at all
events in the history of the move-
ment for the building of this line, and
we shall have something not only
practical, but something beyond all
power of contradict ion before us. As to
the line being constructed by private
enterprise or by the State, no one is more
opposed to a dual system of railway
mnanagement-partly State-owned rail
ways and partly privately-owned. railways
-than I am; but in regard to this par-
ticular district we must reonse the
force of the argument of thememtber for
Cue (Mr. Illiugworth) that this line
would be an entirely separate railway.
In the most favourable circumstances it
would be many years, if that railway were
existing to-day, before ire could hops for

it to he connected with the existing rail-
ways. If that be so, and undoubtedly
it is so, surely there is an opportunity to
allow private enterprise to step in. L am
of opinion that it would be quite possible
to have a, railway built by private enter-
prise with the State duly safeguarded.
The mistake in the past- I say it w ith all
res pect-seems9 to have been made through
too great a. haste to swallow the first
offer that came along. There was no
doubt a good deal of excuse, a good deal
of justification, but in regard to this
particular project I submit that it
would be quite possible to obtain such
terms from people who would, I think,
be found willing to construct this
line, as would be beneficial to the State.
It would be quite possible to thoroughly
safeguard the interests of the State. We
must realise that it would be impossible
for this State to undertake all the dif-
ferent lines of railway that are no doubt
desirable, and construct thenm out of
revenue or out of funds that could be
raised by loan, if the money market con-
tinued in its present state. Whilst that
is true on the one hand, I believe it
would be quite possible, by a judicious
system of encouraging private enterprise
and at the same time safeguarding the
interests of the State, to certainly have
this railway built, and perhaps others.
I say this railway certainly, because it
does undoubtedly lend itself very easily
to private construction ; but I would like
to point out that although the £600,000
I have named may be sufficient to build
and equip this line in the first instance,
yet over and above that there would
have to be an entirely sepiarate staff of
official4A, an entirely separate manage-
ment. There will certainly have to be
repairing shops, and probably shops on
a more extensive scale even than those.
Mtembers will readily understand that it
will be impossible to send rolling-stock
from Pilbarra down to Fremantle or
Midland Junction for repairs. Repairs

would have to be done there, so there
would have to be necessarily an extensive
staff and shops to be maintained there.
The Government have no opposition to
offer to the motion moved by the member

Ifor Pilbarra, if the House will accept it
on the understanding that the Govern-
ment are to invite offers somewhat on
the lines I am about to suggest; that is
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to say from people who would coustruct
the line after it had beeu properly sur-
veyed by the Government and after an
estimate of the cost had been furnished
by the Government; people who would
build that line with tbat estimated cost
as the maximum cost of construction and
would give to the Government the right
to resume at any time, let us say after
the expiration of 15 years, at the actual
cost price, plus 10 per cent. upon a
guaranteed return of interest of, say, 34,
per cent. per annum, any profit made
over 312 per cent. to be divided with the
Government. Any such return derived
by the persons who built that. line could
be set aside in the first place as against
the guarantee, and in the second place to

provide a, sinking-fund which ultimately
might be sufficient to purchase the line.
I put forward these suggestions because
they are much on the same lines as the
practice which has prevailed in India
and has been found to work with very
great advantage there. Some lines built
in India upon these terms have paid 7 per
cent, and 8 per cent, per annum, and
therefore they have paid the people who
have constructed the lines, and also paid.
the Government very handsomely. The
Government of India have been deriving,
in some instances, £2,000 or £3,000 per
annum. in the shape of interest, and have
had a profit earned over and above the
interest, and have bad their railway in
the meantime practically for nothing.

MR. HEASTIE: Would you guarantee a
dividend by the GovernmentP

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS:
Guarantee interest on the cost of con.
struction to the extent of 842 per cent.,
and divide all earned over and above
that sum.

MR. HASTIE: Would you guarantee
that ?

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: Yes.
I suggest that the Government should
proceed on those lines, that is the Indian
principle, if this motion be adopted by
the House.

MR. ILLINOWOETH: The railway should
come to the Government at last.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS:
Certainly it would come to the Govern-
ment at last, if the anticipations of
members who have spoken on this sub-
ject before are in any way approached-
I will not say realised, but if they are

even approached. I have referred to the
manner in which the member for Cool-
gardie has frequently spoken on this
subject, and the way in which he has
depicted to the House and the country
the immense possibilities of the Pilbarra
district, which, in his opinion and in the
opinion of many others, only need a rail-
way to develop them. I have said already
I have no reason to doubt the hon.

1 member's opinion, and if his anticipa-
tions are realised, then by constructing
a railway on the lines I have suggested,
guaranteeing 34, per cent, interest on
cost and dividing any profit realised
over and above that, undoubtedly a
sufficient sum of money would come to
the Government in a few years' time to
enable them to purchase the Line them-

Iselves; so that not only would Pilbarra
get its railway, not only would the
resources of that most promising district
be amply demonstrated, but the Govern-
ment, in the cou rse of years. would have a
line which would pratically cost them
nothing. [Interjection by Mr. ILUINO-
WOnRH.] The hon. member agrees with
me in this respect.

MR. ILLINGWORTR: That is in my
speech.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: Un-
doubtedly, I want to give the hon.
member the fullest credit for what he
said, and I want to understand to the
fullest extent what he desires. I submit
it would be foolish indeed to tie the
hands of the Government to the extent
proposed. Rather give them the fullest
possible limit. Let it be, if you please,
stilt open to them to construct the line
themselves, if they can ; but in the
interests of the Pilbarra district certainly
let it be open to them to receive private
offers of construction, private offers
which I agan repeat can be considered
and entertained without in any way
jeopardising the interests of the State- or
of the commnnuity.

MR. MORAN: That would have to be
confirmed by Parliament.
ITHE: MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
terms undoubtedly must come before
Parliament, for Parliament to consider
offers from persons willing to construct
the line. The motion says "and con-
sider offers from persons willing to
construct by private enterprise a line of
railway f romn Fort Hedland to Nullagine-
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Pilbarra Goldfield, upon terms and
conditions to be laid before and ap-
p~roved of by the Parliament of this
State." That is the motion, the motion
to which I am offering no objection. It
is rather cought, to suggest whbat should
be the line of action by the Government,
if that motion be accepted by the House.
If the House is prepared to adopt those
suggestions, I have no doubt the Gov-
ernment will not only be willing to
receive offers, but will move in the direc-
tion of obtaining offers from people
likely to construct the line on the terms
suggested. I do hope the amendment
will not be accepted, for whilst the Gov-
ermnent could offer no objection to the
original motion, they could not *favour-
ably entertain that motion altered as the
ajutudment seems to alter it. I hope
that in view of what has fallen from the
lips of members and from myself since
the member for Oneintroduced the amend-
ment, that lion, member will see fit to
withdraw the amendment. I hope the
original motion will meet with favour
from this Rouse; and if that be so, I can
assure the House and the member for
Pilbarra especially that the Government
wiil do everything possible in the direc-
tion I have indicated. I hope the result
will be that we shall have a railway to
that very promising goldfield. and that.
the anticipations of its warmest friends
will be amply realised.

MR. C. J. MORAN (West Perth):
The member for Cue, who moved the
amendment and cannot speak again in
this debate, has pointed out to me
another portion of the speech from which
the Minister quoted, that puts the hon.
member's position more clearly: and I
gladly accede to his request that I should
read this extract to the House. The
member for Cue did favour the construc-
tion of this line by private enterprise,
and in the course of his speech he
said:

I think the true condition for a railway of
this kind is, not how much money it will take
to construct the railway : it is to provide the
plans and say to the tendorors, "Give us a
tender for the number of years of carriage you
want." The muan who will build the railway
for the least number of years' carriage should
get the right to construct the railway. I am
certain that, as this country opens, there are
many people interested in a district first of all,
and there are other people who will be willing

to construct railways to these outside centres,
and they will be glad so to construct them
upon a basis of carriage alone. Al lthe Govern-
ment would have to do would be to watch over
the railway to see that it was properly con-
structed, kept in reai, and handed over in
sound condition, and that the raites fixed in
the contract were not excessive. There would
be no cost to the State, and we should find
ourselves in a certain number of years. say 21
years, in the possession of a property the value
of which would have increased in the mean-
time.
These were the conditions advocated by
the hon. member. The question as it
appears to me is that this is not a new
district which we want the Government
Geologist to examine for the purpose of
finding out whether it is auriferous-that
it is auriferous is beyond a shadow of
doubt. We have the best data to go
upon in the output of the batteries, sad
the average yield from the stone is shown
to be good. All will be unanimous on
the point that mines have been abandoned,
as in North Queensland, not because of
cutting out all the gold, but because
firstly the mines get down to the water-
level and the workers cannot cope with
the water without pumping machinery.
There is also the added difficulty in
Pilbarra, not found in any other part of
Western Australia in suchi a large degree,
that the absence of timber for all purposes
of mining makes the working of mines
More difficult than elsewhere. That has
been the meason that mines have been
abandoned at the water-level and at
shallow depths; because it is an absolute
certainty that the latest returns from the
batteries were as good as at the first,
and this circumstance shows that the
gold is there. It will be satisfactory and
gratifying to have the opinion of the
Gove-nment Geologist, as it will be con-
firmatory evidence of what has been
proved. to be true practically; but to me
it would not be necessary to have the

I report of the Government Geologist on
the Pilbarra, Goldield, which is the best
poor man's field in Western Australia.
It has this hope and prospect, that in
building a railway throughk it by any
means, you are building a line into a
large bunch of mining centres; you are

builin from a splendid natural port
touag what is comparatively a desert,

for as far as sand is concerned there are
about 50 miles to he got over, and the
sand is absolutely deadening unless you
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have some motive power to bridge that
desert. We know also you axe not only
opening up a gold-mining country, but
going into a country which has large
pastoral resources and from which a
great deal of produce will be obtained.
What does appeal to me is the fact
that the Government will not undertake
to build this railway to-day, that it
is against their policy to attempt to
borrow money sufficient to go on with
this work at the present time. The
Government who hold this opinion are
in power, and for all we know they will
remain in power; therefore, we must put
away from our minds the hope of seeing
this railway started by the Government
immediately. I do not express an
opinion as to whether the State should
at once go on the London market to
raise money for building this railway;
but I do indorse the remark of the
Minister for Works as to the bogy of
private enterprise in regard to the build-
ing of railways. In my opinion it is
equally democratic and equally accept-
able to a Labour member as to any other
member, that if you allow a man or a
company to build a railway, and you fix
the terms and fix the price on which that
railway may be purchased by the State, I
say that is equally -as democratic as if
you build it with funds borrowed by the
State. Our powerful mining friends
who are interested in the Pilbarra Gold-
field say they are willing to submit offers
to the Government for building a rail-
way, and they are nothing daunted by
the present condition of the money
market. They say that with their
influence at home and the large amount
they have invested in the mines of the
Pilbarra district, and with their &ccs-
sibilitv to the money market, they axe
able tb raise money when for the moment
the State's credit is none too good. Very
probably they are saying what is true.
There may be private corporations willing
to submit an offer to the Government,
corporations which are able to borrow
money cheaper than the Government can
do it at the present time. The Munici-
pal Council of Perth has borrowed money
in this State cheaper than the Colonial
Treasurer was able to float his local loan.
All is not said when you say simply that
the State should have greater credit than
a private corporation has for the purpose

of borrowing money; because we know
that State stocks are not fashionable
at all times, and they are not fashionable
now. There may be a special "set"
made against State borrowing. There
may be private corporations which have
pnivate sources from which they can get
the money, which sources are, not avail-
able to the Government at the present
time. I see not the slightest danger in
giving the Government full power to
make and to receive offers in this connec-
tion. They are the executive of this
Parliament, and they will have to submit
to Parliament any offers they may obtain
for building this railway. I am Curious
also to know how much sincerity is
behind any of those offers which have
been made to build the railway by private
enterprise, and I am anxious that those
who ay they are willing to do it should
get the chance straight away. There are
persons largely interested in the con-
struct-ion of the railway; and if we, as a
State, are not prepared to build the line,
let them build it. I say to the Govern-
ment, here is power to receive as many
offers as you can obtain, and I for one
am prepared, if the Minister for Works
should come down to the next Parlia-
ment and I have the honour of a seat in
it, to consider favourably whatever offer
may come from any company or persons
to build that railway on lines suggested
by the Minister, wherein the State is
fully protected, and I pledge myself
entirely on this motion to support him in
every particular. I think the State
should have its North-West areas opened
up, and this great goldfleld should have
railway communication. It is question-
able whether there is any railway project
in Western Australia that ought to be
built before the Pilbarra Railway. The
proposed railway from Collie to connect
with the Eastern Goldfields line is an alter-
native route for Collie has a railway and
the goldfields have at railway; so they
are joined by a railway, if not joined
directly. Collie can send -coal to the
goldafields, and the cost of carr 'viog it
might be cheapened. [11r. EWING: I
wish vou could do it.] If the bon.
member would support the party on this
side, it might be done. The hon. member
should recollect the debate we had on
the raising of railway rates, when this
side took the view that the Government
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had no right to raise them, and the
other side took the view that they
were right in raising them. Here yqu
have a goldfield of great possibilities
absolutely barred for want of a railway.
You have a long voyage by sea, first to
take up the timber you require there,
and when you get to the port you are
absolutely shut away from that goldfield
by a stretch of 120 miles. There is no
such railway in this country as the Pul-
barras line. Those who have talked of
centralisation are not the party who have
been centralising in public works. We
on this side follow the policy of Sir John -
Forrest in regard to public works; that
where a, public work looks desirable and
feasible, go boldly forward and build it.
This work is feasible and desirable; there-
fore we should build it. We have heard
sufficient to enable us to make up our
muinds in regard to it. The goldfield is
there, the resources are there, the harbour
is there, a magnificent harbour; and
though the population is small, yet what
was the population of Tilgarn when Sir
John Forrest extended the railway to
that first centre of what afterwards be-
came the Easterni GoldfieldsP The popu-
lation was then very small; and had he
not built the railway at that time, the
Eastern G-oldfields would not have attained
the magnificent position they have to-day.
If the money market were favourable,
this State could, with justice, undertake
to-morrow the building of this Pilbarra
Railway; but the money market is not
favourable. There may be those who
can get money cheaper to build it, and if
so let them build it by aUl means; build
it under our conditions, with a clause in
the contract that we may purchase when
we like at a certain price, giving the
owners a fair rate of increase on the
actual cost. I would not object to giving
them ten per cent, on the cost of the
line; and if it is judiciously and econo-
mically constructed under Government
supervision, it is not going to hurt
Western Australia. I ask the member
for Cue not to press his amendment,
which tneans nothing. I doubt whether
it is not against the Standing Ord'ers,
whether you can give a mandate to the
Government to build a railway. I think
the Speaker has ruled sucb a motion out
of order before. We now say we are
desirous of giving those people who have

so often expressed their willingness to
make an offer, the opportunity of making
it to the Government; and we give
authority to the Government to receive
and consider any such offer. I hope
that by this time 12 months hence the,
new Parliament will have set its seal on
t'he building of this railway, either by
privateenterprise or by Government under-
taking it. I hope also that centralisa-
tion will have received its first setback
by the opening up of another railway
systemn on the coast of this State, which
will prove, as I hope it will prove, a great
outlet, even as the Eastern Goldields
Railway has proved itself here. I heartily
support the motion.

MR. RL. HASTIE (Kanowna) : I do
not think there wifl be two opinions
amongst members of this House as to the
desirability of the people on the Pilbarra
Goldfield having railway communication.
Every one of us recognise that it will
not only be good for the State that *ril-
way communication should be established
there, but also that unless something is
done we cannot expect very much farther
development on that goldfield. We have
aill farther recognised that Filbarra is a
really good goldfield, probably as good
any other we have in this State. There-
fore I regret very much that such
exaggerated language has been used by
several members in speaking of this field.
I refer first to the language of the member

1 for Pilbarra (Mr. Isdell), also to the
'language of the member for Coolgardie
(Mr. Morgans), and also to the language
of the member for West Perth (Mr.
Moran) who has just spoken. They also
speak of the field as being very much
different fromn any other, and they all tell
us practically that it is different from
any other goldfield in the world because
you can almost depend upon getting a
return from every ton of quartz crushed.
The member for Pilbarra rather startled
the House by telling us that over $00,000
ounces of alluvial gold had been found
there from the earliest days of the field;
and the member for Coolgardie, who did
not quite believe this, still showed that
he was speaking in the language of the
proposer of the motion. No such amount
of gold was got from that field. If we
divided the hon. member's estimate by
three we could probably arrive at the

I amount of gold got there, and even then
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it would put Pilbarra in the forefront of
goldfields in this and every State. I
think it is unnecessary toe exaggerate the
prospects of this field. to insure that the
House will give it careful attention.
The speech of the member for Coolgardie
was one I enjoyed very much. It was
one of the best I have heard delivered
in the House, and I do not doubt the
sincerity with wbieh it delineated the
prospects of the field; but I would have
enjoyed that speech better if he had told
us how much he was personally inter-
ested in the matter. If we are interested
in part of the country, or if we are finan-
cially interested especially, we are always
conscious that we are not speaking with
the same critical judic;ial language we
*ould use as ordinary visitors. It is
claimedl that this field is a very good one,
and that it requires railway comnmunica-
tion principally because the people want
timber so very much. I believe many
dozens of mines have stopped -working
on account of the scarcity of timber in
that goldfield; hut it would be a mistake
to suppose that, if this railway were not
constructed, Pilbarra. would Idie. There
are many spots in the district where
waining would go oni, and even in spite of
railway communication not being rated
Thlbarra will not cease to exist. The
need for railway communication we admit
is great, and now the question before the
House is that we should consider the
best mode by which railway communion-
tion can be granted to the district. Two
modes have been suggested. The filst. is
the suggestion of the mover of the motion,
that tenders should be invited from
people willing to build the line. The
second suggestion is that the Govern-
inent should undertake the construction
of the line. The latter would be good, as
everyone in this State will readily admit.
The only difficulty in the matter is that
pointed out by the Minister for Railways,
and by the member for West Perth and
others, that we have no money to do it,
and. that if it tests with the State it may
be some time before a railway can be
built by the Government . [Mr. Mor&AN:
Some years.] It may be sowe years, but
it may not b(4 so many years as the hon.
member anticipates. The other method
proposed is that we should depart from
the system which has hitberto obtained
in this State for the last seven years, of

building a railway and keeping it the
direct property of the Government, and
that we should invite people to build the
line. So far as 1 heard the speech
of the Minister for Railways, be laid
down the conditions under which the
Government would be willing to consider
offers of that kind. He said that if a
company would come here willing to
build the railway line and to run it for a.
period of about 15 years, the. Govern-
ment might guarantee the interest and
cost of the construction of the line to tbe
extent of 31 per cent. r really wonder if
members of the House have thought an
offer of that kind is very likiely to be
made just now. I doubt it, and for many
reasons. I shall speak of them as they
occur to mne. The Minister for Railways
mentioned that there were some cases in
India where conditions of that kind were
entered into by the Government of India,
and therefore he proposes that the same
thing might be done here; but I wish
this House to remenmber the dissimilarity
of conditions in India. to those existing
in this.- State. Where railways have
been built in India they are built through
country containing an immense popula.-
tion, and in which a very large trade is
being done between two large centres, so
that all the railways constructed there
have been kept hard at work from the
time of their construction. The conse-
quence is that it has been possible in
India, even thouigh these companies have
been hugely over-capitalised, and even
though hundreds of thouiands of pounds
have been uselessly spent, to manage the
railways fairly w~ell on account of the
immensity of the trade. However, I
have not heard of one responsible
authority, or writer on the railway
system of India, who has ever yet said
that the railways were run there at any-
thing like a cheap rate, or that they were
run even as well as the different lines
in A ustaalasia. There are many instances,
if we take the proportion of working
expenses to the proportion of income, in
which the proportion is small; but a
company looks at the amnount of profit in
proportion to its capital, which makes a
veroy great difference. In this particular
case it is suggested that £600,000 may
lay a railway from Port Hedland to
Pilbarra. More money would be required
thafi that £600,000. In all probability
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it would take a million altogether; but
supposing a company is floated for the
purpose it will never dream of starting
in earnest unless it has first a capital of
one and a-half to two millions. There is
a suggested guarantee here. If that line
is economically laid, probahly the total
amount of money expended legitimately
in laying it will be £700,000 or X800,000,
including the rolling stock and all the
buildings. The Government of this State
will refuse to pay 3- per cent. on any-
thing more than that £2700,000 or
£C800,000; but the people who invest will
look for a return on the amount of money
paid by those who put in capital up to
two millions.

'THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: I pro-
pose to fix the cost.

Ma. HASTIE: I understand that, but
it is not proposed to pay 84f per cei.t.
interest on the capital of the company.
nor to pay interest on any of the deben-
tures they may raise. The company may
have a nominal capital of a quarter of a
million, and may b orrow a million or
one and a-half millions on debentures.
If so, all1 the money that is earned will
be taken up in the payment of deben-
tures and office expenses. It has been
pointed out that there are not over 1,600
people on this goldfield at present, and
we cannot expect after the construction
of a line that within the next seven or
eight years the population will be any
more than, at the utmost, 10,000 people.
Even if we have 10,000 people there the
amount of traffic will be limited, and there
is -very little hope that with the utmost
economnical management the line can pay
anything over 34' per cent.

MR. MORAN: A traffic of 10,000 in
one case may be as much as a traffic of
50,000 in other cases.

MR. HASTIE: That might be the
case, but the probable traffic will con-
sist of timber and perhaps a little
eoal; but the more coal that goes,
the less timber will go. There will be a
certain proportion of the necessaries of
life that go to almost every centre of
plaftion. That being so, 1 say I1 am
perfectly justified in assuming that the
amount of traffic will be exceedingly
limited, and that there will be very' little
hope that in the first seven to ten years
anything like ST percent. will be realised.
I amn perhaps a little pessimistic on the

subject, but supposing a company were
able to earn 424 per cent., the company
would only get 4 per cent., because half
of everything above 842 per cent. became
the property of the Government. How-
ever, at this time of the day we need not
assume that, if people put in tenders,
they are likely to build the railway. It
is very rarely that a company getting the
opportunity of building a railway, ever
build it. What they do in the first
place is to secure the concession, and
then they go about the money markets
of the world endeavouring to sell it.
If they do that, as I assume they will in
this case, then a great amount of time
will be occupied. Within the last few
years Queensland and Tasmania have
each given concessions to different people
to build railways. In every case we bad
a very strong peremptory clause in the
concession, stating that the railway must
be built within a certain time or else the
deposit would be forfeited; but in nto
case have they ever built the railway
within that time, and in no case has the
deposit ever yet been forfeited. Members
believe It possible to write out a specifica-
tion of a railway and lay down Strict
provisions to enforce those conditions.
Those remarks have been made during
the last 80 or 40 years in Australia,
dozens of times, but in not a single
instance have the conditions been carried
out. They have not been carried out in
Western Australia in the case of the
Midland line. We are in a much better
financial state than any of the other
States of Australia, but we are not ready
to carry out the construction of this line.

ME. MORAN: That remark about our
financial condition is not correct.

ME. HASTIE: We are in a better
financial condition than any other State
of Australia has been in during the last
20 years.

MR. MORAN: Not at all.
MR. HASTIE: The hon. member is a

great financial authority, but on this
occasion I beg to differ fromn him. But
my point is that until it is shown that
the conditions with reference to railways
can be carried out, why should we depend
upon any conditions we might ake?
By the time trouble comes the mem-
ber for West Perth may be Premier of
this State, and he may follow the example
of the Premier of New Zealand and
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declare that whatever conditions are made
they shall be adhered to. It is objected
that the amendment brought forward by
the member for Cue does not mean much,
and that it is only holding out what is
likely to be a false hope to the people of
Pilbarra; hut to my mind the other case
gives smaller hope still, and a motion of
this kind is really fooling with the ques-
tion. There have been many opportuni-
ties dluring the last few years for anyone
really wishing to build this line to make
ny offer to the Government; hut in not
a Single case has an offer of that kind
been brought in, and during all that time
we have been assured by members in this
House and by many people outside, over
and over again that they we'e willing
and anxious to build this line.

MR. MORAN: This will start it.
ME. HASTIE: It will not. People

have made excuses before for not making
an offer, and they will make excuses
again. There are many people who have
money who are interested in the country,
but those people are not going to build
this line on that account. This line will
be treated as a Separate affair. It will
be treated on the ground of whether it
will pay or not, and no one has for a
moment suggested that it will pay. But
the great point which seemed to puzzle
me about the Minister for Railways was
that he practically said the Government
could not very well raise the money to
build this line themselves, but he went
on to assert that the Government can pay
3*' per cent. interest on the money that
this line will cost. Where is the dif-
ference? In one case there is a nominal
increase in the total debt of the Statand in the other that nominal increase is
avoided; but that matter would be taken
into consideration by those who wished
to value the credit of this State and all
of those who wished to lend money to
this State. Really the position taken up
by the Minister for Railways is that we
should not go straight forward and
borrow the money ourselves, but we
should by a side-wind come to the same
position, and we should pay this extra

3~per cent.
MR. MORAN: You are assuming that

will be fixed. How do you know that
will be in the offer? There may be a
satisfactory offer without that.

Ma. HASTIE: Because I do not sup-
pose that there are any people in this
world who will offer to build that line
for less when the Government say they
will pay 812 per cent.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: I did not
say that.

MR. HASTIE: I understand the
Minister to mention 3-2 per cent, as a
suggestion they might agree to.

Ma. MORAN: Oh, Yes, "might."
Why discuss the conditions ? Parliament
will deal with the conditions afterwards.
We might get an offer without giving
any guarantee at al1l.

MR. HASTIE: We migbt, and I
might get a present of £20,000 to-
morrow. The one is just as improbable
as the other, I am sorry to say. We can
only assume that people will look at the
matter from a business point of view,
and they will judge whether it will pay
them to build this line or not. I wish
the House to really face this question:
what has been our experience of private
railways in this State, anad what has been
the experience of the bulk of Australia in
the same line ? In not one single in-
stance has it ever proved satisfactory,
and in no case I1 have heard of, except
one, that being the Great Southern Rail-
way line, has any company ever started
to build a line without, alter having spent
a, fair amount of money, appealing to the
Government to lend their credit for bor-
rowing more money* . In all cases except
that one which I can remember, at the
time the Government have come to the
assistance oif those companies; and if any
company really enters into an agreement
of this kind-

MRs. MORAN: They were land-grant
lines.

MR. HASTIE: They may be land-grant
lines, but we have to learn that the

sytema now proposed is better than the
land grant-system. The others have
been land-grant lines, and the argument
of the member for West Perth is that we
have had Do experience of this guarantee
of interest system, and we should try this
plan; but I do not think we have any
reason to hope it will be any more satis-
factory. What I say will occur in a case
of this kind is this. The company will
enter into a bond to start this line within
a year, but before the year is over that
company will say," "We have not made
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our financial arrangements properly yet,
and want another six months." This
House will extend thetime forsix months,
and at the end of that time the company
will want another six months' exemption,
and this House will be perfectly willing
to extend the period for two or three
years.

Ila. MoRaw: Blame this House.
MRt. IIASTIE: I would have some

hopes if the matter were to be settled
before this House expires, but the next
Parliament will come, and I do not know
if I shall expect it to show much altera-
tion in that respect. I can only judge
that the members of Parliament of this
State will be the same class as members
of every' State, so that they will be very
tender to the company for two or three
years. At the end of that time a start
will be made. The company will bring
an enormous amount of machinery and a.
few dozen people to show Western Aus-
tralia how these things ought to be done,
and perhaps half the number of people
again to report how those people are
getting on; and after they have spent a
good deal of money in that way they will
appeal to the State and say, "Our ven-
ture is not going on. We want assist-
ance to float our debentures." Only
small assistance will be asked at the
time, and the State will grant it, and
probably such a grant will be made two
or three times, the Government being
forced to make such grant by the people
of Pilbarra. The member will head a
deputation, who will storm the Premier
and force the Government to give con-
sideration to this railway line in order to
save them. That has been the invari-
able experience in the past, and why can
we expect that it will be different here ?

MR. MO1RAN: This is Hastie looking
forward.

MRt. HASTIE: It may be looking
forward, but Iwould like some brighter
prospcCt to look to than the picture
painted. by the member for West Perth.
In conclusion, I hope the member for Cue
will not withdraw his amendment, and
that this House will hesitate before
encouraging this system, which always
has proved an evil ilathe past. Instead
of raising the false hopes of the people in
a case of this kind, we should rather
encourage the people of Pilbarra to look
to the Government to build the line.

They try to believe, as I do, that this
is the most important railway in the
entire State, that although it does not
join our present system it mar yet pay,
and may in the near future be a part of
the general system; and by considering
these matters, and not being so enthusi-
astic over the building of short lines,
comparatively unimportant, we may start
at an earlier date to give railway com-
mnunication to the people of the Pilbarra
Gold field.

Mn. A. E. MORGANS (Coolgardie):
I listened with a good deal of attention
to the hon. member who has just sat
down, and I again call attention to the
fact that lie is suffering from bogies on
the brain with regard to British com-
panies. The whole tenor of the hon.
member's speech, when any questions of
this kind arise in this House, is the
rascality of British capitalists and British
companies.

MR. HAsTIE: I never used the word.
MR. MORGANS: I admit the hon.

member did not use that word, but I
took that to be his meaning, at any rate.
The hon. member says that the member
for Pilbarra (Mr. Isdell). and myself
exaggerated the position when we ad-
dressed the House on tha question of the
Pilbarra. Railway. If my exaggeration
equals the flounders of the hon. ilieiber's
financial exposition. I can only say I shall
be surprised at myself. The hon. mem-
ber has gone into the question of finances.

MR. HASTvn: What about the exag-
gerations ?

MR. MORGANS: I say that if my
exaggerations equal the hion. member's
blunders, I shall be surprised at myself.
I have one advantage over the hon mein-
lher, that being that I know the district
and he does not. He has never been
nearer to it than Geraldton, as far as I
know. I do not think he has been there.

Mit. HASTIE: Yes; I have been to
Northamip ton.

3Ma. ORGANS: Oh have you. The
hon. member has been 50 miles nearer,
and he only had to go about 1,500 miles
farther to get there. I dare say that by
getting to Northampton he increased his
knowlege of the Pilbarra Goldfield. I
visited that goldfield and know all about
it, and the member for Pilbarra has
been a resident of that country for
over 20 years, and has been interested in
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the gold-mining industry nearly the whole
of that time, directly and indirectly.
I submit to this Rouse that at least his
knowledge of that district must be
superior to the knowledge oif the hon.
member; and I think that, my knowledge
also must be superior to his, because I
have been On the field and examined
it and know all about it;i and what is
more, the companies represented by my-
self bare spent a large sum of money
there. The hon. member spoke about
my being interested in the Pilbarra
district. I have never concealed the fact
that I am interested: the companies I
represent have spent large sums of money
there, and naturally we are interested in
having that railway built. I am as much
interested as the hon. member is in for-
warding legislation in this House. What-
ever legislation is brought before this
House, we are all interested in it; -and
it was unnecessaryf for the hon. member
to say that any remarks I made on the
railway were tainted, simply because I
amn interested in the Pilbarra Goldield.
I do not think the hon. member intended
to impute any improper motive to me in
that remark. I have never attempted
to hide the fact that I am intimately con-
netted with the Pilbarra. Goldfield. With
regard to the exposition by the hon.
member in reference to capital, what I
understood the Minister for Works to
say was that the Government might con-
'sider a proposal for the building of this
rallway by private enterprise; that in the
event of its construction being proposed
and considered by the Government, first
of all he would have an inventory as to
the amount of capital to be invested in
the line, and secondly to fix the rate of
interest to be paid on that sum. The
hon. member lost himself completely with
regard to this proposal; for when he
addressed the House on the question be
did not understand the point the Minister
made, nor did he understand the principle that has been advocated in this
House for the construction of this line.
I have said in this House that this
railway should be constructed, because
in My opinion in the Pilbarra Gold-
field Western Australia has, outside
the Golden Mile, the best goldfield in
the State; and in addition to that
there are in that district mineral re-
sources in the form of tin and topper

better than are known in any other
part of the State. My contention ha's
always been that the Government should
build the railway; but if not prepared
to do it, then the Government have no
right, nor has Parliament any right,
to lock up that splendid and impor-
tant mining district because they can
not furnish the capital themselves. The
Government say they are not in a position
to find the money to) build this line
at present. [MR. ILLINGWORB: - They
can.] T think they can; and I repeat
that no one desires more than myself that
the Government should build this line.
I would rather see the Government build
it than that it should be built under any
other circumstances whatever; but if the
Government are not prepared to do it-
and I infer from the speech of the
Premier the other evening that it is niot
the intention of the Government to
launch into public works for some time
to co me, bu t to l imit their borrowi ng -if
so, what hope is there of this line being
built by the Government? As to the
indication miade by me in reference to th is
railway, that at line 200 miles long, fromn
Port Hediland to Nullagine, can he built
at a cost of £2600,000 for construction
and equipment, equal to £3,000 per mile,
I assert that a railway can be built and
equipped that distance for the sujm I have
mentioned. It am prepared to guarantee
to the Government that a contractor can
be found. I would myself be prepared
to build it on those terms, and I can get
a dozen capitalists to do the same. There-
fore the hon. member's supposition about
the railway u;osting one anid a-half to two
millions of money. is a bog. He says
that if this concession were given to any
private individual the first thing done
would be that the owner of the concession
would hawk it abouL, trying to get some-
one to provide the money for building the
railway. Then he said that those con-
cerned in the undertaking would have to

captalise it at one and a-half to two
M ions of money. That is absolutely
ridiculous. What has been suggested is
that a certain sum of money-I say
£2600,000, and I am prepared to under-
take a contract at that price-that on
this sum the Government could give a
guarantee of 3J1 or 4 per cent. The
Minister suggested 3-1 per cent., but he
may later suggest 4 per cent.; at any
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rate the capital would be fixed by the
Government; and I say that if the
amount were fixed at £600,000, that
would be sufficient. Therefore the
illusions of the hon. member are mis-
leading. I do not think any concession-
aire, if he obtained a concession from this
Government and took it to London or
any other capital, would have a ghost of
a chance of raising even £600,000. It
will be possible to raise it only' from
people who are interested in that part of
the country. It would be practically
impossible to raise the money in London
on those conditions, and certainly
Dot on the condition of 31 per cent.
This motion, if passed, would practically
mean nothing. The Government are
only given authority in the motion to
negotiate with somebody to construct the
railway : what does that amount to?
The Government may receive many offers
to construct it, and may reject every
one. Supposing they receive a dozen
offers that commend themselves to
the judgment of the Government,
they will have to come to this House
and get authority to accept one of
those offers; so that really the Govern-
ment will be bound to nothing by the
passin of this motion. The hon. mena-
ber therefore need have no anxiety in
voting for the motion, as it binds the
Government and the country to nothing.
We wish to point out, and I have not
attempted to do more in this House, that
the Pilbarra Goldfield is a very import-
ant one; that the whole resouirces of that
field are Wying dormant at the present
time, and that -without the construction
of a. railway it will be impossible to
develop them. The view that was taken
in opening the first railway to the Easrtern
Goldfields was entirely different f rom the
view now taken by the member for
Kanowna. When the Eastern Railway
was extended from Northam to Southern
Cross, there had not been more than a
dozen mines discovered at Southern
Cross at the time the Government and
Parliament decided to make that rail-
way;i but in the Pilbarra. Goldfield you
have a field that has been working
longer than the Eastern Goldfields. As
to theamount of gold that has come out
of the Pilbarra Goldfield, I did not make
the statement that it amounted to
600,000 ounces-I think the member for

1Pilbarra, in moving this motion, stated
the amount was 600,000 ounces-but I
say that acountry which can turn out
200,000 ounces of gold is worthy of con-
sideration by any Government or any
Parliament. On the Eastern Groldfields
the difficulty of railway construction wats
not greater than it is from Port Hedland

Ito Nullagine; the cost per wile will be
just about the same; and engineering

I difficulties are absent altogether. It is
probably like the railway constructed on
the Eastern Goldfields, an easy problem,

Ipractically no cuttings or fillings; and
Iprobably it can be constructed at a
very small cost pr mile compared with
many other railways. If this goldfield
has shown 200,000 ounces of alluviatl
when working under the difficulties of no
firewood and no mining timber, and look-
ing Mt the condition of Southern Cross
when the Eastern Railway was extended
to it and afterwards carried on to Cool-
gardie, I would would ask:- was there
any more justication for the oonstmce-
tion of that railway than there is for the
construction of the Pilbarra Railway?
Members will see that there is far more
justification for the construction of this
railway than there was when the Eastern
Railway was extended to Southern Cross
and to Coolgardie. With regard to the
hawking of a concession. I can assure the
hon. member (Mr. HEastie) that no one
who proposes this concession shall be
given will have any idea of hawking the
concession around. No one but a. mad-
man would think of doing suoch a. thing;
therefore this motion is one which the
Rouse can safely pass. If the House
does not authorise the Government to do
anything but to receive and consider
offers, the Government can do it without
this motion. But the time has come
when the Government will have to
very seriously consider this question, and
to decide whether or not this important
section of the country is to be dlosed up
or is to be thrown open and developed,
the same as the Eastern G-oldfields have
been developed. Something ham been
said about the construction of a railway
from Collie to Narrogin, for connecting
with the Great Southern line. I see that
the Government are proposing to do this,
and I shaUl support that railway, and

fwill support any railway that will'give a
probability of paying interest on the
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money invested; but I would add that
the co;nstruction of the Pilbarra Railway
is of far greater importance than the
construction of a railway from Collie to
Narrogin. There is no comparison in
importance of the two lines; and as far
as the returns are concerned and the
wealth that will be developed by the
construction of these two railways, there
is no comparison in the value of these
railways to the country. Although I
shall strongly s~upport the Collie-to-
Narrogin railwa when it comes before
the House, I say without fear of con-
tradiction that it is of far greater import-
ance to the best interests of this country
to construct a railway from Port Hedland
to Nullagine, than to construct a. railway
from Collie to Narrogin and thence to the
Eastern Goldfields.

Mu. J. BEWING (South-West Mining):
I am in favour of the motion originally
moved by the member for Pilbarra.
Although I am opposed to private enter-

prise in railways, it seems to me that on
this occasion there are many things to be
considered and which will be considered
in connection with the proposition now
before the Assembly. Anything that is
to 'be done in the way of private enter-

prise has first of all to be considered by
the Government and then by the House,
so that the House can say whether

private enterprise will build the line or
Whether in the interests of the State the
Government should do the work. There
can he rio two opinions as to the wealth
that exists in that portion of the State,
and I am very pleased indeed to be able
to do ankything to advance its interests.
I only desire to speak in regard to the
comparson made with the Collie-Gold-
fields line. .t is a pity that any comn-
parison should have been made. The
Government in their wisdom have thought
fit to place before the country a proposal
for the construction of this Collie-Gold-
fields line, though at present it is simply
only an agricultural line, for no con-
sideration has been given in the proposal
to the interests of Collie.

MR. MORGANS: You are interested in
that line.

Ma. EWING: Just the same as the
hon. member is interested in the Pilbarra
djistrict. I think it is a good thing that
then in this House are interested, in
different parts of the State, and that men

have put their money into the Pilbarra
district. I hope they will get the benefit
of the money they have invested. How-
ever, it is a great pity that any com-
parison should have been instituted as to
the different railways proposed. I am
nlot going to say that the collie line
is of any more importance than the
Pilbarra line. . Both railways are in the
interests of the State, and I hope that in
the future the State will be able to
undertake both of them. The Minister
for Workrs said that in India railways
were principally carried out by private
enterprise, and suggested that the 151-
barra line should also be carried out in
this way. The other day when looking
at some figures I found that the working
expenses in connection with those Indian
railways are very reasonable, in fact far
more reasonable, I regret to say, than
those of this State. The Midland Comi-
p~any who are workring a private conces-
sion have a percentage of 41. It is
surely very creditable that they are able
to work their railway so satisfactorily to
the people interested. We find in our
own system that the working expenses
for the year before last were 82 per cent.,
and that the latest returnts for 1903 show
they are SO per cent. This is abnormal,
and I would like to draw the attention
of the House to the Indian rilways. I
have figures from the Year Book of
British Railways. The Eengsal-Nagpnr
railway working expenses are 45-75 per
cent.; the Bombay. Baroda, and Cenltral
India railway, 47-74 per cent.; the East
Indian railway, 64-57 putr cent.; and the
Great Indian Peninsula and Indian Mid-
land railway, 42-80 per cent. It is Un-
necessary to go farther. The principle
advocated by the Minister to-night must
be satisfactory so far as India, is con-
cerned. I think it is necessary that
this matter should be considered -very
soon, so that we can arrive at a. decision
either one way or the other. If private
people can provide £600,000 for the con-
struction of the line, it is a matter for
us to say whether it would not be
better in the interests of the State for
the Government to find that amount.
It is incomprehensible to me that private
enterprise can borrow it and that the
Government cannot.

Mu. TLLflIGWoUTH: The Government
can borrow it.
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MR. EWING: We all know it is very
difficult to borrow money, and we are
told that the Government only intend to
spend £750,000 on loan policy works for
this year.

Min. MoRAw: For many years.
Mn. EWING: The Government can

change their opnin Next year the Lon-
don market maytb very favourable, and
the Government may be prepared to
spend a, million and a half.

Mn. HAsTIE: Seven hundred and fifty
thousand pounds is more than is required
for this line.

MR. EWING: It would not be suffi-
cient to carry out all the railways pro-
posed in this House by hon, membe~rs.

MR. Mosowas No; we should spend
three millions.

MR. E WING:- I quite agree with that.
Ma. MORAN: Come over here.
Ma. EWING: No; ITam quite satisfied

that the Government in power have the
interests of the State at heart, and that
they are not going, to sacrifice anything at
the present time by approaching the
London market, which is most unfavour-
able. If hon. members have patience
they will find, when this cloud is passed,
that the Government may gain strength,
and perhaps bring forward a policy that
will suit this House and the country
generally. We must cbmjmend the Gov-
ernment for their caution, and in the light
of this railway they show that they have
the advancement of the State at head..

MR. Moans: The motion does not
commit them to much.

MR. klosav: You have got your rail-
way.

MRx. EWING: I am quite prepared to
support any railway or anything for the
advancement of the State outside my
own district; and no hon. member can
say- otherwise. The work I have asked
for for years has now induced the Gov-
ernment to place it in the foremost place.
I am very gratified. I would be equally
gratified if the Government planed the
Pilbarra line in the same position.

MAf. Moxwa: They have not placed
it in the same position.

Ma. EWING: The Minister gave one
very good reason why they should not,
because the Government have sent the
Government Geologist up to the Pilbarra
district to verify the statements made in-
side and outside the Rouse in connection

with this line. It is necessary that the
Government, in contemplating an expen-
diture of £600,000, should have investi-
gations made. The member for West
Perth accepts the statements of the
member for Coolgardie.

MR. 81mr;N: Take the gold yield.
Mn. EWING: The Government have

taken steps to get the necessary figures
to justify them or any future Govern-
ment in carrying out the work. I hope
that when these offers come along we will
have the benefit of seeing that people
who have invested their money to open
up the mines in this district are prepared
to put money in to build the line. It
may be the hon. member for Coolgardie
who will find this £600,000 to build the
line, with a guarantee of 3K per cent. from
the Government.

MR. MORGAN: T, did not say that.
Ma. EWING: Well, front 3-1 to 4

per cent. But we have then to face this
position, that it will simply mean the
member for Coolgardie is lending the
money necessaryr to build the line at SI2
per cent.

Ma. Mom~x.: It would be a very good
deal indeed.

Ma. EWING: fit ispossible for the
member for Coolgardie and others like
him to find the money, we will have to
decide if we cannot find it.

Timm PREMIERs: Your argument does
not follow. You mean to say that if
Pierpont Morgan can find it, we can.

AIR. EWING: We have the State at
our back, and if the individual can get
the money we may.

MEMBER:z Oan the Government run
the line as cheaply?

Ma. EWING: We must have all these
facts before us. If it is possible that a
company can run the line more cheaply
than the Government, it may be as well
to let them run it until it is brought into
a state of efficiency, and until we get a
large population there, when the Govern-
ment may step in and make a, good deal
for the State. There can he no question
that there are advantages in the construc-
tion of this line outside the Pilbara
district. It will doubtless benefit that
district, but it will also benefit the south -
west portion of the State, for it will
benefit the timber industry and those
engaged in the production of coal,
whether at Collie, Geraldton, or any
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other portion of the State. Therefore
it will be to the general advance-
ment Qf the State; and I hope the time
is not far distant when either by private
enterprise, if the RHouse should think fit
to sanction it, or by the Government the
line will be built, for I believe it will be
in the very beat interests of the State.

MR. ISDELL (in reply as mover) : I
would like to refer to two remarks that
have been made by members. As far as
the resources of the goldield are con-
cerned there is no occasion to go into that
matter, which has been gone into so
thoroughly by the member for Cool-
gardie. Every word of his speech to-night
I can thoroughly indorse, because I know
from my own experience all the resources
of the district. No member in this House
has had the same practical knowledge
and experience of the mining resources
of the Pilbarra Goldfleld that I have,
because I have been at the very first
rushes there, and have followed the pro-
gress of the district ever since, Very few
mnines. and very few square miles in the
whole of that country I do not know.
Very few people know its resources both
as regards gold and other minerals. The
member for Kanowna said that I
exaggerated the output of gold. In the
first place I must congratulate the mem-
ber for Kanowna for making one of the
most congruous and best speeches I have
ever listened to based on pure ignorace.
I am sure he ought to hold a far better
position than hie does now. He says
there was exaggeration as to the quantity
of gold; but I assert that I have not
exaggerated, and I state that not only
from my own knowledge but from that
of working miners who have come to
Perth, and some of whom are prepared
to state that there has been more than
that amount of gold produced. During
the first four years after the discovery of
gold in the North-West there was no
record kept, and nobody knew what gold
was got there except the people who
helped to obtain it. I have seen men onl
the Nullagine, and one of the men who
got gold there is in Perth. I saw 20
claims worked, and out of each claim
over 1,000 ounces of gold were taken,
alluvial. That was taken from a gully
called Grant's Gully, being named after
Alexander Grant, who is now in Perth,
and any member who wishes can see, him

as t4 the truth of the statement regard-
ing the amount of gold obtained out of
those 20 claims. There were over 500
claims worked. How mnuch gold has
been taken out since gold was first
discovered? There are alluvial workers
who have never left the place. Then the
member for Kanowna talks about the
cost of the construction ot this railway,
and shows his ignorance more completely
in that portion of his speech than in the
others. He talks about the railway
costing some £800,000 or £900,000, and
if I am not mistaken he went up to two
millions. An offer has been in the hands
of the Premier for the last two months,
which has been made by a qualified
engineer on behalf of well-known railway
contractors in this State, and the cost of
the building of that line is placed at
£3,000 per mile for a distance of 170
miles. Is the hon. member for Kanowna
prepared to prove that the estimate of
civil engineers and railway contrators-
people who are making their living out of
this sort of thing-is wrong, and that he
is right? It is simply foolishness for the
hon. member to get up and talk like that,
and have no foundation on which to base
his argument. I am not going to say
much more on this question, bec-ause I
have no wish to keep the House on the
subject. I only ask members to look at
this measure not as an individual miatter
or as concerning only one portion of the
State, but as a subject concerning the
progress and prosperity of the State, or
else non-progress, false economy, stag-
nation, and standing still. That is the
question, whether the members of this
House are prepared to help the State to
progress and prosper by supporting a
railway which all members and all papers
acknowledge is wanted; and if you ask
men in the street they will say the rail-

way is needed. The only question is,
or private enterprise? As far as I mi

1concerned, I would much rather see the
Government build the railway, but [ am
not going to block the railway if the

1Government cannot build it. A railway
I intend to support in any shape or form.
It remains, I say, for members to state
whether they believe in progress and

prsprty by building that railway, or
wehrthey believe in false economy,

Inon-progress, stagnation, and standing
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still. I leave the question in that Way to
the House.

MR. HASTIE: By way of .explanation,
allow me to say that my estimate was
based upon the declaration that from the
earliest time up to the present the total
amount of gold produced by the Pilbarra
district-that is Pilbarra and Marble Bar
-including alluvial and quartz, was
97,700ozs, I was assured by the member
for Pilbarra that for four years there
were no statistics, and I doubled that
amount and allowed 200,OO0ozs. of gold
as being produced. I was farther forti-
fied by the fact that perhaps some of the
greatest alluvial fields have been in
Kanowna, and I do not know that anyone
declared there were from 200,OO0ozs. to
250,OO0ozs. obtained from there. I feel
absolutely certain that I was very liberal
in my estimate as to the gold got from
the Pilbarra, field. I was backed up by
statistics in every possible way.

Amendment (Mr. Illingworth's) put
and negatived.

Main question put, and a division
taken with the following result -

Ayes ... ... .. 18
Noes ... ... .. 4

Majority for .. ..- 14
AYES.

Mir. Atkins Mr.
Mrt. Diamond Mr.
Mr. Ewing Mr.
Mr. Gregory Mr.
Mr. Harper

M~r. tadeli
Mr. James
Mr. Morun
Mr. Mo=an
Mr. Nno
Nr. pies"
Mr. Pigott

Mlr. Yelverton
Mr. Higham (Tell-)-.

Question thus passed.

Nons.
Bath
flsstie
Jll1ingworth
Taylor (Tatter).

ADJO]URNMENT.
THE PREMIER moved that the

House at its rising do adjourn until
Tuesday next. This would give members
an opportunity of going to the York
Show. He had heard complaints that
members were anxious to visit various
country districts, but that owing to their
Parliamentary duties they were unable
to do so. He hoped they would seize
this opportunity. There would be a
special train on Thursday morning.

.Question passed, and the House ad-
journed accordingly at 12 'minutes past
10 o'clock, until the next Tuesday.,

Lcgizlatib r go 0eMbI1,
Tuesday, 20th October, 19083.

Question@.: LandfPerhaasat Rocky Hay, Gorern- PG

ment Intentions.................10
Lands Department, Adverti-ing........1607
Public Service Commission. Reports ... . 160N
Land SWa, Auction System, Wount Ern'. 1607
Rabbit-proof Fencing ... .. . 1607

tin:BlsfrPublic Bodies, standing Order.. 1607
Bll: Minn, in Committee rewu'nsd, Cisuses 08

t11,Progress ..................... 1ION

TBn SPEAKER took the Chair at

4-30 o'clock, p.m.

PRAYTERS.

PAPERS PRESENTED.
By the MtINISTER FOR MINES : L,

Cyanide Plants erected in connection
with building of State Batteries, moved
for by Mr. Holman. 2, Report on the
Condition of Government Railways.

By the TREAsuRER: 1, Amounts re-
ceived for sale of lands by Midland Rail-
way Company to secure debentures
guaranteed by Government, moved for
by Dr. O'Connor.

Ordered, to lie on the table.

QUESTION - LAND PU110E[A.SES AT
ROCKY BAY, GOVERNMIENT INTEN-
TIONS.

Mn. MORAN asked the Minister for
Works: -z, What was the total cost of
the Rocky Bay land resumption, comt-
monly known as the secret purchase. a,
What return was obtained during last
financial year from the outlay. .3, What
it is proposed to do with the land. 4,
What works were in contemplation when
the land was resumed. 5, What was the
estimate of approximate cost.

THE PREMIER, for the Minister for
Works, replied: i, £49,828 12s. 2d. 2,

[ASSEMBLY.] Land Purchases.


