Loading Steck at Guildford.

Legislative Assembly,
Thursday, 6th August, 1896,

Question: Loading Live Stock at Guildford Rpilway
Station—Question: Residence Areas on Goldfields—
Coolgardie Goldfields ¥Water Supply Loan Eill:
Proposed joint select committee, negatived ; Bill in
committee—Companies Act Amendment Bill; first
rending—Noxious Weeds Bill: order discharged—
Motion: Fencing Railways through Settled Dis.
tricts ; negutived—Adjourninent.

Tue SPEAKER took the chair at 4-30
o’clock, p.m.

PrAYERS.

QUESTION—LOADING LIVE STOCK A"
GUILDFORD RATIEWAY STATION.

Me. PHILIAPS, in accordance with
notice, asked the Commissioner of Rail-
ways, Whether he was aware of the
insufficient accommodation at Guildford
railway station for loading and unloading
live stock, and whether any improvements
were contemplated. Also, what instruc-
tions were given to officials fo prevent
unnecessary delay in delivering live stock
to their destinations,

Tae COMMISSIONER OF RAIL-
WAYS (Hon. F. H. Picsse) replied:
(2.) The Commissioner is aware that the
accommodation at Guildford for loading
and unloading live stock is not sufficient
for the present traffic. The matter of
new station arrangements is now under
consideration, and hetter facilities for
loading and unloading live stock will be
provided at this station. (&) The fol.
lowing instructions were issued on the
10th May, 1894, and are still in force :—

63.—Live Stock and Perishable
Traffic.

General Traffic Manager’s Office.

Instances have come under my notice of live
stock being delayed at junctions and stations.
Mixed trains are allowed to leave without live
stock, trains going forward with a full load of
ordinary merchandise traffic.

Precedence should be given to traffic as fol-
lows :-—

1. Live stock.

2. Perishable goods.

3. Ordinary traffic.

For example, if the down mixed train
reaches Spencer's Brook fully loaded with
ordinary traffic, and one or more loads of live
stock are waiting to be picked up, preference
wmust be given to live stock. Guards must put
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off as many waggons of ordinary trafiic as may
he found necessary; the latter will be for-
warded by the first subsequent goods train.

{Signed) Joux DaviEs,

10/5/94. General Traffic Manager.
QUESTION—RESIDENCE AREAS ON
GOLDFIELDS.

Mr. MORAN, in accordance with

notice, asked the Premier, Whether he
intended, according to his promise at
Kalgoorlie last year, to revise the law
relating to residence areas on goldfields,
in order o give greater facilities for
working men to acquire homes.

Tue PREMIER (Hon. SirJ. Forrest)
replied :—1. Scction 27 of the Goldfields
Act. and Clausc 41 of the Regulations,
deal with this question. 2. The Mines
Department is arranging for areas being
sct apart for residence at the various im-
portant centres, and already one area has
been laid ont near Kalgoorlie, one near
the Boulder, one near Menwzies, and also
at Broad Arrow.

Exlyuct from “ Kelgoorlic Miner,” #3[11195.

A deputation of working winers, Kalgoorlie,
wis introduced by Mr. Moran, and submitted
the following numerocusly signed resolution:—

1. That a picee of land be set apart for the
purpose of residence arens in some suitable
place, and not far away from the centres of
employment. That the said piece of land be
nsed for residential purposes only, and that no
business whatever he allowed to be carried on
on the said land.

2. No man to be allowed more than one half
acre of land, and all improvements ecrected
thereon to belong to the occupier.

4. That a miner’s right, renewable annually,
be a sufficient gualification to enadle the occu-
pier or oceupiers to held the land in perpetuity.

4. The said residential area to be subject to

the mmnicipal laws and regulations, either on
their own account or in connection with the
nearest municipal corporation.
My reply was as follows:—That these
matters come under the Lands and Mines
Departments. I promised that the
petition should have careful considera-
tion, and that my desire was to make
legislation affecting miners on the fields
as liberal as elsewhere in Australia.

On my return from EKalgoorlie, on the
18th December, 1895, I wrote to the
Minister of Mines as follows :—

1. All aver the Coolgardie Goldfields I found
a strong feeling that residence avcas should be
provided for those who require a residence area
under their miners’ right, somewhere within a
reasonable distance of » township.
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2. T am of opinion that, within a reasonable
distance of a declared township, places should
also be set aparct for residence areas, upon which
persons might reside under the provisions of
their miners’ rights. The land, too, might be
obtained by the owner on easy terms in fee
simple.

3. This matter has no doubt been brought
wnder yomr notice similarly during your trip
to the Murchison Goldfields. It isanimportant
question, and must be dealt with, because in
mauvy cases the price of land in these gold-
fields townships is too great to allow of poor
men acqniring it, and, as they must have a
residence somawhere, it will be in the interests
of the conntry to have them located together,
so that sanitary precautions may be taken.

4. I shall be much obliged if yon will lock
into this matter, and give me your opinion upon
it as quickly as possible. I aun sure something
will have to be done in the dirvection I have
indicated.

COOLGARDIE GOLDFIELDS WATER
SUPPLY LOAN BILL.

FROPOSED JOINT SELECYT COMMITTEE.

The Order of the Day for the House
going into committee on this Bill having
been read,

Mr HARPER, in accordance with
notice, moved *‘That this Bill be referred
to a joint select committee of both
Houses.” He said: The reason I hawve
for submitting this motien is that,
although we may be fairly unanimous
with regard to the policy of this Bill,
there are some things which many of us
would like to have a little more light
upon, and which it is not, perbaps, pos-
sible to acquire in this House.

Me. VENN: T rise toa point of order.
Is the procedure of the hon. member
perfectly correct 7 Because it seems to me
that the House will be somewhat stultify-
ing itself now by considering the motion
of the hon. member, inasmnch as the
order paper shows that, last evening, this
House resolved to go into committee on
this Bill to-day ; therefore I submit the
time has passed for the hon. member to
move that the Bill be referred to a select
committen.

Tur SPEAKER: I think the hon.
member s in order in maoving this amend-
ment.

Mr. HARPER: One important matter
we should like to have information upon
1s the question of transport. It has been
before our eyes and in our ears constantly
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railways, and I think T am right in saying
that tens of thousands of pounds have
been lost by private individuals through
the incapacity of the railway department
to carry their goods. Recognising the
enormous increase of traffic which must
follow the inauguration of this under-
taking, coupled with the extension of
railways and the increase of population,
also the still larger quantity of water
that will probably have to he carried
along the goldfields railway, it secns to
me this House should be able to acquire
all the information the trafic branch of
the railways is able wo give, in order to
show how that branch proposes to over-
come the congestion. So far, we have
bad vothing whatever about that branch
of the subject. It is possible the railway
department has in view ample provision
for overcoming the congestion ; but, at the
sawme time, it may ncur very considerable
liabilities over and above the estimate for
this undertaking, and, of course these
wuould be a charge upon it. Another
question we cannot help recognising is
that of labour. This scheme will involve
a very heavy drain npon the available
labour within the colomy. I think T
am correct in saying that, at the present
time, there is not teo much labour for
the agricultural work that is being carried
on; and if a very heavy drain is made
upon the arailable labour, it may possibly
become a serious question. It may be
that the Government will find it necessary
to introduce a considerable number of
skilled mechanics for making these pipes,
and T do not know that that point has
been placed in the estimate of the under-
taking. If not, it may increase the cost,
These are things which it would be desir-
able for this House to make some inquiry
into. Beyond that, there 15 another sub-
ject of great importance, which is a little
apart from the undertaking itself, and
that is the question of the sinking fund.
It will be observed that the Government
propose to depart from their usual custom
of setting aside 1 per cent. of sinking
fund, and they propose to set aside 3 per
cent., which means that it will necessitate
the sending out of the colony of £75,000
a year for mnvestment—really to aid other
countries. To my view, it is a false
system of economy to send the earnings
of our own country away to be invested in
We
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may surely suy now that this is quite as
sound a country to invest money in as
any other, judging by the value of its
public bonds. I cannot help thinking
that it would be a wise and economical
proceeding on the part of the Government
and of this House to make provision for
investing some portion, at least, of the
sinking fund in the development of our
own colony. T inay mention one way of
doing this which may recommend itself to
some people, and that is the planting of
timber forests. In the naturve of things,
the planting of timber forests 1s one
generally done by one generation for the
benefit of some succeeding generation,
there being no immediate return on
the outluy; and it seems to me a
most approprinte means for investing
a sinking fund, because yvou will not
require the interest until a considerahle
number of years have elapsed. It may
eusily be ascertained, from the experience
of other countries, what i1s the value of a
timber forest that has been planted thirty
or forty years; und I cannot lelp think-
ing it would be u good and safe invest-
ment for the State to undertake. Other
means of mvestment may he discovered
which would, in the period over which
this loan is to extend, if developed hy
compound interest, amount to a very
large sum, which would go a long way
to meet the bonds when they became
matured. and, at the same time, aid in
developing the natural resources of this
colony. We are introducing now very
large quantities of pine timber from
other parts of the world, and there is no
reason why we should not have, in our
Southern districts, very large forests of
pines planted. T cannot help thinking it
would be wise for this House to see into
this question, and to consider whether it
would not be wise to depart from a
formal proceeding in dealing with the
sinking fund in this case, and invest
some portion, at any rate, in this direc-
tion. For these reasons chiefly T have
submitted this motion. There is still
one other matter of considerable import-
ance, and that is the policy of constitut.
ing u statutory board, inte whose bands
these waterworks should be vested as
soon as completed, so that they should be
removed from political influence, and be
i safe asset for the mouney invested. I
hope the House will join with me in ihis,
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and agree to refer the Bill to a joint select
committee. I think it ¢annot do harm,
and may do good. I hope the Govern-
ment will not oppose this motion. They
may fairly say they have been generously
treated by this House in the manner in
which the Bill has heen recetved ; and if
they will only aceept this, and let us have
a little more light upon the subject, 1t
will he satisfactorv to members of this
House and also to the country.

Tuir SPEARER: I merely draw
attention to one fact that occurred
during the lust session of our Parlia-
ment. When the Tegislative Council
asked this House to join them in forimng
a joint select committee on a Bill then
before the Council, this House refnged te
do so0, on the ground that the Bill had not
thoen been before this Assembly, I would
point out that, if this motion be carried,
and this House requests the Council to
join in the formation of a select com.-
mittee, the Council may make the sume
objection to deing so that we did in the
previous case.

The PREMIER (Hon. SirJ. Forrest) :
The hon. member for Beverley desires
that this Bill should be referred to a
joint select committee ; and, in appealing
to the Goverument not tu object to this
course being tuken, he scems to infer
that the House is very much in favour
of the course he proposes. 1 may say
that if the general opinion of the House
is that this course is desirable, the Gov.
croment will not object to the motion;
but, as far as T am able to judge, there
seems to be no strong desire on the part
of hon. members that this Bill should be
referred 1o a joint select commmittee.
Therefore anything T may say adverse to
the proposal of the hon. member I hope
will not be taken as showing that I am
acting adversely to the wishes of the
House. As a rule, a select committee is
required to deal with an importaut Bill
before the House by taking evidence and
considering the details. Such a com-
mittee, if appointed, would be with u
view of calling evidence, prepuring a
report, and submitting the evidence with
the report for the mformation of the
House. This Bill, however, is a very
simpte one indeed. There ave no details in
it requiring investigation. It is merely a
money Bill authorising the Government
to raise the money ; and all the informa-
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tion as to details which a committee
would obtain by taking evidence, hag
been already supplied by the Government
through the reports of the Engineer-in-
Chief. I do not kmow what further in.
formation the House requires in regard
to the subject, in regard to its practi-
cability, in regard to the expense of
carrying it out, and in regard to the
effect it will have and the wse it will
be put to after the water is carried to
the Coolgardie goldfields. The hon.
member, m asking for this joint select
committee, really gave no reason why
the Bill should go to a select committee,
He referred to congested traftic on the
railway; but that is a trouble we have
been endeavouring to deal with for a
good while, and I do not know that a
select committee can deal effectually with
that question. If the select committee
came to a conclusion that, because this
project would be likely to interfere with
the railway traffic during the next few
years, it would he undesirable to carry
out this scheme, then, it would be the
dnty of the Government to make pro-
vision for dealing with the traffic, in
order that the scheme might be carried
out. My friend, the Commissioner of
Railways, has not laid anything before
me expressing uny doubt entertained by
the department as to the practicability of
coping with this work. As to the
mechanical part, we shall have to call for
tenders for the coustruction of these
pipes, and it will be for the contractor to
introduce the necessary labour, and do
everything required in connection with
that portion of the work. W have it
on record that offers have been made to
the Government to construct these works
for the price mentioned in the estimate.
Then, as to the sinking fund being sent
away and invested in some other country,
the hon. member said we would he
sending away £75,000 a year to be in-
vested for the benefit of other people and
not for the benefit of our own colony.
That is a point that hon. members can
form an opinion upen as well as I can;
but I can inform the House that the
present system of investment of the sink-
ing fund is to buy our own stock. When
the first sinking fund money became
available under the Act of 1891, the
trustees in England were asked by the

Government to agree to the investment '
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of the sinking fund in this way. They
agreed to it, and acted upon it, and are
now investing sinking fund moneys in
the purchase of our own stock. I think
that is a very good arrangement, and the
result will be seen as time goes on.

M=. Irniveworte : How cin vou,
under that arrangement, get 5 per cent. ?

Tae PREMIER (Hon. Sir J. Forrest) :
We will not get more than 3 per cent.
The Engineer-in-Chief’s argument as to
investing at 5 per cent. was that the
money represented by the capital would,
at that rate, be regained in a certain
number of years—I think 20—but that is,
in my opinion, too sanguine a view, and
about 25 yeurs will be nearer the mark.
After all, it is only u question of the
price you can get for your money, and
hon. members can judge that, if alow
rate be accepted, it will take longer to
pay off the debt. Surely there is no
occasion for a joint committee to dis-
cuss this sinking fund question, especially
as it is competent for members at any
time to bring up this sinking fund
gquestion and have it discussed.  The
member for Beverley suggests that the
sinking fund should be invested in the
planting of forests; but I think there
would be a good deal of risk about that.
I do not know how it would be here, but
I remember that, when I was in the city
of Montreal, it was for several days
enveloped in darkness owing to the pine
forests around it being on fire. Those
forests, 1 suppose, remained on fire
until rain came to put out the flames.
In the same way, if we were to in-
vest our sinking funds in the planting
of forests, our funds might get burned
up. However, I am not going to say
anything against the idea, which may be
discussed at another time; but I do think
the question of the investment of a sink-
ing fund is not a question that we need
deal with in this Bill. I think there is
a general feeling in this House, and
throughout the country, as far as one is
able to judge, that this work must be
vone on with as quickly as possible.
The Government are anxious to do
nothing that will create a moment's
delay, and I can see no good in having
this committee. I do not see whom you
can consult hetter than those who have
been alrendy consulted on this scheme.
There is no owe in the colony more com-
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petent to give an opinion on this subject
than the Engineer-in-Chief, no one in the
colony with higher qualifications; and
what is the use, therefore, in having this
select committee ? We do not need the
select committee to discuss the traflic
question, or the cost of maintenance of
the works, or the investment of sinking
funds; and these are the only reasons
the hon. member gave for asking for a
joint committee. The House is, I con-
sider, too unanimous in its opinion to
require the assistance of the proposed
committee, and I can see nothing for the
committee to do if it did meet. I would
agk the hon. member to withdraw the
motion. If there had been great con-
troversy with regard to this matter, if the
House were practically divided about it,
and Some questions were very much in
dispute with regard to the calculations
of the Engincer-in-Chief, or if it were
required to import high professional
advice in regard to some of the matters
contained in the Bill, then I could under-
stand that the House might desire to
have & select committee to investigate
these important features of the measure.
The hon. member for Beverley bas not
given any of these points as a reason for
asking for a committee; and, that being
80, I do not think we should defer the
matter for that purposc. I do not wish
it to be thought that I am adverse in any
way to the matter being investigated. I
have said from the beginning that the
more discussion, the more investigation
this scheme undergoes, the hetter I will
be pleased. The hon. member has given
no reason at all ; bhas not brought forward
any important maiter requiring further
discussion ; por has he shown that there
is any need for information that would
justify the House in deferring the work.
This scheme is a very important matter,
and we do not want to lose a day in
regard to it. I have been asked already
by the Engiveer-in-Chief—yesterday or
the day before—to authorise the work
being put in hand. I told him we had
better get the Bill through the House
before he talked about starting work.
You will see that the Government are
in earmest about the matter. We do
not want to lose a single day; and I
would ask the member for Beverley that,
unless he has good reasons for urging
his proposition, he should consult the
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wishes of the House and withdraw his
motion.

Mr. VENN: I promised to give the
hon, member for Beverley support on his
motion for appointing a select committee.
At the time I made that prowise, I really
could not quite understand the object of
having a select committes, I thought at
the time that possibly the Government
desired to have a select committee, and T
had that idea in my mind when I told
the member for Beverley I would support
his motion. If the hon. member still
desires to press his motion, I shall be
bound to give it support, inusmuch as I
promised it. The hon. member for
Beverley has always something practical
to say, and doubtless_he has some good
purpose to serve by his idea of appointing
a select committee; but I confess I
cannot see what beoefit is to be derived
by appointing this committee on this Bill.
The Lon. member assured me he himself
desired to question the Engineer-in-Chief
before the select committee; and, no
doubt, he would he able to engage that
officer’s attention for some little time.
‘With that on my mind, I raised no objec-
tion to his idea; but, on the other band,
I agree with what the Premier has said,
that the Bill which is now before the
House is more in the nature of a money
Bill than a Bill providing for the working
of this water scheme. Unless the com-
mitter were able to go into all the details
of the scheme and to consider the figures,
the select committee could not do very
much geod. I do wish, however, to
emphasise the point that a Bill dealing
with the after-working of this measure
should have heen laid on the table simul-
taneously with this Bill. It is quite
possible that the hon. members have
strong views as to the ultimate working
of this water scheme, and the question
may arise in their minds whether the
scheme shall be under the control of the
Government, or whether the Government
propose to bave a board or frust for its
proper working, in order that the revenues
shall be kept entirely free from political
influence. I heold a very strong opinion
on that point, and T intended to move in
that direction when in committee on this
Bill; but after the remarks made by the
Premier, I think it would he out of place
for me to do so at the present time. T
will therefore leave that matter over until
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the iniroduction of the Bill dealing with
the working of this scheme. I consider
that the mewbers of the House should
have an “opportunity of fully considering
the details of the scheme.

Tae Premier: They will have that
opportunity.

Mz. VENN: All the members of this
House, as well as the Government, have
but one desire, and that is to see this
scheme a success, so that it mav not
become a burden on the country. It is,
at the same time, necessary to take pre-
cautions, so that the people who get the
use of the water shall pay for it, either in
the form of a rate or in some other way,
so that the cost of the scheme shall not
become a charge on the general revenue.
The Government have stated that the
consumers will have to pay for the
water, and I hope the Government
will have no objection to the appoint-
ment of a board of trust fo atiain
that end. T need say nothing more
on this question, beyond that if the
member for Beverley still desires to go
into a select committee on the measure, I
will give him my support; but T agree
with a great deal of what the Premier has
said, and I do not think any particalar
benefit is going to be derived from the
committee. )

Mzr. RANDELL: I also notified the
member for Beverley that I would be in
favour of appointing a select committee
on this Bill, and if he presses it toa
division T will vote for it; but I do not
feel strongly on the matter. There is no
urgent need for this committee, so long
as we are to have some explanation as to
the working of the scheme. [Tue Pre-
mier : Certainly.] We must have some
measures taken to prevent the consumers
getting free from paying for the water.
If the House is desirous of going into
committee on the Bill, I will abstain from
speaking ; but T may say 1 am not quite
satisfied with the particulars given, for
one thing, about the distributing pipes.
Isee there are to be one hundred miles of
various sorts of pipes. I notice that
additional memoranda were placed on the
table of the House last night with regard
to the distribution of water over the fields;
but I wonld like some further information
on that point; also with regard to the
reservoiron Mt. Burges, which, apparently,
is to have only two days’ supply. Then,
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T cannot find that any provision has been
made for the three years that will elapse
from the beginning of the work until its
completion. Nothing, so far as T cun see,
has been taken into account hy the
Enginecer-in-Chief, in working out his
calculations, for covering the loan during
those three years, when no money will he
coming in for the sinking fund and for
interest. I am not satisfied, also, as fo
whether he is right as to the cost of
the pumping machinery, and am very
much inclined to think he is much
below what will be the cost of those
pumps landed in this colony. However,
these are matters that we will be able to
deal with later on, but these ave the
points that induced me to agree with the
hon. member for Beverley. On further
consideration, I thought we lad every
right to give the most careful consideration
to the Bill, and that the select committee
would be the place in which we would
best get the information we require—
better, perhaps, than in a committee
of the whole House. These are the
things that induced me to agree with the
hon, member; but I do not feel very
strongly on the question of a select
committee, so long as we can get the
information in the House. Inaccordance
with my promise, if the hon. member
presses the motion, I shall be bound to
vote for it.

Mer. ILLINGWORTH: I have con-
sidlerable doubt iIn my wind as to the
constitutional aspect of this motion. The
hon. member proposes a joint committee
of the two Houses, to deal with a money
Bill. It may be, perhaps, within the
range of this House to confer in this way
on this Bill; but the object of a com-
mittee is to vary, to alter, to consider,
with a view to making alterations ; and I
cannot see how the Legislative Council
can take part in such work, The
members of the committee appointed by
the Legislative Council will in this joint
committee be dealing with a money Bill ;
and I think for them to do so would be a
distinct infringement of the privileges of
this House. The hon. member is moving
mm the wrong place for the work he
desires to do.  The Bill before the House
is simply a Bill to rnise money, and T
take it that there would have to be a
separate Bill for the carrying out of the
work. I understand that we shall



Coolgardie Goldfields

cerfainly have a Bill for the construction
of these Coolgardie waterworks ; therefore,
on that Bill. and at that time, the
questions which have been raised by
several members will have to be
considered. I think the Commissioner
of Railways will find himself in a very
grave difficulty in regard to the question
of traflic. The Engineer-in-Chief says
the pipes will weigh 90,000 tons; but
the Commissioner of Railways, if he has
had experience of carrying long timber,
must know that it is impossible to put
the full weight upon the trucks; conse-
quently a six ton truck, instead of carry-
ing the registered weight of six tons, will
ounly be able to carry two tons of pipes.
It will be seen, therefore, that instead of
having to plowde trucks for 90,000 tons
of pipes, you will have to provide trucks
for 270,000 tons. This is a very serious
consideration, in view of the congested
state of our traffic. T am assured, on the
best authority, despite the statement
made by the Commissioner of Railways,
that the actual blockage and inconven-
ience at Fremantle are greater to-day
than they have ever been. I have the
strongest evidence for making that state-
ment, and T think the members who
represent the port of Fremantle will be
able to confirm what I say. Apart from
the constitutional aspect of the question,
I cannot see that wuch good can come
from appointing a joint committee of
the two Houses to consider this Bill ; and
I think the House will be moving in a
wrong direction if this commiltee is
appointed. The same committee can be
appuinted at another stage, when the
Bill for the construction 1s before the
House. For the constitutional reason,
and also for Lhe other reasons I have
given, L am unable to support the motion
of the hon. member for Beverley.

Mr. HASSELL: I also promised to |

support the hon. member for Beverley iu
asking for a committee on this Bill. As
to the constitutional part of the question,
that does not trouble me much; but after
the expression of tbe feeling of the House
last night on the Bill, and after hearing
the remarks of the Premier and those of

the hon. member for Perth, I hope the !

member for Beverley will not press his
motion, although if he does so I shall

be bound by my promise to suppork |

him.
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Tae COMMISSIONER OF RAIL-
WAYS (Houn. F. H. Piesse) : The object
of the hon. member for Beverley, in
bringing forward this measure, is, I
understand, to gain some information as
to the question of transport. I would
hke to say a few words on that point. It
is a point I lost sight of last evening,
and I should like to say, with regard to
it, that the (tovernment have given it
careful consideration.  Assuming that
the carriage of these pipes will extend
over two years, the quantity carried each
year will be 45,000 tons, or about 150
tons per day. Hon. members will, there-
fore, see that it will require only ope train
eich day to convey these pipes on to the
ground, and the other materinl will be
conveyed in the same way.
been pointed out that there will be some
mconvenience in the convevance of these
pipes. The member for Nannine said a
6-ton truck will be able to carry only 2
tous of pipes. This matter has been
provided for, and double bogie trucks, 30
feet in length, have been ordered. There
will, therefore, be no difficulty in carrying
these 30 feet pipes; and it is estimated
that five pipes can be taken in a truck as
at present constructed, and eight pipes if
standards are placed on the sides of the
trucks. So that the ordinary truck will
tuke between 7 and 8 tons of pipes if
fitted with standards, and double bogie
trucks, if fitted with standards, will carry
12 tons. There should be no difficulty
in vonveying the pipes, and 150 tons per
day is an ordinary train load. The hon.
member for the Murray, who should be
better informed on this subject, says it
will take eight trains a day to carry the
pipes. I am sure the hon.” member is
making an error in stating that it will
take that number of trains per day to
carry the pipes. The question of trans-
port has been given due consideration by
the Government. Although we have a
certain degree of congestion of traffic, we
are making provision for increasing our
rolling stock, and I do not fear there will
be any difficulty in providing for trans-
port. As this work will not commence
for some months, the transport arrange-
ments will in the meantime receive due
consideration from the Government. The
House need have no doubt about our
being prepared to convey the pipes; and

; the hon. member for Beverley need not

It has also =
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let it trouble him, even if he fails to get
the select committee for which Le is
asking.

Me. SOLOMON : I would like to take
this opportunity for stating my personal
reasons for not taking part in the discus-
sion on the second reading of the Bill. It
seemed to me that there were many
matters in connection with this scheme
requiring grave consideration. There is
one matter that in itself would be a fit
subject for o select committee, and thatis
a subject mentioned in Mr. Wilson’s re-
port. The matter I allude to 1s that of
working expenses. Mr. Wilson, in his
report, states that the working expenses
in all the other colonies is usually two per
cent. on the capital. If we go into a
calculation and allow two per cent. for
working expenses, three per cent. for
sinking fund, and three per cent. for
interest, we get a total of eight per cent. ;
and the annual expenditure would be
something like £200,000. On the other
band, if five million gallons of water can
be sold by the Government under the
scheme, the revenue will be something
like £270,000. Taking into counsider-
ation the three per cent, part of the
eight per cent. that would be put by
towards the future repayments, decided
me in itg favour in regard to the
second reading. I think it necessary
to make these few remarks to show
why it was that I did wot in any
way take part in the debate. With re-
gard to the matter now hefore the House,
I am in perfect accord with its going to
a select committee, but I think that com-
mittee should be only of this House. I
think there are many matters in the
scheme which should be confirmed; and
it must not be forgotten that the Engineer-
in-Chief, who has prepared the scheme,
does not take aay responsibility. Ithink
it would be a good thing, therefore, if the
Engineer-in-Chief were examined before
u select committee of this House, so that
we could arrive at the data on which his
estimates are based. I shall support the
hon. member for Beverley, and trust that
he will alter the wording of the motion so
as to make it a committee only of this
House.

Mer. CLARKSON : I am sorry to see
that so many members have promised to
support the hon. member for Beverley.
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because they are only productive of talk
and waste of time; and when they have
arrived at a decision, it has to come before
this House and be argued all over again.
In this matter of the water scheme, I
think time is of very great consequence;
and if the select committee be appointed,
fully a month will be lost, and the com-
mittea, after all, will end in smoke. The
details of this scheme can be all threshed
out in committee on the Bill; and I really
see no earthly reason why the time of the
House should be wasted by referring this
matter to a select commitbee. T hope the
hon. member will withdraw the motion,
and, at any rate,if he does not do so, he
will lose it.

Mr. SIMPSON: I think the heon.
member for Beverley might see his way
clear to meet what T am sure are the
views of the House, in regard to re-
ferring this matter to a select committee,
by striking out the words * select” and
“Joint” and inserting the word ‘‘ house™
in lieu of “houses” I would suggest
there is little doubt that the attitude
taken up by the hon. member for Nannine
will be confirmed by the authority te
whom he referred (the Speaker); and
we should not then have a joint select
commitiee on a money Bill. "If this is
Joue, it will strengthen the hands of the
Glovernment in dealing with this Bill in
another place. Ewidence will be collected
and reagonable doubts which have arisen
will be satisfied, and the Premier will he
in a stronger position than ever.

Tae Premier: Quite strong enough
NOW.

Mr. SIMPSON: Coming from so strong
& supporter of the Ministry, and a gentle-
man who never wastes the time of the
House, but who, when he speaks, in-
variably suggests something worthy of
the gravest consideration, I think the
amendment should command, from the
Treasury benches, distinct respect.

Tue Premier: He bhas given no
reason for it

M=z. SIMPSON : I cannot understand
the temper of the Premier, Tt is merely
2 mild suggestion from the hon. member
for Beverley; and I cannot imagine the
Premier is determined to rush this Bill
through without consideration and in-
quiry into its details. He would he
greatly fortified by a deliberative vote,

I do not approve of select committees, | arvived at after careful consideration; so
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I hope the Ministry will see their way to

fall in with the views of their particular
supporters in the House, and, at the same
time, fall in with the views of this side of
the House. It will be a useful means of
obtaining valuable information, and will
save time in another way, and furmsh
means of putting this scheme on a sounder
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Mr. A. FORRERST: It is generally
understood the House will adjourn for

. the opening of the Kalgoorlie railway;

basis than it appears to occupy in the

minds of hon. members now. Mayv I
move, Mr. Speaker, an amendment in the
form I have suggested ¥

Tre SPEAKER: The proper time will
he on the motion to go into committee.

Mr. A. FORREST: I appeal to the
hon. member for Beverley to withdraw
his amendment, becanse it is well known
on both sides that certain members have
been led by the hon. member to agree to
a select committee on such grounds that
they feel bound to vote for it, whereas if
the hon. member had not consulted them
they would have voted for this particular
bill going into committee at once. On
these prounds the hon. member should
withdraw his amendment. "This matler
has been thoroughly threshed out, and
the House is so unanimous, and the hon.
member also agrees that no time should
be lost in proceeding with the work. The
hon. member for Geraldton would take
advantage of everything possible to delay
the Bill. Delay is his sole object, because
he does not believe in this Bill, and his
constituents are against it because no
object can be gained from it by them,
The hon. member, from the start, has
opposed this Bill, and T believe,in the
first instance, he adjourned the House for
a fortnight, but I think it was generally
understood by the House that a select
committee would not be asked for. Tf I
could see any practical good in i, I
would support the hon. member who
asked me, as he did other members, if I
would agree to a select committee. I said
T would agree when T heard the argu-
ments, and if they suited; but they do
not suit, nor do they prove it would be
wise to delay the matter. If we bave a
select committee, it will bring us to the
end of August, and we know the House
will adjourn at that time for about a
fortnight, so that the Bill will not get to
the Upper House until about the middle
of September.

Mg. Simpson : How do you know the
House will adjourn ?

. e — e

and, if it does not, there will be no
members here.  So we will find that just
at the end of the session this Bill will
become law, but the delay might well be
saved 7 I think everyone will agree
with me that the Bill is bound to pass
into law, and I see mo reason for any
delay. I have been informed, and I
beleve the rumour is correct, that one of
the great questions raised by the hon.
member for Nannine and the hon. member
for Geraldton was that the people on the
fields would not be able to use five
million gallons. [Mz. ILLiNewoRTH :
They won't buay it.]. I believe a cable
has come to hand from London, from a
powerful corporafion there, guaranteeing

. to take for twenty years the whole of the
. surplus water not used by the people on

the fields ; and this will be known publicly,
perhaps, in the papers to-morrow.

M. Sraeson: You know the value of
a cable.

M=r. A. FORREST: My friend, the
member for Wellington (Mr. Venn), does
not. want o select committee ; but he has
given a promise, and feels hound in
honour to keep it. The same thing applies
to my friend, the member for Plantagenet.
Therefore, my good friend here (Mr.
Harper) should withdraw the amendment,
because it will do little good, and we
cannot have much more information than
we already have before us.

Mr. WOOD: I may say the hen.
member for Beverley spoke to me; but if
there iz one thing that will make me vote
against him, it is the action of the mem-
ber for Geraldton and the member for
Nannine, who, you may say, are running
together. On the adjournment of the
debate, they gave us to understand dis-
tinctly that they were untterly opposed to
this select committee; but what do we
see this afternoon? The hon. member
for Geraldton supports the hon. member
for Beverley, because it will delay the
Bill; and, whatever I promised the hon.
member for Beverley, I shall retract, and
if I do not vote against the amendment I
will not vote at all. The hon. member
for Naonine said, “I shall certainly
oppese a select committee ;”” and the hon.
member for Geraldton was quite of the
same frame of mind as the bhon. mem-
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ber for Nannine, as they run together.
They certainly run in double barness on
this occasion. [Mr. Inuizeworra: No.]
The hon. member for Geraldton is very
ready now to lead the hon, member for
Beverley and lis friends into a trap, to
suit himself; but T do not intend to
be led into that trap; so I shall oppose
the amendment.

Mr. COOEWORTHY: I do not see
what benefit can arise from a select com-
mittee on this Bill, as it will only cause
delay to what we want carried out as
quickly as possible. There is no good to
be obtained by it, T am certain. One of
the questions the hon. member thinks the
select committee could put to rights is
the question of the carriage of the
material for the work; but the Commis-
sioner of Railways said provision has
been made to take 150 tons of the pipes
per day. ‘We ull know more engines and
trucks are being introduced, and 150 tons
is not a very great load for a train to
take.

Tue COMMISSIONER OF RAILWAYs:
There will be only one train a day.

Mz, COOKWORTHY : I have seen a
train with 500 tons on it; and, consider-
mg the Commissioner of Railways has
made provision for only 150 tons a day,
with one train daily, surely, with the pro-
vision for rolling stock now heing made,
the department will be able to take at
least 250 tons per day. I cannot see
where the select committee can throw any
light on the subject; but it will cause
delay, which we do not want, as we desire
to push on with the work as quickly as
possible.

Tae COMMISSIONER OF CROWN
LANDS (Hon. A. R. Richardson): I
could not gather what is the distinct
object of the select committee; whether
it is to assist the department in the
methods of the construction of this work,
to help in the details of the scheme, or
whether it is to give us such a scheme as
may cause some alteration inour decisions.
I think hon. members will conclude that
nothing the select committee can say or
do is likely to affect the passing of
this Bill now. If it does it will
be a very serious thing for the
House, after having passed the second
reading almost unanimously, if more
details furnished by the select committee
cause them to revoke that decision. I
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think that is hardly the object, or likely
to be the result, of the select committee.
If, on the other hand, it is to get informa.
tion that will help the department, I am
inclined to think the professional advisers
of the Government, entrusted with the
carrying out of this important scheme,
will rather resent it, us surely they must

Jknow how they are going about this

business. If the evidence furnished by
the select committee is such a revelation
that it will instruct those advisers in their
professional departinents, I am inclined
to think it does not say very much for
them. Either the select committee will
find such information as will revoke the
decision on the second reading, or their
report will assist the professional advigers
of the Government; but I think that is
tao late to be done now. If we had had
a select committee to advise members
before, I might see some result from it,
and it might have some effect ; but, at this
stage, T do not think any member of this
House will consider for a moment that
anything the select committee evolves is
likely to influence them in revoking their
decision. I may point out that it 1s very
probable the Goveroment will have fo
bring in a bill for the construction of the
worl, and, if it is found necessary to do
this, it will be a good opportunily for
members to thresh ont some of the details
of the scheme. A few remarks have been
made as to the transit of the pipes, and
the block on the railway; but when the
Commissioner of Railways assures us the
extra amount of carrying involved is only
about 150 tons per day, it is a very small
thing indeed. We have been told of the
difficulty of taking 1t over the deviation;
but members will recollect that deviation
does not take up much more than 12
miles of the route; and surely when you
get over that deviation, an engine that
can only pull 150 tons over the deviation
can pull two or three hundred tons after.
wards. 1 cannot help thinking this
motion is rather a reflection on the
officers of the Government, that they are
not capable of grappling with this
measure and instituting such means as
will secure the end we have in view. T
cannot think they will be much instructed
by anything the select committee may
discover. The time for a select com-
mittee was before we made a decision in
the matter; and I believe members will not
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be influenced to say that, when they voted I obtaining some reason for the views he

“aye"” the other might, they made a great |

mistake, and that they will vote “no” on -

the third reading.

Mr. MOSS: 1n common with other
members, T also told the hon. member
for Beverley 1 would support him to
refer this Bill to a select committee ; but
when T made that promise, I did it on

the distinct understanding, though not °

expressed in so many words, that it
should be a select committee of this
House.
has fallen from the hon. member
Nanunine, that it would be a dangerous
precedent to refer a money Bill fo a
select committee of both Houses of Par-
liament ; and I think, unless the.sugyges-
tion of the hon. member
that the words " joint” and * both
Houses ”
shall have to ask to be relieved from the
promise I made. T de wot generally
retract a promise I make to a member of
the House in reference to an important
matter like this; but unless this motion
can be amendcd as suggested by the

expressed in that report. It will be a
benefit to the country and the House in
forming a conclusion, by referring the
matter to a select committee. When I
make that statement, it may not be out of
plice to give a few instances where a
select committee could obtain information
on this subject, which it is not within the
province of the House to get when in
committee.  In looking through the

. estimate of the Engineer-in-Chief, I find

I very cordially agree with what |
for '

for Geraldton -

be struck out is accepted, I

hon. member for Geraldton, I shall be .

obliged to vote against the mover. Tam
certain he will understand perfectly that,
when T assented, I did so under a misap-
prehension.  Iam in thorongh sympathy

with the construction of this work, and -

I voted with the “ayes” on the second
reading ; but I do not understund the
position taken up by many members
who, supperting the second reading, now
oppose this motion hecause of the little
delay that will occur by referring the
Bill to a select committee for further
information. The Government, since the
introduction of the Bill, have heen
anxious that the matter should be fully
discussed, and that members should be
supplied with every information. Person-
ally I lListened to the speech of the
Premier with the greatest amount of plea-
sure ancl interest ; and having perused the
report of the Engineer-in-Chief, and also
the supplementary report, I am in great
accord with the scheme propounded by the
Government ; but these are matters incon-
venient, to discuss on a motion for the
second reading. If the matter is referred
to a select committee, however, the com-
mittee may obtain other professional
opinion. and probably call the Engineer-
in-Chief before them for the purpose of

he has taken it for granted that the loan
will be floated at par, and bhe has made
no allowance for the cost of floating the
loan. T know the last loan realised a
little over the amount, but I venture to
say that, if the cost were taken inbto con-
sideration, it was not floated at par.
[Tre PrEMIER : Our loans are at £102.]
It seems to me if this loan is fo be
floated, and the celony ounly receives
£98 for its £100 bond, that is a very
important matter, and something the
House should take into consideration.
It has been pointed out by the member
for Perth, and a select committee could
take the matter into consideration, there
is no allowance made for interest on the
mouney that will be spent during the three
years this work is in construction.

THre Premier: There never is in any
of our loans.

Mr. MOSS: Whether that is so or not.
it is something to be added to the total
cost of the work. According to the
schedule of the Bill, the House is told the
total cost is two millions and a half;
and it is on that basis the Premier says
the work will be reproductive. Tt may
turn out that o select committee will
substitute other figures; but suppose
it turns out that the cost is to be 50 or
100 per cent. more—T wonder if members
then will take up the position they have
taken on the second reading. Anmother
important thing is that the success of
this depends on whether you can sell five
million gallons a day the whole year
ronnd at 3s. 6d. per thousand. No
account 15 to he taken of the rainfall, but
it is admitted throughout the discussion
that at Coolgardie they have bad rain
during the last three years; and while,
in a dry season, people will pay for water,
they will not pay 3s. 6d. per thousand
gallons when they have plenty of water
themselves. Another important point is
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that one line of pipes is all that is re-
quisite to carry this scheme to a suceessful
issue. The possibility is that, when the
matter is gone into, a double Line will be
found necessary; and that will add very
considerably to the whole cost. A ref.
erence to a select cominittee means, at the
outside, a fortnight's delay; and, as the
Government have expressed themselves
as desirous of having full discussion on
the matter, it seems to me this motion is
one that should receave every support and
consideration from members on both sides
of the House. I hope the motion may be
amended in the form I have indicated.
If that is done, I will have pleasure in
giving it my support, as a fortnight’s
delay on a matter mvolving such a vast
outlay should not be taken into considera-
tion. The hon. member for Toodyay said
no good could come from a select com.
mititee; but I think a vast amount can,
when the committee has the opportumity
of examining the Engineer-in-Chief more
fully on the various matters detatled n
Lis report. It will then be a strong con-
firmation of the position the Governmment
take up, and the position taken up by
those who have voted in favour of the
scheme. 1 hope the amendment indi-
cated by the member for Geraldton may
be made in this motion, and then I will
vote for it

Mr. HARPER: I must apologise for
not making myself clear, as a good many

members seem to have taken up exactly’

the line I expected they would. One
of the main argoments that many mem-
bers urged in the discussion was, whether
the work could be done for the money;
and that is one thing the select commitiee
could examine into, and inform the coun-
try whether the estimates will bear ex-
amination. I did net allede particularly
to that in my opening remarks, as I
thought that would be recognised by all.
The Commissioner of Railways, as he
said, did get a little off the track—and a
little further off than he thought—in his
remarks. He assumed the remarks I
made with regard to the transport ques-
tion called in question the ability of the
department to carry out the work. That
was not my object at all, but it was to
enable the department to inform not
only members of this House, but the
country, that they have the matter com-
pletely under their control, and are quite
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capable of carrving it out. I pointed
out that hitherto the country has not
been quite satisfied that the department
is quite capable of carrying on the traffic
it has to deal with, and the amendment
will allow the department to prove con-
clusively to the country that it is able
to do this. With regard to the amend-
ment suggested by the hon. membher for
Geraldton, I may say it is entirely in
accord with my own view. My original
intention was to have moved for a select
committee of this House alene; but it
was suggested to me that possibly it
might aid the measure in another place
if T added certain words, though I shall
be much pleased to have them erased.
A good many members seem to have gone
a little wrong by imagining T have ex-
tracted a promise from them to support
this proposal. I certainly never asked
them to support it as a measure of mine,
but merely asked for their opinion, and
whether they thought it was advisable.
As far as I am concerned, they are at
perfect liberty to vote whichever way
they like, as I bhave no intention of
binding them to a promise. I cannot
help thinking the information we are
sure to get in a select committee will
be of great use and give satisfaction
to the country; and, if 1t turns out well,
it will be satisfactory to the Ministry
also. If it should be proved by the evn1.
dence before the select committee that
the work cannot be reasonably done for
the money, I think the country has a
right to know it at once. The Premier
objects to a select committee because
this is merely a Bill to raise money ; but
it appears to me it is a Bill for spending
money. It may have been my ignorance
that led me to introduce matters outside
the measure now befors the House. I
have no intention of withdrawing the
motion, but will leave hon. members to
vote upen it as they wish.

Mz, MOSS: Will you ask the leave
of the House to strike out the words
making this a joint committee of both
Houses?

Mr. HARPER : That will come after-
wards.

Tee SPEAKER : Yes, that will come
after, if the hon. member’s proposal is
agreed to.

Question—That the words proposed to
be struck out stand part of the question
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—put, and the House divided, with the ' price; but it had not always been the

following result.—

Ayes .. e 12
Noes ... 7
BMujority aguinst ... 5

AYEg, Nors.
Sir John Forrest Mr. Moss
Me. Richardson Mr. Randell
Mr. Piesse Mr. Solomon
Mr. Traylen Mr. Veun
Mr. A, Forrest Mr. Hossell

Mr. Cookworthy

Mr. Wood

Mr. Higham

Mr. llingworih

Mr. Lefroy

Mr, Momn '
Mr. Clarkson (Teller). |

Amendment (for a joint select com-
mittee) negatived.

The Hougé résolved itself ihto a éoin-
mittee of the whole for the consideration
of the Bill.

Mr. Simpson
Mr, Harper {Teller).

IN COMMITTEE.

Claunses 1, 2, and 3—agreed to.

Clanse 4 —-Contribution to sinking
fund :

Tee PREMIER (Hon. Sir J. Forrest)
said line four of the clanse was not very
clear, and he therefore moved that the
words “ one pound ten shillings per cen-
tam”” be struck out with a view to in-
serting the words “three pounds per
centum per anmim.”

M= MOBAN said he was rather sur-
prised that there was such a fecling in
ihe House that those who used the water
should have to pay the whole cost of
getting it.

Mg. ILLINGWORTH (speaking to
the Government Lenches) said: There
you are. That is just what I told you.
They will never pay for the water when
they get it.

Me. MORAN said he would like to
have seen a maximum price fixed for the
water. He would not mind if the price
were raised to five shillings.

Tae PREMIER (Hon. Sir J. Forrest) :
Leave that to the Parliament of the day;
they will lock after your interests, I
expect.

Mer. MORAN said he would rather
look after themn himself.

Tae CHATRMAN pointed out that
the committee was dealing only with the
sinking fund.

M=z. MORAN said he did not suppose
he would have any chance of carrving a
motion to fix a maximum or a minimum

i e s

case, ib constructing natignal works, that
they had to be paid for by the people
who were directly benefited by them.
Take the Fremantle harbour works for
instance. Now that the goldfields popu-
lation were to pay all the cost of their
water supply, it might be as well to make
the people of Fremuntle pay for the
bharbour works. He did not know that
any harm would Le done by raising the
maximunt to five shillings per thousand
gallons. If the charge was made higher
than that, it would be getting bevond
the price charged for water supplied by
a private scheme. -

Amendment (3 per cent.) put and
passed. - : : :

Clause, as amended, put:

Me. ILLINGWORTH sugyested that
the words in line tive, anthorising the
contributions to the sinking fund to
commence four years from the date of
the raising of a loaun for the carrying ont
of the worlks, should be struck out.

Tae PREMIER (Hon. Sir J. Forrest)
satd there would be no revenue for three
years.

Me. ILLINGWORTH said he was
perfectly aware of it.

Tee PREMIER (Hon. 8ir J, Forrest)
said it would have to be got from the
general revenue.

Me. ILLINGWORTH said the re-
venue of the colouy was guite equal to
establishing a sinking fund from the date
of the raising of the loan.

Tue PREMIER (Hon. Sir J. Forrest)
said the rule in this celony in all loan
Bills was, that interest should not be
charged against a work that was to be
carried out for four years after the raising
of the loan. That was a very fair arrange-
ment, because the works were generally
constructed by that time, and would then
be ewrning interest, or be expected to do
s0. Hesaw no reason for departing from
the rule in regard to the loan provided
for in this Bill.

Me. ILLINGWORTH said he would
not press his suggested amendment. I
would only he wasting the time of the
House to do so, as the Government bad
power enough to carrying anything.

Mr. RANDELY asked whether the
Colonial Treasurer had taken any steps
tn verify the conclusions at which the
Engineer-in-Chief had arrived in stating
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that, with a sinking fund of three per
cent., the whole loan would be paid off in
twenty years.

Tre PREMIER (Hon. Sir J. Forrest)
said the assumption in that calculation
was that the sinking fund would be
invested at 5 per cent.

M=z. RANDELL inquired whether the
Eugineer-in-Chief had taken into account
the interest that would have to be paid
for the three years during which the
waorks were being constructed. OfF course,
he was aware that all the money would
not be borrowed for the whole of that
time, but still some interest would
accrue. Possibly the Government might
desire to take advantage of a very cheap
money market, and raise the whole
amount ; and, if they did so, where was
the interest to come from?

Mz. ILLINGWORTH said it would
never be charged to the work.

Mr. RANDELL asked whether the
Government had considered what would
be done in the event of the loan not
being floated at par.

Mr. A. FORREST said it might be
floated above par.

Me. RANDELL said in that case the
Engineer-in-Chief's calculation would be
all right. He only wanted to know how
the eslimate, as to the repayment of the
loan in twenty vears hy x sinking fund of
3 per cent., had been caleulated. The
Engineer-in-Chief seemed to be very
confident about his figuras, and it was to
be supposed they had been checked by
the officers of the department again and
again. It behoved the House to be care-
ful, as the statement of the Government
Actuary showed that some error had
been made in the caleulations of other
public loans of the colony.

Tne PREMIER (Hon. 8ir J. Forrest)
replied that provision had not heen made
in the calculations for interest payable
during the time the works were in course
of construction. It had not been usual
to make provision for interest in such
cases.

Mg. MORAN asked if that had been
done in the case of the Fremantle
harbour works.

Tae PREMIER (Hon. Sir J. Forrest)
said that in no previous loan had it been
done. From the time the first iustal-
ment of a loan was raised until the com-
pletion of the work on which the money
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had to he expended, the consolidated
revenue bore the interest. That was the
rule which had been adopted in this
colony, and it had been adhered to in
this case. The interest began when the
first instalment of the sinking fund was
paid. He assured hon. members,in re-
gard to the sinking fund, that he had had
caleulations made by the Government
Actuary, whose opinion was exactly in
accord with the one the Engineer-in-Chief
had arrived at, that a three per cent.
sinking fund invested at five per cent.
would repay a three per cent loan in
lwenty years. If the sinking fund was
invested at four per cent., it would repay
the loan in twenty-two years. He had
not had the caleulations worked out to
show how long it would take to repay the
loan with the sinking fund invested at
three per cent. :

Me. ILLINGWORTH asked how the
five per cent. was arrived at?

Tee PREMIER {Hon. 8ir J. Forrest)
said the Engineer-in-Chief believed the
sinking fund mighi be invested in the
colony at that rate; but he (the Premier)
thought there wonld be some difficulty
about that.

Mr. VENN said he had had a talk
with the Engineer-in-Chief about charg-
ing interest to works while these were
in  ¢ourse of construckion, but Mr.
O’Connor did not think it was a good
principle, and perhaps it was uot, to
mcrease the charge on works during the
time they could not be reproductive.

M= A. FORREST said hon. members
need not seriously consider the amend-
ment suggested by the hon. member for
Nannine. It was quite sufficient to
provide a sinking fund for the repay-
ment of a loan, without charging interest
hefore the loan could begin to be repro-
ductive. In private transactions, if a man
borrowed money to build a house, the
interest aceruing whilst the huilding was
going on might be charged to the general
account, but the borrower was not asked
to pay interest until the property began
to earn interest.

Mz. GEORGE said anyone who lent
money without taking care to get his
interest from the day of the loan would
probably soon find himself in the Bank-
ruptey Court.

Ture PREMIER (Hon. Sir .J. Forrest)
said he had forgotten to state that the
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Government had not considered the point
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raised by the hon. member for North Fre-

mantle as to what the position would be if
the loan were not raised at par. Asfar as
he could see, mneney was now cheaper
than it had cver heen. He knew of one
large transaction, occurring a few dags
ago, in which an investor desiring to pur-
chase Western Australian stock had to
pay £102 5s. per cent. in this colony. A
considerable quantity of stock was pur-
chased at that price. That being the
price at the present time, he did uwot see
how they could anticipate that the colony
would get. only £98 for its 3 per cent.
loan.. It seemed to him that, if the loan
were placed on the market to-morrow in
London,  they would pget a good deal
more than par for it, seeing that the
three per cent. loan was now bringing
£102 5s. per £100 bond.

Clause, as amended, passed.

Clauses 5 and 6—agreed to.

First schedule:

Mr. GEORGE said the details of the
Engineer.in-Chief’s estimates ought to
have been placed before hon. members
when this Lean Bill first came before the
House.

Me. A. FORREST asked what the hon.
member knew abouf it, as he had not
been there for a week.

Mr. GEORGE said it would be well if
hon. members were compelled to speak
the truth. There was an increasing
levity on the Ministerial side of the
House. He desired to point out that no
plant was provided for carrying the pipes
that were to be used in the waterworks
scheme to where they were to be laid
down, He was open to correction, but
he thought the carriage of these pipes
would be a big item in the work, and that
provision should be made in the Bill for
carrying them.

Tre COMMISSIONER OF CROWN
LANDS (Hou. A. R. Richardson) said
they could pay for the carriage, and that
was all they' could do.

Mz. GEORGE said if the rolling stock
were not available, how could the pipes
be carried ?

Tue COMMISSIONER OF CROWN
LANDS (Hon. A. R. Richardson) said
surely it need not be provided in this
Bill. They bad set down £50,000 for
the carriage, and that was all they could
do.

. made.-
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Mz, GREORGE said the £50,000 would
not make provision for the plant to carry
the pipes. The railway department had
not got sufficient trucks or locomotives;
and another thing was that the depart-
ment would never be able to carry the
pipes without duplicating the line.

Tee COMMISSIONER OF RAIL.
WAYS (Hon. F. H. Piesse) said he
liked to get suggestions from the hon.
member for the Murray, because the hon.
member was so practical ; but, at the same
time, if the hon. member had examined
the information placed hefore the House
a little more closely, he would have
probably found that there was 1o occasion
for him to mmake the remarks he had
Assuming that the water works
could be constructed in two years, it
would only be necessary to carry 45,000
tous of pipes each year.

At 630 pam. the CHarrmMaxw left the
chair.

At 7-30 pom. the CHAIRMAN resumed
the chair.

Ture COMMISSIONER OF RAIL-
WAYS (Hon. F. H. Piesse), in resuming
his remarks on the clause, and replying
to observations made by the member for
the Murray, said that hon. member had
stated that eight trains per day would
be required to convey the necessary pipes
for the construction of this water scheme ;
but the hon. member must have been in
error in making his calculation, for the
reason that, assuming the carriage of the
pipes to be 45 thousand tons in a year,
that would mean 150 tons for an average
working day, and this gquantity would
require one train per day instead of eight.
If the hon. member calculated again he
would find that, reckoning 176 pipes to
the mile, and that each pipe would weigh
36 cwt., the average would not be con-
siderable, amounting ounly to 150 tons a
day; and, besides this, the rate of pro-
gress was estimated to he the laying of
half a mile of pipes per day, as an average,
whereas provision would he made for
carrying pipes equal to one mile of laying
per day. Eight trains a day, carrying
150 tons each. would mean taking 1,200
tons a day, and that was far beyond the
estimated requirements for the laying of
half a mile or even one mile of pipes per
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day. As to the necessity for making pro-
vision for additional rolling stock required
for carrying out this scheme, the fact
wag that provision was being made in
anticipation of this work, and further
relling stock would be obtained, if re-
quired, though not to the extent that
gome hon. members seemed to consider
necessary. Considering that this extra
traffic would require only one train per
day, and taking into acconnt the average
distance to be travelled, probably three
locomotives would be sufficient to convey
the pipes, in addition to the other traffic.
That would not be a considerable addi-
tion to the present rolling stock. It
need not be assumed that there would be
any serious difficulty in dealing with the
transport of these pipes, nor that any
considerable increase in rolling stock
would be necessary.

M=r. GEORGE said he had previously
stated that the carriage of these pipes
was not a question of weight but of bulk ;
although he would freely admit his
caleulalion of eight {rains per day was
not quite as accurate as it should have
been, stmply from the fact that he had
taken the Engineer-in-Chief’s own figures,
as reported in a newspaper, to the effect
that the pipes were to be 42in.; and
taking this diameter, only two pipes
could be carried on a truck. Suppose
his estimate were reduced by onc half,
and that four trains per day would he
required, allowing also for the return
brains, then, did the Commissioner of
Railways wish the House to helieve he
could put this extra traflic on the gold-
fields railway without interfering with
the ordinary traffic? Did the Commis-
gioner wish the House to believe the
department was providing sufficient
rolling-stock and locomotives for this
additional traffic? Tt appeared to him
{Mr. George) that six or seven months
must elapse before the carriage of pipes
could commence ; and, during the remain-
ing period allowed in the estimate, about
700 trains would be required to take the
pipes, to say nothing of the thousand and
one other things that would have
to be carried. If his reasoning was
right, and if there was any error in
the departmental estimate, as there
might be, surely it was not too much
for an hon. member of this House to ask
the Government to give consideration
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to what e bad stated. He was aware
the engineers had to stand or fall by the
estimates they gave to the Government;
but it was not beyond the province of
this House io say that members should
satisfy themselves that proper provision
of funds was being made for any unex-
pected emergency in carrying out this
work. Any criticism he gave to this
scheme was not with the idea of belittling
it——on the contrary, he wanted the
Government to duplicate the pipe, if it
was to be of any service to the country;
and if they did consent to the duplication,
which he did net suppose they would,
on hig puny opinion, what then would
become of their elaborate caleulations
about the carriage of these pipes? Per-
haps he might be able to convince the
Premier that ervors were made occusion-
ally on the Ministerial side of the House.
He had noe doubt the Commissioner of
Railways would, with his common sense,
go further into the matter; and if his
(Mr. George's) remarks assisted him in
arriving at a correct conclosion, he would
be pleased.

Tre COMMISSIONER OF RAIL-
WAYS (Hon. F. H. Piesse) said he would
again state that the remarks of the mem-
ber for the Murruy were looked upon by
the department as those of a practical
man, and they had hitherto received, and
would still receive, every consideration.
It wus, however, necessary to correct the
hon. member in an error which might
have led other menbers to rely on his
statement, as to eight truins per day being
necessary for the carriage of these pipes.
In calculating the carriage of the pipes,
the department had also incuded the
joints 1n the 90,000 tons of total weight
to be carried. After all, the hon. member
would see the scheme had been well
thought out, though there might possibly
be errors in detail of which he (the Com-
missioner} was not awure. The matter
would again come before the House for
consideration, when a Bill was brought
in dealing with the regulation and sale of
the water which was to be supplied on
the goldfields.

Mr. RANDELL asked for an explan-
ation of item 14 in the details of the
estimate prepared by the Engineer-in-
Chief, particularly as to the construe-
tion of fitteen miles of railway at a
cost of £15,000. Did this item provide
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for sidings, or what was the wmeaning '
of it ?

Tue COMMISSIONER OF RAIL-
WAYS (Hon. F. H. Piesse) said he had
no particulars of this item, but he
believed the fifteen miles of railway to he
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constructed must refer to tram-lmes in |

connection with the
reservoirs.

Mr. ILLINGWORTH said he was in-
formed, on the very best authority he
could have, beneath that of the Engineer-
in-Chief, that notwithstanding all that
might be said to the contrary, a 6-ton
truck would carry ouly two tons of these
pipes at once. It followed thot the total
weight of 90,000 tons to be carried would
veally become 270,000 tons, as far as the
traffic was concerned. If this were true,

making

of the '

and if the amount reckoned in the esti- ¢

mate for the cost of carvying pipes was

terninus of the pipe laying, was the
committee to understand that this was all
that the railway department was going to
receive for cwrrying this lot of pipes»
Because if all the revenne that was to be
obtained for the traffic branch was
£140,000 cash for carrying 90,000 tons of
piping, then they would be simply taking
out of the railway revenue £280,000 (over
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as he believed from the good information
- he had behind him, that all the depart-
ment could carry, by well and experienced
officers, was equivalent to one-third of a
truck weight, then, as a matter of fact, a
ton of pipes would cost three toms of
ordinary carriage. If the department
carried these pipes at the mineral rate,
based on the actual cost of carriage, and
had to run three trucks instead of one,
then the department, in order to carry a
ton of these pipes, would have to run
at the expense of £4 10s. per ton of
pipes. The difference was, as this caleu-
lation showed, that the country would
pivv three times the actual charge at the
mineral vate for carrying these pipes, and
that while the charge would nominally be
£140,000, yet. the effect would De to debit
the railway traffic branch with £280,000

. of loss, in order to cheapen the estimated
ounly 1ls. per ton from ermantln to the -

cost for the construction of this work.
Tur COMMISSIONER OF RAIL-
WAYS (Hon. F. H. Piesse) said the
hon. member had put his caleulation
before the commmnittee in his own wayv ; but
he (the Commissioner) wished to again
point out, by way of answer, that the
department did not intend to use 6-ton

. trucks, but double-bogic trucks, as he

a quarter of a million of money), and

practically debiting that amount to the
railway traffic account, in order

nominally reduce the estimated cosi of
constructing this work. The point was .
that the calculation appeared to be hased |

on zomething like 30s. a ton for average

distances.

Tue COMMISSIONER OF RAIL-
WAYS (Hon. F. H. Piesse) said he had
stated that the trucks would be double-
Logie trucks, and not 6-ton trucks. This
would be necessary because they could
not carry 30ft. lengths of pipe on the
other kind of trucks.

Me. ILLINGWORTH suid that, even
according to the Commissioner’s own
talculation, the department could not. run
the full weight of the truck, in reckoning
what pipes could be carried. If the
mineral rate charged for traffic was the
lowest possible ra.te, and was one that
barely covered cost, and if even the
12-ton truck was to be used, and would
take only 6 tons of piping, this would
leave the actual working expense for
carriage at 60s. instead of 30s. a ton. Tf,

had explained ; also that the estimated
cost of carriage was based upon the use

I of double-bogie trocks, so that instead
to

of one-third weight being carried, the
department would be able to carry
two-thirds the carriage weight, at 103
tons to the truck, and that amount
could be calenlated at the mineral
rate on the average distance. Pro-
bably the department would be able
to carry eight of these pipes to each
truck, by fixing standards for stacking
them ; and in that way twelve could be
carried on each truck — that was, in
fact, estimated to be the proper load
for a truck. As to the cost, if the hon.
member would only consider that it was
not practicable to carry these pipes on
6-ton trucks, which were open, high-sided
trucks, the necessity for using double
hogie-trucks would be admitted; and
surely, in using trucks of that kmd they
could draw on the service to the extent
of thirty trucks to the mile of piping;
while, at the rate of half-a-mile of pipes
laid per day, probably 18 to 20 trucks
per day would be sufficient for r.a.x'rvmg
the necessary pipes.
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Mr. GEORGE said that, supposing
the department used 15 double bugie-
trucks per day, equal to 180 tons, would
there be suflicient locomotives to carry
the water and take the pipes in addition
to the ordinary traffic?

Tree COMMISSIONER OF RAIL-
WAYS (Hon. F. H. Piesse) said the
department would have sufficient loco-
motives by that time.

Mr. ILLINGWORTH said that, tak-
ing all the Commissioner had stated to
be correct, there would stili be £180,000
of probable absolute loss in the carriage
of these pipes. Was this liability to be
debited to the railway account ?

Tag Prexier said there would not be
any loss.

Meg. ILLINGWOQRTH said the mineral
rate of carriage was not a rate that
yielded a profit to the department, but
was the actual cost; and if the wuneral
rate was 30s. a ton and the department
had to use trucks which involved their
carrying one-half more in weight, or even
one-third more—that was, to run eight
tons of loading on a 12-ton truck—there
would still be a loss of £100,000 on
the carriage of these pipes. Was that
amount to be manipulated and handed
over to the railway department in order
to cheapen the estimated cost of con-
structing these works? The loss, he
again affirmed, would be eqnal fo a
quarter of a million of money. He had
the Dest testimony obtainable in this
colony, bar the Engineer-in-Chief, for
the statement that the actual less would
be a quarter of a million of money.
The Commissioner himself had admitted

upwards of £100,000, and that amount’

was rather considerable. If the Commis-
sioner was golng to carry these goods
for £140,000, he would be robbiug the
railway department of £100,000 for the
purpose of cheapening the estimated cost
of constructing these works.

Tee COMMISSIONER OF RAIL-
WAYS (Hon, F. H. Piesse) said time
would he required to go fully inte the
calculations which the hon. member had
put before the committee.

Tae PREMIER. (Hon. Sir J. Forrest)
said these details might be very interest-
ing, especially as coming from an authority
like their friend the member for the
Murray. It might be pleasing to the
hon. member to air his knowledge as to
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how many pipes would go into a truck,
and how much a locomotive would draw ;
but in dealing with this Bill, which was
to give power to borrow two and a half
willions of money, if they were to discuss
these details about carrying so many
pipes in so many trucks, they would he
going into details that he bimself did not
go into in dealing with questions of this
sort. The Government took their stand
upon a project, aud upon the information
supplied by those who were professionally
advising them. He believed their pro-
fessional advisers were certainly as com-
petent as anvone i this colony, and a
material fact was that they were more
responsible than other advisers. The
Engineer-in-Chief, who had to carry
out these works, had his reputation at
stake, and was not likely to give the
Grovernment random figures, and then
have to carry out works upon those
figures with insufficient funds. That
wag a proposition no one would admit
to be reasonable. Looking at the details
of the estimate, there was a good
margin on nearly every item. As much
ag £210,000 was allowed for contingencies
on the whole of the items, and this sum
allowed a margin for works costing
more than the amounts estimated. For
example, £50,000 for plant was allowed
as a margin in cne case; as much as
£110,000 was put down for contingensies
in the cost of the pipes, as shown in item
13; in item 12, there was £32,000 allowed
a8 contingencies for pumping engines and
sheds; also, £18,000, including engineer-
ing and supervision, was allowed for the
carriage of main pipes, in item 14; then
£20,000, including engineering and
supervision, was allowed as a margin for
the laying and jointing of pipes; and
£20,000 was allowed as a margin for
reservoirs. All through the estimate of
cost, sums were allowed for contingencies.
He really thought it was too much
to expect hon. members on that side
of the House, or on the other, to go
into minute calenlations. Surely they
had sufficient faith in their engineering
department to trust them not to send
down a report to the House without first
having thoroughly investigated the sub-
ject. The member for Nannine had said
that the mineral rate, on which the
caleulation as o the carriage of pipes was
He (the Premier)
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did not believe that anything was carried
on the Government lines at a loss, and if
the profit on the mineral rate was not as
much as on some other rates, he supposed

there was a good reason for it. The
Government did pot want to make a
profit on the carriage of these pipes. All

they wanted was that cverything they
Aid’ for the scheme should be charged at
rates that would cover cost. If they
were to charge a rate that would give a
profit on the carriage of these pipes, they
would be simply increasing the value of
the water at Coolgardie, and he did not
suppose there was anybody whoe wanted
that. He did not think they should go
further than cbarge the actual cost for
the carriage of the pipes, and the Com-
migsioner of Railwavs might be depended
upon for seeing that the pipes were not
carried at a loss. He did vot know why the
member for Naunine should iry and make
out the case to be worse than it was. Thev
should be guided by the facts and figures
placed before them by the Engineer-in-
Chief, and should hold him responsible
for the correctness of the figures.

Mg. IniveworTh: He will not pay
the deficiency.

Tue PREMIER said they could hold
the Engmeer-in-Chief respomsible, for
they had had to base their arguments
on the figures supplied by him. He
(the Premier) did not know anything
about reservoirs or pumping machinery,
though perhaps the hon. member for the
Murray knew something. While he (the
Premier) did not know anything about
these things, be had sufficient confidence
in those who were advising the Govern-
ment as to the figures, to take thosc
figures for his stdbements, and he really
thought hon. members might desist from
placing further caleulations of their own
before the House.

Mg. CLARKSON said that if the hou.
member for Nannine were correct, the
Engineer-in-Chief had made an error of
150 per cent. in the cost of the carriage
of the pipes; and if he had really com-
mitted an error of that sort, he was not
fit for his position, and the sooner he
was turned out the better. He (M.
Clarkson) was inclined fo accept the
opinion of the Eogineer-in-Chief before
that of the member for Nannine.

Mz. RANDELL said a good many
members had based their acceptance of
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the scheme to a large extent on the fact
that they had five gentlemen sitting on

' the Minisierial bench who were men of

understanding and practical knowledge,
and on the belief that those gentlemen
had tested, as far as they possibly could,
the figures supplied by the Engineer-in-
Chief. He did not think the House
would hold the Engineer-in-Chief re-
sponsible for the scheme, but would held
the Minisiry of the day re%pons:ble and
they expected the Ministry had done all
in their power to investigate the details.
In tagt, he had pmcecded on the assump-
tion that Ministers had tested the scheme
in the fullest possible way, and satisfied
themselves, as far as they conld, that the
figures put before them by the Engineer-
in<Cliief were. as nearly as could be,
correct.  He did not think the Premier
should complain if questions were put
for the purpose of eliciting information
a8 to how far the Ministers had gone into
this natter, and how far they had satis-
fied themselves that the estimstes were
correct. It was a large scheme, involv.
ing the expenditure of millions of money ;
therefore it was only right and proper
that the vepresentatives of the country
should make all due inquiries into the
various parts of thescheme, especially those
parts in which they thought that adequate
provision of money had not heen made.

Mr. MORAN asked whether this was
to be a five million gallon scheme for
Coolgardie, or whether Coolgardie had to
take whut would be left after the railways
and Southern Cross and the municipalities
had been supplied. He would also like to
know whether the pumping engines would
be of suflicient strength to pump a larger
quantity of water than the five millions
per day, if required. If Coolgardic had
to take only what was left after the other
places were supplied, he did not suppose
there would be more than two million
gallons per day for hattery purposes. It
would take a million gallons for the rail-
way, a million for York, Northam, and
Newcastle, and a million for Southern
Cross. He would like to know whether
Coolgardie had to be considered before or
after the municipalities.

Tre PREMIER (Hon. Sir J. Forrest)
said Coolgardie would, of course, he con-
siderced ﬁrst. and it therc were not encugh
also for the mlln:mpa.htles a local scheme
could be provided for them.
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Mz. MORAN said that, according to
the reports of the Engineer-in-Chief, the
water would travel at the rate of two feet
per second, and he (Mr. Moran) would
like to know if the machinery to be used
would be sufficient to increase that speed
by fifty per cent,, or, if necessary, to the
extent of causing the water to travel at
the rate of four feet per second. Could
from six to seven million gallons per day
be delivered if required ?

Tae COMMISSIONER OF CROWN
LANDS (Hon. A. R. Richardson) said
he did not profess to know much about
engineering. He did not know how
many pipes could be put into a railway
truck, but he did know how many would
go into o bullock dray. He did not
think it had transpired that these pipes
were to be made out of the colony or at
Fremantle, and that they might perhaps
be carried on the line in the shape of
strips of stecl to some point up the line,
where the work of construction would
be completed. He had questioned the
Engincer-in-Chicf as to the reserve of
power, and had leen told that the reserve
was a third, and that the factor of safety
in the pipes was as five times.

Mr. MORAN said bhe would like to
know from the Premicr what he con-
sidered would be the maximun guantity
of water delivered at BMt. Burges.

Tue PREMIER (Hon. Sir J. Forrest)
said at least four million gallons he should
say. - He did not think there would be a
million gallons used on the way.

Mr. MORAN said the Premier, iu his
speech, bad estimated that in four years
there would be eight hundred thousand
gallons required every day on the railway,
and it was probable that Southern Cross
would require o million.

Tre PREMIER (Hon. Sir J. Forrest)
said one-third more could be pumped by
using full pressure. There would also
always be some salt water fromn the mines
for mining purposes.

Mer. MORAN said the Premier might,
when it was all over, have to fall back on
the lakes for a great deal of the five
million gallons per dav. It would be
noticed that, in his speech, the Premier
stopped short at the top of Mt. Burges.
Hon. members would find, from a
subsidiary report which the Engineer-in-
Chief had issued, that there was to bhe a
two million gallon reservoir at Coolgardie,
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and a similar reservoir at Kalgoorlie.
This provision of reservoirs was very
satisfactory, but there was no mention of
reservoirs for Black Flag, Broad Arrow,
and other mining centres, and it was
evident that this was a scheme for those
two great places, Coolgardie and Kal.
goorhie. Then there were to be six
minor veservoirs, costing £5000 each;
and be did vot Lknow, but he supposed,
these were to be placed on the route.
The reservoirs would be very useful in
the case of a hreakdown, especiully when
it was remembered that the reservoir on
the top of Mt. Burges would carry only
10,000,001t gallons. He should hike to
see this scheme brought forward as a
10-million gallon scheme, for the water
would all be required for battery purposes
and for domestic nses,

Mzr. GEORGE said the hon. member
for Perth had asked him to put two or
three questions with regard to these
gervice reservoirs. In the first place, it
would be noticed that this item was the
only one in connection with the supple-
pientary report in which there was no
provision made for contingencies, whereas
it was exactly in & work of this sort that
they might look for contingencies. Then
with regard to the reservoir on Mt. Bur-
ges, which was put down as having a
capacity of ten million gallons, or about
three days’ supply, a three days’ reserve
seemed to be small when they might have
a burst, doing damage that would take
three weeks to repair. They would he
told that was impossible, but the
impossible sometimes happened in these
matters. Another guestion was whether
it was proposed to utilise in any way the
tanks along the line, which had Dbeen
made at u great expense to the country,
and whether their cost was calculated in
the amount put down in the Bill.

Tue PREMIER (Hon. Sir J. For.
rest) said that, as far as possible, the
existing tanks would be utilised; but
whether those tanks would be of much
use depended upon where the pumping
stations were placed. The best authorities
would be asked to decide the position for
the pumps, that being a point on which
it was intended to counsult authorities;
and, if possible, some of the existing
tanks would be utilised for the pur-
pose.

Schedule put and passed.
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Second Schedule—agreed to.
Preamble and title—agreed to.
Bill reported, with an amendment.

XOXI10US WEEDS BILL
SECOND READING—QRDER DISCHARGED.

Tre COMMISSIONER OF CROWN
LANDS (Hon. A. R. Richardson) said
he had again to ask permission to delay
the second reading of this Bill. He had
not had time to carefully look into the
mensure, and there were several clanses
which he hardly thought were suitable to
the circumstances of the colony. No
doubt some important amendments would
have to be made in it, and he would like
time to regonsider it.

-Tue SPEAKER suggested that the
proper way to deal with the Bill was to
withdraw it and re-introduce it.

Mr. VENN said hon. members would
make not the slightest objection to the
withdrawal of the Bill for ever.

Tue COMMISSIONER OF CROWN
LANDS (Hon. A. R. Richardson) then
moved that the Bill be discharged from
the order paper.

Mg. LEFROY seconded the motion.

BMotion put and passed, and the order
discharged.

MOTION — FENCING RATILWAYS
THROUGH SETTLED DISTRICTS.
Mz, COOKWORTHY, in accordance
with notice, moved “ That, in the opinion
of this House, the railways through the
settled districts should be fenced.” He
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Tre COMMISSIONER OF RAIL-
WAYS (Houn. F. H. Piesse) : This matter
of fencing the railways has been under
the notice of the Goverment; but, of
course, members will admit that to fence
lines passing through unsettled portions
of the country would entail great cost.
By “unsettled countrs” I mean those
portions held under lease from the Crown,
und in many ivstances the railway lines
run for miles through these leaseholds.
The Government have not Jost sight of
the necessity for fencing ; and, where the
railway pusses through private lands, they
are agreeable to fence one side of the rail.
way, providud the owner of the land will
fence the olher. Thereare many areas of
private land beld in fee-simple, through
whigh the railway passes, where the land
is not fenced uuless a request is made by
the owners; and, unless that request is
made, the Government do not feel hound
to carry oul this fencing. I am aware
that lessees suffer owing to stock being
killed on the railways, and ever y day we
hear of these grievances of stock tres-
passing on the lines being killed, und
undoubtedly it is a loss to the people
owning them. It would entail great
loss to fence a railway passing through

. country to open it up, and this is one

of the penalties that owners of stock

. have to pay for the convenience of the

said : In speaking to this motion, I may -

say that if members had a report of the
number of the cattle that have bheen
killed on the railways of this colony, it
would rather surprise them. I speak
more especially of the South-Western
line. Many parts of the ling are not
fenced, though a great portion is; and
it is impossible for the people there, who
are chiefly small farmers, to keep their
cattle off the line. Though I give credit
to the drivers of locomotives for doing
their best to avoid collisions, still it often
happens that cattle and horses are run
over by the trains, eutailing great loss on
the owners, who are chiefly small farmers.

It bhas been brought under my uotice .

that great injury is caused to them, and I
really think the Government nutrhtprotect
the cattle from trespassing on the line.

railway. Undoubtedly it is a very great
loss to poor people who cannot afford to
lose this stock. T would like to state
what are the conditions under which the
Government are prepared to fence
‘Where lands through which railways
passed were not -fenced at the date of
construetion, the Government did not
fence unless it was required for the pro-
tection of the line. The lands that were
fenced when the line wus constructed
were also fenced on each side of the rail-
way. In regard to all other lands they
will be fenced us soon as the owners
apply to fence and agree to pay half the
cost, the Government bearing the other
half. I do not think we can do hetter
than that. We cannot agree to fencing
the whole of the railway, as it would be a
very costly thing, but I would like to
point out that the Government are pre-
pared to act in accordance with the
| regulations and conditions now exsisting,
and will be at all times happy to meet
a request to fence half of the line, pro-
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vided the owners will do the remainder.
I cannot however see that the Govern-
ment are ealled upon to fence the whole
of the lines passing through runs and
unsettled country.

Mr. GEORGE: In reference to this
matter of fencing the railways I agree
with what has fallen from the Commis-
. sioner of Railways, although a few cattle
being killed may be a serious matter,
according to the length of the purse of
the owner. If the lines are fenced, und
wherever there are crossing places and
sufficient stops to prevent cattle stray.
ing on to the line, there is some safety
to the travelling public; but I have seen a
good deal of this fencing on contract
work in all the colonies except Queens-
land, and most of the accidents have been
when the line has been fenced, for the
simple reason that once cattle get between
the fences, and the train is coming along,
they caunot get away. From my expe-
rience it is best to leave the fencing until
the railway is finished, and then it 1s
handed over to those who have fo look
after it permanently; but unless the
crossing places are so securely placed
that the cattle cannot get on to the line,
it iz better not to have fences at all. Tt
may be said the gridiron stops, as adopted
here and 1o Tasmania, will do; Dbut
ong of the wmost terrible wccidents I
ever had to do with was caused by one
of these crossings. A bullock got on the
grossing just in front of a train and threw
the train off the line, and a number of
men were killed. I can speak about the
Jarrahdale Timber Company’s railway
passing through wunfenced land, where
there are o great number of cattle on the
plain, and the whole time I was manager
there, about four years, we had one acei-
dent and killed oue bullock. Ti is un-
fenced land on the plain, and the hon.
the Commissioner of Crown Lands will
tell you, and the geuntleman who preceded
me in the seat for the Murray can tell
you, there are a great many cattle there,
and one was killed in about four yvears;
but I am sure if we fenced that line
without sufficient guards we would have
had very serious accidents. If horsesare
between two fences they almost invariably
make for the permanent way. If the
thing is done thoroughly it is very expen-
sive, though if the country can bear it, so
much the better.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Through Settled Districts.

Mr. CLARESON: I certainly think
that where the land is thickly populated
and a great deal of stock is runming about,
the line should be fenced. I do not
consider the line, say from Northam to
Southern Cross, should be fenced; and I
think it almost unnecessary to fence the
line in the Darling ranges, as T never saw
cuttle there, and the country is so poor it
is not likely there are any. I could
mention rne piece of country on the Mid-
land line, at the head of the Swan, where
there have been scores of cattle killed. T
know one poor man who had a valuable
team of bullocks, and three out of the
four were killed. T think, in a place like
that, the line should be fenced, but of
course it is expensive to fence a long line
of railway, and it is unnecessary, except
where the land is thickly populated. In
Nortbamn recently there were some three
or four cows killed and the train was
thrown off the line, I certainly think
the line should be fenced where it rons
through a populated country.

Mr. COOEWOQRTHY: The Com-
missioner of Railways has spoken about
private lands, but I am not referring
to private land —only to the uufenced
lands. I did not refer to the danger
to the travelling public, which this
unfenced tract mught create. Certainly
at present that danger is not very
great, seeing 1t takes us nine hours
to go 150 miles, and it has been found
advisable to put the cow-catcher at
the end of the train. Many accidents
have occurred, and cattle getting on the
line are likely to endanger the safety of
the travelling public. Yet the hon. mem-
ber for the Murray says he does not see
the advantage of a fence. T say, how-
ever, a good fence, properly constructed,
will keep cattle ont. As to gridiron stops
on level ¢rossings, if a bullock gets on
them he is off the track; and I only
trust the Commissioner will consider this
puint. It is a great loss to small owners,
und also a danger to the travelling public,
cattle being able to get on the track, and
T hope the House will join with me in
carrying this wnotion.

Tee PREMIER (Hon. 8ir J. For-
rest}: T really think there is not much
necessity for this motion. The Govern-
ment ave alive to the necessity for fencing
land wherever they can, and we have
i done a great deal of fenemg. If the hon.
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member has any particular case in view,
the Commissioner of Railways will do
what he can to meet his wishes, but this
motion is rather too wide for us to agree
to off-hand. The wmotion states, rail-
ways through settled districts should be
fenced, but what is a settled district?
All the line from here to Bunbury and the
Vausse, and up to Donnybrook and Bever-
ley would have to be fenced. [Mr.
CoorworrHY: A great deal is fenced.]
Then, too, we wounld have to fence from
Geraldton vut wearly to the Greenough,
and from Walkaway to Geraldton. It will
be a great expense, and it will be better
to have particular cases given. The
Government recognise it would be better
to have Lhe lines fenced, but it will cost
a great deal to do it, and I do not think
it necessary.

Mg. COOKWORTHY: The Premier
asks me to name a particular place, and
the place I more especially refer to is
between Boyanup and Ludlow.

Mr. HASSELL: It has been found
that in my district there is more danger
where the line is fenced, as the only
places where cattle and horses are killed
are on the fenced portions of the line. It
seems to me to he safer if the line is
unfenced, as the feed i1s much better on
the fenced portions, and attracts the
stock on to the line. I quite agree with
what the hon. member hehind me said,
that it is useless to fence in some country.
In the district I have the honor to rve-
present, where cattle have been killed is
on the fenced portions, and I am sorry I
cannot support the motion, but I cannof.

Motion put, and negatived ov the
voices.

ADJOURNMENT.
The House adjourned at 850, p.an.,
until the next Tuesday.

{11 Avoeusr, 1896.]
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Legislative Rssembly,
Tuesday, 1ith August, 1896.

Question : Fremautle North Mole Jetty Contruct—Bills
of Sale Bill ; rst reading—Federal Councdil reference
Bill ; first rending—Streets nnd Ronds {Greenmount
and Marble Bar) Closure Bill; frst reading—Muni-
cipal Institutions Act Amendment Bill; third
reading—Compnnies Act Amendment Bill; second
reading ; in Committee—Adjournment.

Tue SPEAKER took the chair at
4-30 o’clock, p.m.

PrAYERS.

QUESTION—FREMANTLE NORTH MOLE
. JETTY CONTRACT.

Mr. MOSS, in accordance with notice,
asked the Director of Public Works,—
(1.} What was the date of the signing of
the contract for the construction of the
Jetty at the North Mole of the Swan
River. (2.) Whether the Department
were aware that the work had not yet
been commenced. (3.) If so, what was
the reason for the delay.

Tag DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC
WORKS (Hon. F. H. Piesse) replied .—
{1.) l4th April, 1896. The tender was
accepted on 10th April, 1896, and it is
from this date that the contract com-
mences.  (2.) The piles are commenced
to be driven. (3.) When allowance is
made for the necessary time for arranging
for timber and procuring it, there has not
been so much delay as wmight at first
sight appear, and there is no reason, at
any rate, why the work, which is now
commenced, could not be completed by
the due date, namely, 10th January next.
The eontractor has frequently been urged
to get his timber on to the ground quicker,
but his reply has always been that, for
a variety of reasons, it is impossible to do
so. If the work is not completed by con-
tract date, he will, of course, have to pay
the penalty, which is £25 per week.

BILLS OF SALE BILL.

Introduced by M. James, and read a
first time.

FEDERAL COUXNCIL REFERENCE
BILL.

Introduced by the ArrorNEY-GENBRAL,
and read a first time.



