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Tegislutive Dssembly,
Tuesday, 19th October, 1897,

Question: Restriction in Granting Exemption an Gold
Mining Léases—Question: Lengthy Exemption on
Gold Mining Lenses—Question: Sale of Business
Areas on Goldfields —Question : Itlegnl Hawking by
Afrhuns—Sessional Orders: Business Days and
Hours, Standing Committees, &c.—Address.in-
Reply : Amendment {Mr. Leake's) r¢ Food Duties;
third day of debate—Puper Presented—Reporting
and Puablishing of Debates—Adjournment.

Tae SPEAKER took the Chair at 4-30
o’clock p.m.

PratERs.

QUESTION—RESTRICTION IN GRANT-
ING EXEMPI'ION ON GOLD MINING
LEASES.

Mr. GREGORY, in accordance with
notice, asked the Premier, Whether he
had instructed the wardens of the various
goldfields, in consequence of the amend-
ment of the labour regulations, to restrict,
in a greater weasure than was formerly
observed, the granting of exemptions on
gold mining leases.

Tue PREMIER (Right Hon. Sir J.
Forrest) replied that no definite instruc-
tions had been issued, but it had been
pointed out to many of the wardens that
less exemption should be given.

QUESTION—LENGTHY EXEMPTION ON
GOLD MINING LEASES.

Mr. GREGORY, in accordance with
notice, asked the Premier, Whether ex-
emption had been granted on any gold
mining lease since the passing of the
Mines Act, 1895, for a longer term than
six months in any one year. If so, on
what lease or leases, and for what reason ?

Tuwe PREMIER (Right Hon. Sir J.
Forrest) replied that the Mines Depart-
ment were unable to furnish the informa-
tion for a few days, as all their registers
would have to be searched.

QUESTION—SALE OF BUSINESS
AREAS ON GOLDFIELDS.

Mz, GREGORY, in accordance with
notice, asked the Commissioner of Crown
Lands, Whether it was his intention to
gell by public auction any area legally held
by virtue of miner's right or business
license for residence or busiuess purposes,
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without giving the holder thereof the first
right to purchase ab a declared upset
price.

Tre COMMISSIONER OF CROWN
LANDS (Hon. G. Throssell) replied that
there was no intention to depart from the
procedure prescribed by Section 30 of the
(toldfields Act.

QUESTION—ILLEGAL HAWEKING BY
AFGHANS.

M=r. HARPER, in accordance with
notice, asked the Premier, Why Afghans
were permitted to hawk wares throughout
the country districts in contravention of
the law, and whether the Government
would take such steps as might bemeces-
sary to prevent a continuance of thesame.

Tae PREMIER (Right Hon. Sir J.
Forrest) replied that the law was unable
at present to reach these men who tramp
the country soliciting orders. An amend-
ing Act was, however, being prepared to
deal with the matter.

SESSIONAL ORDERS.

BUSBINESS DAYS AND HOURS.

Tee PREMIER (Right Hon. Sir J,
Forrest), in accordance with notice, moved
That the House, nuless otherwise ordered,
shall meet for the despatch of business
on Tuesdays, Wednesdays, and Thurs-
days at 4-30 p.m., and shall sit until 6-30
pam., if necessary ; and, if requisite, from
7-30 pan. onwards. He said this motion
was the nsual one at the beginning of a
gession ; and he desired to c¢onsult the
House as-to whether it would he con-
venient to have an extra sitting day, in
addition to the three days proposed in
the motion. As the session was com-
mencing late in the year, and sumner
was coming on, the members might not
find great inconvenience in attending the
House on an extra day in the week, for
he had noticed that those country mem-
bers who resided within easy reach of
Perth were often in town on Mondays,
und would doubtless he glad to he at
work, as the business of the session must
be got through; and he thought also that
those members who resided in Perth and
Fremantle, and their vicinity, might not
find it inconvenient to attend the House
on Mondays. If members generally
were agreeable to that sugpestion, he
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would ask some member to move for
adding Monday to the sitting days pro-
posed in the motion. Members of the
Government would be glad to add another
day for getting through the Dbusiness,
because there was so much fo do in the
present session.
expression of opinion from members as to
whother they would be agreeable to have
Monday added to the business days of the
House 1n the present session.

M=z. LEAKE said that, personally, be
would be glad to fall in with the sugges-
tion of the Premier to have Monday
added to the sitting days.

Mr. GEQORGE suggested that Mon-
day’s sitting should be in the evening
-only, commencing at 7-30. .

Hox. H. W. VENN said the arrange-
ment made last session for sitting on
Tuesdays, Wednesdays, and Thursdays

was found to be agreeable to the majority .

of those members who were engaged in
business, and it had been stated during
the discussion last session that it would
be inconvenient for them to attend the
House four days a week. Speaking on
behalf of country members, he beheved
four days a week would not be eonvenient
to most of them; although, so far as his
own convenience was concerned, he was
willing to sit six days a week if desired.
He hoped the practice of sitting three
days a. week would be continued during
the present session, as it was found con-.
venient and satisfactory last session.
Question put and passed.

On further motions by the PREmteR, the
following Sessional Orders were agreed
to without debate :—

PRECEDENCE OF (GOVERNMENT Busi-
nEss.—That on Tuesdays and Thursdays
Govermnent business shall take prece-
dence of all Motions and Orders of the
Day.

Sraxpine OrpErs Commrrree.—That
the Standing Orders Committee for the
present session shall consist of the follow-
ing members, viz.:—Mr. Speaker, Ar.
Burt, and Mr. Harper; with leave to sit
during any adjournmuent, and with autho-
rity to confer upon subjects of mutual
concernment with any Committee ap-
pointed for similar purposes by the
Tegislative Council.
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shall consist of the following members,
viz. :—Mr. Speaker, Mr. Burt, Mr. Harper,
Mr. Simpson, and Mr. Illingworth; with
feave to sit during any adjournment, and
during the recess, and with authority to
act jointly with the Library Conmunittee of
the Legislative Council.

Privtive  Comuirres.— That the
Printing Committee for the present Ses-
sion shall consistof the following members,
viz. :—Mr. Speaker, Mr. Piesse, and Mr.
Harper; to assist Mr. Speaker in all
matters which relate to the printing exe-
cuted by order of the House, and for the
purpose of selecting and arranging for
Printing Returns and Papers, presented
in pursuance of motions made by members,
and all Papers laid upon the table, whether
in answer to Addresses or otherwise.

Rergesusent Rooms Comwmrrree.—
That the Refreshment Rooms Committee
for the present Session shall consist of
thefellowing members, viz.:—Mr, Speaker,
Mr. Wood, Mr. Simpson, and Mr. Monger;
with leave to sit during any adjournment
and during the recess.

ADDRESS-IN-REFPLY TO THE
GOVERNOR'S SPEECH.

AMENDMENT t¢ FOOD DUTIES.
THIRD DAY OF DEBATE.

Mr. LEAKTE (Albany), in accordance
with nolice, rose to move as an amendinent
that the following new paragraph be
added :—

We, however, regret that Your Excellency’s
advisers do not propose to introduce any legis-
lation with a view to amending the tariff, as
we are of opinion that it is desirable to reduce
the duties on food supplies; and we therefore
respectinlly suggest that Your Exzcellency’s
advisers should be invited to reconsider their
decision, with a view to such reduction.

He said: Mr. Speaker, it is my privilege,
I know, if T so desire it, to criticise
generally the observations which have
been submitted to us by His Excellency
the Governor in his Speech; but, since I
moved the adjournment of the debate a
few days ago, a motion was tabled which
perhaps will have the effect of concen-
trating attention, to a certain extent, upon
the subject matter of the notice. The
notice which I gave was this: That I

- ghould move as an amendment to the
Liseary ComanirTee.— That the Ti- I
brary Committee for the present Session | words :—* We, however, regret that your

Address and as a new paragraph these
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Excellency’s advisers do not propose to
introduce any legislation with a view to
amending the tariff, as we are of opinion
that it is desirable to reduce the duties on
food supplies ; and we therefore respect-
fully suggest. that veur Fxecellency's ad-
visers should be invited to reconsider
their decision, with a view to such
reduction.”” Hon. members are aware
that the question of food duties and
the necessity for their reduction has
been hefore the country for many
months past. During the recent elec-
tions it was a matter of considerable
public interest. It was one to which
every hon. member at the hustings had
to direct his attention; and every hon.
mentber, or nearly every hon. member,
when seeking election, expressed bimself
emplatically one way or the other. There-
fore it was naturally to Le supposed that,
as soon as possible after the House was
called together for business, this question
would arise in one form or another.
Hon. members, no doubt, thought that
some expression would be given by the
hon. member the leader of the Govera-
ment (Right Hon. Sir John Forrest)
upon this subject ; and, when the Speech
was read to us by His Escellency the
Governor, those anticipations were
realised—perhaps not exactly in the
direction that we expected, but whatever
expression was voiced in that Speech was
emphatic. It emphasises this fact, that
notwithstanding the agitation which has
been cn foot, notwithstanding the pledges
of hon. members upon the hustings,
notwithstanding the interest which was
taken by the public at large on this all im-
portant question, the Government affirm
that they will not reduce the food duties.
You are aware, sir, that during the short
session of Parliament we have had
previous to our departure for the Federal
Convention, I tabled a direct motion upon
this very question, declaring, or seeking
to declare, that the reduction of these
food duties—the immediate reduction of
the food duties—was necessary in the
best interests of the country; and, with
that resolution upon our votes and
proceedings, we know that the Govern-
ment have had the matter under con-
sideration. It was well discussed, I
have no doubt, in Cabinet. It was
ultimately determined that they would
declare in favour of the retention of those
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food duties. And that expression of
opinion was in these words:—

My Ministers do not propose this session to
introduce any legislation with a view of
amending the tarill. Tn regard to the
guestion of remitting or redueing the existing
duties on some articles of food which are
capable of being produced in the col \ny, they
are of opinion that the present tinle is in-
opportune to do anything that will ecither
reduce the revenue or discourage the rapidly
increasing occupation and improvement of tho
lands of the colony, from which a large
increase of production must resnlt. My
Ministers have no intention, nor have they
any desire, to protect food products for an
indefinite period, and they are of opinion that it
will not be necessary to do so, as, aided by a
recurrence of the bountiful season we are this
year experiencing, and by the good markets
cxigting on owr goldfields, this colony must, in
a short time, becomo self-supporting.

So there we have this announcement with
regard to the food duties, firstly, that the
tariff will not be amended ; in the second
place, and equally emphatically, do
Ministers declare that the food duties
will not be touched during this session;
and they go on to say, in effect, that al-
though they have no desire to protect the
food products indefinitely, they are not
of opinion that it will be necessary to do
so because, “aided by a recwurence of
the hountiful season we are this year ex-
periencing "—and there, gentlemen, I
have cause to remind you that the element
of speculation has evidently entered into
their consideration, for they are anticipat-
ing, of course, u recurrence of the
bountiful season—* this colony must, in
a short time, become self-supporting.”
Tlhe bountiful season cannot recur until
this tine next year, therefore there can
be no reduction until this time next
year ; and, if there is net a recur-
rence of the bhountiful season, then
there certainly will not be o reduction
next year. Consequently we shall go on
and on until we get a recuwrrence of
bountiful seasons, or, in the alternative,
until in a short time the colony becomes
self-supporting. There is nothing in
those words hut an attempt to hedge with
this important question; and I declare
that the Groveriunent have not any real or
honest intention of reducing those food
duties either this session or next session.
So it becomes necessary, according to the
course that T pursued during the last
session, to bring this matter clearly and
straightforwardly hefore the fouse; and
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can there be any more direct challenge to
me and my friends on this side of the
House than that declaration in paragraph
22? Tt is idle for the hon. gentleman, as
he did the other day, to say that my
notice of an amendment was a challenge
to him. His was the challenge ; and had
I failed in accepting that challenge—
m picking up the gauntlet when it
was thrown down in this arena—-I
should have been wanting inmy duty; and,
had I waited until after the conclusion
of the debate on the Address-in-Reply
and tabled a substantive motion, it would
have been open to the Premier and to
you hou. gentlomen opposite—all of you
—to have told me that the proper time
to have- broughi this madter to an issue
was on the consideration of the Address-
in-Reply. And I have done so. I have
accepted the challenge.  Whether you
can regard this as a counter-challenge or
not, I do not care; but it is a challenge
by the Government to me and to those
who sit on this side of the House, to test
the feeling of this House, and, in the
testing of the feeling of this House, to
test the feeling of the representatives of
the country upon this all-important ques-
tion. In the observations which I have
to address to you, sir, during the course
of this debate, I have no doubt that there
will be very little that is new—less, no
doubt, that is original. And, notwith-
standing that, I make no apology for
addressing this House and advancing
nothing but what may possibly appear to
many hon. members to be old arguments.
But T say nmow—and you will hear this
referred to more than once before I sit
down—I want hon. members to remember
their pledges. Of course this amendment
—as the right hon. the Premier has
intimated—amounts to a motion of want
of confidence in the Ministry. But, as a
matter of Parliamentary procedure and
practice, every amendment to the Address-
in-Reply, if it comes from the opposite
side of the House, must be and always
is regarded as a motion of want of con-
fidence. But how can they throw that
back upon members on this side of the
House, when they themselves practically
shake their fists in our faces and tell us
that we dare not challenge this question
at the proper time—namely, in the debate
on the Address-in-Reply? 1T leave it to
the right hon. the Premier to make the
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most of the cry that this is a motion of
want of confidence, and to frighten you
hon. gentlemen—or, I should say, sir, to
frighten those hon. members who sit
below and at the right hand of the
Premier—with the intunation that if

this is carried against him he will
resign. Well, perhaps we had better

not discuss such a terrible thing as
the fate of the Ministry. DBetter let
the Ministry live, and the country die
or the country suffer, than that we, all
of us, shoukd do our duty in this parti-
cular regard. 1t isa very nice thing, I
have no doubt, to have vast personal
influence, an influence which will induce
hon. members to forget everything else
but'the desiré to pander to the wishes of
the individual who has the influence; but
et me remind hon. members of a little bit
of our past political histery. 'We know
that it is very easy to “climb down.” We
have known it done before in this House.
[A Memper: Cross over.] And cross
over too. The hon. member no doubt
will have an opportunity later on of
elimbing down on this motion. He will
find that there is no difficulty in elimbing
down af all; that it does not hurt in the
slightest degree. But we do mot care
how we get the reduction of these food
duties—whether it is by climbing down
or anything else, or by the resignation of
the Ministry. We say we want the food
duties reduced, irrespective of the conse-
quences, becanse we say it is of para-
mount importance to the country. If it
is not of paramount mmportance to the
country, or if it is not a matter which is
Iikely to engage a greal deal of public
attention, why was it mentioned at all in
the Governor's Speech ? We want to see
a reduction of the duties at the present
time; and after all, supposing the Ministry
do, in treating this as a motion of want
of confidence, run the risk of having to
resign, it simply means that this House
can put them out; but if this House can
put them out, this House can put them in

ain. We are twitted, often enough, on
this side of the House with the staternent
that we could not carry on the govern-
wment of the country for twenty-four hours.
Well, that may be so; and therefore the
hou. gentlemen on the other side of the
House run no risk, for when they are put
out, put them in again, You can do it
by your votes. But insist, first of all,
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upon the reduction of the food duties.
If you are going to disregard the
popular will and the public good, and if
you are going to place the fate of the
Ministry above it all, well, T am afraid
Parliamentary government in our colony
will not flourish as it should do, nor will
it comumand the respect of this or any
other community. We can get a reduction
of these food duties, if we msist upon it;
and every hon. gentleman on the right-
hand side of the Premier knowsit. If
Parliament will only show its teeth, and,
if necessary, bite, we shall get the reduc-
tion of the food duties; and there is not
a single hon. member, I believe, on the
other side of the House who honestly ean
say that he does not think a reduction in
this direction is necessary and essential.
Are hon. members to be the servants of
the country or the slaves of the Ministry ?
Will they be political factors, or will they
e dummies, and what some hon. gentle-
man on this side of the House once called
voting machines ? Will they be guided
by the requirements of their constituen-
cies and by the welfare of the colony, or
will they consult the convenience of the
ruling power ? Is it to the advantage of
the colony that we should have class
legislation, or legislation for the country’s
good? If I do not misinterpret this
paragraph 22, there is contemplated here
class legislation of the wmost pronounced
type. It is setting, as clearly as it is
possible to do so, one class against the
other. It is setting the farmers against
the miners. [A Memser: Not at
all.] Perhaps the hon. gentleman did
not hear what I said. Itis setting the
farmers against the miners. It is the
farmers first, and the rest nowhere.
What we advocate, here on this side, at
any rate, is that we should distribute our
favours evenly, and let each member of
the community bear his fair share of the
burden. This policy of the Government
means, protect the farmer and protect
nobody else. But he has been protected
for the last thirty or forty years; and
not once, I believe, during that time have
they made any concessions. No concession
whatever has been made. Wherever there
has heen protection, it has been piled up,
heap by heap, in this particular direction.
Although, perhaps, even the hon. members
on this side of the House do not go to
the same extent as I would on this
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question of protection, yet I would lay
down, or argue in favour of, the general
proposition, at any rate, that protection,
particularly of this kind, is not necessary
i an unsettled community such as ours
is at the present moment. It has been
argued in the Press and on the platform
too that we have the lowest tariff in
Australia, except the tariff of the free-
trade colony of New South Wales. But
that does not prove that these food duties
do not press heavily on our community.
Opposed to that proposition or ihat fact
we have this fact, that the taxation per
head 1is, in this coleny, three times as high
as it is in most of the other colonies; and
that our taxation through the customs is
twice, and in many instances three times,
that of the other colonies at the rate per
head. And it goes to prove that whilst
we have possibly & low tariff, and whilst
we have this excessive protection in these
particular directions, we cannot produce
enough. It follows, therefore, that where
we get so much through the customs, so
much food through the customs, these
duties must affect, and they do affect, us
to an appreciable extent. The other
colonies have this advantage, that they do
not have to import food stuffs to the
same extent as we do. We have been
trying to produce sufficient for years past,
and we cannot do it; and the natural con-
sequence, of course, is to increase the local
market prices owing to the shortness of
the supply, and, in addition to that, to
increase the cost to us through the
customs.  If anyone doubts the dearness
of living or the cost of living in our
community, let him go round to one
of the other colonies and do a little
marketing on his own account, and
then come back here and try the same
thing. Let bim experimentalise with
the "small sum of half-a-crown, and I
will be bound to say that in Melbourne,
in Sydney, or in Adelaide, the working
man o¢r the miner, or the member of
Parliament, can buy far more eggs, butter,
cheese, bread, meat, bacon, and vegetables
—Dhe can cover his table more thickly
with half-a-crown in the other colonies
than he can here. The bucolic instinet
is heing aroused: the Comimissioner of
Railways is begiuning to interrupt. We
are getting “ home” now. I will repeat, for
the information of the hon. member, that
half-a-¢rawn will buy more butter, cheese,
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bacon and vegetables in Melbourne or
Adelaide than the hon. gentleman would
care to eat.

Tue CoMMISSIONER OF RAILWAYS:

I expect you are gauging my appetite by

Your own.
Mr. LEAKE: That interruption is
irrelevant.  The Speech declares that

“they are of opinion”—that is, His
Excellency’s Ministers—** that the present,
time is inopportune to do anything that
will either reduce the revenuwe or dis-
contage the rapidly increasing occupation
and improvemment of the lands of the
colony, from which a large increase of
production must result” If they think
the imposition or maintenance of these
‘duties, or the nbolition of these duties,
will * disconrage the rapidly increasing
occupation and improvement of the
lands of the colony,” what effect has it on
the mining community ¥ We cannot help
remembering that the mining community
is the biggest consuming community and
the most important community, and when
you add on to that the artisans, the
labonrers, and the workers generally, you
will find how huge a majonity are
interested in the reduction of the duties,
in comparison with the small farming
class. It has been argued, and faithfully
and truly argued, that the maintenance
of these duties is apt to discowmrage the
miners. It will prevent, it must prevent,
the growth of the consuming com-
munities, which include all those who
come here to our mines. They are all
sorts—miners, farmers, artisans, and
labourers, and they form the floating
population from which the farmers and
agriculturists must recruit. They are
not attracted, the majority of these men,
as a rule, by the barvest of pgolden
grain that may be reaped possibly in
a year, but by the pglitter of the
golden harvests which they may pglean
from the hand of fortune. They go
on the goldfields, the miners and
others, and they find there is not an
oppertunity for everyhody to make a for-
tune, and back they go to their homely
pursuits. It ig from that very floating
population that the fariner and the settler
must recruit their ranks. We may de-
precate us much as possible the specula-
tive element which brings these people
here, but there is no reason why we should
not utilise it and keep them here, once
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they are here; and one of the surest ways
of keeping them is by showing not only
that they can settle on the lands, but that
they can live cheaply. They come, and
unfortunately in many instances men
come without their wives and families,
and with what result? That, almost
monthly, sums which aggregate in the
twelve months a million pounds all go
out of the country to maintain the wives
and families of those men who have been
attracted here by our mines; and surely
it would be better if we could keep them
here. We shall not keep them here
unless we show them that the cost of
living is reduced, and the surest way of
reducing the cost of living is by a
reduction ov the abolition of the food
duties. [Mr. HuesrLe: And reducing
rents.] A very good suggestion by the
hon. member for the Gascoyne. I
should be glad to see that done. The
landlords sit on that side of the House,
and we must leave them to grapple with
that problem. [A MewmsER: You havea
few over there.] Do hon. members rea-
lise that these duties do not operate in
favowr of the settler? That was evi-
dently in the mind of the gentleman who
drafted this paragraph : “Inregard to the
question of remitéing or reducing the
existing duties on some articles of food
which are capable of being produced in
the colony, they are of opinion that the
present is inopportune to do anything that
will either reduce the revenue or dis-
cowrage the rapidly increasing occupa-
tion and improvement of the lands of
the colony, from which a large increase
of production must result.” If you
reduce these food duties, you do more
than anything else tc encourage occu-
pation, because the farmer wants cheap
food whilst he is clearing and cultivating.
He does not go into the bush and start
producing straight away. It takes him
at least twelve months or two years hefore
he can get any return, and what does the
man live on in that time? [A MemBER:
The storekeeper.] The storekeeper! Yes,
the storekeeper, who makes him pay
“« through the nose.” I suppose the hon.
gentleman knows something about this.

A Meumper: The storekeeper comes in
and gets the farm.

Mr. LEAKE : That isit. They only
protect the old settler, of which there are
not a few here, and they only protect
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those who for a few yeaurs have been
nursed in the cradle of protection. If
the Commissioner of Crown Lands wants
to settle his unoccupied Crown lands and
attract a hardy set of farmers, he cannot
do better than, in addition to the other
favours which the Government have
bestowed, give them the means to live
until they have had an opportunity of
clearing the land ready for cultivation.
I cannot help referring to the farmer,
becanse it is the farmer against every-
body. The average farmer only under-
stands growing grain—grain which he,
perbaps, may ultimately turn into flour,
or cut for horse feed. The farmers
cannot eat hay, and they cannot stand
“chaff.” They cannot grow sufficient
to supply our markets, and what do they
dot? They eat tinned meats, imported
butter, imported potatoes, umported
bacon, imported cheese, and imported
tinned milk. You cannot go anywhere
in the country without finding every
table spread with these things—not
the fresh foods, but the tinned foods.
These very men who cry out against
the removal of these duties are eating
this very food which pays the duty.
I cannot understand the shortsighted
policy of these people.
we are not the friends of the farmer,
that we want to crush a growing
industry. We say to them, we want to
lift you up; we want to help you to make
fortunes, but you must help us to make
your member vote to remove the food
duties. They would benefit by this
reduction as much as anybody. In addi-
tion to the duties on wheat, the farmer is
protected by freights; he is protected by
the bad seasons when they oceur in the
other colonies—and they have occurred
both in South Australia and Victoria
lately; he has the advantage of cheap
rates on the railways; he has the land
under the Homesteads Act given to him
for nothing, and a bountiful Government
comes forward and supplies him with
money at a ridiculously low rate to improve
his land ; he has the advantage of the
free list ; and finally—which is better than
all the protection —he has the magnificent
demand of the markets; markets which are
at his door ; markets which he can neither
fill or supply to the fuliest extent. If
they want more proteciion T do not know
what they will ask for next.

They tell us
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incidentally to another possible advantage
which may occur to a section of the com-
munity in another portion of the colony,
the advantage of a huge water supply, In
respect of which the Government are going
to spend two and o half millions of
money. Therefore ke has this advantage.
I am talking not so much of the farmers
proper, the wheat and bay farmers, but
the agriculturists generally. They have
fruit practically prohibited from the other
colonies, and wine is protected as far
as it can Dbe, and the advantage of
good seagsons. What class of men in this
colouy are so well placed as this section
of the community? Aud yet they positively
deny to any other section the least
concession. They will not allow them an
opportunity of testing whether they can
live cheaply with the duties off the
food supply or not. The whole howl
comes from a section of the com-
munity which has been hitherto, and is
now, en;oying all the advantages of the
position. Remember, this motion does
not demand, it does not ask for, the total
abolition of the duties: it asks merely for
a reduction. But the Government tell
us they will neither remove nor will they
reduce the duties. Well, it is for the
House to say how they are going to deal
with the question, and whether they will
force the hands of the Government to do
what is obviously fair to the majority. We
hear a great deal about the butter, bacon,
cheese, and nilk, and all that sort of
thing, preduced in the dairying districts,
and we go down to Bunbury and find
Victorlan butter, bacon, potatoes, and
tinned milk in Bunbury itself. In Bun-
bury, which I am told 1s the home of the
potato and the pig, they cannot grow
enough butter and they cannot grow
enough bacou, and they have to live on
tinned milk. [A MexBEr: They can grow
politicians.]  Well, yes, they grow good
politicians down there, do they not?
On the top of all this we have other
duties, and the duty which presses
most heavily is the duty on meat. What
can be more unfair than these differential
duties, which impose three times as
much duty on the frozen as on the live
meat? Can anything be more unfair? I
particularly urge hon. members to look
at this phase of the question, and see how
unfairly these meat duties bear on the
For yeurs past there has
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been some agitation for a reduction of the -
stock tax, and we have had left-handed

promises that this tax will be removed;
yet in spite of that, down comes para-
graph 22 of the Governor’s Speech, and
says they will not alter the tarift at all,
and they certainly will not reduce the
meat duties. I hope some hon. member
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in our midst, and that would be an
inestimable boon to the squatter in the
North, who could bring his live cattle to
the Southern centres of population,

. slaughter them in the place, put the

on the other side of the House will bring

in a Bill—and X will assist him —to reduce
the meat duties, and, if they are allowed,
I honestly believe nost hon. members
of the House would support such a
measure. They certainly will, if they are
guided by the views of their constitnents
aund their own individual views.
advantage of reducing the duties on
frozen meat would be great to the farmer
himself, for this very reason.

A Memser: The farmers would not
eat-frozen meat.

Mer. LEAKE: The farmers would
eat anything. If we reduce these duties
on frozen meat, we must undoubtedly in-
crease the impertation, and we should
bring down the price of meat which we
see 10 the buichers’ shops.
a few members of the community: it
would break up perlaps a ring or two.

A Memeer: It might burt
lawyers.

Mer. LEAKE: It would not hurt the
lawyers ; it would hurt the meat ring, as
we know and as the member for East
Fremantle knows. So fur as the Treasury
is concerned, if we reduced the duties on
this frozen meat and increased the im-
portation of meat, the greater portion of
which goes to our goldfields, it would have
fo be carried over our railways. We
should get in increased freights that
which we should possibly lose in duties.
At any rate there 1s some compensation.
There would be a direct advantage, and

the

" to this

The *

It would hit °

there would also be the indirect advantage -

of epabling people to eat this form of
fouod aud getting accustomed to buying it
at a cheaper rate, and the reduction
would have the inestimable advantage of
enabling the butchers to sell it as fresh
meat, as we know they constantly do; so
that even they would reap a correspond-
wmg advantage to themselves—they who
set their faces against this reduction.
Another possible advantage is that we
might so accustom onrsclves to eating
this form of food, that we should find it
desirable to establish meat-freezing works

carcases into the frozen chamber, and
distribute the meat over our goldfields.
We should have many indirect ad-
vantages. We must have, and I submit
honourable House we should
insist upon, u reduction of these ment
duties. Referring to the condition of
the pastoralists up North, and I am sorry
to observe the hon. member for the
Murchison (Br. Hooley) iz not in his
place, if we make close inquiry we will
find that the squatter is so unfortunately
placed that he hus now to draw, not upon
his surplus stock for his food supply,
but owing to losses and so forth he has
really to encroach upon and kill the mass
of his flocks and herds for the butcher.
If we take the duty off live stock, the
squatter will have a little advantage there,
though perhaps he won't care about
it. Still he will not be absolutely
crushed, and it will give him time to
recuperate.

Mr. A. ForRrEsT:
stand that guestion.

Me. LEAKE: Perhaps I do not, but
I know enough to throw a suggestion out
to catch the hon. member, and I know
perfectly well we shall get his view; and
every hon. member of this House, though
he may not respect the opinions of the
member for West Kimberley, or may not
be influenced by them, will yet be eayer
to listen to that hon. member on the meat
question ; so that I hope the hon. member,
when he riges in his place, will point out
the few mistakes which I am conscious I
must necessarily make in talking on such
a question as this. As I am here to
collect information, I would like to col-
lect it from him, as 1 know he under-
stands all the internal arrungements of
the meat ring, and the squabters’ ring,
and every other ring connected with these
duties on the dead and live meat trade.
That is the man I want to hear speak,
and perhaps the hon. member and those
who are with him may be able to con-
vince me if I am wreng; hut, as I am ab
present advised, 1 cannot see that any-
thing he might say would be likely to
change my opinion as to the necessity of
reducing the duties on live and dead meat.

You don’t under-
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And particularly do I think it unfair that
the duties should be continued in the dis-
proportionate way in which they are now
levied, but only by assimilating them to
the greatest possible extent. The only
reduction in duty that has been made in
recent sessions was that made a short

time ago when the duty was taken off tea {

and sugar. We know that remission of
duty is not likely to have affected the cost
of living to any appreciable extent; and,
after all, the merchant and the importer,

and particularly the Drewer, were the

only people benefited by that reduction.
I mention this rather in anticipation of
the arguments or assertions which may
be made from the Government benches.
Other members on that sidemaysay: “Oh!
look how liberal we were some time ago,
when we took the duties off tea and
sugar, and the price of these articles has
not been affected very much by the
abolition.” But I fear the question
of reducing the duties on tea and sugar
affects hardly anyone, tor it is only the
big man—the merchant, the importer, the
brewer, the director of a company, and
those fellows—who are affected by such
a reduction as that; but reduce the food
duties generally, and you at once touch
everybody. We have been asked, what
are we going to suggest to make up a
possible deficiency which there may be
in the revenue, 1f we reduce the food

duties? I say there is no necessity .

to make any suggestion, for the reason
that, unless we go on building agri-
cultural railways, and bridges over rivers
which they cannot find, and other
works of extravagance, as they have been
doing in the past, there is no neces-
sity to make up a deficiency, for there
will be no deficiency. The food duties,
in round figures, amount to somnething
like £200,000 a year; but that is just
about the amount of the unestimated
surplus which the T'reasurer finds in his
hands at the end of the financial year; so
that we shall have no deficiency to make
up. There were over £200,000—[Tux
Premier: Over £300,000)-—of a surplus
for the last financial year; and if they
get that amount of surplus, in the face of
the necessity for reducing our food duties,
how can we better dispose of that surplus
than by a reduction of those duties?
The Government and their supporters are
always pluming themselves on their over-

[ASSEMBLY.]
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i flowing Treasury chest; but I notice that,
! when they have done pluming themselves,
i the Government always make a beginning
| by spending, if not wasting, the money.
Could we not have done without many of
the works which are now either con-
structed or in course of progress? Is
not the reduction of the food duties
of paramount importance, and should it
not be placed before these and some other
matters which I shall mention ? Take, for
instance, the Mint, the Observatory, the
agricultural railways, the public buildings
all over the country, the ornamentation
of different parts of the country, and
finally take, if you will—and I ask the
Commissioner of Railways to make an
explanation of this when he speaks—take
those extravagant improvements along
the Eastern railway, from Perth to Fre-
mantle and onward to the Eastern
districts—are not all these matters which
might fairly well wait, and is not the
reduction of these food duties and the
cost of living of far greater importance
than those works ? How can the Govern-
ment say they have never had an
opportunity, that their finances would
not allow them to make these reductions,
when we know they have got £200,000 or
£300,000 more than they can fairly well
spend ?  They cannot spend it without
wasting it, and yet they say “ We cannot
afford to reduce the food duties.” ‘Phere
is no necessity, then, for suggesting some
scheme of recouping the revenue, because
the Treasury chest will not be depleted.
The Government have got their surplus,
and at what time can vou more fairly
reduce taxation than in a time of great
prosperity ¢ That is what we are asking
for, and the reduction of this huge
surplus in our revenue will go further to
eheck extravagance than any course any
hon. member can suggest. Those agri-
cultural railways and those other extra-
vagant works are, practically, built out of
the breakfast table of the worker—they
are built out of the food duties, every one
of them. I have no doubt that any hon.
member who doubts that assertion may
try to prove the contrary; bub there
stands this fact staring us in the face,
that we have an unestimated surplus
of upwards of £200,000 in the year, and
that sum fairly represents the amount of
the food duties. I have not much mure
to urge for the cousideration of hon.
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members in support of this amendment;
but I trust that, having due regard to Lhe
importance of this question, and to the
interest that is taken m it outside,
hon. members will really weigh the

question carefully, and not be influenced !

formed, and possibly
forced on them, bhefore they came
inside this House. If there is any
member who feels strongly on the subject

by decisions

in the other direction to which T have ;

referred, by all means let him urge his
reasons, and try to convince me and those
who think with me. We are capable of
appreciating argument when it is ad-
vanced, but I must admit that arguments
wust be based on sound principles, hefore
they .can convince ug that these food
duties should not be reduced. We donot
ask, remember, for the absolute remnoval
of the duties. We are asking that they
shall be reduced, but reduced at the pre-
sent moment—that there must be no
delay ; and I have no doubt, judging from
what is in the air, that the members of
the Government will be urged by the
more reasonable supporters on their side
to consider this question, and make some
sort of compromise that the duties shall
be removed. Well, if hon. members will
use their influence in that direction, the
country will thauk them for it, and I have
no doubt they may act with some influence
and with probable success. If T am any-
thing of a prophet, we will be told before
this session is over that the Gtovernment
intend to consider the matter, and to re-
duce the duties either now or next session,
We shall be told that; but I say we are
going to insist on an immediate reduction
of the food duties, and will not be satis-
fied with a reduction next year, because
such a suggestion as that, in the face of
the statement, in His Excellency’s Speech,
could hardly be allowed, for there we
have it particularly stated that the Go-
vernment will not amnend the food duties
until “ bya vecurrence of the bountifn]
season we are this year experiencing, and
by the good markets existing on our gold-
fields, this colony must, in a short time,
become self-supporting.” 1 really hope
that if the Government will not reduce
the duties this session, they will make a
promise to do it next session, although I
gonfess that such a promise will not
satisfy me. We wantthem reduced at once.

There is no time for delay, for the more |
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' delay there is, the more opportunity you
give for the Government to follow out
the extravagant policy of the past, and we
want to put a check as soon as possible
, on this unnecessary expenditwre. But
| whatever that promise is, I appeal to hon.
' members to have it definitely stated, so
I that we may know what to expect, and not
l only what, but when. If we cannot get

all we demand, all we plead for on this
side, then we will take what we can get.
But hon. moembers kuow very well that
during the recess thuy run certain risks,
if they go amongst their constituents and
tell them--[Mgr. A. Forrest: That is
their look-out. J-—uud tell them they have
not thought fit to vedeem the pledges
-made on the lmstings to vote for a re-
duction of the food duties.

A Memser: Some¢ of them will vote
for a reduction.

Mx. LEAKE: Those who are wise
certainly will vote in the direction which
is suggested by the amendment. If,
every time a matter of public moment is
brought forward, we are to be flouted
with the expression that “the Ministry
is going to vesign,” I would myself
support a Bill to secure the present
Premier and Ministry in power for a term
of years, if they will only give the country
a reduction of the food duties. [M=z.
Vosper: Fourteen years?] I do not
mention any term, but leave that to the
gentlemen on the Ministerial side of the
House. Do anything you like to keep
the Premier and his Government in
power, but give us a reduction of the
tood duties—that is what I ask. [M=z.
DorerrY : You would still growl] We
do not waut to growl; and I am sorry an
hon. member should make such a sugges-
tion. What we want is to see measures
brought in for the advancement of the
country, and the best iunterests of the
majority in the country considered. We
do not ask that any one section should
be protected or set against the other.
The request in the amendment is a
reasonable one. When this division
comes off-—and of course there will he a
division—T venture to predict that those

" who vote with me for my amendment
| will represent the majority of the voters
| of Western Australia. I commend this
. amendment to the favourable consider-
i atton of hon. members, and I trust they
will vote as their consciences dictate.
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Tue PREMIER (Right Hen. Sir J. ' of the world

Forrest): Mr. Speaker, I think hon.
members who have listened to the observa.-
tions of the leader of the Opposition must
have felt, as I felt, that if he had a good
cause, he certainly did uot do his very
best with it. He seemed to have Teen
overpowered with the weight that was
upon him, and to be very depressed
all through his uiterances. I thiuk the
feeling must have been brought home to
him that the amendment he has brought

[ASSEMBIY.)

forward, and which has for its object the

changing of the Government—[Opposi-
tion Members: No, no.]—does not meet
with the approval of the people of this
colony.

Ax Hoxn. MEMBER:
herring.

Tre PREMIER : If the hou. member
had really felt that the people of this
colony desired that he and his friends
should occupy these benches —

Mk. Irpivaworrs: That is not the
question.

Tee PREMIER: And become the
dominant power in the country for a
time—

Mer. InciNeworTH:
question. -

Tug PREMIER: I must ask the
hon. member not to nterrupt. If, as
I have said, the leader of the Oppo-
sition had really felt that the people
in this colony desired that he and his
friends should occupy these bLenches, he
no doubt would have made a speech
with some fire in it, and would have
tried, at any rate, to make out some
case by stating facts and figures, rather
than by, as he did, dealing with generali-
ties. It is very casy for hon. members to
get up and speak generally as to the ad-
vantage of cheap food : any one might do
that. Every oue desirves, I think, that
food should be as cheap as possible, and
every one desires there should be freetrude.
Every one desires there should he free
intercourse, if free intercourse were advis-
able. Naturally we do not want any
restrictions on our actions, or on our
ways of doing business. It goes without
saying that those who have to buy food
or anything else desire to get itas cheaply
ag possible; but, in dealing with a great
matter like this, one has to consider it
from a national standpoint.  We have to
consider what is the cuse in other parts

Another red

That 18 not the

- he desired.
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There may be circum-
stances in this colony that are different
altogether from circumstances that exist
in every other place on earth. That, how-
ever, is very unlikely. In dealing with
the question of protection or freetrade,
we have a large experience to guide us
throughout the whole.of the civilised
world. We know very well that in new
eountries—in all new countries, I may
say—the practice has been, and is at the
present time, to protect industries with a
view of encouraging manufactures and
promoting the settlement and develop-
ment of the land. The leader of the
Opposition has told us himself, and ean.
not get away from it, that the amendment
to the Address-in-Reply must be taken
by the Government as a motion of waunt
of confidence. [A MemBER: No, no.} It
is no use interrupting and saying that
this amendment must not be taken as a
motion of want of confidence. If it was
desired there should be some expression
of opinion in regard to any particular
matter connected with the colony, and
there was no desire to harass or imperil
the Government, there were plenty of
opportunities of obtuining that expression
of opinion. But the hon. member for
Albany has taken the course he desired.
There is no doubt that he intended to
find a paragraph in the Governor’s Speech
on which to fasten a motion of want of
confidence. I knew he was going to
fasten such an amendment on some para-
graph or other, and I threw down the
gauntlet and gave him the opportunity he
so much desired.

Mgr. IuuinoworTth : There is no harm
in taking up the gauntlet.

Tre PREMIEi : The form of amend-
ment must appear to everyone as very
mild. Those who are inexperienced in
polifics Inight even think it of no real
consequence to the Opposition or to the
Government. But the amendiment is
not mild in terins because the hon. member
desired it should be so. He would bave
desired to make it as strong as possible :
but he was not able to get a suflicient
following from Opposition members and
from some, perhaps, on this side of the
House—but at any rate from the Opposi-
tion- -in order to make it of the strength
So T do not thank the hon.
member for the mildness of the wmend-
ment. It is so mild that even I myself
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might almost say that I am in accord with | This question of freetrade and pro-

it, in the abstract. ILet none of us bhe led
away from the issue by the way the amend-
ment is expressed. The issue is whether
the present Government or our friends op-
posite are to administer the affuirs of this
country. So far as I am able to judge—
though, of course, perhaps I am looking
at the question from a prejudiced poing
of view, while trying not to do so—I
believe that throughout the colony, and
I think the hon. member knows this,
there is no general dissatisfaction with
the present Government. 'We have been
through a general election and have come
back from the general election; and our
reception by the people of the colony is
shown by the men they returned to the
House, and by the general and generous
support the Govermment received. The
only difference between a majority of the
House and hou. members opposite is in
regard to the proper time to deal with
the question of the tariff. That is the
only difference between the majority,
and hon. members who were elected to op-
pose the Government and are determined
to oppose the Government on all possible
occasions. The question of the tariff—
the policy that should be adopted, the
things that should be taxed, and those
that should be free, and the amount
of the tax—is an old one. T suppose ib
has been a controversial subject from the
beginning of time, almost—at any rute
from the beginning of civilisation, A
few countries believe in freetrade, but
these countries are very few oun the earth’s
surface. The great country we all come
from is one great exception, but England
is a great manufacturing country, with
iron and coal. Britain's greatuness is due
to the energy of her peopie, and her
natural production of coal and iren, and
with these advantages she has become the
great centre of commerce of the world.
The people will tell you in England, and
perhaps my friend herve, Mr. Tlingworth,
who was a protectionist in Victoria—[Mk.
IuLinewortH : And is yet.] Oh, that is
all right. I will fire no more powder and
shot at you. 1 was going to say that in
England you will be told the greatness of
the country is duc to freetrade. 3y own
opinion is that its greatness is not due
to that canse, but is due to the yreat
natural production of ¢oal and iron, and
the great energy of the Euglish people.

tection is one in  which there is g
lot of room for controversy. Every-
one who is in trade desires to do
the best in his business. If he is an
artisan or a manufacturer, he likes to
protect his productions, especially when
they are in their infaney. A manu-
facturer will tell you that he does
not desire protection for ever, but only
wants a good start in order to compete
with other countries. The labourer wunts
protection hecause he does not desire
anyone to come into the country who will
work at a cheaper rate than he himself
thinks he is entitled to. I do not blame
him for that. And he has a great objec-
tion to coloured labouwr. No donbt black
is not as good as white; but the objection
is that the labourer does not like the
competition of the coloured man who
lives on next to nothing, hoards his money,
and carries it away with him, does
not become a good citizen, and is not
wanted. The labourer does not want
any competition, whether from black,
white, or yellow. The competitor may
be as white as the Englishman, but
if the competitor works for less wages,
his competition is not desired, and
therefore protection is called for. Then
the farmer, as well as the grasier,
will say he too wants protection for a
time, until he can develop the resources
of the country; and so they go on. Every
producer, I think T may say, more or less
desires for a time, he will tell you, to be
protected. [Mge. Vosper: What about
the miner ?] He wants everything. He
wants you to do evervthing for hum. If
he goes into the bush, he wants a * pro-
gress committee ™ formed and a grant of
money. He wants a troop of police to
protect him. He wunts water provided
for him. In fact h-+ wants everything
he can get, and quite right too. He
wants bis food as cheap as possible, and
he wants public batteries erected where-
ever he goes. [MR. Vosrer: He pays for
all these things.] Then there is the great
manufacturer. He employs o thousand
men, and he too wants a great deal
of consideration. Besides these con-
siderations this great country consists
of a temperate part and a tropical part.
We have different classes of people, and
different industries are carried on in
these different places. The man wt the
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North does not want to pay any duty on
articles of food that he consumes, unless
you give him an equivalent. He says,
*I do not mind your taxing flour to help
the farmer, but you must give me some-
thing in veturn.” And then we put a
duty on stock, in order to compensate
that class of men. In somecountries large
sums of money are given from the Trea-
sury to help one section of the com-
munity. Tf a man produces a certain

article, & sum of money is given to him .

direct. In Victoria, for example, this class
of protection finds great favour, and no
doubt it has stimulated some dustries,
especially the butter industry. The object
of this motion, although it is put in very
mild terms, is to oust the Government.
The hon. member does not seem to have
any heart in his motion, but he has con-
fessed to his object, and therefore no one
can have any doubt aboutit. If the hon.
meinber desired to get the feeling of this
House on any particular matter, he could
have done it without moving an amend-
ment to the Address-in-Reply. I would
say to those members who have supported
me in the past, sud to the new members
who are supporting the Government: don't
be trapped by any such manceuvre as that
of the hon. member. Are hon. mem-
bers going to give away the substance
for the shadow? Are they going to be
made use of by the hon. member and his
few friends on the opposite bench? Are
they going to injure their own party by
giving up the power they have in thig
colony, and to hand it over to the hon.
member and his two or three followers,
because they happen to sympathise
with lim on one single measure ?
I am quite sure hon. members are
not going to do anything of the sort.
The country does not want the hon.
member and his friends. They have
not won their spurs, and they have no
right to ask the country to trust them
with the reins of government. ‘When
they have won their spurs, and the
country says it is tired of us, that
will be the time for the hon. member to
nove the motion of which he has given
notice. T will ask hon. members what
are the principles which should guide us
in trying to build up this great country ?
I cannot get any food for argument from
the hon. member's remarks, because he
gave us none.  What are these principles

FABSEMBLY.]
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which are to guide us in trying to develop
this great country? I will give you my
own later on, but I will guote you just
now the views of an hon. gentleman
who sits on the Opposition bench,
and who made a speech in this House on
the 16th of July, 1895 The remarks
which I shall quote represent what we
consider, what is considered in Australia,
perhaps T may say everywhere, the pro-
tectionist view in regard to the fiscal
question. I wng under the impression
that the hon. member from whom I am
going to quote wus a freetrader; but he
has told us to-night that he is a pro-
tectionist. The speech was made in con-
nection with a proposition of the Govern-
ment to remove the sngar and tea duties.
The hon. member said—[Mr. HUBBLE:
Who is the member?]—I will tell you
later on. The hon. member said—

I do think that in this stage of the colony’s
development, when there is so much to de and
when there are calls from all parts of the
country for the expenditure of money, the con-
strugtion of works will do more te develop and
help the people than any rewission of taxation
such as is proposed.

Speaking for himself then, and for others
two, apparently, for he uses the word
“we.” The hon. member goes on to say:

We contend that it is wiser in the interests
of the country to raise revenune on those things
which wilt encowrage the productions of the
country, than to raise it on those things which
cannot be vroduced here.

These are the very sentiments of the Gov-
ernment. They were also the senti-
ments of the hon. member for Nannine,
who has sinee been elected for Centrad
Murchison (Mr. Illingworth}. I will
also quote from the words of another
hon. member on the opposite hench,
whom T have often designated as re-
presenting young Australia, and who
always has been an out-and-out pro-
tectionist. Here is a quotation from
a speech made by that hon. gentle-
man in Sydney on September 8th 1n this
year, during the Federal Convention de-
bates, which I think altogether suits the
argunents of many members on this side
of the House. He says, speaking in

© regard to West. Australia entering into

the propoesed federation:—

Hon. members no doubt will agree with me
when I say that our gold, valuable thongh it
may be, will be useless unless we can succeed,
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while we havc it, in settling upon our lands a ;

good agricultural population,

Again he says, “ We say,” speaking for
the whole of the people—no doubt he
thought he was speaking for the people
of Western Australia,

We say that it we succeed in developing
Western Australia, and in settling there an
agricultural population, we arc adding a new
provinge to the Commonwenlth ; but we shall
not succeed in this unless we have the power
of levying customs duties. At the present mo-
ment, with the assistance of customns taxation,
we can encourage the settlement of an agricul-
tural population upon the land. During the
last twelve months an enormous increase has
taken place in this direction. ‘I'housands of
acres of land have heen opened up, and thons-
ands of people have come to our shores and
setiied down there.

Again he says:

It is vital to the future development of
Western Australia that, for five or ten years,
she shall collect such duties under a system of
protection as will nssist, so far as is possible,
the agricultural industry of the colony.

Yet again he says:

Weo have no desire to build up industries
other than those which will directly settle
people on the soil. 'We have no desire to have
a protective system applied to all sorts of
industries. That which we want to do is to
get people on to tho soil, and now that the
opportunity has arisen to do this we do not
want it taken from us.

Later on, in the cowrse of the same
speech, speaking to an interruption from
the Hon. Sir P. 0. Fysh, the same hon.
member said :

Surely the hon. member must know that it
is the competition in intercolonial produce
which will injure us in connection with the
desire I am emphasising—namely, the desiro
to settle people on our soil.

The hon. member concluded his speech
on that occasion as follows:—

We wish power to levy Qufics having for
their object the settlement of people on the
soil. Foreign products can come in as they do
now. We do not want to levy duties in con-
nection with foreign products, but in connee-
tion with agricultural products; and we want
to do this solely for the purpose of settling
people on the soil, and, as 1 have pointed ont,
adding a new province to the Commonwealth.
Unless we have this power, not only shall we
not come into the federation until we have
settled people on the soil; but I qnestion—
strongly attached though I am to the canse—
whether I myself would advocate any en-
trance to a federal union which would have
the efficet of destroying the one opportunity
we have had for sixty years of securing a
popalation for Western Anstralia.
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The hon. member, whose eloquent ora-
tion I have just quoled, was the repre-
sentative of East Perth (Mr. Walter
James). TIwill say that these sentiments,
both the sentiments of the member for
Central Murchison and of the member for
East Perth, are the principles which I
have advocated, and which I desire should
guide me in the one great object that I
have at heart, of trving to subdue the
wilderness, and make this great country
self-supporting and productive. One
great argument has been used in regard
to this matter-.it is an argument we
have heard used time after time, namely
thatalarge amonnt of money is being sent
away from the colony. We know very well
that that amount has been increasing.
It was one of the arguments I wused
when introducing the Coolgardie water
scheme into this Honse. T hope we will
be able to put a stop to this drain on
the resources of the colony. I am
certainly desirous of putting a stop to
it; but it will be of little use inducing
people to come here, if they send all the
money they obtain away to the other
colonies for food. I do not mean to say
that there would be no gain fromn such a
population coming here, because we should
have the benefit of the population so far
ag it goes; but how will that popu-
lation he of great advantage to us
unless we «can, at the same time,
do something to improve the land
of the colony, aud enable it to produce
the food which these people require?
I say, by all means let us encourage the
families to come here, and at the same
time let us encourage the producer in
every way we possibly can. Those per-
sons who write In the newspapers about
inducing people to come to the country
only mention the wives and the families.
We want others besides. We want
all the people we can get. There
has been a large influx of population
during the last few years, and the men
have come here first. If 36 had not been
for the public works policy of the Govern-
ment—the spending of thousands, I may
say of millions, on public works—what
would have become of the workmen who
have come to this country # The Govern-
ment spent last year over four and a half
millions of money in the country. Why
is it that the families do not come here ?
i I do not admit that they do not come, for
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they have come in large numbers. I say
that they have come and are coming.
Is it not a fact that our population
during last year and the year before
increased by 30,000 persons each year?
Does not that show that the people are
coming to the country? Tt is a fact
that some men are leaving their friends
behind them, and are able and willing
to send support to them. That is
not a fact to be vregrefted, because
in time the men will bring their wives
and famibes over here. Those men who
are seeking their forfune are not going to
break up their littla homes all at once.
That would not be at all a prudent proceed-
mg. They come here ficst to see if they like
the place, and whether they will make up
their mind to remain here, and during
that time they send whai they can to
support their families in the home they
have left. As soon as a worker has
established himself—and it takes fully
twelve months, or even longer, to do so—
then the man brings over his family. That
is the ordinary procedure of a prudent
man. We do not want—I do not want—
the men to come here with thew families
and find themselves stranded. The strong
and able-bodied fellow should come first,
and then send for his family. There is
one great reason I can give—it was not
given by the hon. member—why the men
-working on the goldfields do not bring
their families here with them. It is
the absence of cheap water. Would any
man bring his family to a place where
there is no water to wash them with, and
no water to drink except at a high price ?
These duties are nothing compared with
the great expense of providing a family
with water. The whole of the duties
on meat only come to a few shillings
a year, whereas supplying a home with
water would come to £20 a year at least.
What is the use of falking about a few
shillings? [Mr. Leake: Then {take
them off] 'The hon. member would
advise me to take them off because they
are only a few shillings, but he will
not help me, he never did help me, and
he will not do it now, to give these people
a cheap water supply. It shows that the
hon. member 38 not in earnest—it is
simply a party cry with him. Wehear a
great deal about the money sent out of
the colony, but we hear nothing from the
hon. gentleman opposite or the news-
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papers that are supporting him—or
rather, that are supporting his views,
not him—we do not hear a word
about the ‘noney sent out of the
colony to buy food. What amount do
we send oub of the country to buy duiry
and agricultural produce every year? In
1896—1I take these figures because they
are in the report of the Collector of Cus-
toms—we sent out of the colony
£783,372 for dairy and agricultural pro-
duce, and £70,000 for sheepand cattle for
slaughter. The cry is, “ Keep the money
in the country.” My cry too is, “Ieep
the money from going out.” My iden is
to keep the money in the country which
is sent out for supplying food. We can
supply it here as well as in any place in
the world, and my desire and object is to
see the country supply enough for our re-
quirements. Let the £1,000,000 which
we send out of the country go into the
pockets of the farmers and graziers, rather
than send it to other lands, to support
m another country—white, or black, or
yellow, or any other kind of labour. Let
us make our colony self-supporting, and
not send the money to other parts of the
world. And what will happen if we go
on in this fashion and remove the food
duties? The hon. member does not say,
“Bweep them away.” He dare not do it.
He is trying to trim, to catch a few votes.
He could not say—although some of his
followers wanted him to say it—* Remove
them.” He said “Only reduce them.”
The hon. member said that this colony
was not able to produce the neces-
sary food for the people. As to that,
I say it is a standing disgrace to eévery
man in the country if we canmot supply
enough produce; it is a disgrace and o
stigma to every man who is in the
colony for anyone to be able to say
of this country, with all its advantages
—with raillways from one end of the
country to the other, and with every
inducement that has been given for culti-
vating the soil --to say {hat we cannot
supply encugh food for 180,000 people.
As I sald at Bunbury, if the people do
not like farming, and do not go in for the
cultivation of the land, I say let the Gov-
ernment clear, crop, and eultivate the land.

A MzemsER: ‘That is treading closely
on socialism,

At 625 p.m. the Speaker left the Chair,
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At 730 p.m. the Speaker resumed the
Chair.

Tae PREMIER (Right Hon. Sir J.
Forrest): Mr. Speaker, when we ad-
jowrned, I was bringing under the notice
of hon. members the fact that, for 1896,
this colony sent away to purchase dairy
and agricultural produce the sum of
£783,372, and also £70,000 to purchase
cattle and sheep for slaughter. T drew
from this fact that the cry which we heard
so much about, as to the money sent out
of the colony to provide for ihe main-
tenance of the families of men alrveady
here, wag a cry which I, too, joined in,
with regard to the layge amount of money
that was being sent out of the colony
. to purchase food which people heie re-
quired. And T went on to say that if we
do not encourage and stimulate produc-
tion, we will soon have to send a good
deal more money away every year for
agricultural and dairy produce than we do
at the present time. I now come to
that part of what I have to say which
deals with what we are doing in
order to stimulate and encourage pro-
dngtion. Everyone in this House, and T
am sure everyone in the colony who has
watched the course of events during the
last six or seven years, must be convinced
that the present Grovernment have always
desired to encourage the productions of
the colony, and to make it self-support-
ing. Wehave tried all sorts of means with
that object in view. We have amended
the tariff in some directions, by way of
enabling all kinds of machinery, tools, and
agricultural inplements to reach the pro-
ducer free of duty. We have introduced
the homestead system, which has worked
so well and done so much for the settle-
ment of the United States of America,
and also for the Dominion of Canada—
the homestead system which gives 160
acres of land free to anyone who likes to
live upon it and cultivate it; and we
have alse introdaced the Agricultural Bank
Act, by which the man who gets his land
free, if he gives evidence of bond fides, is
enabled to borrow from that Bank at a
cheap rate of interest, and for a term
extending over a long period of years.
He has over thirty years in which to pay
the money with which he is enabled to
improve the land he has settled on.
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Act and the Agricultural Bank Act—are
intended to work together; and they ave,
I think, beginning {o bear good fruit.
You must not forget that in this colony,
congidering the experiences we have gone
through during the last few vears, there
have been great inducements to persons to
run away from the land, and seek their
fortune on the goldfields. I should like
to know who is there amongst us who,
being voung and strong and enterprising,
would have settled down upon the land
for the purpose of cultivating it during
the last few years, when within a few
hundred miles of him there were all those
rich discoveries of gold going on day by
day ? Tt was not reasonalde to expect that,
during the early days of gold-mining in
this colony, when people were coming
here in hundreds and thousands, there
would be any great attention given to the
occupation and settlement of the land,
But that time now is coming. The time
has arrived already when persons who
come here are giving their attention to
agriculture, the reason being that a large
population is now settled in the colony in
districts which are not producing, and in
that way a good market is established.
People are now turning their attention—-
with success, I Dlelieve, and in large
numbers—to the occupation and settle-
ment of the soil. The Agricultural Bank
Act bas been in force only two years.
During the first year, I muy say, it
wag not availed of to a very large
extent; for although the money was
there, people would not take it, because
they did not understand the advantages
offered. But these are now beginning to
be wnderstood; and I feel sure that this
measure which I have been the means of
placing on the Statute Book of the colony
will remain long after T have passed away
and am forgotten; and I darve prophesy
that it will be many and many a
long year before we find any Legislative
Assembly willing to repeal an Act which
is capable of doing so much good,
by reclaiming the wilderness and making
the people bappy. During the operations
of these two years—the figures are not
vet very large, I am sorry to say, but they
are gong to be large directly, and al-
though they are small, the measure has
had a great influence—we have advanced
only £22,300 from the Agricultural Bank

These two measwres—the Homesteads | in actual money, up to the present date.
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For this advance there has heen £45,793
worth of lmprovements completed. We
have promised to advance a litile over
£30,000 more for improvements worth
somewhat under £60,000; and, when all
is completed—which will be very shortly,
because the people on the land are hard
at work—we will have added, by the
operations of this little bank in two years,
23,664 acres to the area of cultivation of
the colony ; also 26,728 acres have been
cleared, and 27,397 have been ringharked.
Surely this is a very good record
for a small institution, working quietly
amongst you, trying to overcome the
great difficulty which we have to com-
bat, viz., that of settling people on the
land. I think this is a very good record.
It is small, no doubt; but it is not small
as compared with the cultivation that
exists in the whole colony. I have not
the figures by me, but I think that the
cultivation of the whole colony is less than
100,000 acres at the present time ; yet, as I
have said, intwo years from the comence-
ment of the operations of this institution,
ovar 23,000 acres have been added to the
cultivation, and 26,000 have been cleared.
In a short time, next year or the year
after, what will be the result of the opera-
tions of this bank alone? The progress
which has already been achigved may be
quadrupled. That being so, an index is
provided of what is going on in regard to
cultivation throughout the colony. That
is one phase of the question. There is
also the agricultural development. We
have all heard that during the last year
there was a great demand for land.
People came from other places to seek
for land, and the purchase of the Great
Southern Railway by the Government
threw upen a great area for settlement.
If you compare the conditional purchases
in existence at the end of 1896 with those
in existence on the 30th September of this
year, yon will see what marvellous pro-
gress has been made., All lands are taken
up under conditional purchases, even
when they may have been paid for out-
right, because improvements have to be
completed before the land is finally
granted. In 1896 there were 628,545
acres under conditional purchase, while
on the 30th September this year there
were 862,955 acres, showing an increase,
in nine months, of 234,410 acres, all land
taken up by the public from the Crown.

[ASSEMBLY.)
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Surely that fact alone tells a tale which
shows the people are now giving their
attention to the occupation and settle-
ments of the lands. I said just now that
I had not by me the figures in regard to
cultivation. T find T bave; and that in
1895 the area under cultivation was re-
ported as 97,821 acres, while in 1896 the
figure was 111,738, I am sorry to say
that 13,817 acres is not a large increase,
but when the totals of 1897 are told
the increase will be considerably greater,
as we will have to deal with about
300,000 acres of new land taken up this
vear. All this goes to show that produc-
tion is going on, and the effortzs now
being made should not be retarded, but
encouraged. T do not waut to encourage
one class of people excessively at the
expense of another class. All classes
and sections of the community should
be counsidered in this matter. There
should be no excessive duties imposed
on one section for the benefit of another
section. What we desire iz that the
colony should be self-supporting. That
is the first thing. We wish therefore
to encourage production, and I have
already dealt with that point. Tt seemns
to me a scandal, and it makes my blood
boil when I think that, in view of the
mmmmense territory entrusted to us, any
one should dare to say, as has been said,
that we are not able to produce sufficient
for the requirements of our own 160,000
people.  That reproach must not be
allowed to remain. If the reproach can-
not be removed by ordinary means, there
is ouly one policy, and 1 say this ad-
visedly. Some may say I am advocating
a socialistic doetrine; but whether it be a
socialistic doctorine or not, T will go for
it. I believe in cultivating and improving
the lands and making the country pro-
ductive, and if people are not numerous
enough or will not do it, then we, the
proprietors—this Parliament who are the
proprietors—will take steps to do it. I
believe the Government could cultivate
the land, and make it pay as well as any
private individual, if we got the proper
men to manage. I will not follow such
a policy, unless there is necessity; but I
assure you that during this session or the
next, if T am not satisfied that the lands
of the colony are being occupied and
cultivated rapidly enough, I will advo-
cate—as T have advocated fwo or three
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times before, but unsuccessfully—that |
power should be given to the Government |
to clear the land and let it to the people !
for cultivation and improvement. I see [
no reason why that could not be done. I
have advoeated it here time after time,
and unsuccessfully, but I shall try again. |
The conditions of this colony are not the
same as elsewhere. The country is
thickly wooded, and the expense of clear-
ing is so great that itis almost impossible
for a person of moderate capital to enter
upon the undertaking. In these con-
ditions I see no reason why the Grovern-
ment should not enter on the land, clear
it and make it ready for cultivation, in
the same way as they construct ruilways
and other public works for the good of
the community.

M=zr. Georak: You cannot get food
out of red tape.

Taz PREMIER: The Government and
their supporters are of opinion that it
is better to give employment to our
own colonists than to people of
other countries. T am overflowing
with goed-will to my countrymen in
other parts of the world, but T think it
my firet duty to first look atter the people
here, and see that they are contented and
prosperous.  Let legislators of other
countries perform their first duty and
look to their own people.

Me. IiLineworTH: What about rail-
way clerks ?

Tue PREMIER: The manufacturer
and artisan and labourer are anxious not
to have competition. I do not Dblame
them a bit. They think they ought not
to have to compete with the foreigner,
and especinlly with a foreigner with
a coloured skin. They are especially
anxious on this latter point becanse
the conditions of black labour and
white labouwr are not the same, and
the competition is not fair, I would
like to ask, why should the farmer and .
grazier have to compete with the whole
world, black and white? T appeal to -
those who represent the cities, and the
hon. member for South Fremantle in
particular, as to whether they are pre-
pared to advocate thatartisans and manu.
facturers should compete with black and |
white throughout. the world. I am sure '
the hon. member is not prepared to ad-
vocate that policy, and will vote against
it; but he is willing to give a vote to turn
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out this Goverminent in order that the
farmers and graziers of this country
shall compete with the black and white
people throughout the civilised world,
and the uncivilised world too. What
black mark is there on the farmer and
grazier that he should not have the
same consileration as the manufacturer
and the artisan ? The farmer and grazier
should have some consideration, because
he is the foundation of the prosperity of
the country. He lives an isolated life,
and he produces the food we eat. [M=r.
IineworTH: He does not.] Yes, he
does, and if you give him a chance, he will
produce more. While the hon. member
for ‘South Fremantle, who represents a
large population, is willing to protect
every industry in his constituency, he is
not only willing to vote against protection
for the farmer and grazier, but is even
willing to go so far as to vote against his
old friends, the men who put lim where
he is, and who have voted for him for the
last four times in Parliament. He is
willing to vote and turn out his old
friends here, and is inconsistent in
refusing to the farmer and grazier the
treatment he asks for everyone of
his constituents engaged in trade. T
think I said before, and I must
say it again, that the hon. member
for Albany, if he had been in
real earnest in this matter—if he wished
to carry out the pledge he gave to hig
coustituents to abolish these duties—
would have brought in a much stronger
amendment. He does not ask us in the
amendment to abolish the duties, but
only to reduce them. Did he tell his
constituents that he was in favour of a
reduction small or large of the duties?
No: he told his constituents he wanted to
abolish the duties. He is incousistent,
and I hope hon. members on this side of
the House at any rate will not be led
into aby trap by the mildness of the
expressions used by the hon. member.
In my speech delivered at Bunbury, and
addressed to the people of the whole
colony, I did not say I was opposed to
an amnendment of the tariff. I have never
said that. There are a great many duties
in the tariff that I would be willing to
abolish or reduce. There is not the
slightest doubt that, when we come to
amend the tariff in the careful way it
requires to be dealt with, some duties on
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food can be abolished, while others
can be reduced. [M=r. ILLINGWORTH :
It is coming.] But I say this matter is
not to be taken in the haphazard way
proposed by the hon. member for Albany.
It will have to be taken with great care
and discretion.

A MemBeR: As much as you like, only
do it.

Tug PREMIER: I waut toask whether
it is to be the policy of this conutry thatb
all other industries and occupations are
to be left to look after themselves, except
gold mining? Are we to produce gold
only, and buay food from others, leaving
our country a wilderness? s that to he
the policy we are to try and carry on in
this country, trusting everything but gold
mining to Providence? %o do so would
be a very easy matter indeed. Could
anyone, who thinks over the matter,
justify such a proceeding as one worthy
of a Government or of any class of
people? T do not intend to enter to-night
on the great question of protection and

freetrade. We know what the experience
of the world is. We are not the
only people in the world, and not

the most wise, probably ; but we have the
great fact beforve us that all new conntries
are protective. Excepting ‘Purkey, per-
haps the only two countries who are
really freetrade are the mother country
and New South Wales. All the great
States of America, Canada, also France,
Germany, Ttaly, Spain, and Russia are pro-
tective. Are we not to assume that the
protective policy is wise for them, and
that if it 15 wise for them it is wise for
us?  We are in a new country, and have
to stimulate and encourage every occnpa-
tion, and settle the community on the

land.  "There is another argument T
wish to use. It is mnot a very
good one from my own point of

view, but it is one which appeals to
some people.  Why should this colony be
the dumping ground for the produce,
free of duty, of every other colony in
Australia, when they will not let us
send a single thing to them, free of duty,
that we can produce? There iz the
timber industry, for instance, which per-
haps is one of the greatest industries we
have. Can we send any timber to any of
the other colonies, except New South
Wales ¥ No, not one,  They tax us to
such an extent that our timber trade
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with them has censed. We cannotafford,
owing to the duty, to send a stick of
owr timber into any of the colonies,
except New South Wales.

Mr. Winson : Oh, yes, we can.

Tre PREMIER : Very little.

Me. Winson: There is South Aus-
tralia.

Taz PREMIER: That is recently,
theu.

M=r. WriLsox :
the colony.

Tree PREMIER: Will the hon. mem-
ber tell us how much? I know some
mills, which used toexport to the Eastern
Colonies, have absolutely censed sending,
and I kuow there is no luge trade with
South Ausiralia or any of the Eastern
Colonies at the present time. At any
rate, we know that all articles of food are
protected to such a large extent by the
other colonies that, if we had such articles
to send to them, we would not be able to
because of the heavy taxation. You can-
not send a ton of flour into Victoria unless
you pay £5, nor a ton of flour into Sonth
Australia unless you pay a considerable
amount-—I think it is £2. I do not suy
it is a very good argument, but is it
reasonable that these other colonies
should not wllow us to send them any-
thing except by paying them a prolibitive
tax, and that we should admit their
goods free¥ We are sending them
enough money already. Victora is a
protective colony. Most of the new people
i this colony have come from there, and
have come here to geck their fortune.
We imported tromm Victoria  about
£2,500,000 worth of goods last vear.
Those persons who came here from there
must have voted for protection while
therve, for protection has been in vogne

Ever since I came into

there ever since the days of the
Premiership of S8ir Graham Benry,
thirty years ago. Those men whoe

have come here to seek their fortune from
Victoria, whom I have always welcomed,
must have endeavoured, by their votes in
Victoria, to stimulate local industry; and
what is the result?  People will tell you
that Victoria is depressed, and that it is

. ull on account of her fiscal policy ; but my

own opinion is—I am only a looker-on—
that she is going to return to her former
position of prosperity. Her public debt
15 the lowest in Australia, notwithsiand-
ing the number of railways and other
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public works she has constructed. Her '
indebtedness is only £40 per head, |
whereas 21l the other colonies have a debt :
of over £60 per head; and Vietoria has 1
manufactures and industries established,
and the only difficulty with her is
that she cannot find an outlet for
ber products and her manufactures.
She 1s working towards intercolonial
frestrade and federation, knowing very
well that when she obtains federation
and intercolonial freetrade she will have
the power, owing to the start her protection
poliey has given her, of competing and
of ‘commanding the markets of the
whole of Australasia. She has built up,
under the systemm of prolection, an
immeunse industry for her dairy produce,
her pastoral products, and her manufac-
tures. Now she has come to the end of
her tether, and she wants an outlet to a
far greater extent than she at present
possesses. When I was in Syduey the
other day, I placed a paper on the table
of the Federal Convention showing the
position of this colony, and, among other
mformation the paper contained a com-
plete list of goods imported into Western
Australia free of duty.  The public men
there were utferly astonished at the
immensity of our free list, and it is by far
the largest free list in any of the colonies,
excepting, of course, New South Wales.
Last year we imported into this colony
£2,400,000 worth of produce absolutely
free. It has been our policy in the past
that as far as is possible those articles of
food in general use which we cannot our-
selves produce shall be absolutely free. I
am convinced that the very best way toper-
manently cheapen food is to produce it.
[Me. Leage: You cannot do it.] The
hon. member must have verv little faith
in this immense territory, if he says we
cannot grow enocugh food for 160,000
people. We can grow emough foed for
millions of people, if we only have the
opportunity. Another argument which
hus been used and has to be considered
is this. The question is often asked,
why is it that the Customs duties per
head in this colony are so much higher
than the Customns duties per head in the
other colonies® This, no doubt, is a
matter requiring consideration.  The
reason why, in my opinion, the Customs
revenue in this colony per head is so much
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greater than in any other colony is that we
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have a much larger adult popula.tmn
here, and a very mueh larger amount is ex-

: pendecl on intoxicants and narcotics per

head than in the other colonies. Qut of
a Customs revenue last year amounting,
to one million sterling, nearly cne-half
was produced from intoxicants and
narcotics, while in Victoria it was a little
over one-third. The adult males of the
colony constitute nore than one-half of the
population, while in Victoria they do not
exceed one-third. Our people, of course,
being adults and leading roving lives, con-
sume a great deal more of dutiable goods
thau the ordinary run of people do in an
old established colony like Victoria.
Another reason is that the people here,
taking them altogether, are better off
than in the other colonies. Talke
them man for man, they have a great
deal more money at the present time
in this colony than they have in the
other Australian ¢olonies ; and there has
been an immense expenditure going on:
an imnense amount of capital has also
been invested here from London. All
that tends to make wages greater and
money more plentiful ; and thus it comes
about that people here have been more
extravagant. I do nol want to use the
word “extravagant” in a harsh way;
but we have lived letter and spent more
on what I may term luxuries than if our
circumstances were not so good; and T
will prove that later on. Tt is a fact
worth considering that while Victoria
obtained a third of her Customs revenue
in 1896 from food stuffs, Western Aus-
tralia obtained only a quarter from the
same source. Qur whole contributior
to the revenue on account of feod
duties  through the Customs youn
will find from the very excellent
paper laid on the table to-night, by the
Govermment Actuary, is only about £2
per head of the population, only one
quarter of our total Customs revenue
coming from that source, whereas in
Victoria one-third was derived from the
same source. That clearly shows that

 we are paying less for food duties than

the Vietorians. The people here paid £6
14s. 4d. per head more in Customs duties
than the people of Victoria. It was made

up in this way. Taking the population in
the middle of 1896 as 120,000—I might
have made it more but I wish to be abso-
lutely fair—we provided £3 1s. 1d. per
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head more in this colony from intoxicants
and narcoties than they did in Vietoria.
For food stuffs we provided £1 12s.
more; for drapery and clothing, 9s. 4.
more; and £1 1la. 11d. more for
miscellaneous. The first itern may be
refuced Ly a few shillings—five or six
s]ul].mgs—bv an excise duty which exists
in Victoria but which does not exist
here. We find however that for every
£100 worth of food which was mported
into Vietoria a duty of £29 18s. 3d.
was levied, whereas for every £100
worth of food introduced here a duty of
£18 6s. 10d. was levied. My object in
quoting these figures—I know they are
tirgsome—is to show that the case ngainst
Western Australia in regard to the Cus-
toms derived from food duties is not so
bad as it has been made out, and that the
principal reason for the amount of Cus-
toms revenue in 1896 being so heavy as
compared with Victoria was that £3 12s.
per head came from intoxicants and stimu-
lants alone, while Victoria only contributed
11s.94d. per head from thesamesource. This
shows that the people of Victoria are able
to cut their coat according to their cloth,
and that when hard tbmes come upon
them they do not spend their money in
intoxicants and narcotics, but reduce
their expenditure in that direction to the
very lowest limits. It has been shown
that if our tariff had been applied to the
colony of Victoria in the year 1896, they
would have received £332,541 less than
they actually received under their own
tariff, so that our tariff does not seem to
be so excessive as that of Vietoria. The
most peculiar part of it is that the
reduced amount they would have received
would have been very nearly allattributable
to the food duties, their tariffi on food
stuffs being much higher than ours. It
has been pointed cut in the papers that,
after all, the daties on focd stuffs in this
colony for 1896, a very fair year, only
amounted to 10d. per head per week,
whereas 1s. 5d. per head per week was
paid for narcotics and stimulants. The
people were willing to spend nearly
double the amount on mnarcotics and
stimulants that they did for the whole of
the food duties. This matter wants
congidering. X will prove later on that the
people here are asa whole, doing well and
are not suffering from excessive taxation.
Onpe shilling and fivepence per head per
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week was contributed to the revenue by
the people of this colony in 1896 for
narcotics and stimulants, while only
10d. per head per week went for the
whole of the food duties. The fol-
lowing facts may not have occurred
to everyone, in thinking over this matter,
but they have oceurred to me many
a time. If this country is so expensive
a place to live in as people sy it is,
you must, in considering the question,
look at the question m a relative sense of
income and expenditure, and take living
in a relative sense. If I am getting o
thousand a year, and live in such a way
astosave a fair amount of my earnings,
it is better for me to be in a place where
T cun do that than to be in . place where
I can live cheaper, but where my income
is, in comparison to my expenditure on
living, much less. If this country is so ex-
pensive a place to live in, in comparison
with the salaries and wages earned—if
that is the case, Lhow is it possible
that the people here, living under
these conditions, can afford to send these
immense amounts of money cut of the
colony to their wives and families to sup-
port them in other lands? How is 1t
possible for them to do that, unless they
are able to save a good deal of money out
of their earnings, and beyond that, how
is it possible for them— the working people
generally—to send all this money to their
friends in other colonies, and also to place
in the Savings Bunk of this country nearly
e million of money? I ask you how is
that? That fact alone answers the whole
argument. If this place is expensive to
live in, other conditions must be equal to
it, or the people would not be able to send
money away, and to also place money
in the Bavings Bank. T know very
that the house rent in Perth
is excessive — I do not know nuch
about what it is in Fremantle,
but the members for Fremautle can speak
a8 to that—but in Perth it certainly is
excessive. T know, of my own knowledge,
one house which a few years ago was let
for £50 a year, and that was considered a
good rent, yet at the present time the owner
receives £200 a year for it! There is an-
other instance within my knowledge where
a house is let for £150 a year, which 25
years ago was let for £32 a year. Itis
the same house exactly, not altered in anv
way. I mention this to show that house
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rent is a consideration.

[19 OcTonEr, 1897.]

Do not let us, as '

honest men desirous of deing our duty, |

saddle the wrong lorse with the cost of

living. My idea is that fthe increased

expense of living in Perth is nothing
as compared to the imcreased cost of
the house rent.
my own, and know their cireumstances,
and they tell me that if they had not

I have servants of ;

been fortunate enough to have a litile

piece of ground and o cottage of their

own, they would not be able to live |

on the wages which they get fron me,
and which are as good s any that
are paid in the city. In this world
people get as much as they cun, and ol-
though members of this House and people
in the street who write to the newspapers,
talk about the increased cost of Living,
they fail to point out that some per-
sons are extracting out of the pockets of
the poor man excessive rentals, which are
not justified by the expenditure that has
been incurred. There is another thing T
would like to point out, in the same line
of argument I was following just now.
Cheap food is not the only thing in the
world.  All of us here ate in easy cir-
cumstances, I hope, neither rich nor poor.
Do we ever think of the increased cost of
food? We do not look to see if there is
an incrense of o farthing on bread or meat,
or even two farthings. I do notthink cheap
food is the only thing inthe world. I have
been about the world somewhat, T have
travelled over a great portion of it, and I
have seen places where food is cheap
and great poverty existing. There you
get food almost for guthering it.  Very
often where food is easily obtained, 1t
causes idleness, and the struggle for life is
too eusy. There is another thing to which
I should like to direct the attention
of my friends—T think T can call them
my friends, for I have never done
any harm to them in my life, I mean the
working classes—and that is, that cheap
food often means cheap wages. I the
conditions of life are easy, why it goes
without saying that wages are as a rule
low. I do not wantto see in this country
wages too cheap. Our great duty is to
try and encourage self-reliance, to nake
the country self-supporting, and to make
the people Hourish and the country
prosper.  Why are the wages on the
goldfields higher thanin the city of Perth ?
Let the people who represent them tell

e o e ——————— e e
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us. The only reason in my opinion
is becausa the conditivus of life there
are worse. I know no other reason why
8 man can get wmore wages in out-of-the-
way places than in Perth, other that the
conditions of life are worse. A man has
to pay more for things there.

Mg, Jurineworre: He can get water
here for nothing.

Tue PREMIER: The very thing my
friend opposite will not give him on the
Eastern goldfields.

MEe. InLivaworTd : You will not give
it to me (a Murchison water scheme).

Tue PREMIER: We will deal with
your matter at another ime. Wemay give
it to you, if you will be good. The reason
why goods are dearer in some oullying
places is that the conditions are worse, and
the people have to spend more, and alto-
gether that there 1s more discomfort; so
that, of course, the people require hatter
pay. The mover of the amendment talked
like a great financier in regard to the easy
way in which he would deal with this
matter. He said, “ You had £300,000 at
the beginning of the financial year. Take
that.”  But the hon. member knows that
every year the balance iz used up. Last
year we absorbed the whole of the balance
of £300,000 in onr Estimates, and this
year we shall also absorh itall. Wenever
had so much rvevenue as at the present
time; yet I shall have a considerable
difficulty in trying to put on the
Estimates the works in hand all over
the colony, and providing for others
that are pressing and should he
carried out. The hon. member talks
about taking £200,000 or £300,000 off
the FEstimutes as if it was an easy
matter. I fell him it is not an easy
thing to take £200,000 oft the Estimnates,
which he will find when he is Treasuver of
the country. Tt is o difficulé thing in a
growing country like this to comply with
the various and numerous demands.
when we have so many works in
hand. We shall use nearly half the
revenue in carrying on the works we
have in hand. You must remember that
if you reduce the revenue, you reduce the
borrowing power of the country, and the
power to spend. Is it a time to talk
about reducing the revenue, when there
are thousands of people who have come
to this country not to seek gold hut to
seek work ? ls this a tine to cut down
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expenditure to the lowest Limit? We
wish to welcome these people from other
lands, and to give them work and it
is not the time to cut down the ex-
penditure. I read this morning a letter
in a newspaper under three initisls. I
have seen those initials before ; they nay
be those of a great political economist.
He tells us, in a positive and straight-
forward way, that the Government have
ceased borrowing, and that the public
works were being reduced. That goes
forth to the country as an actual fact, that
the Government have ceased borrowing,
and the public works are being reduced.
If the writer has been in the country
long, he must know that last session power
was given to borrow three and o half mil-
lion pounds, that of this amount two and
a half millions have yet to be raised by
the sale of ioseribed stock, and that
£750,000 has been Dborrowed on the
strength of the loan to carry on works,
also we shall have to horrow more in order
0 carry on works as soon as the market is
suitable. Insteadof thepublic works being
reduced, there never was o time in the
colony when such o large expenditure of
public woney has been going on through-
out the country as at the present time.
There are five railways, I think, being
constructed ; there ure also harbour works
at Fremantle, and water supplies on the
poldfields. We never have had one-halt
the works that we have at the present
time going on.  Still, this writer tells us
that we have ceased borrowing, and that
the Government are reducing the public
works. Yet we have two and a halfinllions
to Dborrow, besides the two and a half
millions for the Coolgardic water supply.
I say it is gross 1gnorance, and most
misleading, to make these statements
which are absolutely without any founda-
tion. We have heard a great deal in
the House about a little Act that was
passed. I think now we were unwise,
as we thus gave undue prominence to
it. We passed an Act some time ago—a
stock tax; but that stock tax was on the
statute book already, and had been there
a number of years; but some provisions
were not very clear, and in my innocence,
not being so well versed in political
matters as I am now, I introduced
a Bill to make them perfectly clear. If
I hzd been wise, I should have left those
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would have known anything about the
stock tax ; hut we introduced it, and it is
a well-known Act now. The tax has ex-
isted here for many years—20, years I
think——long before I camne into office.
There is o similar tax in Vigtorin, and it
is flourishing there, and the present Gov-
ernnment have no intention of repealing it.
A similar tax flonrishes in South Austra-
lia, and nobody has said anything about it
there. And, after all, what does this ter-
rible tax produce in this colony? Tast
vear it produced 3s. per head of the popu-
lation. It will produce nothing soon, for
we will soon be able to supply our own
stock when we have facilities for shipping
on the coast. When the jetties are com-
pleted which we are inaking at Wyndham,
Derby, Roebuck Bay, Coarnarvon, and
other places, we will be able to compete
with the other colonies in fut stock, and
we will not want the tax, unless to pre-
serve the home market for our own
people; but after all 3s. per head was
all that it produced, while the sugar
and tea duties,- which we were the
means of abolishing, saved the people
eight shillings per head during 1896.
Now all we said on the subject iun
the Governor's Speech was that we do
not propose this session to introduce
any legislation with a view of amending
the tariff. Nor do we. We lave no
intention to amend the tariff this session.
I admit myself tully, for T do not go
about without noticing what is going on,
that there is a feeling that has developed
into a political cry among the people
in the chief centres of population, par-
ticularly in Perth, Fremantle, and on
the goldfields, for remitting the food
duties. Public opinion has been strongly
directed towards a reconsideration of the
tariff. A greaf deal of misconeeption has
arisen; the question has been made un-
duly prominent, and it was made an *“elec-
tion ery;” hut, if you want a “cry,” I
can give you a better one than that in
regard to the money that is going ot of
the country for the support of families
and persons living elsewhere—and that is,
that every endeavour should be inade to
prevent the immense sums going out of
the country for food supplies, which can
be produced here, and the money kept in
¢irculation among our own people. We
owe nothing to those now living elsewhere,

provisions in the Tariff Act, and nobody | and deriving the means of support from
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this colony, whereas we owe a lot to our
owu people, and any money we have o
spend we should distribute amongst those
who are in the colony, instead of sending
it away to people who have never been
here, living elsewhere. T think the whole
question of the tariff might well be denlt
with next session. There is no time to
do it in this session, for it anyone thinks
over the matter, I am swre he will see we

have no time to devote to a large question |

which will take us perhaps three months
to deal with effectually. It isa question
that must take
tion and deliberation, and that con-
sideration and deliberation I prowise
this House and the people of this coun.
try, if I have health and strength, I will
devote to it. We are not going to
deal with this tariff in the way the hon.

months of considera- .

member (Mr. Leake) might deal with b, |

by shirking it; but when we do deal with |
The prin-
ciples which will guide us in dealing with
We will have to carry out

it, we will do it thoroughly.

it ure these.
our policy of encouraging native indus-
tries and the increase of native produc-
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requiring consideration, or that it should
not be dealt with thoroughly and well
when it is dealt with at all. I would usk
all hon. members, not only those sitting
on thig side of the House, but even some
on the Opposition side who are not
desirous of ousting the Government from
office, T ask them, what can it matter
to the people of this counlry to have
the revision of the tariff delaved a
few months, so that we wmay be m a
position to deal with it thoroughly and
well ?  Are we going to hand owrselves
over to the leader of the Opposition and
his two or three followers, in order that
they may revise the tariff and upset the
arrangemnents of the session¥ Are we
going to stop all the public business for the
next three months and threw the country
into a general election, in order that
the hon. member and his few friends may
tike our places on the Treasury benches?
[Mr. LEage: What! A general elec-
tion?]  The hon. member knows it
would be impossible for him to carry on

+ the public business, with parties as they

“are in this House.

tions, so as to give our own people an

advantage in our own market, with the
one object of waking the country self-
supporting. We will have to malke the
tariff produce a certain amount of re-
venue, or get what is required from
other sources, and excepting excise and
stamps, there are no other sources of

revenue, unless we embark on a land,

property, or income taxes, these being

expedients which T, for ome, am not

inclined to go into at the present time.
We would also have to provide for as
large a free list of imports as we can,
for articles of food and other things
which we cannot produce in
colony. My policy bas been, and is,
that we should make our free list as Luge
as possible. We must try also to en-
courage local manufactures and to estab-
lish in dustries, so as to give employment
to our own people. The Government are
quite prepared, on the foregoing lines, to
deal with the tariff question ; and, without
this motion and this debate, the gquestion
of revising the tariff would have received
our attention. Indeed, 1 may say I

have always desired to deal with the tariff |

question, but it is a difficult and trouble-
some one, and I amn sure no member of
this House will say that it is not a matter

the

We all know that
very well.  That is what this amendment
means, that we are all to be sent back
to the country in order that the hon.
meinber and his two or three friends may
take oftice. T think that is an unreason-

i ahle proposition, and one that will not be

listened to for a moment. In carrying
out the policy which I have placed hefore
you, and it 15 not a new one, we nade
sugar and ten free two vyears ago,
because, as I then said, we could not pro-
duce these articles in the colony, and they
are in geueml use by every mun, woman,
and child in the country. In carrying
out this policy we relinquished two years
ago—and it was not easy to do so in
those days, hecausc money was very neces-
sary for the works required—we relin-
guished, in 1896, a sum of £49,159
of revenue derived from those two ariicles,
equal to eight shillings per head of
the population. We have been told this
remission was of no value. We were
told when we proposed it that the people
would never see or feel the benefit of that

. remission of duty. T donotagree with that

argument; but if the people cannot see
any benefit in a remission of £4 a ton on

" sugar, and 4d. a pound on tea, how will

they see the benefit of a remission of a
farthing on the two-pound loaf, or a
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half-penny a pound on meat? That
argument will net hold good. A ve-
mission of taxation must be felt, because
competition will be keen enough to deal
with the question of distribution. If that
were not so, it would not he worth while
remitting duties at all. Another point,
an important one I think, is that in this
colony we are in a different position
from a conntry having large armies and
navies, a. large portion of them probably
servingin other parts of the world, and cost-
ing millionsto support; for here weare ina
country within ourselves, and not having
to maintain any army or navy, every
penny raised from the people by way of
taxation is spent amongst the people, and
no money goes away to other lands to sup-
port an army there, therefore, what-
aver is raised by taxation is distri-
outed every year amongst the people
n the country. The taxation paid by
the rich, as well as by those who are
not rich, and no one will deny that rich
men have to pay some taxation—is used
to provide work for people in the colony,
and is not spent on an army or navy, or
any great organisation of that kind. The
money is not hoarded, but is ail expended
and distributed throughout the colony.
Another reason I will urge—though I do
not want to urge it very strongly, because
T believe that, whatever happens in the
country in regard to change of Govern-
ment, the effect may be over-estimated in
some respects—we know that in this
colony we have gone through a trying
fime, that we have had what is called “a
slump,” during which we have been able,
at the least, to keep our heads above
water, and although we have been hurt
somewhat, we have never ceased to move
on the up-grade. Our credit is good in
the English market, and this Govern-
ment is trusted there; and I ask whether,
if the hon. member and his friends eame
into these seats as a result of cairy-
ing this amendment, our credit in the
English market would be improved?
Hon. members on this point will he
able to judge for themselves. These
considerations show that the present is
not an opportune time for change, and
that we need great stability now. Look-
ing at the great works going on through-
out the colony, and lucking aé the large
pepulation here, and that which is coming
liere continually and re-quiring work pro-
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vided from the large expenditure of
Government money, from loaus, and from
Revenue, Isay this is o critical periodinour
history; and seeing that the confidence
which we all desireinreference to the colony
has been established to a large extent, we
should be doing unwisely in interfering
with that confidence by any change of
Government now. Another reason why
this amendment is inopportune is that the
financial arrangements for the year have
been already made and completed. The
annual Estimates are almost ready, and
if it were not for this amendment and
the debate upon it, those Estimates
might almost have been on the table by
this time. The obligations from last yenr
have been carried on, and a great deal of
work is in hand and to be done. There-
fore, unless we re-cast the whole of the
Estimates and go through the thing de
novo, it will be impossible for us to do
without a single sixpence of the revenue
estimated for this year, and this T shall
be able to show when I place the Esti-
mates on the table. We are building
railways throughout the colony. We are
building a railway to Menzies, and T
believe that £50,000 will be required from
revenue to supplement the loan vote, as
the expenditure is greater than was
anticipated. The railway to Kanowna
is i asimilar position. We are build-
ing a milway fo the Boulder, also
a railway from York to Greenhills—both
these lines being built out of revenue.
We are also building a railway to Bridge-
town, the vote for which will require
supplementing from revenue. There
are various other works going on for
supplying water to the goldfields, and
these require a lot of money. We
have the Fremantle harbour works in
progress, and the vote for them is alto-
gether exhaunsted, so that we shall have
to come to this House and ask for
power to re-appropriate from some other
items i order to keep these works
going, and we shall also, probably, have
to supply some money from current
revenue for the same purpose, as there is
really no money available at present, lust
year's vote for the Fremantle harhour
works heing absolutely exhausted. Added
to all these there is a large popu-
lation in the colony, and other pecple
are comingz here seeking employment on
Government works; therefore, whut would
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be said of us if we were to curtail or to
stop any of the works we are engagerd
upon at present?  All these reasons
and many more I can urge upon hon.
members, to show how inopportune is the
occasion of which the hon. member (Mr.
Leake) has taken advantage. As to the
position of the colony, everyone knows
we are most prosperous, that we are more
prosperous than any other colony in
Australia. We are, in that respect, the
envy of almost everyone; and we are not
only in a position to do good for ourselves,
but we are also able do good for our
fellow countrymen on the other side of
the Australian continent. The people
of this country have been able not only to
send away something like three-quarters
of a million this year to their friends and
relations in other colonies, but they have
nearly £1,000,000 in the Savings Bunk.
On the 30th September, 1891, nine months
after this Government took office, the
amount in the Savings Bank was £44,269.
Five yearslater, on 30th September, 1896,
the ammount was £561,540, while on the
30th September of this year the amount
to credit of depositors was £989,748. In
fact, between the 80th September last year
and the 30th September of this year
the Savings Bank deposits increased
£428 208. Does that look as if the
people were hard up, or as if they were
not doing well? The people have done
well; and when we travel along the road
by Subiaco and Claremont and see
hundreds, almost thousands, of houses oc-
cupied and builtby working people, itisevi-
dent—unless those people bronght a. lot of
money with them, which is not the case—
that the people are satisfied they have done
fairly well in this country, and desire to
throw in their lot with us and make
their homes here.  The cry that the
people here are not able to live because
all their money is taken from them by the
Customs is absolutely untrue. 1f T were to
say that during the last few days the sub-
ject now before the House has not given me
some anxiety, I would be saying what is
not correct. I could not hut reflect on the
whole conduct of affairs during my seven
years' term of office, and having considered
the whole position I have come to the
conclusion that the people have nothing
to complain of, even with the tariff as it
is now. That tariff will be thoroughly
investigrated, and the wishes of hon mem-
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bers met in some of the reductions they
desire, T have come to the conclusion
that the country is prosperous, taking it
altogether. 'We have passed a record
year, in the face of many obstacles. The
revenue is larger than ever bafore, and
public works are going on from one end
of the counfry o the other. We enter on
a hopeful year—perbaps a more hopeful
year than last, or any other year during the
term of the present Government. There
is not u dark cloud, from one end of the
colony to the other. * From Dan to
Beersheba ™ you cannot find a single dark
cloud on the horizon. The farmers are
having a good season, and pastoralists are
fairly satisfied, while the gold mining in-

. dustry is progressing by Jeaps and bounds.

I would like to know what is the cause of
this commotion about the food duties?
What reason or justification is there for
the hon. member for Albany, with only a
handful of followers, trying to spring a
mine under the Government, and thinking
in his unwisdom that he can alienate from
me and the Government our old friends
and supporters who have fought side
by side with us for so many years? Is
it likely that we are going to allow him to
succeed ? The hon. member must win his
spurs, and go quietly and cautiously. He
mist, not expect to jump into the position
of Premier of this colony all in o moment.
There is one other importunt matter—
important not only to the goldfields people,
but o cverybody in the counfry. What
has encouraged so many people to come
to this colony 7 T know the answer every
one gives, and the answer T would give,
perhaps, if I were asked, is “The gold."
I freely admit that is the fact to some ex-
tent. I admit that gold has been the
main factor in the prosperity of the colony;
but will anyone tell me that everybody
has come here to dig gold ?  Has not the
immense public expenditure which has
been geing on had something to do with
it? Have not the present Government
during their seven years of office borrowed
six or seven millions of money ?

A Menser: You would net have got
it but for the mines.

Tre PREMIER : Did we not expend
from revenue and loan funds last vear 41
millions of money ?  Have we not had a
revenue jumping from £400,000 in 1890
to nearly £3000,060 in 1896-77 Has
the enormous expendifure of public
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money nothing to do with the influx of
people to this country ? Has that expen-
diture not had something to do with
building up Perth and Fremantle so as to
almost make them one town? Would
these results have Dbeen obtained, had
the Government wone on as advised
by some of the hon. members who
now desire to take the Government's
places ?  Would Perth and Fremantle
be the cities they are at the present
time, if we depended solely on the gold-
mining industry, and had not carried on
a policy of large public expenditure?
No; the answer is clear enough. We
would have languished. But for the
Government and its supporters the
goldfields wonld have been neglected.
No doubt & great factor in  the
prosperity of the country is gold,
but even a greater factor during the past
seven years has heen the policy of the
Government. The present Ministry have
hbeen equal to the occasion, and have
borrowed money and devoted it to the
development of the goldficlds of the
country. Who has taken the greatest
responsibility in this. borrowing and this
carrying out of public works—the re-
sponsibility of embarking the colony on a
career of debt? "Who is it that inHuenced
the people of this country, including the
farmers and graziers all over the settled
parts of the colony, to join in horrowing
these immense sums of money and in
mortgaging everything they had in the
world, in order to make the country great
and develop its resources? Why, it was
myself and my colleagues. The hon.
member for Albany and the hon. member
with him (Mr. TIllingworth), when I
proposed a railway to Coolgardie, said
there was no need for the Govern-
ment to do the work, which ought
to be given to some private in-
dividuals. That was their statesmanship
and the policy they placed before us
in 1894. I am thankful that their advice
was hot followed. The Opposition also op-

posed the Coolgardie water scheme. The
result weall know. Wecarried thatscheme,
imvolving £2,500,000 of money. Who

was it obtained the approval of the people
to that great scheme? Was it the Oppo-
sition ?  [Mr. Leare: No, no.] Have
the Opposition not tried to thwart us in
every wuy they can? Are they not just
now trymg to undo an Act of Parliament ?
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These ave the men who are asking
members for the goldfields, sitting on
this side of the House and also on the
other, to support them. I cannot under-
stand hon. members who represent the
Southern goldfields, at any rate, allying
themselves with persons who have never
done anything for the moldfields, and are
not prepared to do anything—who are
not even prepared to give the goldfields
good water. It is easy tospeak and easy
to laugh about the responsibilities that
bave been undertaken by this country,
hut it is a very serious matter, especially
for me, entrusted as I wm by Parliament
with the leadership of the Govern-
ment. I had to say to’ those assccinted
with me, “Tollow me in this great
Coolgardie water scheme, which will pay,
and which will in the end be beneficial to
you and toall of us.” My associates were
patriotic enough to doso; and the people
of the goldfields owe un everlusting debt
of gratitude to these inembers of Parlia-
ment, those old settlers, and sons of old
settlers, who bave borne the heat and
burden of the dav, and have for seven
years done their duty to the people of this
country.

Mr. Leaxe: Why do you now try to
shelve this water scheme ?

Tue PREMIER : There is no wish to
shelve the scheme. I have nearly come
to the end of what I have to say. 1t has
been a long duty. I would ask the hen.
member for Albany, and those who have
been advising him, why he has not made
a general indictment against the Govern-
ment. Why have they selected, in very
mild terms, something to do with the
tariff #  If they do not lelieve that the
Government are fit to heentrusted with the
carrying on of the administration of the
country, why not put forward a motion
which is common enough in other Par-
liaments, “* That the Governinent no longer
enjoy the confidence of the Honse.” They
do not do that, because they dare not.
They know they could not carry such a
motion, and discretion s the better part
of valouwr. 'What is their indictment, after
seven years of honourable service? The
indictment is a simple request that we
should reconsiderour views in regard tothe
food duties. Is such an amendment the
action of a real, live Opposition—of men
prepared totake over the administration of
affairs 7 If they are anxious to take over
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the administration, why not say that the
Government no longer possess the con-
fidence of the House? 'T'he whole matter
of the tariff will be dealt with next
gession, when we can do it carefully.
are not going to do it at the point of the
bayonet, or at the dictation of the hon.
member for Albany and his friends.

Mgr. Leage: 'Then do it at the butt
of the musket.

Tne PREMIER: I have concluded
all the observations I propose to address
to the members of this House, in whose
hands I with confidence leave the issue.
Under owr Constitution this House has
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and to carry on the Government of this
country.

Me. TLLINGWORTH : T do not intend
to detain the House at any length, hecause
we find ourselves in this position—one I

© think that is deeply humiliating to the

the right to say whether or not an .

administration shall remain in office.
The Govornment have during the last
geven yenrs tried their best, with the
assistance of hon. members, to promote
the interests of the colony. T regret to
say—it makes onc feel alimost sad-—that
there are very few sitting around me to-
night whe were with me in 1891
after another, for various reusens, have

DN

One -

left the Government; and I regret to

say that my old friend and colleague, the
Attorney General, now desires to sever his
conuection with the presentadiministration.
8till, for ull that, the Government are here
vet. Ihave loyal colleagues aroundine who
liave won their spurs in this House, and in
the service of their country, and are all

Governmenf, and deeply humiliating to
theirsupporters. Itis notse very long ago
since the right honourable the Premier,
speaking to a select assembly ut Bunbury,
said they should march over his dead
body before he would remove the food
duties.

Tue Premier: I don't think I said
that.

Mu. ILLINGWORTH: The Press,
which is always to be relied on in Western
Australia, and uot only the Press of the
Bunbury district but also that illustrious
paper the [flerald, agreed that the hon.
Premier id make that statement, and it
was repeated all over the country. Now,
it is not so very long ago—only a few days
ago—since we had a deliberate utlerance
i an oration, not delivered wunder the
impulse of feeling, but & calmly de-
bated and deliberate statement placed

“in the hands of Her Majesty’s repre-
. sentative, declaring positively and etn-
. phatically that the Government did not

prepared, if you desire if, to continue to

carry on the Government.  We have seen
the colony emerge fromn o state of ob-
sewrity, from heing unknown, to a position
of considerable wmportance.  We are
“crossing the stream ” still. 1T am sorry
o say, we wrg having unxious times, as we
have always had during the past seven
years ; but there is a great reason for hope
and confidence in my mind, and I belicve,
if we all pull together as we have pulled
during the last seven years, we have
nothing to fear, and there is a Drighter
future before us. I believe the verdict
will be in favour of the Government ; but,
whatever the verdict is, it will be our
duty to loyally accept it. I hope that
the statements L have placed before hon.
members, the views I have expressed not
hesitatingly, but directly and cmphati-
cally, will be accepted by a very large
majority in this House; and if we continue
to retain the confidence of hon. members,
I can only say it will give us new life and
new vigour to continue to work with you,

" the appeal thus made.

propose this session to introduce any legis-
lation with a view of amending the tariff,
What do we find to-night¥ Where are
we now? It is where we are on every
occasion when the (Government are
attacked. When the Government climb
a tree and get to the top, and somebody
offers to s oot at them, the Govern-
ment say, “Don’t shoot; we will come
down.”  What is the declaration made
by the Govermment now P—that there is
no time to deal with the subject this
session, but that they will climb down
next session and give all they are asked.
The nature of the complaint of the
Government against the Opposition to-
night is: “ Why do you not ask for this
as a substantive motion ¥ Why did you
spring this great mine under the Ministry
for the purpose of putting the Govern-
ment out 7' There has been nothing
more insincere uttered in this House than
I venture to say
that the Government deliberately put
that clause in the Speech, for the
purpose of making this question
a (overnment test question. The
Premier and his Ministers and all Parlia-
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mentary men know that it was utterly
impossible for the Opposition to deal with
the question in any other way than they
have dealt with it. If the Government
desired to leave the House and the Oppo-
sition free to discuss this great qguestion,
in view of what pnssed at the last elections,
they ought not to have included it in the
Governor’s Speech. They knew this
question must come on the floor of the
House, and they took action in order to

compel the Opposition to bring the motion |

on in such a way that there must be a
vote of want of confidence, so as to place
hon. members who have pledged them-
selves to vote agninst the food duties,
and at the same time to support the
Grovernment, in a false position. It is
idle for the Premier to come and malke
an appeal to this House on the ground
that the process taken by the Op-
position is unconstitutional. No one
knows better than the Premier that it
is not only a constitutional process, but
the only constitutional means that the
Opposition had of getting the opinion of
the House on this great question. We
have come from the country. There has
been a genernl election, and a large
number of new members have been re-
turned to the House. Twenty-eight of
these members have publicly declared
themselves in favour of the abolition of
the food duties. The voice of the
country is, then, il we are to take its
voice so far as it is given in this House,
distinctly in favour of the abolitiou of the
food duties. A clear majority of the
members of this House have been re-
turned pledged to support a motion of
this kind. The Government knew it, and
in order to prevent these 28 men fulfilling
that pledge, they made it a question which
involved the life of the Government. It
is not part of the Qpposition purpose to
make it a question of no-confidence. It
was never intended or dreamed of by the
Opposition that we should be placed
in this false position. A desire has
never been expressed by the Opposition
to oust the Forrest Government. It
is simply drawing a * red herring ' across
the track. All Governments are sup-
posed to rule by the will of the people.
We have bad an expression of that will,
as I have already suid. The will of the
people, as expressed ut the lust election,
was that the food duties should
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abolished, or at any rate reduced. That
was the will of the people. Now, under
constitutional Government, a Govern-
ment is supposed to rule by the will of
the people; but what do we find? The
Government determine at all hazards—
at the cost of honour itself—to hold the
Treasury benches against the definite,
expressed will of the pecple. We know,
if we are to judge at all, that the vast
mass of the people of this colony are
adverse to the retention of the food duties.
It is not a question whether the people
are as fully educated on the question as
the Premier or the Director of Public
Works, but it is a question of the will of
the people being carried out by the Minis-
try of the day.

Tee Premier: How is it to be ex-
pressed P

Mr. ILLINGWORTH: If you had
been in the Chamber and listening to my
remarks, you would have heard me say
that it was expressed at the poll and at
the Dallot-box. Twenty-eight members
were returned pledged to the abolition of
the food duties. A clear majority of the
members of this House are pledged on this
very question, but, as T have already said,
the Government knew that they were
bound to be defeated if they allowed it to
be made a substantive motion, and the
only means of saving defeat on this par-
ticular question was by taking the course
they did. We find now the Government
are quietly backing down. They have
placed their faithful supporters in a diffi-
cult position—in i position no Ministry
ought to place their supporters in. In
nine cases out of ten they have compelled
these members to vote for the Ministry,
or to forfeit their pledges. It is o false
position to place them in, and net at all
necessary. All that was necessary to do
was to leave reference to this question
out of the Governor’s Speech. The Op-
position would simply bhave tabled a
substantive motion, as the Premier says
we ought to have done. What ure we
to say with respect to the attitude of the
Government with reference to the will of
the people? No one in this House is
grander, when in a dissertation on the
rights of the people, than the right hon.
the Premier, and I am never hetter
pleased with him that when he is engaged
on that particular topic. But what is the
will of the people? If it is possible to
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obtain it so far as Parliament is concerned,
you can obtain it from the members who
are returned, and here we have a clear
majority against the continuance of the
duties. .

Tue PremiEr: I do not think thatis
quite correct.

Mr. ILLINGWQORTH: Before I say
any more, I would like to refer to a state-
ment constantly made in this House and
in the press in something like these words :
*“The only object of the Opposition is to
put the Government out, without regard
to the interests of the country.” That is
the argument which is being used in this
House to-night. I deny, once and for all,
that the whole integrity of the universe
or this country is on the Treasury benches.
I deny that all the disinterested feeling
to see the country progress is to be found
on the Treasury benches. There may be
differences of opinion on the modes, but
I claim that every member on this side
of the House 1s as honest 1 his intention
to promote the interests of the country as
those members who have the direction of
the affairs of the country. What is the
duty of an Opposition? It is to see
that the minority has proper representa-
tion in the House; to see that the sub-
jects are discussed, and the two sides of
every question placed before the coumtry.
Another great object and great duty
which devolves on Her Majesty’s Opposi-
tion is to see that the Govermmuent rule
the country in accordance with the will of
the people. The Government are placing
their own supporters in an invidious
position, and they are ucting diametri-
cally in opposition to the will of the
people of the country. {Ture PrEMIER:
Ideny that.] Facts are against you, and
the polling booths bave told the story that
28 members were returned pledged to
the abolition of the duties.

Tue Premier: The hon.
all wrong.

Me. LEake: They have sent a majority.
That is enough.

Me. ILLINGWORTH: We will say
a majority have been refurned, of two or
three at any rate. The Premier will
admit that. There is another thing that
has been brought before the House.
Nervous people have always been saying
that the heavens will fall if any Govern-
ment is changed. I never lmew of a
(Gfovernment going out without that

member is
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being said, or thal some dreadful
thing will happen if the Covernment
goes out of power. I am not going to
express ny opinion whether it is de-
sirable or otherwise that the Govern-
ment should go out of power at the
present time, but the Premier has forced
an opinion on the House as to the credit
of the country. I have communication
with some of the best men in London who
are capable of judging on this question,
and my latest advices are to this effect.
I mention this to show a difference of
opinion does exist on such an important
subject as the retention of the present
Government in power. My advices are
that the confidence and credit of this
country are dependent on the defeat of tho
Forrest Govermment. I um not going to
say that, but I am pointing out that it is
possible that intelligent and capable men
may differ at times on great subjects.
No person in the country, no person in
the House, could suppose that a better
Ministry than the present could be ol-
tained : that is impossible. Here the
Premier stands to-night in the seventh
yearof Ministerial office,and he has changed
his Ministry every year, and to-night we
have another evidence of its chamelion
policy. It is after the American sys-
tem: “If it does not suil, it kin be
changed.” I like to agree with the
Premier whenever I can, and T am
glad to say that I can sometimes. To-
night he has expressed a sentiment that
the Government and its policy have not
gso much to do with the welfare of the
country as people sometimes imagine.

How few, of all the ills that human hearts

cndure,
Are those which kings or laws can cause or
cure!

Tt does not depend on the Government: 1t
dependson the people themselves. The one
thing that will have to be faced is the gues-
tion of the necessity for a continuance of
borrowed money for the purpose of carry-
ing out our public works. My friend
from Coolgardie (Mr. Morgans), who
knows a great deal about finance—more
than I do, and perhaps more than a
great many members in this House —
has said that the people who are lend-
ing money look a great deal more to
the population of a country than to
almost anything else. I think that is
an axiom in all questions of borrowing.



78 Address-tu-Reply

We are placed in a very invidious position.
We have authorised the Government to
Lorrow a certain amount of money, and
what is our position P We tried to raise
a 3 per cent. loan, and the price we got
for it was 93. [The Premier: 95, if you
please.] Well, 95. We have authorsed
this Government, or rather a previous
Parliament authorised this Government,
to borrow if they choose three millions
on Treasury honds at 4 per cent. A 4
per cent. Treasury bond would probably
command in Londen £109 to £110.
What is the necessary inference on
this interimn picee of financing? We
are paying first of all 4 per cent. for the
money, and then we lose £10, which in
the first year is equivalent to paying 14
per cent. for the money.  If we establish
confidence in the London market we may
continue to borrow money at 3 per cent.
The Government have placed before the
House two points. ‘I'he first is, we want the
money, and cammot afford to do away
with lood duties hecause we want themoney,
und we want to support and help our pro-
ducers, What have our producers been
doing? T have in my hand a Custom-
house report, which, I presume, is a
reliable document. T find in the years
1894, 1895, and 1896 this colony has im-
ported more than it has exported to the
amount of £8,141.636. Inorder to make
myself plain, during these three years
the whole of the money that has come to
the country in any form—yold, machinery,
or goods of any kind—the difference
between the exports aud buports is
£8,141,636; that is to say, we have
received so much and sent out so much,
and this is the difference. Two and a
halt 1nillion pounds was horrowed money.
Amongst the exports we have the
following :—Gold, £1.068,808; and the
next largest items arve wool, £267.506;
timber, £11:5,420; sandalwood, £65,800.
The difference between our total exports
and our imports shows (less our loans)
the total amount that has come Lo us for
investment in our mines; not more than
about five millions ultogether. T want to
point out that a country can only make its
way in the world by producing something
with whieh it cun purchase things required.
We have been enabled during last year
to export. the best possible product
the world knows of.  Gold in the world is
ot a depreciable product.

[ASSEMBLY ]
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asked to do in this particular case? We
are asked to encourage an industry which
has no possible chance of becoming an
exporting industry. The things off which
we ask the duty to he taken are not
exported, and there is no possible chance
of their becoming exported articles. If
a man can work a day and produce a bag
of potatoes for 10s., and the same man
can work a day and produce £1 worth of
gold, he is going to produce the gold—to
use an Americanism, ¢ You het.”” What
is the use of persistently trying to build
up an industry which cannot bope to
become an exporting industry I know a
time in Melbeurne when buiter was 3s. o
Ih. Why was this? Not because the
country did not possess the land to pro-
duce it, but because all who could get
there were on the goldfields. The
Premier says it is a disgrace it we canno}
produce sufficient food tor our own
consumption. The trouble is, we will
not  produce it. The people are
engaged in other thiugs which are more
profitable.  Our most profitable industries
are gold, timber, and wool, as shown by the
Customs returns. It is said we cannot
afford to take duties off, because we want
money for other purposes.  This is practi-
cally the argument, and I waaf to call
attention to one thing before 1 denl with
figures. On March 16th last we hud this
statement from the Premier—assuming,
of course, that a correct statement was
reported in the newspaper, for I find that
when something is reported that dees not
quife suit his argument, the Prewmier
blaes the reporter:—

We have decided upon another great work,
which will he of immmense benefit to the colony.
. . . The Government has come to the con-
clusion that the time has arrived for the
erection of public crushing plants in the
various centres throughout the ficlds. (Hear,
hear.) For a long time past, the poor men
who own property in very many centres (at
the ontlying centres especially) on the fields,
have hcen working under very great diffi-
culties, They have raised a considerable
quantity of good payable stone, but they have
not been able to carry on their good work for
the want of some place to crush it. The com-
panies (hat have ¢crushers there are busy with
their own work, and will not crush for the
smaller men.  The demand, too, for these
public crushers has come fromn all over the
colony.

S0 said the Premier; but we have not to
deal with the premier alone, for we find
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the Acting Premier, who is the Minister
of Mines, making this statement on the
8th June last, us reported in a news-
paper:—

It was not the intention of the Government
to erect batteries at any centre as permanent
institutions. All that the Ministry con-
templated was the construction of small
batteries of frow three to five heads of stamps,
in centres remote from existing mills. These
will only be temporary structures intended
to prove the ground, so as to induce private
enterprise f> come in  afterwards. The
Government does not intend to afford any
means of relicf to those prospectors who are
now prevented from crushing by the prices
charged by private mills. And no hattery at
all will be erected within a radius of at least
thirty wiles of any works now in .cxistence.

Mg, Morax: Take the latest utterance
of the Ministry. o

Me. ILLINGWORTH: No. I want
to know which utterance we are to believe ;
for we may have another one to-morrow,
and we may be asked to believe that. I
want to know whether the Premier means
to take these duties oft, and whether he
means to erect the kind of batteries he
here speaks of, or erect the kind that the
Minister of Mines speaks of.

Tue Premier: 'l'en-head batteries we
intend to erect.

Mr. Moraxw: Do you know what a ten-
head battery is ?

Mr. ILLINGWORTH: This is the
kind of thing we have to deal with in
regard to the BMinistry, that one Ministey
says we are going to have ten-head
batteries another Minister says we are
going to have three-head hutteries. The
Premier says, <1 will erect them in places
where thev are called for, in places where
other hatteries will not crush for the
winers.” The other Minister says: " We
will only erect them in places that are
thirty miles away from any other battery.”
Which are we to believe? I say that
when members of this IIouse were on the
hustings at the general election, they were
asked to state their views upon the pro-
gramie which the Premier had put forth
1 his Bunbury speech, and they were not
asked to express an opinion about the
erection of 3-head batteries in places 30
wiles from any other battery. Referring
now to figures bearing on the argument
that the food duties cannot be remitted
becanse we need the revenue for public
works, and that the duties are necessary
to help producers, I find that in June,
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1896, our population numbered 101,233,
and at the end of that vear it had in-
creased to 137,946; so a fair average
would be not less than 130,000 people.
The total duty paid was £396,804—say
in round numbers one miltlion of money,
and the average population being 130,000,
the proportion is about £7 19s
per head. Of this sum, the food duties
amounted to £156,000, or £1 4s. per
head. The net duty per head of popula-
tion was therefore £6 15s. per head. We
are now sending out of the country
over o million of money, and T want
to show that the remittances which
go through the money-order offices do
not represent the whele of the mouney that
is going out of the country for the sup-
port'of families living elsewhere. T know,
for instance, that over £8,000 was sent
through the banks of Victoria for this
purpose. Consequently, while we cannot
say that all the money which was
sent through the money order offices
went for the support of families elsewhere,
vet the difference is probably made up
by the sums which we know were sent
through banks mainly for that purpose.
A fair estimate would be a million of
money sent out of the colony to support
families elsewhere. This sum would keep
in employment 6,600 men at £150 a yeur.
The average wages of men in this colony,
taking lost time and other contingencies
into account, is not over £150 a year;
therefore, these persons living here, keep-
ing up two homes by supporting their
families in another place, and the average
wages being not over £150 a year, this
sum would keep not only these men, but
their families. The usual way of eshi-
mating the average number of persous in
a family is to take five; but I estimate
the number of a family at four as an
average. {Tue PrEMIER: Not in this
country.] I am taking the average of
families on the other side; and I say a
fair average would be four. That would
represent 26,000 people kept abroad by
money sent from this country ; and I say
that, by inducing those families to come
here, they would pay to the revenue
£6 15s. per head, less the food duties,
and they would thus add to the revenue
of this colony. All we ask the Govern-
ment to do 18 to remove the food duties,
which bring in £156,000 a year; and I
ask the House to consider the contention
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put. forth by the Premier, that we are
not in a position, financially, to spare this
money. My contention is that the deing
away with the food duties will increase
the revenue of the country, because it
will bring to this colony the proportionate
increase of population I have mentioned,
equivalent to 26,000 people.

Tee PrREMIER: What about the money
for the farmers ?

Me. ILLINGWORTH : I am dealing
with your contention that you cannot
spare the money from the revenue. I
will deal with the question of the farmers
divectly. Now the gain to the country
by the abolition of the food duties would
be £21,000 a year, according to my
argument; but there would be not only
this gain, for there is no export of the
kind of goods we import, and there is
not likely ever to be an export of them
from this country, which will never be
able to¢ compete in the markets of the
world in products of this kind, theugh it
may and will produce other things of
greater value. ‘When you come to such
products as cereals, potatoes, bacon, ham,
cheese, and things of that kind, I say thia
country will never take its place as an
exporter of these articles in competition
with the products of other places.
One way m  which you can help
the producer is to establish public
batteries in this colony, and thus increase
the profitable market existing on our
goldfelds for agricultural preducts. The
Premier has told us there has been a very
large increase in the settlement of agri-
cultural land ; but would there have been
that increase if there had been no Cool-
gardie and no goldfields markets for the
consumption of agricultural produce?
The goldfields have created the demand,
and this demand for agricultural produce
has caused more people to settle on the
land ; so that I say it is not that wretched
little thing, the Agricultural Bank, and it
is not the 160 acres of free land, that have
induced these people to go on the land in
inereasing numbers; but it is the good
market which the goldfields have pro-
vided within the colony. As we increase
our population, we increase our consump-
tion ; and I say we shall further increase
our population by what is proposed in
this metion by 26,000; and we shall
thus make the market in the eolony so
much the better for our farmers; conse-
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quently we shall do more for the farmers
by increasing the population than by
keeping on the food duties. Coming now
to another question, the Premier tells us
the food duties average ouly 10d. a head per
week amongst the population. 'When the
sum reaching the Treasury for food duties
is stated at £152,000, T say that, by the
time these imported foods reach the con-
sunier, that sum is nearer £4:50,000.

Mr. Georar: Not so much as that.

Me. ILLINGWORTH : I know some-
thing about it, and I say the importer
pays this £152,000, and charges his
profit on it to the retailer; and the
retailer charges o proportion of profit
on these duties, as well as a percen-
tage on the cost of the article. Con-
sequently, if £152,000 is paid on duty,
and if the wholesale man puts £30,000 on
that, the sum 18 increased to £182,000;
then the retailer puts his proporticn on
it; and by the time the article reaches
the consumer, the total cost of the duty
is something like £450,000. If it is in-
tended to give to the farmer a protection
amounting to £152,000 a year, I think it
would be infinitely better to give it to him
directly ; and we might do it as is done
in Vietoria, by giving a bonus on butter
or other products. I would much rather
that we should give this amount directly
to purchase the butchery business of
Messrs. Forrest and Emanuel, and the
butchery business of Messrs. Connor and
Doherty, than that the money should be
paid by the population in the form of
duties on food products. So I say this is
not a simple question of so much duty
payable to the Government, but it is &
much more important question to the
consumer. The Premier has talked, as
other members often talk, about the
high price of rents in Perth. Tf you
increase the cost of living, you ne-
cessarily increase the cost of the erec-
tion of a house, and one thing acts on the
other. But that is not the trouble—that
is a, mere side issue, The true reason for
the high rents is that families are being
crowded two and three into a house, and
every second or third house in Perth is a
boarding house. And why? Because
men are separated from their families.
They cannot bring their wives over here,
not because of the high rents, but because
they cannot afford to live here. I do not
say the abolition of the food duties would
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make alt the difference, but it would do
something to help. I know these matters
are all arranged on the U'reasury benches,
and that I am only talking to the air
now. The Premier has expressed him-
self as anxious to settle the people on the
land. T believe the Premier is perfectly
honest in that, and probably better in-
forined than I on the guestion; hut it is
my deep-seated conviction that he would
vet more people to settle on the land by
abolishing the food dnties than hy any
other means. T am quite sincere in that
opinion.

Tre PreEmrer: What about the duty
on sugar and tea ?

Mr. ILLINGWORTH : I opposed the
- abolition of the duty on-tea,-for the ex-
planation T have already given. The
Premier thought he had me, but he would
have to get up pretty early to do that.

T'ur Premier: I think T have you
there.

MR ILLINGWORTH: No; vou have
not, and T will show you why. T will
say the same thing now. If the taking
oft these duties would restrict the Govern-
ment in fauds for necessary public works,
I would say, retain them. I said so
then, and 1 say it still. Speaking to my
electors —and it is by the electors that
a man’'s words are tested—I said to
them, using tny own words which the
Premier has quoted, * Now I think the
time has come, after two and a half years
of development, to remove the food
duties.” The vear before, I advocated
the removal of the duties on mining
machinery, and the Government brought
in a Bill to that effect; net on my sugges-
tion, of cowrse. The Government accept
no suggestions from the Opposition, but
they brought that Bill in.  The time has
come when the condition of the mining
industy is snch that we ought to get the
families of the miners, and the families of
the workers in the large towns, over to this
colony. The additional revenue would
make up more than the less of the duty
on foods, and the additional consumnption
would make up more than the reduced
profit to the producer. These are the
reasons why I snpport the amendment of
the honourable member for Albany. T
never support anything contrary to my
personal convictions. If I could omnly
convinee myself that the present Ministry
were acting in everv direction in the in-

“19 Ocroser. 18977

Anmendment, food dulies.

81

terests of the country, T should he only
too happy to go over to the comfortable
seats on the Ministerial side. But, while
I hold the conviction I do, that the
Government, in their general and internal
policy, are not acting in the best interests
of the country, T must sit where 1 am.
While I feel there is a minority which
ought to be represented and voiced, and
while I feel that every Government,
though unfettered, should have a eriti-
cal Opposition before them, I shall
retain my present position. TIf the day
should come --which is about the most
improbable thing that can be suggested —
when honourable members on this side of
the House should take up the respoansi-
hilities of governing this country, and the
present Premier should take up the posi-
tion of leader of the Opposition, I would
be pleased, and I am sure every other
honourable member would, if the then
Opposition gave to our measures the
honest criticism that members on this
side of the House give the measures of
the present Governinent.

Mgr. QUINLAN: I can only say I rise
to oppose the amendment on the ground
of its nexpediency, and becanse it intro-
duces into the policy of the country
a false principle of political economy. I
recognise the intention of the amendment,
but, as to the wording, T am somewhat
at a loss to see the reason why it is so
mild. My friend the member for Albany
i usually a mild gentleman, and he has
Leen particularly so in the introduction of
his amendment. on the Address-in-Reply.
Probably he has not the ground for argu-
ment which we on this side of the House
have the pleasure to put before hon.
members. The Customs receipts for 1896
totalled £966,804. Of that sum, for
necessaries. such as Bour, bacon, eggs,
fruit, milk, potatoes, vegetables, and meat,
the duties only amounted to £105,793. It
is but right to say I am not including
cheese, becanse I am not a cheese eater
myself; but if the Opposition desire, T
shall he able to tell them the additional
sum the duty on cheese would make
in these items. For luxuries, such as
wines. perfumeries, tobacco, cigars,
cigarettes, beer and spirits, the amount
is £611,619. Those figures show at once
the luxurious living of the people of this
colony, and are almost in themselves a
complete answer to the prophecy of
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ealamity that is about to befull the
country, according to the honourable
members  for Albany and  Central
Murchison. It will be readily seen that
the people swell the revenue, not by the
food duties, but by the duties on luxuries.
The bodunce of sundries in the tarift
receipts totalled £279,392 At this stage
I desire te say that T have taken the
figures from the report of the Collector
of Customs. The Premier stated in his
speech to-night that he wished to
deliver himself n his own way, and
I do lkewise, although T may differ
from him in some measure as to figures.
T shall be prepared, if any fignee
is challenged, to answer that challenge
with the report of the Collector of Cus-
toms before me. Taking the population
of 1896 at 140,000 people, the revenue on
the food duties only amounted to 15s. 1d.
per head, the balance being for luxuries and
other articles. That, sir, I think, is a
complete answer to the ery now being
raised by the Opposition, and which has
already been truly referred to as an elec-
tioneering ery. There are, I admit, some
anomalies in the tariff. No one would
deny that. But there is a time for all
things, and I consider that in the neces-
sary development of a new country it is
but right. the Grovernment should look
what will be reproductive at a future date.
‘While we are able now in prosperous times
to raise a revenue, I think the Customs
tariff is & reasonable means by which to
do so. It has heen argued also that
the taxation per head in this coleny is
much above the other colouies. In this
colony, through the Customs, we raise
about £7 2s. 5d. per head wm all. In
Victoria it is £1 8s. 6d. per head ; South
Australia, £1 1s. 6d.; Tasmania, £1 15s.
10d. It must not be forgotten that in
these other colonies there are other sources
of revenue, such as income tax and land
tax, which we do not possess in this
colony. Consider the larger population,
which lessens the amount per head, and
it will readily be seen by uny reasonable
man that West Australia does not
figure so badly as the Opposition would
make it appear. Then, again, I would

uote a few items which are dutiable in

¢ other colomies, but which are free in
Western Australia. I may mention
especially the sugar duties, which have
already been referred to by the Premier.
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It will be admitted that £40,151 logs by
the absence of sugar duties is a big amount
to cut off the revenue of this country,
seeing that our friends on the opposite
side so often wail ou the Govern-
ment by deputation or otherwise to
ask that suwins of money may be spent in
their districts. Farinaceous foods—arrow-
root, sago, cornflour, and oils—are all duti-
ablein Queensland ; some of them are duti-
able in South Australia, all in Tasmania,
all but one in Victoria, but all are free in
Western Australia. 'With regard to flour,
in Queensland a duty of 20s. per ton is
paid; in South Australia the duty is 2s.
per cwt.; in Tasmania, 2s. per cwt.; n
Vigtoria, £5 per ton. Victoria is the
country from which the hon. member for
Central Murchison came. In Western
Australia the duty on flour is 30s. per
ton, go that the duty here is less than in
the majority of the other colonies. It is
a most remarkable thing that nearly all
gentlemen from the other colonies com-
plain hitterly of the tariff in this colony.
They may come from a mad protectiomist
country themselves where they were pro-
tectionists, and yet when they arrive here
the first thing they ask is that the Govern-
ment, should find revennes by some other
means than through the Custom-house.
This seems most inconsistent, and par-
ticularly so that the hon. member for
Cenfral Murchison should place it before
the House, as he has done, as one who
came from a protectionist country. I
must refer to the enormous amount sent
out of the colony for flour, grain, chaff,
fruit, wines, butter, bacon, milk, and
eggs—almost half o million per year for
the last three years. [Mr ILLINGWORTH :
Shame!] If the hon. member had
his way, it would be a greater shame
still, because we require protection m a
new country, and it would be a bad thing
for the hon. member if we did not get it.
I am sure every member who has the
interests of 'the colony at heart must
admit that industries in their beginning
must be encouraged by protection.  Sowme
candidates during the election campaign
expressed themselves as in favour of
reducing the tariff and giving bonuses.
‘Were the bonuses to come out of the
pockets of the Opposition? There is
another topic worthy of note, and that is
this sudden influx of population, which has
naturally resulted in a sudden increase in
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the amount of imports. The furmers
ciinot grow corn or cerezxls by steam or
electricity, and time will show if they are
not doing all that can possibly be done
to develop the agricultural resources of
the country. We require a. steady market,
and the only way to get that is by having
o protective tariff on those things that can
be produced here.  The time will come
when we shall be able to compete with the
other colonies, and we ought to, as the
market is at our very doors. The Oppo-
sition should have a little reason, and
recognise that circumstances are different
here from what they are in other colonies
to-day. Wo have an immense territory
to manage, and only a handful of popula-
tion., We have been spending money in
all directions, especially on the goldfields,
constructing railways and various other
works. Almost every day they are at the
Treasury with the hat in their hands
asking for more money for some district
or other. I do not disapprove of any
reasonable expenditure, because I have
confidence in the people and in the future
of the colony ; but I do hope the Govern-
ment will be judicious in their generosity,
and will see that the money is wisely
spent.

A MempEr: What about Newcastle?

Mr. QUINLAN: Newcastle has had
very little. Tt is almost a neglected
district.

A MemBER: A wusted district.

Me. QUINLAN: No, not a wasted
district. I would like the hon. member
to go there. It is the only district that
did not cause the Government to spend
any money at the time of the small-pox
scare for a hospital.

Me. Vosper : Nobody ever goes there.

Me. QUINLAN: The hon. member
ought to go there. Returning to pro-
tection, hon. members must know what it
has done for other countries. Look at
America. As has been pointed out by
the Premier, protection has been in force
in Victoria for many years, and she only
wants a market for the things she has
produced. Reference has been made by
my friend the member for Central
Murchison to rents, and to the fact that
he himself has been a good Samaritan in
that direction. Tt is true that house rent
is dear, but I am sure the hon. member
will not deny that he has been able to sell
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He was not a good enough Samaritan to
say to the would-be purchaser, I won't
take your £100: you shall huve it for
what I gave for it.” 1 may as well say
at once—and I am probably in a position
to speak with authority in regard to
rents——

A MemBER: You are.

Me. QUINLAN : I say emphatically
that those who pose as liberal leaders
and as lights of the city and the colony
generally are the very men to-day who ure
getting houses from myself and partner,
and making thousands out of property for
which we were willing to receive a reagon-
able rent. I know an instance of £5a
week being paid as the rent of a house for
which the lessee is now getting £12,
and of £6 and £9 a week rent for
which between £20 and £30 is being
received.

A Memper: That has nothing to do
with the question before the House.

Mr. QUINLAN : Those very people
who most complain of the bigh rents
in this colony are the very people who
actually bleed every poor individual they
come across, and drain thelast dropof blood
out of their victims either by land sales or
by rents. The subject before the House
deserves to be thoroughly debated. 1T,
for my part, believe in the policy of
the Govermmnent as the best for developing
the resources of the country, and I hope
the day is far distant when the policy
proposed by the Opposition will become
the policy of this colony. The Govern-
ment are going to do what is the right
thing t0 do. They are going to amend
the anomalies of the tariff; but there is
a medium in all things, The Opposi-
tion want to abolish all protective duties.
[A Memeer: No.] To put it shorily,
the members of the Opposition are like
an incubator. They have hatched their
amendment in the wrong season, and it
will not prove fertile, as they may see
to-night by the strong following on this
side of the House. I takethis opportunity
of thanking hon. members for their kind
attention. I did not weary themn during
the last short session because, there being
so many federationists on the other side
of the House, I thought it was better
left to themselves. I hope,and I believe,
that the House will vote, and vote strongly,
and oppose the amendment by a very

property in Perth perhaps at £100 a foot. | large majority.
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Me. GEORGE: Twenty-eight members

of this House gave certain pledges at the

elections, when thev asked the people of

this colony to return them to this Assem-
bly. TIf I have any qualification at all, it
is that of going directto the puint, and so
far as I am concerned at any rate on this

question, I do not intend in any shape or

form to prove false to the pledges I gave
my constituents when I asked them
for their votes. I stated before my
constituents  most  distimetly  that
there were certain articles on which
I considered the duties could be fairly
reduced, and the Premier also at
Bunbury said the very samme thing; and
having given this House the pledge that
this question should receive consideration,
1 was quite prepared to receive a state-
ment from himn on the subject. The ques-
tion has been asked very pertinently by
several gentlemen on this side of the
House: How is it that the people who
have come to this colony do not bring
their wives and families with them* So
far as my expemence is concerned—it
does not extend very much to the gold-
fields, but it certainly does extend to a
large proportion of the working classes of
the colony—I am going to answer that
question after seven years’ experience in
this colony. If a man had a home in one
of the colonies where all his little house-
hold gods were established, where his
children were going to school, and where
his friends were living, and a depression
came, would he not find it difficult to get
the money to take his family to some
other colony in search of work? Would
it not be more prudent for him to go to
the new country by himself first to find
out what it was like, as the Isiaelite spies
did, and then to send for his family after-
wards? The spies who went out from
the Israelites to spy out the land did not
take their families with them, because
they did not know what they were going
to encounter, and the people who come
here from the other colonies do not bring
their families for precisely the same reason.
They come here to earn a living and
spy as much as they possibly can,
and then send for their wives and fami-
lies, and that is what they are doing.
I propose to address myself to this ques-
tion particularly as it affects my consti-
tuents, in two ways. I have the honour
to represent perhaps the most difficult

Amendment, food dufies,

constituency in the colony, there belng lwa
classes of working men there. The one
works for lis daily wage at the sawmill,
and the other is the working farmer-—the
veoman of the country, With regurd to
these men—the workmen in connection
with the sawmill—no one ¢an speak with
greater authority than I ¢can. The men
who come to the sawmills of the colony
come, in the first instance, as mill hands,
or simply as cutters of timber; and
when they have been there a tew months,
thev ask. Is it good enough to Lring
the wife and family over? T have
never hesitated to say, “The country is
good enough: bring the wife and family :
and if you keep from the cursed drink
you cau support them well.” That has
been my answer invariably. Awnother
reason why the gold-seeker does not
bring his wife and family when he comnes
over is thot he has heen a sufferer by the
depression in the other colonies. The
hon. member for sthe Central Murchison
{Mr. Illingworth)—1 hope he will excuse
me for saying it—wbhen he talked about
the question of imports and exports,
talked, in my opinion, judging frem a
business standpoiut, arrant nonsense. I
do not care about the finances of the
world. 'We have to deal with the finances
of the colony the same as we deal with
our own business. In mwy opinion, when
he says you bring so much raw material
into your concern, and you send se many
finished articles out, and the difference 1s

© 80 and so, T do not think he would get

much credit at the bank on that statement.
You want to have so much capital, to get
your credit at the bank, and then you have
to have a threepenny bill staunp. I say,
if there is an excess over imports, that
shows an addition to the material wealth
of the colony ; and if the hon. gentleman
could have gone farther, and shown the
wages that came to pay the freights, and
that sort of thing, he would have shown
a further addition to the naterial wealth
of the country.

Mr. IuLivaworTH: 1t is all shownin
the Customs.

Mgr. GEQRGE: That remark of the
hon. gentleman reminds me of the re-
mark, '‘Manners they have none, and
their custons are beastly.” I am not at
all sorry that the hon. member at the
head of the Opposition has brought for-
ward his amendment, because it has done
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a congiderable amount of good. I con-
gratulate him on having the courage of
his convictions, if it was only that he
brought on his head the vituperation of
an irate Premier. But I am sorry the
member for Albany, whe is & native of
the country, and ought to know more
than T do, who have only been seven years
in the colony, has such a poor opinion
of his native land. He does not think
it can produce food for the country.
[Mr. T:eaxe: It does not.] '"The hon.
member for Central Murchison told us
that there was no possible chance of try-

ing to build up an industry that does not -

produce. The hon. member for Central

Murchison does not know what he is -

talking about. If he likes to come into
the South- Western District, T will under-
take to show him land which, two years
ago, was procducing nothing whatever
except the beautiful wild fowers which
the Commissioner of Crown Tands is
trying to preserve; and I will show him
there a hundred en who bave come from
Victoria and settled down in the South-
Wostern District and are farming there ;
and their cry was: “Is there any chance
of the duties on what we are going to
produce being fuken off > If there is, the
vountry is not worth living in for us
farmers.” I shonld be false to my con-
stitneuts if T was not prepared to lay
ihat information before the House aund
such portion of the public as is present.
The South-Western District has not had
fair play until the last three or four years —
until the milway was built to Bunbary,
which. as was stated by some of the old
residents, who now seem to know better,
would not pav for the axle greasa. The
farmers there were without hope until
the railway was built. They would have
to cart their produce 107 miles into Fre-
mantle. The samne thing that operated
in the Williams district is operating iu
the South-Western district. Hon. mem-
bers could see for themselves, if thev
weni down there, in the Maradony dis.
trict, that it would take half the little
load to convey it into Perth and feed the
horses going back again.  You can find
it easy to talk against the farmers, the
samne us the newspapers talk against the
much-maligned City Couneil. It is easy
fo abuse; but it does not seem easy to
tell us what to do.  There should be some
consideration for the men who take their
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lives in their hands, and go vubinto the
wilderness and attempt to produce what
the colony cun produce. There was
another question raised about house rents,
and the member for Toodyay (Mr.
Quinlan) spoke about the house rents,
and the people getting large increases
from property leased from him. The
house rents we complain about—and the
Premier was quite right in what he said—
are the rents which affect the workiug
mai. It has been impossible in Perth to
get & four-roomed cottage for 28s. or up
to 35s. per week; and how can a man
carning from 7s. to 10s. r day pay that
rent ¥  Any man who would bring his
family to Perth under those -conditions
would e acting the traitor to them, and
would be no good to the colony. There
is angther question, and I have done: it
is a question in regard to the wages. I
pever did believe in low wages; and I
hope I never shall see the day when
wages will be low in the colony. 1f ever
we have low wages here, depend upon it,
the material prosperity of the country
will fall. It is all very well to talk ahbout
cheap food and clothing, and so forth.
If we are to have cheap food and clothing,
it will bring the wages dowu to the star-
vation level of some of the other colonies
and I should be falge to the interests of the
colony it I helped to bring itabout. One
hon. gentleman spoke about agricultural
railways being made out of the food duties.
I do not know where these particular
agrienltural railways are, but the South-
Western Railway, I suppose, is considered
an agricultural railway; and if the other
agricultural railways pay us well as that
railway. this colony need not be ashamed
of having constructed them. [A Men-
peR: Yon made that railway.] Yes; I
wade the railway. [Another Hox.
Mesmser: I hope it paid you. ] It is
not for me to say; because, if I were to
tell hon. members that I lust over it, they
would not believe me. The ratlway was
made through an agricultural district,
and when it was being constructed, it was
stated it was going down Lo grow a few
potatoes at Pinjarrab and a turnip or
two at Bunbury. With regard to the
farmers, and the reproach raised against
them for non-producing, I may say that
in the South - Western  District  this
vear they will most distinctly produce
something like six times as much as has
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ever been produced before; and twice as
much land hasbeen broken upand placed in
fallow for the next season. We should all
do what we can to assist the producing
portion of the community, and not throw
stones at them, but wish them (God speed
in the future, and, as far as we can, help
them. The pledge of the Premier that
the matter would be gone into next session
1s enough for any right-thinking man. I
think that hon. members would do well in
this short session to get as soon to the
real business of Parliament as possible.
Mr. EWING : I was to a certain extent
pained and grieved to hear some of the
remarks of the Premier; and the pain and
grief I felt was due to a large extent to the
unworthy motives attributed to the
gentlemen on this side of the House, I
was sorry to find that the Premier found
it necessary to say that the reason for the
amendment brought forward was that
the members now sitting on this side
of the House wished to occupy the
Treasury benches. If the right hon.
geuntleman took the treuble to consider the
electioneering speeches of lhon. members
on this side of the House, he would see
clearly that their object is not to endeavour
to take up the position the Government
now hold, but to carry out the pledges
the members made on the hustings to the
electors. This is the object for introdue-
ing the amendment; and the moderate
manner in which it is worded ought to show
the Premier and his supporters thatitisnot
the intention of the Opposition to seek to
oust the Ministry, but is to force the con-
sideration of the food duties on them, and
to endeavour to get the reduction the
country seeks. It is quite unnecessary,
in order to support the amendment, to be
a freetrader. I do not think it is a ques-
tion of free-trade or protection at all;
but even if it were, the first question we
have to consider, to my mind, in looking
into fiscal matters, is-—What is to be the
effect of the interference with the duty ?
In considering that ¢uestion there are
various subjects to be dealt with. What is
to e the effect ou the commenrcial life of
the community and on the labouring
classes? If we can sce thut by inter-
fering with the tariff we are going to
break down an industry or interfere with an
industry fo the material detriment of the
financial prosperity of the colony, in de-
priving any large section of the comn- |
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munity of the means of earning a liveli-
hood, I would be the last to record my vote
in support of the amendment. The amend-
ment merely affinms the principle that it is
desirable to reduce the food duties. As
far as the farmers in this colony are
concerned, I am unable to see that the
question of food duties materially affects
them. The farmers of the country, where
they are producing food stuffs, are pro-
dueing such things as by their very nature
cannot readily be imported. By the aboli-
tion of the food duties, the genuine
farmers are not touched at all.  There
is another class, called the graziers; and
the question is—Will it affect the graziers
of Western Australin—and, if so, what
will be the commercial consequence?
Admitting, for the sake of argument,
that the removal of the duties would
interfere with the sheep-growing industry,
canany hon. member of the House assure
me that the pastoral industry of the
country employs labour te any great
extent, or causes a large circulation of
money 7  Members have only to go up
North and observe the condition of the
pastoral industry, and they will find there
1s almost as much labour employed on one
mine upon a goldfield as is employed on
all the pastoral stations in the North. Of
cowse I am referring to white labour,
and am not referring to the principle of
enslaving the blacks. The squatters not
only have a pauper labour, and prac-
tically no rents to pay, or the lowest rents
of any squatters in the Australian colo-
nies

Tur Premier ; No; they are lower in
South Australia.

Mr. EWING: We do not wish to take
away the squatters’ profit, but to reduceit
to reasonable and proper limits. I think
members will adimit that the squatters in
the North have pauper labour, that they
have cheap rents, and that they have
every assistance, as far as I am able to
see, which the CGtovernment can possibly
give them—they have all these advantages,
yet they want the assistance of a heavy
stock tax and a heavy duty on frozen
meat. In addition to all this we cannot
forget the fact that they have also protec-
tion by the leavy freights which im-
porters have to pay, and losses by the sea
vovage in the case of live stock—the
hundred and one things which nre atten-
dant ou the transit of stock from the
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other colonies. They are protected with
a duty of nearly 100 per cent., for
that is what it comes to on dead meat.
We kunow that the price of a sheep up
North is some six shillings, and the duty
on the dead sheep imported into the
colony is about six shillings. [Mr.
A. Forrest : No; half-a-crown.] T say
it is 100 per cent., and the member
for West Kimberley will have an oppor-
tunity of proving to the contrary, if he
can. Even supposing the effect of this
amendment were to sacrifice the pastoral
industry, yet I say no great harm would
be done to the financial condition of
Western Australtia. There would be harm
done to. individnals, and that is the
trouble; but to the conununity, as u com-
munity, I say there would be very little
harm done, hecause the industry that is
assumed to be sacrificed employs prae-
tically no labour.

Mr. DouerTy: Remember, vou are one
of us now—a West Australian.

Mr. EWING: Iam, and have been for
two years, and, now that I represent one
of the oldest districts in the colony
(the Swan), I think I ecan claim
to be a West Australian. Tho far-
mers of that district evidently did not

think the removal of the food duties was |

going to affect them injuriously, or they
would not have supported me in the way
they did at the general election. I say
now, ns I said then, that the food duties
will not strike at the farmer, and I defy
any meanber on the Government side of
the House to show that it will aftect the
farmer injuriously. What are the food
stuffs produced in the colony ?  There is
no material production of food stuffs
here. Farmers produce horse feed, and
produce to some little extent fowls, eggs,
potatoes, and u few things like that,
which will not be affected by uny taxation,
hecause they are not likely to be imported.
The second ground on which I support
the amendment is that I helieve in
government by majorities, and I believe
the only truc principle of government is
the goverminent by a wmajority, not of
this House, but of the people; and any
Ministry which sits here, supported by a
minority of the electors, sits in  false and
wrong position, ['P'HE Premier: That's
what you do.] Tsuy the Forrest Ministry
at the present momnent represent a vast
minority ol the electors of the colony, and

(19 Ocroner, 18473

Amendment, foud duties. 87
on the feod question the numbers against
them are positively overwhelming. T will
take, as instance, o few of those members
in this House who are pledged to abolish
the food duties, and who told the electors
that have sent them to Parliament they
would do their level best for the repeal of
those duties. I refer first to the member
for West Perth (Mr. Wood), who repre-
sents thousands of electors, and T ask,
can the Government say they have the
support of any member on that side
who represents so many clectors us
the member for West TPerth? He
plediged himself positively to vote for
the abolition of the food duties. [Mu.
Woop: Not unconditionally.] If I am
wrong, then the people of the colony
are the judges, and the electors of West
Perth will be the judges at the next
general election. If I am wrong, the
honourable member is perfectly safe, and
need not trouble himself in the slightest
degree; but the electers will remember
him at the day of judgment that is
coming, when he pgoes again to contest
that constituency. Take the member for
Central Perth (Mr. ILyall Hall), who
pledged himself to vote for the repeal of
the duties.

Mg. Lyvann Hann:
tion.

Mr. EWING: With a reservation,
I think the man who enters Parlia-
ment should stand on the strength
of his political eopinions, and if he
does not represent principles and poli-
tical opinions, he bas ne right to be
in Parliament. "The reservition made by
the honommble member was to this
effect :—*“T believe in the repeal of the
food duties, and T will vote for their
repeal altogether; but if it means the
defeat of the Forvest Ministry, I will
sink my avowed principles.” ‘That is
what he said, and that is the kind of
supporter the Ministry like. They do
not want supporters who will vote on
principle ; but they want supporters who,
like the member for Central Perth, are
readly and willing to suy, “ These wre my
political principles—reeturn me Lo Pur-
liament on them ;' but when such o
member ygeis there, he turns round and
says, ““Although I have pledged my word
to do certamn things, vet when it means
the turning out of “the Forrest Ministr v,
I will ot fulfil my pledges.” The posi-

With u reserva-
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tion taken up by the Premier is abso-
lutely inconsistent. We have only to
read paragraph 22 of the Governor's
Speech to see that, although le does not

intend at present to interfere with the '

food duties, he intends to iuterfere with
them at some future time, but thinks that
the present is an inopportune time to do
so. It is evident the time he contem-
plates is o time that is at some distance,
for the paragraph says that, “aided by
the recurrence of the bountiful season we
are this year experiencing, and by the
good markets existing on our goldfields,
this colony must in a short time hecome
self-supporting.” That passage says it is
not the Minister’s intention in the near
tuture to carry into effect any principle
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which will entail the removal of the food -

duties; but when the right honourable
gentleman was met with a resolution that
gave him an opportunity of seeing the
error of his ways, and of going back on his
principles—when invited to consider this
amendment, framed in very moderate lan-
guage, giving him an opportunity of back-
ing down—therighthouourable gentleman
took the opportunity, and nobly did it.
He has met the occasion like a man.
But we, on this side of the House, do not,
as he says, want to get on the Treasury
benches ; for what we want is that our
principles shall be carried into effect, and
we do not care in the shightest degree
whether they are carried into effect by the
Forrest Ministry or any other Ministry,
s0 long as our principles prevail. Tf this
Ministry will give effect to our priuciples,
let them go on; but while they refuse to
do such things as they refuse te do here,
I trust they will not long stay in power.
When they see the strength of our
position, the rational arguments we bring
forward, and the reasonable things we ask
for, they say: ** Although we won't do it to-
day, we will do it in two or three months
time.”
gentleman does that, he will be fulfilling
the noblest wishes of the Opposition. T
say the position of the Government is
absolutely inconsistent in stating that it
is inexpedient at the present time to
abolish or reduce these duties, orin any way

Amendment, fould duties.

mind it is ¢lear that if protection is
necessary to-day, with a large market and
with no competition, if it is necessary to
keep out the foreign products uuder these
conditions, how much mere necessary will
it Le to keep out those products when we
have keen internal competition? We
have got a arket now, yvet the Premier
says that when we lave more competition
we will open that market to the world.
The position is illogical. It is shown
clearly in the Governor's Speech that when
they bave this bountiful seazon, when they
have all the blessings of Providence, they
will remove these duties.

Tur CoMMIsSIONER or RalLwavs;
That would bemmeh better for the people.

Mp. EWING: I will leave it to the
Commissioner of Railways to study the
question, and when he has done that we
can discuss it.  We next have to consider
the effect of the abolition of the food
duties on the community generally. The
wbolition would be for the benefit, not
only of the mining industry, but of all
industries, und, cousequently, for the
benefit of the famner. It is admitted
that the cause of the country’s prosperity
15 gold production and consequent em-
ployment of labour. If wedoanything to
foster the goldfields, we are doing that
which will indirectly benefit the farmer.
If the goldfields have already benefited

" the farmer, they will, with increased pros-

As long as the right honourable -

interfere with them ; because, if time has .

anything whatever to do with the ques.
tion, I should think it would operate in
the opposite direction to that which the
Governor's Speech indicates; for to my

perity, still further benefit him. I am
always given to understand that therc
is no true settlement on the land unless a
man n:akes his home there; and < home,”
in the true sense, means the presence not
only of the head of the family, but of his
wife and children. That is the only way
to get good, sound citizens. The effect of
the food duties is to keep the very men,
women, and children out of the country,
those whom it is desived to see here. The
Premier stated that our artisaus and
labourers had an objection to the com-
petition, within this community, of aliens,
especially aliens of inferior race. He
showed that by a freetrade policy the men
of this conntry would he put mto com.
petition with the sume alien labour outgide
the limits of the communily. The Pre-
mier, I think, has not quite grasped the
question.  The reason the artisans and
working men object to those aliens is not
g0 much the auctual competition. The
ubjection is on broader and more national
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grounds. The objection is based on the
influence which inferior races, directly
and indircetly, have on the community—
their influeuce in lowering the price of
labour and the conditions wuder which
they live. and the consequent lowering of
our national standard. The next ground
of objection is that the social consequences
of the introduction of inferior raves are
absolutely disastrous to the community.
These are the two noble prineiples which
actuate the working men in their en-
deavour to exclude aliens and Asiatics of
all kinds. I would ask hen. members
not to be frightened by the remarks of
the Premier as to the possibility of
a genera) electivn.  The Premier referred
to the amendment as a trap. T do not
see anything of the trap in the amend-
inent; but, if ever there was a trap put
before us, it is in the paragraph of the
Governor’s Speech under discussion. The
parvagraph means nothing, and it means
sometbing. It means the Government
will do just exuctly what they may choose
to do in the next session of Parliament.
[A Mgmeex: Hear, hear.] An hon.
member says ¢ Hear, hear”  Well, it is
1o doubt desirable the Government should
do as they choose. T am not asking the
Government to do what I know they
will uwot do; but I am asking hon.
members, who are pledged to the electors
to repeal the food duties, not to be led
into the trap laid.
have promised nothing whatever. They
have not said, “ We will repeul or
reduce the duties next session.” All the
Premier says is, “We will give the re-
vision of the tariff our careful considera.
tion.” There is positively nothing in the
Premier's statement, and it might as well
have been left unmade. If o member
pledged to the repeal of the food duties
-aceepts such an assurance, he is failing in
his duty to the electors, und just as fully
aud absolutelv breaking his pledyes as if
the statement of the Premier had never
been made.

Mr. VOSPEE: I move that the debate
be adjourned until to-morrow.

Put and passed.

PAPER PHRESENTED.

The PrEnier luid on the table o Report
by the Government Actuary on Compara-
tive Customs Tariffs of Western Aus-
iralia and Victoria.

120 Ocroper,

The Government :

© Paper Tresented -Question:

1897.°  Rejorting of Debales.  8Y

REPORTING AND PUBLISHING OF
DEBATES.

The SPEAKER stated that arrange-
ments had  been wade Ly which the
official repurts of Parliamentary debates
wonld Lie issned to members each Tues-
day, the publication being weekly. Three
days would be available after publication
for hon. members to reawl their speeches
and wake such corrections as  they
thought proper, and to forward them to
the chiet reporter. It must be under-
stood that hon. members would not he
at liberty to rewrite their specches, but
any reasonable corrections, forwarded
within three days from the day of pulli-

_cation, would be made before the final

printing. The corrected reports would
then be published in volumes.

ADJOURNMEN'.

The House adjourned at 10455 p.nm..
till the next day.

Assembly,

Wednesday, 20th October, 1897.

Legislative

Incurceration nnd Dia.
charre without Trinl—Question: Issue of Miners’
Rights to Asiatics - Question: Importation of Rail-
wny Clerks from Eungland —Question : Investigation
of Recert Frouds tu Coolpurdie Pogt Otfice—
Question: Lepislation v Teades CUnions and
Arbitration -Question: Public Batieries for Gold-
fiells- -Quesiion: Saluries of Sulordinste Civil
Servants -Questinn: Survey of Watersheds on
Goldfields--Question : Dismissnl of Statignmaster
Homn —Quastion: Trial ot Marble Bar for Man-
slanghter—Question: Afrhans aod the Queen's
encmies —Question: Minister of dines as Director
of 0 Smelting Company  Motion : Question of Privi.
lere ; ndmission of distinmuished visitors -Motion:
Address-in.Reply; fourth day of dehate -Adjouru-
ment.

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

PrAaYERS.



